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Hayes Lodge Owen, Spooner, Mr. HAtcu with Mr. STEWART, of } 
Heard Maffett Peel, Siabinecker, Mr. McApoo with Mr. HARM] 
He | Mahoney Perry, Stephenson aie - ; 
Henderson, lowa McAdoo Phelan, Stewart, Tex Mr. Cox with Mr. Ba :, of New 
Herbert MecClammy, Phelps, Stewart, Vt. Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. Was \ ww. ¢ ‘ | , 5 ‘ : 
Hires, McComas Pidcock, rarsney head Tr ¢)'] RA i ut . 
Hopkins, I M enna Plumb, Taylor, bE. B., ¢ : : i 
Hopkins, N. Y. Mek ey Pugsley, Taylor, J. D., Ol ,GTON W i no 
Howard, MeKinne Randall, Thomas, Ky Mr. W vy. of M with Mr. Da ' : 
Hudd McMillin, Rayner rhomas, | stion clain eae r) . a , -v 
Hunt McShane, Reed, Thompson os _— i . . , 
Jacks« Merriman, Rice Tillmar WII ig s 
Johnston, N.C, Milliken, Robertson, Turner, Kans Mr. ABBO vith M ; 
Mills Rockwell, Wade, aan Si ge 
Moffitt Rowell, Veber I 
Montgomery Russell, Mass West, } against it 
Morrill Scott, White, N. ¥ | Mr. HARE with Mr. Corns. on the section of the de bh n 
er Morse, Seney, Whiting, Mich | on . ; 2 . 
: . 1} t to Frenen s ( i 
etcham, Nichols, Seymour, Wickham, ‘ . 7 i ' 
Lagan, Norwood Shaw, Wilber, vote for the claims and M HAR would vote no 
Laidlaw, Nutting, Sherman, Wilkins, — Mr. LANDES with M Wir f New York. ont | 
Landes Oates Shively, Wilson, W. V: ‘ ' 1 +h ut 
: g - ~ ] resel r wou 
Latham, O’ Donnell, Simmons, Wise, —_s oi ‘p I v ‘ Y 
Lawler, O’ Ferrall, Sowden, Yardley, claims LAN S wi 1 vote agall them. 
Lee, Outhwaite, Spinola, Yoder, Mr. Hupp with Mr. Fr tr, on the French polation « M 
So the motion was agreed to. | Hupp would vote against the b und Mr. I H for the bill. 
The following were announced as paired on all political questions Mr. Cox with Mr. Spooner, on the French spoliation cla 
until further notice: | ficie bill. Ifpresent, M ‘ ould vote for theapy ! 





Mr. PEEL with Mr. KETCHAM. | Mr. Cox would vote inst it 
Mr. BRYCE with Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Grpson with Mr. Mac NA on the French spoliation cla 
Mr. LANDES with Mr. MORRILL. | If present, Mr. Gipson would vote for the claims, Mr. MA NA 
Mr. SIMMONS with Mr. ARNOLD. would vote against them. 

Mr. GAY with Mr. HIREs. Mr. RoGers with Mr. Sa#aw. onthe French liation clai if 
Mr. HAYES with Mr. FELTON. | present, Mr. SHaw would vote for the claim nd Mr. J] I 
Mr. BURNE®T with Mr. BROWER. vote against them 





Mr. ByNuM with Mr. OWEN. Mr. ANDERSON. ¢ on ¢ 
Mr. MILLS with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. | tion claims. If pre te the M 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. McCoMAs, | ANDERSON would 

Mr. MCKINNEY with Mr. BooTHMAN. Mr. Ler with Mr clai ‘ 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. LEE would vote fi EL against t 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr. DE LANo. Mr. RUSSELL. of BACON. on t | : 
Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. Hovuk. 8} oliation claims i ve tl ( 3 





Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. BACON would vote against th 

Mr. JONES with Mr. CROUSE. Mr. SOWDEN with Mr. Tuomas H. B. BRownr. until f er notice, 
Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. HIesTAND. ind also on French spoliation claims. If present, Mr. BkRowNE would 
Mr. RAYNER with Mr. Brown, of Ohio. | vote for these claims and Mr. SOWDEN would te a nst t 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. CoGSWELL. Mr. O’ FERRALL with Mr. MASon, on all quest xcept the Fr h 
Mr. Rick with Mr. WEBER. spoliation claims until furth 
Mr. SHIVELY with Mr. WICKHAM. Mr. COTHRAN with Mr. 
Mr. Prpcock with Mr. PHELPs. it] 





Mr. DOUGHERTY with Mr. STEP NSON, for two wee from August 
Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. Moore. | 90, 1888. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. FINLEY. Mr. HARE with Mr. PLuMp, for three weeks from August 10, 1885 
Mr. McCLAMMY with Mr. WoopBuRN. | Mr. OUTHWaITE with Mr. McKINLEY,until Monday, August 27, 1888. 
Mr. McMILLIN with Mr. BuRRoWws. | Mr. SENEY with Mr. ADAMS. until Tuesday next 

Mr. BUCKALEW with Mr. BAYNE. Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I notice that I am paired. and | 

Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. HopkKINs, of New York. draw my vote. d 

Mr. FeELix CAMPBELL with Mr. Cooper. Mr. BAKER, of New York I voted I notice that I am paired 
Mr. Hupp with Mr. ARNOLD. with Mr. Cox, and I desire to have my vote eanceled 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, with Mr. SEYMOUR, Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I notice that I am paired wit Mr, 
Mr. McSHANE with Mr. YARDLEY. GLOVER, of Missouri, and for that reason I withdraw 

Mr. BARRY with Mr. DALZELL. The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the pairs of severa 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. PuGsLEy. | tlemen provide that members may still have the right to 


I 


Mr. Yost with Mr. SNYDER. a quorum, and if gentlemen withdraw their votes no 
Mr. Hoae with Mr. HoLMEs. 


appeared. 
Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. TARSNEY. 


Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Missonri / Mr. Gio sh 


Mr. TrmotHy J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BowDeEn, | The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri voted 
Mr. CARLTON with Mr. Morritt. Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will let my vote stand any wa 


Mr. HowARD with Mr. Hopkins, of New York. 
Mr. Crisp with Mr. ROWELL. 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, with Mr. REED. 


The result of the vote was announced as above record 


AGE FROM THE 





Mr. ForpD with Mr. O’ DONNELL. . & sneseage thems The Sennen, by Mr. a ees acta stan: < ae—mesatery i 
Mr. Morse with Mr. Wurrrna, of Massachusetts, a the Senate had agreed to the resolution req lesting the f resident 
Mr. DAvipson, of Alabama, with Mr. PATTON. OF the | nited states to return to the House the bill (H. R. 10060) pre- 
Mr. MonTGOMERY with Mr. HunTER. scribing the time for sales and for notice of sale of prop : 
Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. Tuomas, of Illinois. trict of Columbia for overdue taxes 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. BRowNngE, of Indiana. rhe as ee announced t a hone ane ear 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. ROCKWELL. eee See ore, es Beene) Seeking spgweptinth 

Mr. OATES with Mr. GUENTHER. support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. CLARK. Cine PRTPONS, BURNIETES 20, 47, 35, and 35, disagreement to 

Mr. BeLmont with Mr. DAVENPORT. sisted upon by the House, and agrees to the further co 

Mr. Biees with Mr. Morrow. the House on the disagreeing votes of the t 

Mr. FISHER with Mr. KEAN. aEnED Ste HGR Che RASNS SS senaaenente te Ba 9 , 
Mr. Compron with Mr. GorF. | further conference on the disagreeing votes of the two House 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. j and had appointed Mr. ALLIson, Mr. PLUMB, and Mr. G 

Mr. CoLLins with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, | managers of the conference on the part of the § 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. Dorsey. | GENE}! DEFI LI 

Mr. PERRY with Mr. SPOONER. The House accordingly resolved itself into the ¢ 

Mr. CLARDY with Mr. WADE. | Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. SP! 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. DUNHAM. The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in ¢ 

Mr. DARGAN with Mr. WEsT. on the state of the Union for the consideration of t 1(H.R 

Mr. BoureLLE with Mr. WIsE. making appropriations to supply deficiencies in t 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. KELLey. | the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for } other 
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AN. No quorum having voted, under the rule the | to recollect the agreement made the other day that the gentleman from 
oll for the purpose of ascertaining whether a quo Virginia [Mr. Yost] should have fifteen minutes. 
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owe Dine. ch now disposed of, the gentleman from Virginia is recognized for fifteen 
Clardy, Dougherty, Haugen minutes. 


Mr, YOST resumed his remarks, begun on a previous day. The fo! 
lowing is the entire speech: 

Mr. YOST. Mr. Chairman, the measure to which I propose to allude 
may not be deemed pertinent to the bill now under consideration, but 
I regard it as of far more importance. It reaches to every section o! 
this broad land and touches the hearthstone of millions of people. It 
penetrates to the center of our governmental system and directly affects 
the well being of every class of population and the future of the Repub- 
licitself. No subject before this House since the perilous days when 
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Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. The Blair bill as a Senate measure was 


never before our committee. The bill referred to the Committee on 
Labor was the bill introduced by the then representative from Ken- 
tucky, Mr. Willis 

Mr. YOST. Which was precisely similar in terms to the Blair bill. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. But the Senate bill itself was referred 
to the Committee on Education. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. 1 am referring to the substantial provisions of 
the measure, not to the particular document. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Iam referring to the bill itself. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. lam speaking of the principle. 

Mr. YOST. ‘The billof Mr. Willis was precisely similar to the Blair 
bill. Mr. Willis so stated at the time he introduced it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And we so understood it. 

Mr. YOST. A yearago, Mr. Chairman, I satas a spectator in the Vir- 
ginia Democratic State convention held at Roanoke. One of the princi- 
pal speakers was a Democrat of national reputation—a man whom his 
own people had delighted to honor—who had been a member of the 
Forty-ninth Congress and from this Hall passed to the other end of the 
Capitol to take his seat as a United States Senator. Before that large 
assembly of representative Democrats of the Old Dominion, Senator 
DANIEL spoke with that power and eloquence for which he is noted, and 
which never fails to win enthusiastic applause. The scene and the 
warmth of welcome extended seemed to arouse him to an extraordinary 
effort. Hedwelt with force and fervor upon the issues of the canvass, 
the prospects of the party, and the blessings that would foliow its con- 
tinued ascendency in the State. He then entered upon a review of the 
work of the Forty-ninth Congress, claiming that with all of its short- 
comings it had enacted much important legislation, such as the inter- 
state-commerce law, the oleomargarine bill, and other measures in which 
the public interests were involved. 

And last came his reference to the Blair educational bill. Why. said 
he, was it not passed? Let us follow the advice of our great Jeader— 
‘tell the truth.’ The truth is that the bill was defeated by JoHn G. 
CARLISLE. As Speaker of the House he appointed the Committee on 
Education and so constituted it that no report should come from it, 
and all action on the Blair bill would thus be stifled. So hostile, said 
the Senator, to the interests of my people did I regard this action of 
Joun G,. CARLISLE upon this most important of all subjects to them, 
that at the close of the session, I, as a Representative of Virginia, could 
not and did not vote for the resolution of thanks to the Speaker, which 
it is customary to pass when the term of a Congress ends. 

A thousand others besides myself heard this statement, and the num- 
ber included reporters of various newspapers. In its report of that 
part of the speech the Richmond Dispatch, the organ of the Demo- 
cratic party in the State of Virginia, said: 

Some say, Well you did not pass the Blair bill. I, said the Senator, will follow 
Grover Cleveland’s advice, who says, *‘Speak the truth.’’ The reason the bill 
was not passed was because JOHN G,. CARLISLE defeated it, 

The New York Times, another good Democratic authority, in its re- 
port said: 

le also laid to Speaker CARLISLE the defeat of the Blair educational bill, a 
course which led Mr. DANIEL to refuse, as he said, to join in a vote of thanks to 
the Speaker 

Senator DANIEL is a manly, straightforward man, who generally says 
what he believes, and is ready to assume responsibility for what he says. 
He will not deny the statement here attributed to him. Ask him if 
he said it, and I doubt not his reply will be: ‘‘I not only said it but 
I meant every word of it.’? He was earnest enough ib its utterance to 
mean every word of it, and as the declaration fell from his lips the very 
building trembled with the thunder of applause. Shortly afterwards 
the following, among other resolutions, was unanimously adopted by 
the convention: 

We earnestly advocate liberal appropriations by the Federal Government out 
of the national revenue in aid of the education of the children of the several 
States in proportion to illiteracy, in accordance with the provisions of the Blair 
bill, or some better measure. 

Here, then, was the admission of Democrats—ay, their declaration— 
that the Blair bill had been deliberately defeated by the Speaker of 
their choice. Upon him they sought to load the sins of the party, to 
make of him the scrapegoat to bear away the burden of their iniqui- 
ties. 

The Fiftieth Congress met. The Republican Senate for a third time 
passed the bill. The vote was taken on the 16th of February of the 
present year, and stood—ayes 39, nays 29. Of the 39 voting in the af- 
firmative 23 were Republicans, namely: Messrs. Allison, Blair, Bowen, 
Cameron, Chandler, Cullom, Dawes, Dolph, Evarts, Hoar, Manderson, 
Mitchell, Morrill, Palmer, Platt, Quay, Riddleberger, Sawyer, Stan- 
ford, Stewart, Stockbridge, Teller, Wilson of Iowa; and 16 were Dem- 
ocrats, namely: Messrs. Berry, Brown, Call, Colquitt, Daniel, Eustis, 
George, Hampton, Hearst, Jones of Arkansas, Pasco, Payne, Pugh, 
Ransom, Vance, and Walthall. 

Of the negative vote 17 were Democrats, namely, Messrs. Bate, Beck, 
Blackburn, Blodgett, Butler, Coke, Faulkner, Gray, Harris, Kenna, 
Morgan, Reagan, Saulsbury, Turpie, Vest, Voorhees, and Wilson of 
Maryland; and 12 were Republicans, namely, Messrs. Aldrich, Dawes, 
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Farwell, Frye, Hale, Hawley, Hiscock, Ingalls, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 
Sabin, and Spooner. 

Four pairs were announced. Of those who would have voted inthe 
affirmative 3 were Republicans, namely, Messrs. Edmunds, Paddock, 
and Sherman; and 1 was a Democrat, Mr. Gibson. Of the four who 
would have voted against the bill 3 were Democrats, namely, Messrs, 
Cockrell, Gorman, and McPherson, and 1 was a Republican, Mr. Chace. 
Counting pairs the vote stood—ayes 43, of whom 26 were Republicans 
and 17 Democrats; nays—33, of whom 20 were Democrats and 13 Re- 
publicans, 

The bill for a third time went to a Democratic House—a House Dem- 
ocratic by 15 majority. Here it encountered its old, implacable enemy. 
With the knowledge of what his course had been; with the knowledge 
of an opposition so uncompromising that it refused to allow this great 
demand of the people to be even heard; with the knowledge of a hos- 
tility to the interests of Virginia and the interests of the South, so pro- 
nounced that a leading member of his own party refused to unite in 
the complimentary resolution which is generally adopted without a 
dissenting voice from either side of the House; with a full knowedge 
of all of this, Mr. CARLISLE, by the acclamative vote of the Democratic 
caucus, including the representatives of that party from Virginia, was re- 
nominated as Speaker, and when the time came, with the same unanim- 
ity, was invested again with the power which a leading Democrat, speak- 
ing to Democrats, openly charged had been used to defeat the wish and 
the willofthe people. Tohim was committed the selection and appoint- 
ment of the committees—the power to almost absolutely control leg- 
islation—certainly to stifle and strangle any measure which it was de- 
sirable should never have an opportunity to test its strength before the 
House. [Applause. ] 

The Committee on Education was appointed. It consisted of eight 

Democrats and five Republicans. In the early days of the session bills 
similar to or identical with the Blair bill were introduced in the House 
by Republicans. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BrowER] 
was the patron of one; I presented another, and perhaps others still of 
a like character were introduced. They were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and promptly buried there. With a view to the 
resurrection of one of these measures (and they were all practically the 
same), an effort was made to force its consideration. On the 7th of 
February the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. CuTCHEON ], a Republican 
and earnest friend of the Blair bil, submitted the following proposed 
amendment to the rules: 
, Resolved, That Rule XX VII, clause 1, be amended by adding thereto the fol 
on Whenever application in writing, signed by a majority of the members of 
the House, shall be presented to the Speaker requesting him to recognize any 
member therein named to move a suspension of the rules and pass a bill, to be 
named by him, upon the first Monday of the next ensuing month, it shall be 
the duty of the Speaker to recognize the member so named in such written re- 
quest, upon the said first Monday of the next ensuing month,and when more 
than one such written request is presented in any one month,the members 
therein named shall be recognized in the order in which they are presented to 
the Speaker,”’ 

The object of that resolution was to secure consideration of the Blair 
bill. Had it been adopted it was proposed to test the strength of the 
measure by the circulation of a petition designating some member for 
recognition who would move the passage of the bill, and thus bring it 
up upon its merits. Mark you, the resolution provided that this rec- 
ognition should not be accorded unless a majority of the members at- 
tached their names to the petition—that majority which is supposed 
to control the action of the House and to be the law-making power. 
Could anything be fairer? Could anything be more reflective of the 
popular sentiment as indicated in the election of the Representatives? 
Could anything be juster to the people in a Republic where the will of 
the majority is the sovereign Jaw? And yet, sir, no action was taken 
on that resolution. It was referred to the Committee on Rules, a ma- 
jority of the members of which were Democrats, and there it slept the 
sleep of death. 

A similar fate awaited resolutions which were subsequently offered 
by members of the Republican side of the House, among whom were 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BRowER] and the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. T. H. B. Browne]. These resolutions were de- 
signed to relieve the Committee on Education from the further consid- 
eration of the bill, and set aside a day for its consideration by the House. 
They were, as expressed by another, ‘‘chloroformed’’ in the Commit- 
tee on Rules. If the Committee on Education was the sepulcher of a!! 
legislation relating to education, then the Committee on Rules might 
well have been designated as the ante-chamber to the tomb. Nothing 
in the shape of aid to the spread of intelligence ever escaped from either. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Meantime the Blair bill had been passed by the Senate, sent to the 
House, and referred to the Education Committee. By consent of the 
members introducing them, the House bills were laid aside, in order 
that the Senate bill might be considered. That bill was referred to a 
subcommittee composed of a majority of Democrats. That majority, 
after consideration, reported in favor of asubstitute for the bill similar 
to the substitute reported by the Labor Committee in the Forty-ninth 
Congress and known as the Crain substitute. The minority of the sub- 
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committee, composed of two Republicans, submitted a minority rep 
favoring the passage of the bill as it came from the Senate. These two 
reports came before the whole committee. Thatcommittee, asI stated, 
was composed of eight Democrats and five Republicans. It required 
seven to make a quorum—two in addition to all of the Repub! : 
members. 

For weeks and months efforts were made to secure consideration by 
the committee, but a quorum could not be obtained. Atlength, how- 
ever, the two reports from the subcommittee came up, and an unim- 
portant amendment was agreed upon. It was hoped then that action 
would be had, as only one otherstep remained to betaken. Asthe 
drew near, however, the difficulty of securing a quorum increased. 
regular day of meeting came and went with each succeeding week, but 
time after time the old story of no quorum was repeated. Finally the 
necessary seven were secured—five Republicans and two Democrats— 
the bill was taken up and a Republican [Mr. O’ DONNELL] demanded 
the previous question on agreeing toareport. Thecrucial moment had 
arrived, but just as the motion for the previous question was about to 
be put a Democratic member of the committee, the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH] left the room, broke the quorum, and ended 
all further proceedings for the time being. 

Again, after long and tedious waiting and repeated meetings, the ne 





essary number to constitute a quorum was secured, and for the second | 
i 


time the previous question was demanded by Mr. O’DONNELL. Wher 
the chairman was about to submit the motion, a Democratic member, 
the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. Coss], was called out, the quorum 
broken before a vote could be reached, and the bill effectually strangled. 

Upon each of these occasions the Republican members of the com 
mittee were present and ready and anxious to press foraction. To the 
last meeting one of the Republican members was summoned by tele- 
gram from a distant State, so important was his presenee regarded. He 
promptly responded, only to have the quorum broken just as its work 
was about to be completed. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. NELSON. [ask that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Yost 
be allowed ten minutes more to conclude his remarks. 

Mr.BLAND. LIhopeso. This being. as I suppose, the funeral « 

‘* Blair bill,’ I want to see it decently buried. 

Mr. YOST. I know the gentleman would like to see it buried 
it will not be buried. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman has been arraigning the Democratic 
party. Iam glad that party has a record of some economy in defeat 
ing the ‘‘ Blair bill.’’ 

Mr. BURNES. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Virginia have leave to print the residue of his remarks 

Mr. YOST. hope I shall beallowed at least two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the request of the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. Unanimous consent isasked that 
the gentleman from Virginia be allowed ten minutes additional. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. YOST. I thank the committee for its indulgence. 

From that day to this no quorum has ever been gotten together, and 
of course no report has been made. Nor is there hope for any action 
during the life of this Congress, for the Democratic members of the 
committee know that as soon asa legal meeting of the committee is 
held just so soon will the Republican members demand a report on the 
Blair bill. That is what a majority do not intend to have, no matter 
what may be the demand of the people, no matter how great the need 
for action, no matter what injustice may be perpetrated by their course. 

In making this statement, Mr. Chairman, I divulge no secrets of the 
committee and violate no rule of the House. Iam notin the confi 
dence of the committee and therefore could not betray that confidence 
Nor do the statements here made rest upon information derived by me 
from any member of the committee. They are matters of common 
report, spread to the world through the public prints. I state them 
as facts which I believe to be true, and so charge, and I challenge the 
members of the committee here present, and whom I now see, to deny 
them if they can be denied. I pause for a reply. 

[ After a pause. ] 

As I expected, there is and can be no denial. 


If in the statements I have made the slightest injustice has been | 


done to either men or parties, I am more than willing to make the cor- 
rection when the error is pointed out. I want every friend of the bill, 
no matter with which party he affiliates, to have full credit for ali he 


has done in its behalf. And I want every enemy of the bill to have | 


courage enough to assume the responsibility for his opposition, and let 
the people know who it is that thus defies their wishes. 

But, sir, let me go a step further, for the record does not end here. 
In May last the Republican caucus of this House unanimously indorsed 
the Blair bill and demanded its consideration. A month later the Re- 
peblican national convention incorporated in its platform a ringing 
declaration in its behalf. This plank of the platform was suggested 
by one of the warmest friends of the bill—General WARNER, of Mis- 
souri, It is a literal quotation from the celebrated Des Moines speech 
of that grandest of Republicans, Ulysses S. Grant. 
principle involved is one that ought to be dear to the heart of every 
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[Applause.] The | 
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nw hi h slh e shown, the e « 1 
demned. And en 1 whe 1 his four ‘ 
dent Cleveland spoken in lavor o! the Dd iblie school 
And yet this is the party that claims, without the count, t t 
ofasolid South. Is there no need for education in that se 
urn to the pages of the last census and mark the tale t e told. 
Che total populat on of the United States in 1 ) was 1155.7 
The whole number of persons white and colored, 1 the ixteen 
ern States was, in round numbers, 18,500,000. The whole numb n 
the twenty-two Northern States was 31.600,000 Ot the Southern 


population 6,000,000 are blacks; 3,000,000 of whor 
can not write. bButthe illiteracy is not confined to th 


are in the United States 2,949,147 illiterate whites, of 





or nearly 57 per cent., are in the Southern States The Seuth has 

about one-fourth of the white population of the States, and over one 
half of all the white illite rates, and these added to the 1 lions of 
lacks who can not read and write make up ¢ fourth of the ent 




















gyregate population in the Southern St 
public education there? 

Naturally our white population is as capable of instruction, as quick 
witted and bright as any people on the globe but the poorer classes 
are ignorant simply because they never 1 chance to learn. Before 
the Republican party took the reins of government there was no such 
thing as a free school in the South, and the man who was too pox 
pay for the education of his child si t grow up in abject ignoran 
In Virginia, it is true, he might have sent his child to school under cer- 
tain conditions, but what were the conditions? If he were too poor to 
pay he must go before a notary and e oath that he was a pauper. 
Then the child was admitted to the school and a tuition fee v paid 
from the county fund. 

But few availed of this generous provision of the law, for the child, 


if it had one drop of manhood or womanhood blood in its veins, would 


rather have lived and died in ignorance than to have been subjected 








day after day to the humiliation of being poi 1 to as a@ paupe! But 
the law also provided that no freeholder could claim to be a pauper, 
and every owner of land was a freeholder The mountaineer who owned 
the little cabin, perched on an arid, rocky acre, saw his children cut off 
from every hopeof improvement. He had non th which tosend 
them to school, and being a freeholder could not a of the other | 
vision of the law. And so generation succeeded generation and the 
shadow of ignorance, like a dark cloud, enveloped them all. Do you 
wonder, then, that the proportion of white illiterat i ) great in t 
South ? 

But you say we have had the free-school system for twenty years. T] 
is true, and our people have made heroic efforts to render the syste 
effective. But they have not the money. Virginia, espe 


Swe pt by the simoom of war. Her fields were lai 1 waste. her 
madedesolate, and the flower of her manhood was laid beneath the sod 
She furnished the camping-ground for both armies. I can best d 


her condition, so far as it relates to schools, by reading two o 











of letters which I received someé months ago from the superintendent 
of the counties in my district. The picture they present is a fait l 
| photograph of the country schools of the South and shows the | 

need for aid, and aid at once. 

[ read, first, a letter from William C. Cors yunt 
of the publie schools of Cumberland County, \ t dated Ja 
16, 1888, addressed to me. He says: 

DEAR Str: Your communica of tl J ry t \ 
pleasure I now proceed to answ t nter ta 
erence to the public s ols of n ‘ ' 

First. Total school populati« i ywrding to th 1580, 4 
1.053: colored, 3.068. 

Second. Total enrollment, session of 18 rT, 1,889; whit r 1! i 

Third. Total average daily attendance, 1,5 white, 4 red 

Fourth. Length of school session, 5.02 mont! 

Fifth. Cost per pupil enrolled, $1.68 per sessi 

Sixth. Cost per pupil in average attendance 4.41 per sess 

Seventh. Condition of school-houses Al t one alf of our scho ‘ seg 
are comfortable and well furnished; the others, cheap iog ing | 
lighted,and in every way unsuited for the purpose We greatly need i 
better houses, but are unable to build with our means 

Eighth. Salaries of teachers: Teachers are 2 » Sy > 
the grade of superintendent's certificates held by the t ‘ Itisd > 
secure competent, efficient teachers for the meager pay w i ‘ The short 
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| 
WM. C. ( RSO 
I have letter f G. E. ¢ <ie perintendent of pub! chools 
{ e} ( \ ' Mr. ¢ writes as follows 
LOVINGSTON, VA., Januery 9, 1888, 
“ { tant ceived In answering the interrogatories 
tl pre led I use th xures shown by my annual report for the 
f ‘ n 1887. I do this because [ suppose it would be fairer 
than tot any one month of the present session as the basis of my an rs 
J t. The school population of this county is, according to the last census, 
1885: White, 3,504: colored, 3.185; total, 6,779 
f rd, T enrolin for la ession W White, 2,151; colored, 1,660; total, 
I . lly att lar ad ! t ime p s: Whit 
1,157; eolored 4; total, 1 l | 
I rth. The length of the school m is five month There are three | 
hru months; all the oth ersrun only five months 
« ‘ ‘ oner becau ure to make the required aver- 
aye , I f that sort rhe ave » last year was just five months | 
I rm of the ole system (including all expenses—my salary and | 
ev i ve ts per month j pupil enrolled, or $2.95 for t 
4 1] len ad 
sixth, The cost for last session, including everything, was $1.21 per month per 
pup. in ave we dally attendance, or 0.00 lor the session pe r pupil in average | 
la Lendgdance 
Seventh, There are now in this county ninety schools, of which about twent 
five houses belong to the school board; the residue are cabins, log houses, et 
which the people let us have. Of the twenty-five which we own, about eigh 
are »0d houses; the oth are mostly log, about two-thirds of which are hewed 
logs and the others just builtof round poles. Ofthose furnished by the patrons 
about the same proportion of hewed and round-log buildings exist. With the 
exception of 1 eight mentioned above, all of these houses are in bad repair, 
some much more so than others. Someare hardly fitto be oceupied atall. I 
year I was ced to condemn some, and if I did my duty I would condemn 
others now. Some of them have beard roofs, held on with logs or rocks; some 
others have sliding windows—4. e., plank windows without any glass—and when 
you open the window to letin the light you leave a hole. In many of these 
houses the chinking is knocked out and the teacher has todaub it up with mud 





as best he can 
I think I may safely aay that all the furniture we have, including desks, 
benches, tables, chairs, et for the ninety schools, is net worth over $90. The 


benches usually, in fac with very few exceptions, have no backs, and in many 
instances are made by splitting a log in two and boring holes in which legs are 
put, thus making two benches, With theexception of a very few se hools, a few 


of these benches, a small blackix ard, aan a plank nailed to the side of a house 
for a writing desk, constitute the furnitare. There is not a map, globe, chart, 








or anything of that sort in a single school in the county. 
Kighth, Our tea 4 are paid according to the grade of certificate they hold— 
first erade, per month; second grad }; third grade, $2 The average 





year was $23.74. Owing to the k of funds, the trustees often pre- 
1 first grade teacher, because they are cheaper. Of course this in- 


chools very meh, 





jures the 


nth. To cover the county and provide school facilities to all of the people 





we need about fifteen or sixteen more schools rhe country is so broken and 
mountainous that it requires a larger number of schools than if it were more 
level. Our aim now is to so locate the schools that no person will be over 
2 miles froma school. Yet in many cases they are 3 miles, and in some in- 
stances or 41 In bad weather these latter persons are practically de- 
barred of all hool privileges, and irregular attendance makes the school but 
little benefit to the scholar, and the scholar a disadvantage to the school. We 
need houses fearfully,and where we have — we need torepair them. We 
need school apparatus, maps, globe s, ch: _ We should run the schools for 
at least two months longer each year, a in the smal!l towns and villages, 


wil the « iren are not compelled - work, the schools should be run for 


Hence they can not give the time and attention to the duties of their office 
which is necessary for the proper performance of those duties; and of course 
the county superintendents are badly paid. They should be able to give their 





whole time to the schools 
Hoping that your efforts in behalf of the * Blair bill’ may be successful, 
Il remain, yours respectfully, 
G. E. CASKTE. 
lion. J. Yost, Washington, D.C. 

I have received from other counties of the district similar letters, all 
telling a tale that ought to touch the nation’s heart. 

And yet, strange irony of fate, this in the State that gave away an 
empire and stipulated in the grant that one-sixteenth part of it all 
should be dedicated to educational purposes. Millions and tens of 
millions are annually paid to public schools from Virginia’s splendid 
giit, and yet when her own children ask fora tithe of a tithe of her 
great largess, for the crumbs, as it were, that fall from the sumptuous 


nine months 
Owing to scarcity of fands weare unable to pay the school trustees any salary 
} 
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table her bounty has provided, the request falls upon s that will 
%t hear. [Applause. | 
They who refuse and again refuse to stretch forth the strong arm of 
the National Government and lift this people into lightare assuming a 
ul responsibil the consequences of which they must face. You 
millions every year to an army and a navy to protect the nation’s 
{ old the flag, yet not a centto those who when the real 
pe comes! tb asts to the storm of shot and 
hellin the nation’s defense. [Ap] Millions more are expended 
in the construction of ironclads and the erection of fortifications against 
an enemy that will never come, whilst all unheeded the very foundations 
of the epubl I ing sapped and at the door of millions of house- 
holds the deadKest foe to peace and happiness stalks in and takes pos- 


session. [ Applause. ] 
Tens of millions devoted to rive rs and harbors that commerce 


ay be pro noted, but not a dime to stay this seething tide of ignorance 








3 the Jand and year after year grows in intensity and vol- 
plause.] What excuse can you give for this wanton, shame- 
an interest overshadowing in its proportions and which 
very fastness of the mountain and all the valleys that lie 


n ‘ill you tell them again that the Speaker is al Se Aaa mae le 
and th n return and re-elect that Speaker without a dissenting voice’ 
AP] lause.| Unlettered and credulous these people may be, but once 
loostved they do not forget the deceiver. They know now that educa- 
ion is the rule and not the exception; they know that he who wins in 
- battle of life must be panoplied for the fray; that their children 

st be armored with intelligence ere they can hope to contend with 
he e children of the North and West. 

From the embrace of that environment which for generations has 
held them with chains of iron, Shey are slowly it may be, but none 
the less surely, emerging. And he who seeks to perpetuate their old 
condition will reckon without his host. A spark of hope has been 
kindled in their breasts by the promise of the Blair bill-—by the promise 
that the children to come after them shall not inherit their pitiable 
lot. They see the dawning of a new day for them and theirs, and 
by its first glintings they recognize their true friends, and recognize, too, 
those who blinded them with passion and prejydice and led them like 
sheep to the slaug! 

The light that spreads intelligence throx ighout the South dissolves 
its solidarity. [ Appl: uuse.| And therein lies the only explanation I 
can give of the hostility of Democratic politicians—not the people—to 
public education. They know that intelligence begets independence 
in thought and action; that independence elevates manhood and wom- 
anhood; that it suggests comparison of condition and inspires the am- 
bition to reach to higher things; that it scorns the bondage of passion 
and prejudice, and, looking to material betterment, demands the right 
to strike a blow i in its own behalf. 

And knowing this the representatives of national Democracy plant 
thems: lves athwart the j path w: uy of the public school. They re fuse to 
accept the $58,000, 01 10 offered to the children of the poor throughou 
the South, and say to them, Live and die in ignorance as your fathers 
did, for then, and only Hh u, this latter-day Democracy can live. 
[Great applause. ] 

Mr. WISE. Mr Chairman, I ask unanimous consent of the House 
that I may occupy this floor just as long as the gentleman has if I 
choose to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vi ‘ginia asks unanimous 
consent to occupy the same length of time « occupied by his colleague. 

Mr. KELLEY. I hope it will be granted. 

There was no objection, and it was ; ordere d accordingly. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Chairman, w hen I maaeeed the Hall this morning it 
certainly was with no intention of making a speech on the Blair bill 
before the end of the day. It did not oceur to me that when a bill 
making appropriations for deficiencies is under consideration it was the 
proper time for the discussion of an ed ucational bill, unless I should be 
actuated by the same purpose which animated my colleague to make 
up for his own deficiencies. [Laughter na applause on the Democratic 
side.] If I chose to go into his record I might appeal to it to know 
what he has done for Virginia, either on the subject of education or 


in any other direction. [Laughter and plause on the Democratic 
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ete 















side. | 

We all understand the purpose proposed to be accomplished by the 
speech just delivered. The gentleman’s opponent isin the field and 
it becomes necessary for him to deliver on this floor a political speech to 
be used in thecampaign. I thank God that the people of Virginia are 
not so ignorant as to accept a dodge like that for his deficiencies in h 
services to them as their Representative. [ Laughter. ] 

I do not propose on this occasion to address myself to the merits 
the Blair bill. Itis known to the members of the House that I am in 
favor of it. It is also known to the members of the House that my 
people are in favor of it. When I came to this House in 1880 the Re- 
publican party was in a majority in every branch of the Governme! 
Warren J. Keifer, of Ohio, occupied that chair, and this House was 
Republican by a clear majority. The Senate, too, was Republica 
a clear majority. es, the President of the United States was a Re- 
publican. 
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In his reference to the substitute for the Blair bill reported the Mr. GALI 
Committee on Labor of this House during the Forty-ninth Co1 tate to t : 
the gentleman from Virginia said Mir. WI] 

It proposed to 1d I ticad i P vi ' : . 7 
was to be made pr it sl > der k 
th e of public land bed ti é vi l . : 
pr t I ym should d i N ALnD 
nD A ol il il \ Lull { 

The only difference between the substitute which he has cl ir. WISI I 
ized with much severity and the proposition offered by Mr. Logan Mr. GALLINGER. Ve 
that the former proposed the appropriation of the proceeds of the pub Mir. W Che Bla I l 
lic lands and the latter the revenues derived from the manufact own to Yirginia—the Blai: 
and sale of distilled spirits in aid of education. February, 1888. What wast 

Mr. Logan’ 3 proposition was to continue that odious system of ta here, and it may be inte 
ation known as the internal revenue, and to make the distribution on | will read the names ot 1 Dem« ) 
the basis of population, by which the lion’s share would have been se- | Mr. Brown, Mr. CALL, Mr. ¢ 

d to his own State. | GEORGE, Mr. HAMPTON, Mr. 
"In the Forty-ei oe the Blair bill was before th tea », | Pasco, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. | 


and then Mahone, of Virginia, was a Senator. Thank God, 3 not | THALL. 

now. [Re newed la uughter.| Mahone, of Virginia, was there. I 1 Ir. YOS] Ho 
the vote here in my hand to show what was done; and when that vote Ir. WISE. Rey 
was taken in the Fort; ] 

Chairman, Mahone is re 





1 Congress Mahone voted how? Ah, Mr Mr. TOWNSHEND. G 
ed absent. [Renewed laughter.] He Mr. WISI I am going 
not paired. We asked } in Virginia, *‘ Why is it that you werea those that were notin fa 
sent on this important occasion, when the REcorD shows that you | Mr. CANNON, your 

vere there both the day before and the day after??? He endeavored to | Senatorof Mr. Blaine; HA 
dodge the question. There is no other word to describe it. [Renewed | lic 
laughter.] He tried to get out of it, and the other Republican Senator | th 1b here 
from Virginia, one H. H. RIDDLEBERGER, came before the publi 1d | against it; INGAI who, w 
testified that Mahone was absent because he was opposed to the bill. | Britain is go 

{Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] And that is your | and applaus 

leader. [Laughter.] You want to educate theignorant people of Vir-| Mr. LAIRD. W 

ginia and you are following a man—your ‘“‘boss’’—who, when he | his substitute 

an opportunity to vote for the bill, on the testimony of one of Virginia Mr. WIS 

Senators, dodged the issue. Laughter and applause on th ( ta, and Spoon 

cratic side. ] a [r. DAVIS. H 











Why, I heard two gentlemen just now on the other side o Mr. WISI ixteen D 
on the ae side, Mr. CAN? , of Illinois, and Mr. K ir. DAVI iow m 
Pennsylvania, applauding Mr. Yosr. |! 1 record here on ir. WISE. Now, M 
Let us see how it stands. In the | : cress tl in t 
that Senate bill, was referred to the Co tt 1 lucation. M r| come here, ha p 
Willis, of Kentucky, not a Re publican bata hern Demoera eve unitio 


for a conference of ‘the friends of the Blair bill, and I was one « t to make a 
number. Wediscussed the matter, and agreed that the proper n uid not be guilt 
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fraud is guilty of a lie I would not be guilty ofa lie for my seat 
here I would not hold it, if I were capable of perpetrating a lie. I 


want to make no false impression. I do not want it to go forth to my 
people that all Democrats are in favor of the Blair bill. I know they 
are not; neither are the Republicans. ‘This is not a party question. 

The man who attempts to make it a party question is either in a state 
of ignorance or worse He is willing to sacrifice the cause for a polit- 
ical, party purpose. I was once prosecutor in my district, and of all 
crimes in the cat ue I hated that of false pretense worse than any 
other lo the bold, brave highwayman, who would come and demand 
your purse, you might give some portion of your admiration for his 
CO ut the small man and the sneak-thief who filches money 
by { pretenses excites your disgust. Mr. Chairman, I like the bold, 
b manly 

Member. Highwayman. 

Mr. WISI itesman, who honestly follows his principles any- 
where and everywhere, and who would scorn to protit by a false im- 
pression. I thank the House kindly for its attention [Great ap- 
plause on the Democratic side ] 


Mr. BURNES. I call for the reading of the amendments 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. YosT] has 
asked recognition, and the Chair will hear him. 


Mr. YOST. Mr. Chairman,I am perfectly willing—— _ [Cries of 


| 


The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 36, after line 11, insert : 

‘To pay Charles L. Sauer, for services rendered as assistant enrolling clerk 
during the last session of the Forty-ninth Congress, $20.’ 

There was no objection, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNES. I also offer another amendment, which I send tothe 
desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In lieu of the amendment inserted on page 32, after line 15, insert: 

“Support of prisoners: For support of United States prisoners, including nec- 
essary clothing and medical aid, and transportation to place of conviction, being 


| for the service of the fiscal year 1887, $25,000. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. BURNES. I wish to say, Mr, Chairman, that the only object 


| of this amendment is to remedy a defect in a provision which is now 


' in the bill and has been passed upon by the committee 


‘*Regularorder!'’] Oh,yes; call forthe regularorderif youwant. Iam | 


perfectly willing to have this question puttoa test here and now, and see 
whether or not it is a Republican measure, and whether the Repub- 
licans favor it. 
I ask unanimous consent that the Blair bill be taken up now, and no 
man on the Republican side is going to object. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order !’’] 

The Speaker rapped to order and demanded that the members take 
their seats 


During the confusion a colloquy continued between Mr. Cow Lk&s, of | 


North Carolina, and Mr. Yost, which could not be heard by the Re- 
porter. 

Mr. BURNES. I ask unanimous consent to return to different por- 
tions of the bill for the purpose of offering amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs] 
asks unanimous consent to return to different portions of the bill for 
the purpose of offering amendments. The Chair will cause the amend- 


This House can do anything by unanimous consent, and | 





ments to be read, and then submit the question as to whether unan- | 


imous consent will be given. The Chair again requests members of 
the committee to resume their seats and to stop conversation. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I understand that the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Wise] says Republicans were opposed to the Blair bill. 
I want to ask now—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’?] I have a ques- 
tion to ask now, and I am going to ask it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the parliamentary inquiry 
of the gentleman, but he will confine his statement to the question. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. The question is whether unanimous con- 
sent can now be given to vote upon the Blair bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Michigan that the House is in Committee of the Whole for the purpose 
of considering an appropriation bill and can not proceed to the consid- 
eration of another matter. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Would it bein order to go out of Com- 
mittee of the Whole for that purpose? If it is, then 1 move that the 
Committee of the Whole rise so as to vote on this question. 

Mr. BURNES. Iask unanimous consent that the amendments be 
reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous 
consent that the amendments may now be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out of the bill the following : 
> 5 


“Lines 14 to 25, inclusive, on page 2; lines 1 to 8, inclusive, on page 3, and 
lines Ll to 15, inclusive, on page 7.” 

Mr. BURNES. I beg to offer this explanation to the committee. 
The parts that we propose to strike out of this bill have been taken 
care of in the sundry civil bill in conference, so that it is simply to 
strike them out of this bill in consequence of that fact. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to this amendment at this 
time? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I think I shall have to object, Mr. 
Chairman, unless the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs] will 
consent that after this is disposed of the committee will rise, in order 
that unanimous consent may be given for the passage of the Blair bill. 
[Murmurs of dissent on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I withdraw the objection if the gentle- 
man will not agree to my proposition. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNEsS]? 

There was no objection, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNES. I now offer another amendment, which I send to the 
desk. 





| 
| 


The gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. CorHRAN] submitted an amendment 
which was incorporated in the bill, but we have thought that the lan- 
guage of the amendment which has just been read would probably be 
more effective. It is intended to accomplish the same object as the 
existing provision. There is no change in the amount and no change 
in the purpose, and therefore I hope there will be no objection to this 
amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I shall not object to the amendment, 
but I want to be heard upon it for a few minutes. 

Mr. BURNES. Of course the gentleman can not be heard unless he 
is going to object to the amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER. Why not? 

Mr. BURNES. If the gentleman objects let him signify his objec- 
tion, and I will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER. Ido not object. I merely want to reply to a cer- 
tain point which was made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SENEY] 
the other day. 

Mr. BURNES. I withdraw the amendment, and I now move that 
the committee rise and report this bill to the House. 

Mr. HOOKER. I move to strike out the last section of the bill. 

Mr. BURNES. The last section has been already passed. 

Mr. HOOKER. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order. 
can not be heard except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOOKER. My object is to correct a statement made by the 
gentleman from Ohio | Mr. SENEY] inaspeech which he made the other 
day whén I was absent. 

Mr. BURNES. You will have a chance to do that on the sundry 
civil bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. I want to do it on this bill. 

Mr. BURNES. I insist upon my motion that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNES] 
moves that the committee do now rise and report the bill to the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to know whether it is notin order for 
the gentleman from Mississippi | Mr. HooKER] to offer an amendment 
in addition to the present text of the bill ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi has not offered 
any amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But is it not in order for him to do so? 

The CHAIRMAN. When the gentleman submits an amendment, 
the Chair will determine whether it is in order or not. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit an amend- 
ment. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] 
asks unanimous consent to submit an amendment to the bill. The 
amendment will be read, after which the Chair will ask for objec- 
tions. 

Mr. HOOKER. DolI understand the Chair to state that that amend- 
ment will not be debatable ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not before the committee. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] asks unanimous con- 
sent to offer it. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Burnes] has 
moved that the committee rise and report the bill tothe House, Does 
not that motion cut off all these proceedings ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Pending that motion, the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FARQUHAR] asks unanimous consent to offer an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BLAND. Well, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I simply desire to say that this amendment 
which I now propose is one which concerns the whole House. Itis for 
the relief of a man who has been its faithful servant for years. The 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BurNeEs], who has charge of this bill, 
knows the merits of the proposition 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I ask that the amendment may at least be read, 
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by the courtesy of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], soas to 
admit it to the Recorp. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I claim that the point of order which was ruled upon 
by the Chair was ruled upon the first paragraph of the section. 

Mr. BURNES. No, sir; it was upon all. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Let me get through with my point of order, if you 
please. I claim that it could not have been ruled on any n than 
that portion of the section, because the rest of it never has been read 
to the House. The reading stopped with that paragraph. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish the House to understand distinctly that 
I do not raise this question of order for the purpose of repeating on the 
remaining paragraphs of the bill the struggle we have already had, for 
I accept the decision of the House in the vote which wastaken as final 
in reference to the whole section. But as a point of order I submit 
that the regular order when demanded is the reading of the remainder 
of the bill for the purpose of allowing the same point of order to be 
repeated, and this will give my friend from Mississippi the opportunity 
to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BurN1 
when the point of order was made stated distinctly to the committec 
that he made the point of order upon the whole section and upon every 
paragraph in the section. The Chair in ruling stated that the point or 
order was sustained as to every paragraph in the section, which ruled 
out the whole of it; and in that way the whole section has been dis- 
posed of. 

Mr..DIBBLE. The point I make is that if the regular order were 
strictly carried out the rest of the section would have to be read i 
order that the ruling should apply to it. The reading was neve 
waived. I insisted on the reading of the first section, and the rest was 
not read. The reading has never been waived. 
gentleman from Mississippi is in order in offering an amendment now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for making the point of order was be- 
fore the consideration under the five-minute rule and after the general 
debate. The reading of the bill under the order of general debate was 
waived by unanimous consent, which was & waiving of that reading 
to which the gentleman from South Carolina refers. It was in order 
when the section was reached for the gentleman from Missouri to make 
a point of order with reference to the whole section, which was done, 
and the point of order sustained. The gentleman from Missouri now 
moves that the committee rise and report the bill to the House. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to amend the motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri-—— 

Mr. CHEADLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Can a mot 
to strike out a section of a bill prevail before the section is read ? 

The CHAIRMAN. No motion was made to strike out; the section 
was stricken out on a point of order. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to amend the motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri by adding ‘‘and that the chairman be instructed to report to 
the House that the committee have not considered the fourth section, 
it having beeu ruled out of order by the Chairman, whose decision was 
sustained by the committee.’’ 1 move this as an amendment in order 
that the fact may be reported to the House. 

Mr. NELSON. I submit that that motion is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the amendment is 
not in order. The only question before the committee is on the mo- 
tion that the committee rise and report the bill to the House. 

Mr. DAVIS. As evidence that this motion is in order, I would refer 
the Chair to the Digest of Rules and Practice of the House, pages 312 
and 316: 

The Speaker can not rule in regard to what occurred in Com: 
Whole unless it be reported by the Chairman under instruction from said com- 


10re 


ion 


iittee of the 


mittee Page 312 

It has become the well-settled practice of the House that the Speaker can not 
rule upon a question decided or pending in the Committee of the Whole House 
unless it be reported by the Chairman of the committee. (Page 316 

The motion which I submit embraces a fact of which I desire the 


House to have official knowledge, in order that the Speaker may rule 
upon the question which may then be presented. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
order; and therefore it is now too late to ask that the question be 
referred to the House. The decision having been made by the Chair 
and sustained by the committee, there is nothing to report to the 
House, because the consideration of the question has been concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS. But it is on a motion to rise and report the hill to 
the House that I offer this amendment, so that when the commit 
rises this fact may be stated to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. If, pending the consideration of this bill, and 
before the point of order had been disposed of by the committee, the 
gentleman had moved that the committee rise and report the question 
to the House for its opinion, the Chair might have held that proposi- 
tion in order. But now the Committee of the Whole has disposed of 
the question, and it is not before the committee. 

Mr. DAVIS. Isimply desire to have reported to the House the fact 
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The Chair has already decided the question of 
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Therefore I think the | 


of the action of the Committee of the Whole, just as the House will | tion that section 4 shall be recommitted to the Co1 


S009 


report upon the motion of the n from 








has been considered by the committee and a certain n on i 
at. I wish the entire facts to go before the House 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can make no report ex t that 
mmittee, having considered ‘he bill, has directed 
back with amendments, which has been the customary 
fore. Cries of **‘ Regular order! 
Mr. CANNON. I care nothing especially about t t 
he Committee of the Whole having had referred to the 
I for consideration and report to the House, and tl \ 
been considered, and a portion of it having pon a point 
order, it looks to me as if when the bill is about to be reported back to 
the House, it is competent for a majority of the « 


to the House how the bill was disposed of 


1. Was it amended, and if so, what were the amendn 

2. Were certain portions stricken out on points of order 
what portions? Then, of course, when the House has possession of all 
of the action of the committee it is competent to take such a 0 
it may desire. Butif itis reported back to the House with ast 


as to how the yosedl of on 


would have no power, I take it 


S ti As list t] » ) t of ord 
ection was dis] e poin f 


to consider tha port mn of the 








which goes out on the point of order in com et 
The CHAIRMAN. The practice has been \ 1 parts of a | é 
ruled out on a point of order not to report them back to the | 
Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa tof order 
in reference to the point made by the gentleman on the other sid 
the House. I would like to know when a bill has been reported to the 
House from the Committee of the Whole by the chairman in 0 
t whether he is to make any report in regard to the am: 3 
which have been adopted in the committee? As a matter of course 
these amendments, as the action of the committee, are a portion of 
| the report of the gentleman having the bill in charge. When he cor 
to make his report is he not constrained to say tuat by a point of order 
sustained by himself as chairman of the committee the fourth section 
of the bill, which embraced the French spoliation claims, | been 
stricken out? Will that not necessarily have to be reported part 
of the action of the committee ? 
I think, therefore, the point made by the gentleman on the other side 
of the House is the correct one, and that in making the report the House 


shoald be instructed by the committee as to what the committee has 
done. In such case when the committee reports to the House the House 
will understand it. The House may agree with amendments or d 

agree without amendments. If they add to it or take from it in the 
Committee of the Whole, when they add to it or rom it it isa 


take 


matter to come up before the House for the action of the House, as the 
amendments offered by the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. BURNES] to 
this bill necessarily come up for action in the House nd tl ire to 











be voted on in the House. 

If that be so, then every action of the committee has to be reported 
because the committee acts as an ordinary committee and repo I 
the consideration of the House, and when the House receives 
port of the gentleman having it in charge, it can adopt or reject or 
adopt it in part and reject itin part. Therefore, | take it, the t of 
order made by the gentleman on the other side is correct 

Mr. BLOUNT. The Chair has ruled on this question several t 
and I should like to know if there is any way in which it can be fina 
disposed of. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGI f Kentuck Id e to offer i 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask whether there is ection 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is to amend the motion of 
the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. | NES] t the committee n 
rise and report the bill favorably to the House. I move to add the 
words, ‘‘ and report to the House the fourth section of the bill, which has 
been ruled out on a point of order, with the recommendation that it be 
recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations with instructions to 
report it back in ten days 

Mr. Chairman, I apprehend the Committee of the Whole has pre- 
cisely the same powers as any other committee of the House; that it 1s 

| not the House, but a committee of the House, simply different from 
other committees in being composed of all the members of the House 

It was instructed by the House to consider a certain bill and a cer 


il h ud 
on Appropria- 


tain section in it, which section itself set out certain claims wh 


been bv order of the House re ferred to the Committee 


tions with direction to be reported back, and which were reported back 
by that committee in obedience to that order Now, this committee 
which the House ordered, the Committee on Appropriations, to report 
these claims back, and having reported them back, as it was ordered to 


do, and they having been embraced in the fourth section of the pending 
deficiency bill, it seems when the Committee of the Whole strikes 
out that section on a point of order, that it is in order for the Comn 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union in reporting its a 

to the House to report any recommendation } to 

which it may pleaseto do. It can reportit with amendments. It can 
reportit back with a substitute. It can report it with a recom: 


to me 


yeTtaining 
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priations with instructions to report it back within ten days. Other- 
wise the committee is superior to the House. It is arrogating to itself 
the duty of ising to consider what the House ordered the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations to return to this House and what the House 
committed to t Committee of the Whole for consideration. 

I nally I have no feeling one way or the other as to whether these 
particular « »in« ) I have performed what I regarded asa 
public du is to the claims, and as to the merits I have eevee 
to add I think, in view of preeedents already established and the 
precedent about to b established now, that it is a matter which ee 
&@ good dé nore serious consideration than gentlemen appear to give 
it, and have therefore suggested a motion which returns the claims to 
the House for i 

Mr. BLAND. It ms to me that would be an attempt to reverse 
th he committee already taken. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In that the gentleman 
wholly mistaken. It is precisely as if the gentleman’s Committee on 


Coinage, Weig it s, and Measures, with a bill referred to it by the House, 
should report the bill back with certain sections in it with the recom- 
mendation th " t be passed and with cert sin ot] ier sections that it con- 
sidered not within its jurisdiction and asked to have those sections 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. Who would say 
that it was improper for the House to reverse the action of his commit- 


tee? Itis in precise accordance with the action of the Committee of 


the Whole in the present instanee. The Chairman of the committee 
has decided here, and the committee has approved the decision, that 
this section is not a proper section for this bill. That is the present 
status. To meet that what are we to do? 

I have draughted this motion in accordance with and obedience to that 
decision. Instead of reversing the action of the committee, I submit 
to it, and all that I do is simply te present to the committee a resolu- 
tion which refers the matter committed to it back to the House with 
a certain recommendation, Wereport back to the House what we say 
we have not jurisdiction over. We report back what we say is not 
properly in this bill. We report to the House what we have done in 
connection with this matter, and then go a step further and recom- 
mend to the House to do what it did on last December; that is, to re- 
commit this particular section to the same committee, to wit, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, to which it then committed it, with instruc- 
tions to report the subject-matter back in a separate bill in order that 
it may be considered by the House. For, Mr, Chairman, it seems to 
me, otherwise the precedent which will be established is one which the 
House ought to becareful about. Here are claims, whether honest or 
not, which the House in the Forty-eighth Congress ordered to be sent 
to the Court of Claims for an ascertainment of the facts. That court 
has acted upon them, and they are returned to this Congress. By order 
of this Congress they aresent toa certain committee. Forseven months 
the Speaker of this House, as the organ of the House, has referred to 
that committee under the continuing order of the House these various 
claims as they came from the court. That eommittee in obedience to 





that order of December, and in obedience to these recurring orders of 


the Speaker as the organ of the House, reports the claims to the House 
for consideration. 

They are not only reported to the House, but they are reported by a 
committee of which nine of its members make an argument against 
them without raising any point of order. The House commits the bill 
with the section in question to the Committee of the Whole. Days are 
spent in discussing the bill - 

Mr. WEAVER. Will the gentleman yield to me for aquestion just 
there? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
sentence. 

And after days of discussion suddenly it is discovered that after all 
that order was null and void; that the Speaker of the House, and I say 
it with the greatest respect, acted as the organ of the House with curi- 
ous ignorance of parliamentary Jaw; that his action all these months 
had not been legal, and that it was simply an aet of nugatory usurpa- 
tion to refer these claims to the committee; and now atthe end of nine 
months’ session these claims, having been sent back by the court nnd 
thus treated, are entirely cut out by an order of the Committee of the 
Whole, not because they were unmeritorious, but because after the House 
itself had ordered a mode of hearing, considering, and determining 
them that mode turned out to be no hearing at all. Now, all that 
leaves a flavor and discloses a method regarding the treatment of 
claims which ought not to surround our action in regard to them, 
whether they be just or not. 

The motion I make simply takes the vexed question and returns it 
to the House and recommits it to the committee, and furnishes an op- 
portunity to say whether it will yet carry out the order of last De- 
cember and consider these claims. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Iowa for his question. 

Mr. WEAVER. I understand the motion of the gentleman to be 
this: to have a report me ude to the House in regard to the section 
stricken out; that the claims therein embodied be reeommitted to the 
Committee on Appropriations with instructions to report—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In a separate bill. 


As soon as I complete the 


NAL REC ORD—HOUSE. 


AUGUST 27, 


Mr. WEAVER. Yes. Now, I want to say this—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky [ will yield to the gentl 
man 

Mr. WEAVER. That the section stricken out is not ia the bill or 
before the He and that it can net be reeommitted. Nor can asep 
arate section of a particular bill be recommitted, for it is not a bill, 
nor the subject of recommitial. Youcan reeommit the whole bill, but 
not a part of it 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Keniucky. In response to the gent! 
man-—— 

PheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that upon the point of order 


vhich has been made the Chair is ready to rule. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Permit me to say a word in addition to the point 
very ag made by the gentleman from Iowa before the ruling of 
the Chair: That the section not being in the bill, it is not subject to 
any action by the committee at this time. If it were a subject for ac- 
tion by the committee at this time, the committee could not take the 
course indicated by the gentleman from Kentucky, for the reason that 
it has been already determined that by reason of the rules of the 
House this committee has not jurisdiction of the subject-matter. It 
has ignored it because it has not jurisdiction. Isitpossible, then, that 
we have jurisdiction for the purpose of recommitment and instructions 
to the Committee on Appropriations as to what it shall do, and can foree 
it before the House, when we have not, as determined by the committee 
itself, jurisdiction to consider the subject-matter as it has been before 
usin this bill? The position of the gentleman is manifestly untenable. 

Mr. HOOKER. If the proposition of th 1e gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. MCMILLIN] which has just been stated on the resolution of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] is true, then it would 
be in the power of the Committee of the Whole absolutely to emascu- 
late every bill that was presented for its consideration, report it back 
to the House, and give the House no control of the committee in the 
revision of its ac tion and in the revision of its amendments. The po- 
sition of the gentleman from Tennessee is not maintainable as a par- 
eae position for the reason that, if that were the case, then you 
can not get anything before the House that was in the bill and the 
Committee of the Whole had refused to act upon. The House referre d 
it to the Committee of the Whole for its consideration, section by sec- 
tion, to make amendments thereto, and to report it back to the ies. 

But the House can not lose absolutely all Control of the measure any 
more than the House would lose absolute control of a question which 
was referred to one of the standing committees of the House. If that 
were the case, then the standing committees of the House and the 
Committee of the Whole, acting upon a subject which had been referred 
to them, can take a section out and report the bill back to the House 
without any part of the bill relating to that matter init. And then 
it gives the House no power over the subject-matter which it had re- 
ferred to the committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. BRYCE. I ask that the resolution be again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the resolution again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the committee do now rise and report to the House that the 
committee held that the fourth section was not in order in this bill, and that it 
now reports that section to the House with the recommendation that the said 


fourth section be recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations with instruc- 
tions to report within ten days said section back to the Housein aseparate bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the resolution is 
not in order now. 

Mr. BURNES. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri moves that the 
committee do now rise. 

The motion was agrecc to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER, irom the Committee of.the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported that the Committee of the W hole | 

had under consideration the bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1288, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes, and had instructed him to report 
the same to the House with sundry amendments. 

Mr. LONG. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts will state it. 

Mr. LONG. Thereport which has been made by the Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole did not state anything about the fourth 
section; and my parliamentary inquiry is whether or not the bill i 
now before us with the fourth section in it. My own belief is, Mr. 
Speaker, that the fourth section is still in the bill, and there is noth- 
ing in the report of the Chairman of the Committeeof the Whole which 
conveys to you or the House the slightest information that the fourth 
section has been stricken out. Asamatterof fact in Committee of th 
Whole, upon a point of order, the fourth section was stricken out; but 
the House referred this bill with the fourth section in it to the Co: 
mittee of the Whole as it would refer it to any other committee. | 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole in order that the Con 
mittee of the Whole might consider it, recommend amendments, and 
report it back to the House for the purpose of considering the amenc- 
ments which had been adopted in the committee. It had no power 
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a Congress in the time of President Pierce, voted favorably upon these 
claims which are now characterized as fraudulent. Bills passed by 
both Houses of Congress for the payment of these claims were vetoed 
by each of the Presidents I have named. It will therefore be seen 
that there is no justice in characterizing these claims now as false and 
fraudulent, for they have been favorably acted upon by a majority of 
both Houses in two former Congresses. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that the resolution I have offered to recom- 
mit this bill is proper and right in order that these claims may have 
in due form the cognizance and consideration of this House. If any of 
these claims are false and fraudulent, let them be rejected; but I hold 
that no claim ought ever to become so old that the Congress of the 
United States shall not be willing to consider its justice and merit. 
Mr. SENEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that the honorable 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] has controverted in any 
particular a single statement that was made by me when addressing 
the House a few days ago on this subject. If he is satisfied with the 
explanation that he has just made, I certainly am. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read the motion of the gentleman 
from Mississippi. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

I move to recommit the bill with instructions to report the bill back to the 


House, leaving out the fourth section, and to report back the subject-matter ef 
the fourth section in a separate bill. 





The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that this motion is notin order, 
It is a proposition to recommit the bill, with instructions not only to 
report an amendment, but to report a separate bill. The Chair sus- 
tains the point of order. 

Mr. BURNES. I now demand the previous question on the passage 
of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered; and, under the operation thereof, 
the bill was passed. 

Mr. BURNES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


VETO MESSAGE—CLEMENT A. LOUNSBERRY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was referred, with the ac- 
companying bill, to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed: 
To the House of Representatives: 
IL return without approval House bill No, 2524, entitled ‘‘An act for the relief 
of Clement A. Lounsberry.”’ 
This bill appropriates the sum of $1,214.51 to reimburse him for clerk-hire and 
fuel and lights in excess of allowances made to him by the Post-Office Depart- 
ment while he was postmaster at Bismarck, in the Territory of Dakota. 
Seven hundred and fifty dollars of this sum is appropriated on account of 
clerk-hire paid out from April 1, 1881, to June 30, 1882, and $464.51 for lights and 
fuel from July 1, 1883, to September 30, 1885, 
As a general rule the allowances made by the Post-Office Department in these 
cases Ought not to be interfered with. But sometimes a sudden rush of settle- 
ment in a locality or some other cause will so increase unexpectedly the need 
of clerks to distribute and handle the mails that the employment of more than 
have been provided for is absolutely necessary. 
I am inclined to think the ttem for clerk-hire in this bill should be so regarded. 
This was the only appropriation included in this bill presented in the Forty- 
eighth Congress in behalf of this postmaster upon which a favorable committee 
report was made and which was not unfavorably spoken of by the Depart- 
ment, 
But it docs not follow that the other item for fuel and lights should be al- 
lowed, I think it should not, on the grounds that the amount was fixed by the 
Department upon full examination, that there is no special reason shown why 
the postmaster should have exceeded the expenditures allowed, and that to give 
the least encouragement to postmasters that these allowances would be upon 
their application revised and increased by Congress would lead to demoraliza- 
tion in the service 
it appears that the allowance made to this officer for fuel and lights was in- 
creased October 1, 1583; and although the claim now made on this account em- 
braces the period from July 1, 1883, to September, 1885, nothing was asked for 
fuel or lights in the bill presented to Congress for this beneficiary’s rejief in 
18st, 
It should not have been tacked upon the bill now presented. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 27, 1888, 


TAXES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was referred, with the ac- 
companying bill, to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

To the House of Representatives: 

In compliance with a resolution of the House of Representatives of the 27th 
instant (the Senate concurring) I return herewith House bill No. 10060, entitled 


“An act prescribing the times for sales and for notice of sales of property in 
the District of Columbia for overdue taxes.”’ 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXpcvuTive MANSION, August 27, 1888, 

DUTY ON COTTON BRAGGING. 
Mr. HOOKER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 11283) 
to authorize the President of the United States to suspend for a given 
period the duty on cotton bagging; which was read a first and second 
time. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I ask for the reading of that bill. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, but before the reading was con- 
cluded, 
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Mr. BUCHANAN said: I waive the demand for the reading; let the 
bill be printed in the REcorp. 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, with leave to report at any time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). In the absence of 
objection this bill will be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
ordered to be printed, and also be published in the Recorp. The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iask that the committee have leave to report at 
any time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I object. 

The bill is as follows: 


Whereas there has been a combination to put up the price of bagging to wrap 
the cotton crop in the United States, by which the price of bagging has been 
oteenns on the farmers to nearly double the prices twoor three months since; 
anc 

Whereas this will operate greatly to the damage of farmers engaged in the 
production of cotton: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is here- 
by, authorized to issue his proclamation suspending the collection of all cus- 
toms duties on imports of any species of cotton bagging and substitutes there- 
for suitable for wrapping cotton for a period of six months from and after the 
date of such proclamation, and during the operation of said proclamation all 
acts and parts of acts imposing such duties are hereby suspended. 

Sec. 2, That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; andaccordingly (at 4 o’clock and 58 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 11284) granting a pension to 
David B. Barnard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BINGHAM (by request): A bill (H. R. 11285) for the relief 
of William H. Bierstadt—to the Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 11286) to place the name of Michael 
Benjamin on the pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 11287) for the relief of Roger Cunning- 
ham—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOVEY: A bill (H. R. 11288) for the relief of Francis Burch— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 11289) granting a pension to Adam 
Katzenberger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 11290) for the relief of Augustus 
L. Rhodes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. J. H. O’NEALL: A bill (H. R. 11291) for the relief of Lucy 
C. Irwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 11292) granting a pension to Archi- 
bald Ormiston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: A bill (H. R. 11293) for the relief of Norman 
Wiard—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 11294) granting a pension to 
Edwin F. Gaskill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 11295) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet Durand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY SMITH: A bill (H. R. 11296) for the relief of John 
McLaughlin—to the Committee on Military A fiairs. 

Change in the reference of a bill improperly referred was made in the 
following case, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 7163) for the relief of Edward B. Beer—from the Com- 
mittee op Indian Depredation Claims to the Committee on Claims. 

| ETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN::. Petition and papers in the case of David B. 
Barnard, for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition for relief of Roger Cunningham—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers in the case of Quincy McNeil, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LYNCH: Petition of Edward Kelly and others, citizens of 
Pennsylvania, against the reduction of duty on green and colored glass 
bottles—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: Petition of Samuel Gordon, heir of Alex- 
ander Gordon, and of Eliza A. Davis, of Cobb County, Georgia, for ref- 
erence of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of W. M. Anderson, late of Com- 
pany K, Third West Virginia Cavalry, for removal of charge of de- 
sertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The following petition for the repeal or modification of the internal- 
revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists was received and referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means: ; 

By Mr. LYNCH: Of J. W. Bragg and others, citizens of Pennsylvanis. 
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The following petition for the proper protection of the Yellowstone | of compensation of postmasters readjusted under the act of Ma “s 1 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, was received and referred | {),.-°.°. wo ig. ena et ape = S tetieakenn. Wien 2 
. to the Committee on the Public Lands: tend to and include August 18838 
& By Mr.GEAR: Of James McCreery and 25 others, citizens of Greeley, LAND SUITS AND LAND PATENTS 
‘ Colo. : ; ; 
|} Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution vere 
ead 
, The following petition, indorsing the pet diem rated service-pension Desaleed. That the Secretar: ies Vietiiniais ks veiitl tees 
‘ re bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines of | furnish the Senate without delay with a state t of what dis 
the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were | made of the following items of appropriation int oS 
? in the service, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions - i se oh eee aa ao "| 
By Mr. LYNCH: Of citizens of Hazleton, Pa. other purposes, herei yuote ving the na : 
j rec ed any portion of sa \ t 3a 
ee ~ = | ¢ an h acter of service a ed 
} ¢ Lots i persons at the time he was selected o1 
SENATE. OT eendined ak gukie Hoter = Te imaettan upen ‘ 
t ands, $ Kt 
TUESDAY, August 28, 1888. } Py ting public lands: For the protection of public lands { 
fraudulent entry or appropriation, $90,000 
. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 5 5 eRe Ce Org oo ee e 
ES The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. | mine whether alleged fraudulent entriesare os ee ; 
5 PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. ; 89 Ria iii , i 
BS The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of John Pope | and ex; es ofa s« ved in adjus cl ims { : { 
Hodnett, of Washington, D. C., praying for the passage of a joint res- ee ce ee Rs 1 ae artgaling cn 0 to Me 
olution declaring all work suspended on public improvements in the > Dtedien. wabtieianta” whine iemveien ob duty chell Ge alowed > 
District of Columbia, to enable the workingmen and their families to | diem, in lieu of subsistence, at a rate not exceeding $2 Ly ‘ \ 
attend the pic-nic of the United Labor League of America, at Athletic | "¢sessary expenses for transportation. | (Act August 4, ISS0.) pote tae 
Park, on Ninth street northwest, between S and 7 streets, in Washing- | ... 4), wal a sai : 
ton, D. C., on Monday, September 3, 1888; which was referred to the Protecting public lands: For the protection of pul lands from i il and 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. ee it rs Si 
ee Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Mrs. Sarah E. Boudin, of | orine General Land Oiice to determine whether allemed fraudulent entries are 
; West Washington, D. C., praying to be relieved from the payment cf | of that character or have been made in compliance with law 
special assessment taxes, with interest thereon; which was referred to Settlement of claims for swamp-land and swamp-land indemnity: For sala- 
‘ $ . : . a. : ries and expenses of agents employed in adjusting claims for swamp-lands, and 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. ndemn ty for ewanse-lands, g08.000: FF . That saente and sen ene 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. ad -Pyeteciing: pabiia tant” while Gna Sen ase chennai te enna oie 
i Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred | diem,in lieu of subsistence, at'a rate not exceeding $3 per day,and for actual 
By the following bills, reported them each without amendment, and sub- | "eess@ry expenses ed nena See ore 2s einai Senat 
a mitted reports thereon: without delay with the numberof applications for pa ce 
fi A bill (H. R. 2139) granting a pension to George Rhody; and uding both mineral and agricultural lands, now pending and und Lined in 
A bill (H. R. 10705) granting a pension to Mary L. Tanner. mae Deport wens, alas tp waaber of Chess ye nding Serre Mie Commniestonce 
Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- | terior: aml also ee aaa sions niead in onde ef (he alr 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which | lic-land States and Territories during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1558, and 
were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: | the amount of land covered by each of said patents 
A bill (S. 825) granting a pension to Cornelius Wessels; and | Mr. STEWART. Iask for the present consideration of the resolu 
A bill (S. 3301) granting a pension to Richard J. Nichol. tions. 
Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- Mr. SAULSBURY. The resolutions had better go over. 
ferred the bill (S. 3428) granting a pension to Mary C. Thompson, re- Mr. VEST. Let them go over. 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will lie over under 


He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- | the rule. and be printed. 
lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and sub 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R, 10954) for the relief of Mary Ann Reid; 

A bill (H. R. 9719) for the relief of Thomas Shackelford; and 

A bill (H. R. 4102) granting a pension to Mary A. Carr. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred . - : ; a as : 
the bill (S. 2082) for the relief of Mitchell Trotter, submitted an ad- | A™kansas Rivers and their tributaries in Colorado for irrigation or ot 
verse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed | PUTPOSES. , . 
indefinitely. Mr. EDMUNDS. Asneither the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB 

7 BILL INTRODUCED. nor the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. TELLER] is here I ask that the reso- 


‘ aS s oe ate . | lution go over, keeping its place again, if there be no objection. 
Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3492) granting a pension to "y . 


. ° ° . . . 7 Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The usual order then, wilkb: adopted 
John Parkinson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 5. recard to the auiatinn ~ Tt will Si ssed over. retaining its Ce 
Committee on Pensions. cc 9a ae post . POCRIEIDE 15 pia 


EFFECT OF IRRIGATION ON LOWER VALLEY 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution coming over from 
yesterday, submitted by the Senator from Kansas | Mr. PLUMB] Au- 
gust 21, 1888, in relation to the diversion of the waters of the Platte and 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. TOLLS ON GOODS EXPORTED TO CANADA 
. . . . . The PRES NT pro tempor The Chair lave before the Senate : 
Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by | rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Che Chair lay eet Ene 2 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred | ™ ou nanan ws Pato > te ® previous day submitted by the Senator 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. ee SSS [Ee < AB}, together with the amendment pro- 
rw; . 7 ose r » Se yr fror rm t ir DMUNDS e& reso OI 
Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by | Posed by the Senator from Vermont | Mr. Ep™ RO TRTae 


. . ‘2 . * . . . . a= 1 ] | >» so 
him to the fortifications appropriation bill; which was referred to the | “ ul a aes a _ bmitted by Mr. H 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. er oe + on ie Ren SY Se. OAR s 
wt, 555, 28S IOLiOWS: 
DISTRICT ELECTRIC WIRES. 








eT Uw . ° . ‘ Resolved, That the President of the United States be rested, if not 
Mr. FAULKNER submitted the following resolution; which was | judgment incompatible with the pub erest, to « cate to the Se 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: copies “ all communications, f any, addressed by on to | s0¥ 
1ent of Great Brit 1,remonstrat r th that G t ag tt t 
Resolved, That the conimissioners of the District of Columbia be directed to ona nthe treatm = to ou tiz ates the action « Canadian G nmen 
forward to the Senate any reportintheir possession made by the engineer com in refunding to vessels and cargoes which pass thr the We land othe 
missioner tothe commissioners of the District of Columbia on the subject of | Canadian canals nearly the enti lis if they a i i to Canad prt 
overhead and under-ground electric wires. while those bound for Americau ports are not allowed 1 1dvanta Mm 
LISTS OF CLAIMS AND JUDGMENTS. Eetisis nanechin’d odin Ucaantnanunemasittn in oh Bae oe spent, 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was con- | portation. Also copies of any demand made by his direction upon Great | 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: a a 
_ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the The PRESIDENT pro ter " The wie 1 
Senate a list of all claims allowed by the several accounting officers of the : an oi. otee yay Vempere. mc prope — 
Treasury Department under appropriations the balances of which have been ex- | Senator from Vermont {[M r. EDMUND Wil e read. 
hausted or carried to the surplus fund under the provisions of section 5 of the The CHrer CLERK. At the end of the ress tion it is pre > 


actof June 20, 1874, since the allowance of those already transmitted toCongress | . , 1: 
during the present session; also a list of all claims allowed by the Auditor of ada. 
the Treasury for the Post-Office Department since the allowance of those em And also that there be communicated to t ut pies « : . 
braced in House Executive Document No. 31, of the present session, on account j tespondence, and information touching the utter of ther e lish 








Pees cms 


a a RIE at dni 


8014 


Gov nt, or that of any of her North American dominions, to allow the en- 


rome 

try at Dominion sea-ports of American fish, or other cargoes, for transportation 
in | ito the United States since the Ist day of July, 1885, And also that ke 

ynrnunicate to the Senate what instances have oceurred since the 3d of March, 
1837, of wrongs to American fishing vessels,or other American vessels,in the 
ports or wat« f British North America, and what steps, ifany, have beentaken 
in respect th 

(he PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to 
the resolution as amended. 


Mr. GEORGE, 


‘The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator desire to speak to 
the resolution 
r. GEORGI I do not know whether I do or not, until I make 
an inquiry. 
‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hear the Senator. 
Mr. GEORGI I should like to inquire of gentlemen on the other 


side of the Chamber whether the message of the President will be 
forinally considered to-day. If it is not going to be considered, I will 
ubmit some remarks on the pending resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I hope the message will go with the other papers 
to-day to the Committee on Foreign Relations. The Senator can call 


up the message now and make his argument upon that. He has the 
floor on the message, and if it will suit him now, after the resolution 
is disposed of, I will move to proceed to the consideration of the mes- 
sage of the President. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that is done—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a privileged report upon 


the table that the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] had given notice 
of his intention to call up 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That will take only a short time. 


Mr. SHERMAN. As a matter of course I do not want to interfere } 


with the conference report. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire some time during the day to submit some 
remarks on the President’s message. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Certainly; as soon as the privileged report, the 
conference report, is out of the way, I shall move to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the President’s message, but in the mean time I should 
like to have this resolution calling for information from the President 
passed, so that it may be answered as soon as possible. 

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as amended. 

Ibe resolution as amended was agreed to. 

FISHING RIGHTS OF THE UNITED STATES, 

Mr. ALLISON, Lask that the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the sundry civil appropriation bill may be taken up. 

r. SHERMAN. Before that is doneI ask unanimous consent that 
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te bill 3484, which was read the first time but not the second, the | 


other day, the bill in regard to the difficulties in Canada, be read the 
second time and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

‘The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The Senator refers to the bill intro- 
duced by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGaan]? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; 1 objected to its second reading then, 
until the resolution submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts was 
disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama might 


desire some other consideration. The Senator introducing the bill is | 


not present. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; let it go. 

Mr. HARRIS. Evidently the Senator from Alabama would have no 
objection to the reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read the second 
time by its title. 

The Corer CLERK. A bill (S. 3484) to empower the President more 
effectually to carry out the purposes of an act entitled ‘‘An act to au- 
thorize the President of the United States to protect and defend the 
rights of American fishing vessels, American fishermen, American trad- 
ing and other vessels in certain cases, and for other purposes,’’ ap- 
proved March 3, 1887, and to authorize the President to protect Ameri- 
can interests against unjust discrimination in the use of canals in the 
British dominions of North America. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill wiil be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TELLER. I supposed that was to wait and be referred with 
the President’s message. That was the understanding. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Hoping that that message will also be referred 
to-day, I trust the Senator will let this bill go to the committee now. 

Mr. TELLER, I have no objection. 

Mr. VEST. Let me make a suggestion, please. Why not let all 
these matters, together with the President’s message, go to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and let them abide the result of the mo- 
tion to refer the message? Why take up the matter by parcels and 
dispose of them? It is all the same subject. 

Mr, SHERMAN. The reason is because the Senator from Mississippi 
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[Mr. GEORGE] wants to make a speech, and the Senator from Illinois 
| Mr. CULLOM] desires to make some suggestions. 

Mr. VEST. I desire also myself to be heard with a few ‘feeble re- 
marks’’ upon that subject, but it seems to me that all these matters 
are germane to the same subject, and the Senator from Mississippi can 
just as well speak upon all of them as upon the message by itself. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to either course; but obvi- 
ously the Senate can not expect the committee to act upon the bill 
when it hardly knows what is contained in it. 

Mr. VEST. ‘These matters, whether a bill or a resolution, are all 
germane to the same subject, and that is the President’s message. I 
hope they will all lie upon the table until the debate is ended and 
abide the result of the motion to refer the President’s message to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senate is really anxious to have any action, 
the committee can not proceed a step in the matter until something is 
referred, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution offered by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAr] has been agreed to. The bill 
whose title has just been read was introduced by the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MorGAN], who desired to have it referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. He is not present, and on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio the Chair has made that order. However, if it is 
desired, that order can be reconsidered and the bill still held before 
the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the reference had better stand, because 
the Committee on Foreign Relations with that bill before them can con- 
sider the subject. They will consider the message of the President 
without a reference. It is not necessary to refer it. Itmay be left for 
debate. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the whole subject will be taken up to-day, 
and if possible disposed of, so that whatever ought to be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations may be referred as soon as possible. I 
should like to occupy a few minutes’ time before it is done, however, 
and if the appropriation bill that the Senator from Iowa desires to bring 
up this morning does not occupy a great deal of time, I hope the Sen- 
ate will proceed to the other subject and continue it until we dispose of 


| it, which I think perhaps can be done soon. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The debate can proceed upon the mo- 
tion to referthe message. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. / 


Mr. ALLISON. Inow ask for action onthe report of the committee 
of conference on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. As the report is printed in the REcorD to-day, and 
has also been printed as a separate document, I presume that Senate 
will not require that it be read now. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The reading may be waived by un 
imous consent. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. As the sundry civil appropriation bill is an impor- 
tant one, and as there have been at various times andin various places 
observations respecting this bill, I think it wise that I should at this 
moment state its condition and the several steps taken prior to this 
time respecting it. 

This bill is one of the usual great appropriation bills passed at every 
session of Congress, and it is estimated for regularly in the Book of Es- 
timates. In the regular estimates presented to Congress at the begin- 
ning of this session the estimates for the items in this sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill were a total of $28,742,695.26 in the Book of Estimates, 
and there were submitted during the session afterwards supplemental 
estimates amounting to $5,124,000, showing a total estimate for this 





| bill made by the Secretary of the Treasury of $33,866,695. The House 


of Representatives in considering the bill passed it with a total of $23,- 
332,406.30. The Senate Committee cn Appropriations in considering 
the bill recommended to the Senate additional appropriations amount- 
ing to $4,012, 465.18. 

Mr. PLATT. All of which was estimated for? 

Mr. ALLISON. Nearly every item of which was estimated for. So 
when the bill was reported to the Senate it was still, in round num- 
bers, five and a half million dollars less than was estimated for by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. The several items of increase proposed by 
the Senate Committee on Appropriations embraced three or four large 
items and of course a number of smallitems. One of the chief items 
of increase was in public buildings, so called. The Senate Committee 
on Appropriations recommended an increase of $840,000 to the amount 
proposed by the other House for public buildings. 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator please state why we did that ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ido not understand the Senator from Iowa. =I! 
I correctly heard him, he said there was estimated for by the Depart- 
ment $28,000,000, and the House the bill at $23,000,000—I 
speak in round numbers—and that the Senate added $4,000,000 to 
that amount; and yet if I understood him aright he said the bill was 
still $5,000,000 below the estimates. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will repeat my statement. I said that the erig- 
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inal estimates of the Departments, found in the Book of Estimates, | Mr. BECK. They 
amounted, in round numbers, to $28,000,000, and that there were sup- | M ALLISON ; t 3 
E plemental estimates presented from time to time by the Secretary of 
the Treasury amounting to $5,000,000 more, which made a total esti Mr. J 
mate submitted by the Departments to cover this bill of $33,000,000. | ) ALLISO ' 
When the bill came to us from the House of Representatives it co imendment O : vhich 
tained appropriations amounting to a little over $23,000,000, or $1' $ a 
000,000 1 than the estimates, to which the Senate Committ 
{ A pprop ions added, in round numbers, $4,000,000. : 
I was about to state the principal items of addition. The amount| Mr. HA 
: on public buildings was $840,000; and upon that subject I desire to {| 
5 say that this increase was brought about from the fact that n 
took up the appropriations made for this purpose by the House of R« 
5 resentatives we found that in every instance they had only appr S 
4 ated for public buildings which had been authorized by law an 
e did not carry with the authorization an appropriation, because it y 1 we came 
i be understood by Senators that for the last four or five years as resp« bu 
public buildings the Committee on Public Buildings and Groun 
Ee taken practical jurisdiction of that subject and have included in most priations to! ‘ 
< of their public-building bills an appropriation covering the an tip a 
necessary to erect the buildings. \ i i 
fhe House of Representatives appropriated for the buildings tl Senate +, an 
were authorized by law, but they only appropriated one-half of th ts $100,000 « 
timated cost or limit in the laws authoriz » buil 
" Senate Committee on Appropriations b hat \ t 
; economy; that a public building costing less than $200,000 ought to ( 1 Approj tion ' 
% be appropriated for in a single appropriation in order that tl] 
4 tracts might be made covering the entire cost of the structure 9 
3 would seem to be true economy in private afi and the Senate ¢ i 
: mittee on Appropriations believed it was true economy as respé ired thousand 
¥ these public buildings. Mr. TELLER redu the 
Not on nowever, t House of Represent )} i ‘ 
only ont as respects these buildings, but they ay ! 
priation for every public building authorized. For instance, in th | 
case of a little building at Portsmouth, Ohio, the cost of which, uz d. The is iating 
the law authorizing it, was limited to 360,000, the House approp o , 
one-half of that sum, or $30,000. { id t ( imittes \ riat 3 that 
The effect of such a system of appropriation is to ab once establis nd { pin e] 
superintendent, a clerk, a watchman, and various other fu 1§ } to 
tionaries in or about the building, who are to last, and I ! ) . 3] i 
to be taken out of the appropriation for the building 3 514 ), ey | 
pleted. Every man of sense knows that a building of that character Mr. TELLER. Ifth Wi yw mn 
ought to be built not only within a year but within six months from | about that ding that t Supervi ¢ Archit 
the time of its beginning. +200,000 was essent him to proper 
So in that instance, and —I merely give that a sta blic building a 
illustration; there are half dings or perhaps mor ‘ when mplet it 000, has been in 
this bill where the amount rized is $75,000 or less—we app ibout years. During allt prog 
priated in all such cases the full amount. Here, for illustration, is the last information I had, and I think it is no hig 
: post-office building at Helena, Ark. The cost of the buil ris to ‘ t t 
975,000. The House of Representatives appropriated $37,500. ) i 
Hoboken, N. J., the cost of the building is to be $60,000. The H uri l.that t ‘ 
appropriated $30,000. n two or three other instances the appro 0 <p 
tion was $25,000 where the build thorized is to cost $50,000 ‘ ) ‘ 
Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the 2tor inform the Senate how t ty 
uidition was made to the bill by the Senate for public buildings alor ome it unless there was s ng 
Mr. ALLISON. I have already stated the amount to be $840,000. | part of Senat to 
We not only made the provision for these small buildings by full ap- | I venture to that 1€ 
propriations, but it occurred that between the time the bill was 1 not be constr e 


ported to the House and passed by the House and the time when it was | ir lence and that tl : ( 

finally reported to the Senate by the Committee on Appropriations a | wherein the United 

number of new public buildings had been authorized which were not en the ¢ 

provided for by the House of Representatives in this bill. The Com- Mr. EDMUNDS. t . 
mittee on Appropriations finding that the acts had been approved | Mr. TELLER. A ‘ t vill be } 
the President, inserted in the bill full appropriations covering th t all the t n l red 
amount of the authorized acts in every case where the authorization » and the valu the bu 
was less than $200,000. So we inserted in every case appropriati: Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, 
for the buildings that had been authorized by law prior to the time | from the question of public buildings, l at 


, 
that the bill was reported; and during the progress of the bill two or | a great number of public buildi: ha 
os : 





} . . . . . : - + I : ' 
three public buildings were authorized by the signature of the Presi- | sion of Congress by : 
dent to bills for public buildings which had passed both Houses, and urrying wit n apy ) 


they were added in the Senate. Thus when the bill passed from + dollars, and that the Con 

Senate it included for public buildings only those public buildings | 1 it were, a sort of 1um of th | he 

which had been authorized by separate and distinct statutes. it or mistake or design did no ppi DS; and 

I ought to pause here to say that the conference committee inserted | to one thing further, and that is that at th 

four publie buildings. We admit that it may be by some regarded there a y public’ buildings pi ed 10% all 
a little shade out of order, although the amendments referred embraced | s and places like Brownsville, Tex. I see my friend from Texas in 
the general subject of public buildings, and we considered that we had | my eye. 
fairly jurisdiction of it. We have inserted appropriations for four pub- Mr. COKE. Will the Sez 
lie buildings in the conference report where the bills had been passed 





| Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 


after the appropriation bill had passed from the consideration of the| Mr. COKE. At Brownsville there is a Federal court, th 
Senate and the House and was in conference. | tom-house, and there is also an internal-re l 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That is, those four bills had become laws by the | population is some five or six thousand 
approval of the President? 
Mr. ALLISON. Those four bills became laws by the siguature of 
the President. ! 


| Mr. ALLISON. A population of how much? 
| Mr. COKE. A population of 5,000 or 6,000; and right opposite is 
| the city of Matamoros, in Mexico, with 20,000 inhabitants. 








8016 


Mr. ALLISON. Lobservea bill for a public building at Texarkana, 
Ark., appropriating $100,000, passed at this session, and it is provided 
for in this bill; one at Statesville, N. C.; one at Asheville, N. C.; and 
bills for public buildings at numerous other cities and towns that I 
might mention, varying in the number of inhabitants from 1,000 to 
6,000, as in the case of Brownsville. And yet these bills carrying 
these appropriations for public buildings in these small villages and 
towns, some of them without courts and many of them with small 
populations and little or no business, have in some way been able to 
run the gauntlet of these two Houses and run the gauntlet of the Pres- 
idential approval. 

Mr. BERRY. 

Mr. ALLISON, 

Mr. BERRY. I will state that Texarkana has 7,000 or 8,000 inhab- 
itants. It has a Federal court, however, and for that reason it is dif- 
ferent from some of the other towns of which the Senator has spoken. 

Mr. ALLISON. When was the court established, may I ask my 
friend? 

Mr. BERRY. It was established during the last Congress, the Forty- 
ninth Congress. I can not see, however, that it is very material when 
the court was established provided the court is there. 

Mr. ALLISON. I quite agree with the Senator from Arkansas now. 
Texarkana has a population of ~.000 more than Brownsville, where they 
have 6,000. 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator will permit me, I will state that at Tex- 
arkana the town is in two States, Texas and Arkansas, and both grow- 
ing towns. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has a very great advantage, being in two States. 

Mr. COKE. Brownsville, Tex., on which the Senator harps so much, 
is the oldest point in Texas where the Federal courtisheld. It is near 
the mouth of the Rio Grande, where ansimportant custom-house is sit- 
uated and where it is most essential to have a custom-house. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not criticising these things except to point a 
moral, that these little villages in North Carolina, in Texas, in Missis- 
sippi, and in Arkansas can have their public-building bills not only 
railroaded through these two Houses—I have no doubt I voted for all 
of them—but they pass the scrutiny of the President of the United 
States; and yet when a bill comes here from the State in which I live 
and from a city having more than 30,000 inhabitants and nearly as 
much trade as there is in half the State of North Carolina, the Presi- 
dent sends us a message, sneering in its tone and I think undignified in 
itscharacter, saying thata public building is not necessary at Sioux City. 

I merely call attention to these things for the purpose of showing 
that it depends, or seems to depend, upon the location of these public 
puildings whether they can become laws. There has been a United 
States court held at Sioux City for the last six years, and the terms of 
ihat court have run from ten days to five weeks in duration. It is in 
the heart of a vigorous, aggressive population, commercial in its char- 
acter, having a large business. It not only has the advantage of Tex- 
arkana and Brownsville in population, but it lies on the Missouri River, 
having the State of Nebraska immediately opposite. If itis important 
to have a public building in Texarkana because it lies near Texas, how 
much more important it must be to have a public building at Sioux 
City because it is‘near Nebraska? Not only that, but it is also near 
the great Territory of Dakota, with its 700,000 people that can not yet 
get into the Union. 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator will permit me, I will state that the pub- 
Jic building at Texarkana is in Texas and in Arkansas. The town is 
on both sides of the line between the two States. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
appeals to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. VANCE. What is the amount of the appropriation asked for 
Bioux City? 

Mr. ALLISON. One hundred and fifty thousand dollars. That is 
not in this bill, I will say to the Senator. I merely alluded to it inci- 
dentally. 

Mr. VANCE, If the Senator sees proper to make reflections upon 
the small villages in North Carolina so much, I wish simply to say to 
the Senator that the town of Asheville, which he alluded to, has a pop- 
ulation of 10,000; it has a Federal court and all the accessories for the 
condact of Federal business. The town of Statesville, which is the 
smallest town in the State that has received an appropriation for a pub- 
lic building, has not more than 4,000 people; but I beg the Senator to 
remember that in an agricultural country like ours the amount of bus- 
iness and the number of people to be accommodated is not measured 
by thesize of the town. The territory that the courtat Statesville ac- 
commodates is larger, I venture to say, and has more population than 
that dependent upon Sioux City in its business, and it only has an ap- 
propriation of $75,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt of the fact that in an agricultural 
State like North Carolina, where corn is converted in small quantities, 
there is likely to be more Federal business than there is in a State like 
Iowa, so that Iam not complaining of the court at Asheville. 


Wiil the Senator allow me? 
Yes, sir. 


The Senator from North Carolina 
Does the Senator from Iowa yield? 


sci SSS 
ee Ep ee 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





AUGUST 28, 


Mr. WALTHALL. 
tion? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WALTHALL. What was the little village in Mississippi to 
which the Senator had reference? 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not allude to a little village in Mississippi. 
I alluded to the general statement that among these public buildings 
are public buildings provided for where there are less than 2,000 peo- 
ple. I did not say that such instances occurred in Mississippi. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The Senator mentioned Mississippi as one of the 
States where little villages have been provided for. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think Vicksburg was provided for. I know, of 
course, that is a large city, but it is not as large as Sioux City and it 
does not have one-third of the business, yet Vicksburg gets a court- 
house without objection anywhere. What I complain of is not that 
Vicksburg has a court-house, but that these unjust and unnatural dis- 
criminations are made against localities. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Does the Senator class Vicksburg as a village? 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot. Ihave been there. I know what it is. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. With my colleague’s permission I desire to 
have the Secretary read astatement of facts relative to Sioux City, Iowa. 
It has been carefully prepared. I have informed myself definitely with 
reference to it. I have no doubt of its entire correctness. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the paper, 
if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


IN MATTER OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS BILL AT SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 


Sioux City has a population, as shown by the census of September, 1887, of 
32,000; population shown by national census, 1880, 7,300. 

Total increase in seven years, 24,700. 

She has ten lines of railroads centering there. 

She has eight large banking institutions. 

She has twenty wholesale stores. 

She has the largest oil mill in the world, except one, pressing 2,100 bushels of 
flax-seed daily. 

She is the largest meat center west of Chicago. 
2,500 cattle, and 500 sheep, daily. 

She has 1,690 acres in i stock-yards, with a feeding capacity of 50,000 head 
of cattle continuously. 

Of her four daily papers, one is devoted exclusively to stock-yards and mar- 
kets; also one bank is supported and maintained by same interest, 

Houses built in 1887, 503, 

Buildings enlarged, 116. 

Total amount of expenditures for public buildings of all kinds for 1887, $2,854,- 
856. 

Total expenditures, railroad bridge and all, over $4,000,000. 

United States court was established by Forty-seventh Congress. 

Officers now located there: District attorney, deputy marshal, paymaster, 
pension cxaminer, United States headquarters military and Indian supplies. 


Post-office business for year ending June 30, 1887: 


Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 


Killing capacity, 17,000 hogs, 














Se ID sts nites éctnmsqntcecesmensctnsenns cesineanisansewiascocescceseuseconsougnee’ $39, 684. 91 
Be SR ii ciccicnierrenianintoenianann utenti bapensnahiseinn siidgeny ei vine adinnes 24, 926.72 
Domestic money-order business for year ending June 30, 1887: 
IIIT cachsihcrunuailiveichandscddieisgnsticdeedencupidcitpavonvestomstiowtpucnebansavodtt 113, 420. 55 
ee cscnniteiIacineissnniennietietapnasaducingtitite whbsebiielentinmnes . 60,059, 28 
MIE ccicnsk cecdienes tie intidactcbarensusavescdubinintienandintynuiacinleabecweustonieds 173, 479. 83 


The net revenue from Sioux City post-office is greater than any city in Iowa, 
except Des Moines. 
The business in Federal courts has quadrupled in last two years. 


Mr. ALLISON. That tells its own tale. I am very much obliged 
to my colleague for putting those facts in the RECORD. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. Will the Senator yield to me for an observa- 
tion? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have noticed for the past ten years, during 
my service in this body, that it has never beena difficult matter at all 
to get large appropriations of money for public buildings in Western 
States and even Territories. I doubt if there is a city of any impor- 
tance in the State of Iowa that has not been heretofore provided with 4 
public building and been provided for otherwise. 

Mr. ALLISON. That observation, I will say to my friend, is an en- 
tire mistake on his part. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to draw a simple comparison, which is 
this: In New Jersey, one of the original thirteen States, with a popu- 
lation of nearly a million and a half of people, the Government of the 
Tnited States until within the past two years has only owned one pu!)- 
lic building. We have two cities of 200,000 people and five or six 
cities with populations ranging from 50,000 to 160,000, and yet witha!! 
the persistent efforts we have made to secure appropriations for needed 
public buildings we have been unable to get them. But I notice wheu 
you go to Nevada or any of the Western States or Territories you tind 
more money invested by the National Government in public buildings 
than has ever been invested in the State of New Jersey. 

Mr. STEWART. How much has been appropriated in Nevada? 
Does the Senator know? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I notice that there are large appropriations 
asked for in this bill. I believe that a large appropriation was made 
for a public building at Portland, Oregon, some years ago. The cost 
of the public building at Portland alone, if my memory serves me 
aright, is more than equal to the entire cost of all the public buildinzs 
in New Jersey. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I will resume the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. Aliow me to state about Nevada. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield to my friend on my right for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. STEWART. There has been appropriated in all for 1 
buildings in Nevada, outside the mint, $136,000, and the Territory 
Nevada built public buildings at a cost amounting to $60, 000 
the General Government has been in the habit of refunding to T: 
tories, but which it has never refunded to Nevada. So we have ¢ 
less than $100,000. 

Mr. McPHERSON. How much is appropriated in this bill « 
legislation in this Congress for Nevada? 

Mr. STEWART. There is no appropriation whatever for Nevada 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no public building provided for in Nevada. 

Mr. McPHERSON. How much for Oregon? I think there i ym 
$600,000 for buildings in Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator will permit me—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa yield to 
the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; I prefer to go on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be further interrupted. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was merely observing, Mr. President, that in 
small places, like Tallahassee, Fla., and like Statesville, N. C., and 


The Senator from Iowa declines to 


sundry and divers other places that I never heard of until I saw 1 i 
in these appropriations and in the various public-buildings bi and 
therefore I can not remember them all. Of course I do not inclu 


Asheville, in Buncombe County. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that in the county of Buncombe ? 

Mr. ALLISON. That isin the county of Buncombe, and that is one 
of the rapidly growing cities, as I well know. But I am not finding 
fault with theseappropriations. Iam only now callingattention to the 
discriminations made respecting them, showing how easy it is for ce 
tain States of this Union to get appropriations for public buildings 
where the needs of the public service do not require them as much as 


they are required in other States and cities where these buildings are 
actually needed, and I am in sympathy somewhat with the Sen 
from New Jersey when he says that New Jersey has not hitherio had 


its shareof these public buildings in order to carry on economical 
public business in the great cities of that State 

Now I pass from the question of public buildings and call attention 
to the next considerable item in the Senate increase of appropriat 
the item for light-houses, ete. I think thereissomethingrathers 
lar aboutthe appropriations for the Light-House Establishment. I see 
in the Book of Estimates light-houses estimated for to the exte 
$1,300,000, and when the House billcame to us there was ap 


i 
ated only $139,000 for light-houses where $1,300,000 had be ‘ 
mated for, and if my memory serves me aright two of the light-ho 
provided for in the House bill were not estimated for at all So 


the bill came to us, there seemed to be a discarding of the Book of Esti- 
mates and practically no appropriations for light-houses 


We put upon this bill additions to the amount of $631,000 for light- 
houses, less than half the estimates for that object, and I am glad to 


say that the conferees on the part of the House agreed to most « } 
amendments, requiripg us in some cases to reduce the amounts appro- 
priated, although the Light-House Board had informed us that the 
amounts inserted in the bill (because the amounts proposed to be ii 
serted were offered at their request) were not more than sufficient to 
complete the light-houses. 

There are large miscellaneous appropriations involved in this bill 
where the Senate made additions, as for example the Library. Of the 
$4,000,000 added to the bill, one million was for the Library, making 
as we supposed, with attention and care, proper provision for its ex- 
penditure. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] properly reminds 
me at this stage that whilst that is one of the disagreeing votes, I think | 
may fairly say that it is probable our action may be agreed to in the 
end. 

Another large item in these miscellaneous items is an addition tothe 
appropriation for the expenses of the collection of customs of $450,000 
Another item of $50,000 is respecting the enforcement of the alien con- 
tract-labor act, and another item of $535,000 respecting the keeping of 
the Hudson River clear of débris, etc., under a law passed last year, and 
specially estimated for by the Secretary of the Treasury in a special 


communication which I have on my desk, in which he asked the Sen- | 


ate to add $535,000 to this appropriation; and yet only a few days ago 
he became responsible, so the public newspapers say, for a statement 


showing the amount of the appropriations as made by the House of 


Representatives, and showing the increases put on by the Serate. 

Mr. President, with rare exceptions, there is not a single item of 
appropriation in this bill, whether passed originally by the House or 
put on by the Senate, that did not receive the urgent solicitation of the 
Cabinet minister who had charge of the particular business involved 
in the appropriation. 


Of course for the Public Library and for one or two other items of 


considerable amount here, where the Senate exercises its own discre- 
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Mr. CULLOM. The fourth story of what building? 
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it is a great bureau now—can be put in that buildin 

Mr. BECK. Ihopethe Senator from New Hampshire will be allowed 

| to print whatever he thinks will throw any light upon this subject, be- 








SUIS 


cause we havea very serious controversy about it, and one which it does 
not look as though we could agree about. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let me say just one word more, because this is a vital 
thing. That bureau will be destroyed by this proposed change, and I 
call the attention of the Senate to the information, which, if there be 
no objection, I shall have printed in the Recorp. This proposed 
change is protested against by the Secretary of the Interior after a re- 
cent 


sions, by the Commissioner of Education, and by the superintendent of | 


the Pension building, who has carefully examined with reference to it 
and gives specific information, upon which I base the assertion that it 
will be a deliberate, premeditated murder to put these employés of the 
Government where they will have to goif4he change is made, and this 
is independent of the fact of the practical destruction of the library, 
of the museum, of the various means of educational illustration which 
have been collected at vast expense, so that now in this direction we 


have altogether the best educational collection or museum that is to 


be found on the face of the earth. 

Mr. BECK. I want, with the permission of the chairman, to say one 
word. The Senator from New Hampshire himself recognizes the fact 
that the law as it now stands requires the Bureau of Education to go 
to the Pension building. Thatis the law. Now, we make a propo- 


sition to exempt this bureau from having to go there under existing | 


law. If the House persists and refuses to agree to the amendment of 
the existing law, I do not see how we are to get out of it, except by 
having a separate bill providing for the repeal of the existing law. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand that, and yet this s bill makes pro- 
vision for the repeal of the existing law so far as to exempt the Land 
Office from removal. ‘The reasons are equally strong why the removal 
of the Bureau of Education should not take place. 1 can not but think 
that whoever makes opposition to this amendment does so with a fail- 
ure to appreciate the fact that the Bureau of Education is as important 
a bureau in the operations of this Government and in its usefulness to 
the American people as some other bureaus which apparently receive 
vastly more consideration and which yet do not aim at the vital, in- 
tellectual, and moral life of the nation as does this bureau. I do not 
think it is appreciated enough or ever has been. 

Mr. ALLISON. I consent that those documents may be printed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will add them to what little I have now said. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator propose that the 
papers be printed as a document? 

Mr. BLAIR. Iunderstood they were to be printed in the Recorp, 
so that they would be available to the committee and to the Senate. I 
will enumerate the documents. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will not ask the Senator to enumerate them. 
am content, if the Senator is, that they go into the Recorp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And not be printed separately as ¢ 
document? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; printed in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. “It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

The papers are as follows: 
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LETTER OF SECRETARY OF INTERIOR. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, July 30, 1888, 


My Drar Sir: I observe that by the sundry civil bill, as it has been reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations to the Senate, the only repeal of the act 
of March 3, 1887, which required the removal of the General Land Office, Bu- 
reau of Railroads, and Bureau of Education to the Pension building, provided 
for is so much as relates to the Land Office. Ido most sincerely think it will 
be a serious injury to the Educational Bureau and also to the Pension Bureau 
to compel the removal of the former into the Pension building. It can not but 
practically strangle the Bureau of Education for a considerable period at least, 
and I can not see but that it must seriously interfere with its usefulness so long 
as it shall remain there. There are now about forty-three clerks and people 
employed inthe Bureau of Education, and they havea large collection of books, 
models, educational appliances, and bric-a-brac of various character and all con- 
tributory to enlightenment. I have visited the Pension building and can not 
see how this can be stored, except in great part inthe fourthstory. Practically, 
it becomes when placed there unavailable for use. 

The appropriation in the legislative, executive, and judicial bill on account 
of the Bureau of Education is, altogether, $50,920. The rent of the building to 
be saved by this change is $4,000. In order to save this sum of $4,000 of rent I 
do not hesitate to say that this action will waste $25,000 of the appropriation for 
the bureau. 

I have heard the idea expressed in casual conversation that the Bureau of 
Education was not an instrumentality of especial value, and I fear that this 
idea has had something to do with the willingness to crippleit by this removal. 

I do not concur at all in the sentiment; butif the sentiment is to have any 
influence, and especially under the plea of economy, it should take an effective 
direction to acc- mplish the latter end; and this would require that, in case of 
this removal b_ing insisted upon, a great part of the force should be discharged 
and the appropriation made forthe conduct of the bureau diminished. I do 
not doubt that it could be diminished one-half, upon the theory of the removal, 
and as effective work be accomplished as if the same number of officers and 
employés shall be retained now provided for, because they can not work to ad- 
yantage in such quarters as can be assigned in the Pension Bureau. 

The legislative bill has made provision for the rent of the building now occu- 
pied by the Bureau of Education only until the lst of December next, appropri- 
ating $1,667 for that purpose, one-third of the annual rental. The time is short 
and the pressure upon Congress, and especially upon you, my dear sir, I recog- 
nize to be very great at this juncture, Is it not the part of wisdom to continue 
that bureau where it is for the remainder of this fiscal year, which will involve 
but $2,333 more (perhaps less than the cost of its removal), and review this sub- 
ject at the next session with more attention than can now be allowed to it? 
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personal inquiry and examination, by the Commissioner of Pen- | 





AUGUST 28, 


If it be possible for yourself, or some member of the committee, to give an 
| hour or an hour and a half toa personal examination of the circumstances, | 
feel convinced you will recognize by a survey of the buildings and the property 
involved the imperative urgency and wisdom of the suggestion I venture to 
make. 

Che provision for the post-office within the area of the Pension building will 
make that building as thoroughly occupied as almostany Government building 
in the city, perhaps quite as much. 

I have the honor to be, my dear Mr. Chairman, 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


WM. F. VILAS, Secretar; 
Hon, WILLIAM 13. 
Chairm Ci ni 


ALLISON, 
n App yrial s, United S 


rT) 


ites Senate. 


Rk, BUREAU OF EDUCATION, 
Washington, D. C., July 30, 1888. 
mede several visits to the Pension building with 
dations can be secured therein for the bureau 
I give you the result of my observations 


DEAR Sir: I have recentiy 

a view of 

of Education. 
} and inquiries. 

ihe building consists of three-columned arcades, one above the other, and 
above all a fourth gallery, the whole surrounding a vast court. 

The rooms of the three main floors of the building are commodious and 
spacious, but seem to be fully occupied by the large force of the Pension Office. 
The first deputy commissioner assured me that they absolutely could not spare 
| sufficient space to accommodate the Bureauof Education. The chief clerk ¢« 
plained in detail that there but two rooms on the three main floors which 
have not yet been occupied; that in some of their rooms thirty elerksare placed; 
that the average ‘for en clerks, and that sey 


| : . 

eral of their large divisions are very much overcrowded and must soon have ad- 
| ditional room. 
| 
| 


| 

| , 
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all che habitable rooms is sevent 


As for the upper gallery it is out of the question, being a narrow footway 
yms under the roof. These a: 
kylights. Three 
sived documents 
upancy, the tem- 


railed with iron, upon which open a suite of r 
of low pitch withoutany windows or mode of lighting, ¢ 
| fourths of them are already filled with the filing cases and 
of the Pension Office. They are entirely unfit for human oc« 


ccepts 





perature ranging in summer from 87}? to 103)°. (See accompanying report of 
superintendent of building.) 

Such being the situation it seems to me manifestly impossible to remove this 
office to the Pension building. You will remember that our moderate estimates 


| show that for our library, museum, and documents we shall need 8,000 square 
feet, and for our clerical force 3,600 square feet. For the proper accommodation 
| 





of the Com missioner of Education, the chief clerk, and el orce several sep- 
arate rooms are essential; in the Commissioner’s opinion, not less than ten, : 
Very respectfully, yours, 
J. V. HOLCOMBE, 
Acting Commissioner 


Hon. H. W. Briarr, 
Senate Chamber, 


[Exhibit —.] 


| STATEMENT OF THE SUPERINTENDENT OF THE BUREAU OF PENSIONS BUILDING 


THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washinglon, D.C., Aprié 9, 1858, 
I have the honor to herewith submit a report of the number of rooms in the 


DEPARTMENT OF 


Pension building, together with a statement of the number of square feet floor 
space suitable for office purposes, the whole number of employés in the bui 

ing, and the average number of square feet floor space to each employé; also a 
statement of the reasons why the fourth floor and the basement of the building 


ought not, or, more properly speaking, can not, be used for office purposes. 
The whole number of rooms in the building is 96, as follows: 

Square feet. 
4 rooms 16 by 30, 480 square feet each 
12 rooms 26 by 30, 780 square feet each.............+++ bresepieeoesisiavebesione seauiucwcentt . 9, 
4 rooms 16 by 36, 576 square feet each.. 
6 rooms 26 by 28, 7: 
8 rooms 15 by 2 
2 rooms 12 by: 
60 rooms 26 by 


96 EE I TOO TI CG a odo cccctvestecec nin ess ccosceccsesdoccseovepnssoneeses 
These 96 rooms are now occupied as follows: 


Occupied by division files............ 
Commissioner, one large and one small. 
First Deputy Commissioner. 
Second Deputy Commissioner 
Chile€ GIOER,......ccccesccccsesee 
Assistant chief clerk. . 

Commissioner’s clerks, 
Clerical fore ....00...ssccccccersseee 








5 square feet each 
2 square feet each.... 


Se CID SO IE sa sivonsncdecensesconcconscincesessntin.cosseetntsanaaml aD, 


oF 
sige 














DORR i iccrccsessivstcensesocss jabeoebouseteeceed 

The “division files” mentioned in the above statement refers to the ‘ pend- 
ing files’’ in the adjudicating divisions of the Bureau of Pensions, and which 
can not be separated from the divisions to which they belong. 

Of the file cases in use in the adjudicating divisions, 21 are as many as can 
possibly be crowded into one room. The whole number of file cases in the bu- 
reau is 357, occupying floor space equal to 19 large rooms, or 17,216 square fect 
The 7 rooms occupied by the officers of the bureau cover5,991 feet, which added 
to the 19 rooms, or 17,216 square feet, occupied by the division files, makes a to 
tal of 26 rooms, or 23,207 square feet, leaving 70 rooms, or 54,769 square feet floor 
space, for the clerical force of the office. 

The whole number of desks in the Bureau of Pensions is 1,400, or an aver 
of 20 to the room, with an average floor space of a fraction less than 40 squar: 
feet to the desk. 

The number of employés in the building is 1,265 and the average number in 
each room is 18, The two extra desks are used for distributing purposes and 
are necessary in the work of the divisions. 

In this computation I have taken no account of the fourth floor or the basc- 
ment or cellar of the Pension building, as neither is fit for office purposes. Tho 
basement is dark and damp, with rough grout or brick floors, no windows, an‘ 
wholly unfit for ie other than lumber or coal storage rooms. 

The rooms on the fourth floor can not,in my opinion, be utilized for offices. 
There are no windows in these rooms, the only light coming from a skylight 
in the roof, and the only ventilation is through a 2 by 2 scuttle hole in the roof, 
The ceilings are low and flat and the floors are made of cement. In the hot 
summer season these rooms are not fit for human beings to work in on account 


of the intense heat and the stifling atmosphere. 


————— 
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| 
the disturbance and noise which inevitably exist along with large numbers of 
fellow-employés, no matter how orderly their behavior. It is quite possible in 
ordinary offices to organize clerks into divisions each having two or three hun- 
dred men, with subdivisions of correspondingly large size. It is utterly impos- 


sible todo this in such an office as the Bureau of Education without sacrificing 

both the unity and the accuracy of results. So much as tothe reasons affecting 

the personnel and the duty of the office. i 
In consequence of the requirements of its work this bureau since 1870 hasac- | 


cumulated a very valuable library of twenty thousand volumes, sixty thousand 
pamphlets, and many thousands of duplicates, and a museum of approximately 
twenty thousand articles. These books and articlea have been collected from 
all civilized countries, in many languages,and are on all sul 


The books ars b- 







jects relating to education of every grade and form. The space assigned them 
in the present building is inadequate to their perfect use, it is truc, but is so ap- 
portioned that the most useful and necessary paris of these collections are at 
once accessible while effectually protected from the intrusion of unauthorized 
persons. 


Iiexperience everywhere has developed certain preferable and convenient 
methods and ways of storing, classifying, indexing, issuing, and using collec- 
tions like these tor the purpose of study; and these, so far as they are appli- 
cable to the duty of the office, have been adopted, and are now in force. If, how- 
ey the bureau and its property be transferred to a building constructed and 
occupied for entirely different purposes these valuable collections would be ex- 
s damage and loss, the present arrangements and appliances for 


pored tos 








their # » custody and effective use would be entirely abolished, and a new set 
of methods and appliances would have to be devised, tried,and modified to 
suit the new circumstances, Isolation of the office and its property as at pres- 


ent organized I deem essential to the usefulness of one and the safety of the 
other. 

fhe removal of these collections is no mere matter of transportation from one 
building to another, but will require the expenditure of time, care, and money. 
The loss of time in making such a removal will be great; the loss of conven- 
ience almost entire, and the skilled labor and money required for this purpose 
will be considerable. 

The foregoing observations are not presented as my theory of the matter, or 
from any personal objection to removing to the Pension building. They are 
the result of the past experience of the bureau in a somewhat similar position, 
Congress caused the Bureau of Education to be moved from the present build- 
ing to a joint oceupaney with the Pension Office of the building on the corner | 
of Twellth street and Pennsylvania avenue eleven years ago, | 

The Pension Ofice then, as now, was the first occupant of the building, and 
the quarters assigned to this bureau were so inadequate in extent, inconvenient | 
of access, and unsuited for its work, that practicaily no efficient ork was done 
by this bureau during the year that the joint tenancy lasted. The growth of | 
the Pens'on Office forced the bureau out of this unwelcome and disastrous con- | 
nection, and Congress removed it back to its present quarters, the two changes | 
of location costing somewhat more than the present rent of this building for 
one year. The Twelfth street building, like the present Pension Building, con- 
sisted of large rooms on each floor, suitable, perhaps, for the large divisionusand 
sections of the Pension Office, butabsolutely destructive to the repose, the quiet, 
nod the seclusion found essential to the proper performance of duty in the Bu- 
reau of Education. The construction of the present Pension Building, the great 
number of employés already housed therein, and the very large number pro- | 
posed to be added thereto by the transfer of the offices named at the beginning 
of this letter, will repeat and doubtiess aggravate the history of that change. 

Another aspect of the relations of this bureau to its work would not occur to |} 
the ordinary thinker. This bureau was established chiefly for the purpose of | 
informing the teachers and people of the United Statesas to the things most use- | 
ful for the promotion of public and other education. The performance of this | 
duty has made it proper to open the library and museum of the office to persons 
interested in education, but not connected with the bureau, and such persons 
under present circumstances, subject to proper regulations, have made frequent | 
and valuable use thereof. 

If the bureau and its collections are to be moved to a building where the ne- | 
cess ties of another kind of service render access to the library and museum of 
this office difficult or uncertain, the use of them by persous not connected with 
the bureau would necessarily be prevented. 

i would invite your attention to the wise and liberal action of Congress a few | 
yearsago in behalfof the Surgeon-General’s Office, when aspecially-constructed 
building for the medical library and medical museum attached thereto was au- | 
thorized. Ky this measure the great working tools of that magnificent bureau | 
were put into a condition for the most effective use both by that office and by | 
those for whom ‘):at office chiefly labors. The reasons that justified the con- 
struction of thai building are equally cogent for the permanent and suitable 
lodgment of the Bureau of Education separate from other offices of dissimilar | 
size and purpose. 

fhe Wright Building, now occupied by the bureau, on the corner of Eighth 
and G streets northwest, is situated very near the office of the Secretary of the 
Interior, and close to lines of cars by which persons desiring to visit it for con- 
sultation and study may have easy access, and yet the location is one sufficiently 
quiet and retired to allow the work of the office to be done in comfort and with 
considerable efficiency. Though too small for the present needs of the bureau, 
it can be made to serve for some time longer by judicious use of the space at | 
hand. It contains about 11,000 square feet and has a basement and four other 
stories. 

Briefly described, the basement is for the storage of fuel and the documents 
of the office; the first story is used by the statistical division; the second floor 
by the Commissioner, chief clerk, and the record division; and the third floor 
by the library and the clerks employed in connection therewith, while the upper 
floor is devoted to the museum. ° 

It will be seen that the constructive divisions of the building correspond tothe 
administrative divisions of the office, while the six rooms on each floor permit 
that subdivision and seclusion which the nature of the work requires. In case 
of the removal of the bureau to the Pension building there is no possibility of 
securing even an equal floor space, a reduction of which would be disastrous to 
the bureau in every conceivable way. 

If any change is madeat all the one dictated by a regard for the purpose and 
usefulness of the bureau would be to provide it witha building specially adapted 
for the care and proper storage and use of its valuable collections, and the efli- 
cient service of its employés, and until such a change is made it would seem 
wise, economical, and expedient to let it remain in its present quarters. 

For these reasons and those stated in the joint report of the Commissioners 
above mentioned I would respectfully urge you to use your influence to have 
the order of Congress requiring the removal of this bureau to the Pension build- 
ing revoked onda suitable provision made in the appropriation bills for the re- 
tention of it in its present quarters. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 





N. H. R. DAWSON, 
Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, Commissioner. 
Washington, D. C. 


MEMORIAL OF THE NATIONAL EDUCATION ASSOCIATION, 


The department of superintendence of the National Educational Association, 
in session at San Francisco, July 17-20, 1888, adopted the following resolutions: 
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rendering efficient service in the cause of popular educ 
| and of collecting the | 


' J. Hf. HMansom, Waterville, Me. ; 
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Whereas the Bureau of Education at Washington City has been the means of 
ation in the United States 
world, as well as one of 
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rgest educational library in 
the most complete pedagogical museums; and 


Whereas those collections are now preserved in rented rooms wholly inade- 


quate to meet the growing demands of the bureau: Therefore, be it 
Resolved, That in order still to further the work for which the bureau was 
organized, this body, representing all of the States and Territories, here assem- 


bled does most respectfully petition the Congress of the United States to erect 
a suitable building to be used exclusively for the benefit of the Bureau of Edu- 


| cation; and 


Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be forwarded to the President of 


| the Senute and the Speaker of the House of Representatives, with a request 


that the same may be laid before the bodies over which they respectively pre- 
side, 
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Annual meeting at San Francisco, Cal., July 17 to 20, 1888. 


Officers of the association. 


Aaron Gove, president, Denver, Colo. 

James H, Cantield, secretary, Lawrence, Kans, 

Edwin C, Hewitt, treasurer, Normal, Ill. 
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Ils objects. 


“To elevate the character and advance the interests of the profession of 
teaching, and to promote the cause of popular education in the United States. 


Departments. 
The following departments are organized within this association : 
Department officers. 


I. The national council of education (composed of sixty members elected from 
the association).—J. L. Pickard, president, lowa City, lowa; C.C, Rounds, vice- 
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Il], Elementary.—Leroy D. Brown, president, Reno, Nev.; Agnes L. Rounds, 
vice-president, Cambridge, Mass.; J. L. Lamson, secretary, Nashville,Tenn. 

IV. Secondary.—Samvel Thurber, president, Boston, Mass.; A. F. Nightingale, 
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V. Higher.—-B. A. Hinsdale, president, Cleveland, Ohio.; Alice E. Palmer, vice- 
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Seneca, Kans.; W.R. Thigpen, secretary, Savannah, Ga. 

VIII. Industrial.—Geo T. Fairchild, president, Manhattan, Kans.; II. M. 
Liepsiger, vice-president, New York City; R. S. Thompson, secretary 
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IX. Art.—George H. Bartlett, president, Boston, Mass.: Josephine Locke 
vice-president, St. Louis, Mo.; Eben Kose, secretary, Rochester, N. Y 

X. Musi N. Coe Stewart, president, Cleveland, Oh Herbert L. Griggs, 
vice-president, Denver, Colo.; Edgar A. Silver, secretary, Boston, Mass. 


Mr. ALLISON. The next item, which in view of the debate yes- 


terday I will only state, is the proviso respecting scrubby timber, ete. 


Senators will understand what that is. The amendment was a | 


tion put on by the Senate to the appropriation for the examination of 
timber lands. 
The next item is the amendment 119, ‘‘ Reservoirs for the storage ot 


water.’’ The House conferees were very persistent in their opposition 
to that amendment. 


Then thereare two other amendments about which the House seemed 
to be very persistent, to which I wish to call the attention of the n 
ate. Those areamendments numbered 222 and 223. They are amend 


ments in the nature of legislation respecting prosecutions under the 
internal-revenue laws. They insist that there shall be certain limita- 
tions, namely: 

And no part of any money appropriated by this act shall be used to pay any 
fees to United States commissioners, marsihais, or clerks for any warrant iss i 


or arrest made, or other fees in prosecutions under the internal-revenue laws, 
unless the prosecution has been— 


Then the Senate struck out the words which I am about to read 


commenced upon a sworn statement setting forth the facts constituting the of- 
fense and alleging them to be within the personal knowledge of the affiant 
upon sworn complaint by a collector or deputy collector of internal revenue or 
revenueagent, setting forth the facts upon information and belief and— 

Then we retained the words— 
approved either before or after such arrest by— 

We then struck out these words— 


a circuit or district judge or— 


And retained the remainder of the clause, as follows— 
the attorney of the United States in the district where the offense is alleged to 
have been committed or the prosecution is by indictment, 

Those who are administering the internal-revenue system say that 
this isa great detriment to the enforcement of the internal-revenue 
laws, and the Senate struck those provisions out of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, if the Senator from Iowa will al- 
low me, I wish in this connection to say that I quite agree with the 
Internal-Revenue Department that they are extremely injurious to the 
administration of the law as it is. They are merely a section, a part 
of a full judicial bill, a crimes bill, that the House passed upon the 


subject and that is now under consideration in the Committee on the | 


Judiciary of this body; and I am bound to suspect, with great respect 
J . } ’ r 


to the House of Representatives (as on this conference report I have a | 
right to allude to their action), that finding it would not be easy to get | 


a bill which destroys the whole efficiency, as we thought, of the inter- 


nal-revenue system, through the Senate on the report of its Judiciary | 


Committee, it was thought extremely desirable to accomplish the end 
in some way by riding it onan appropriation bill in order to get it 
through in that way. 

Mr. ALLISON, Iam glad to have the Senator from Vermont ex 
plain at least what would be the effect of these provisions if we should 
agree to them. 

The next important series of amendments are those amendments 
which relate to the Library Committee, and I am sorry not to see the 
Senator from New York [Mr. EvArtTs] in his seat, who has charge of 
those important subjects. The House of Representatives disagree to 
the entire line and range of amendments which we proposed respect- 
ing the purchase of works of art, the completion of the Catalcgue of 
the Congressional Library, the purchase of historical papers from B. F. 


Stevens, the purchase of the library of Professor Arnold Guyot, the pur- | 


chase of the unfinished painting of the commissioners of the treaty of 
1783, by Benjamin West, etc. 


The next important question is the series of amendments relating to | 


public printing. We increased $160,000 the appropriation for public 
printing, the House appropriation being, I think, some $300,000 less 
than the estimate; I have not the exact figures in my mind. We in- 
creased the appropriation $160,000. 
thus far, and it seems to me that the appropriation made by the Senate 
will be found to be insufficient; in other words, the additions that we 
made will not carry the public printing which has been ordered by 
Congress through this fiscal year; and therefore it is inevitable that, 
whether they finally agree to our amendments or we recede from them, 
there will be a deficiency of from $100,000 to $500,000 in our public 
printing during the current year, or else the printing will not be done, 
one or the other, and most likely both will happen, because there is a 


years still unexecuted. Of course the Senate conferees can yield to 
the claim of the House in this regard. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like toask the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations whether a large part of the increase mentioned as to 
the appropriations for the Public Printing Office was not occasioned by 

e extension of the leaves of absence to the employés from fifteen to 








The House has disagreed to that | 








thirty days, which comes necessarily out of the amount aj ited 
for the work? 
Mr. ALLISON. Yes, Mr. President, and I am obliged to - 
tor for calling my attention to that. Here they say t 
ses these appropriation b Che House allowed $ 
r fifteen days’ lea o ence for t ‘ s of ‘ 
iting © ‘ l ia Was } l ex ne \ 
t ty days, requiring a dou t that appropriatio ) 
obedience to the law the Con t i priations a ! 000 
to the House provision, makit itota ) that this ) 
was added in the Senate in pursuance of a law w passed C4 
id it is necessary of course in order to exe 
As I was about to say, we can recede from tl 
we do we shall be confronted with a det ney at tl ‘ 0 
( egress of from 5150,0 to $ 1 OOO 
so the House disagreed to I 1 Tes cll t 
a site for the city post-o » building—— 
Mr. REAGAN, betrore t senate ts away 
the Government Printing O e, I desire to say t t tl . - 
propriated by Congress was but a bid by e two pal 1 
tor the labor vote of the ry 
Mr. ALLISON. The Senat from Texas puts t ' { e 
way. I merely stated the fact, and of course if the Ser 
t as he does, that is all very w | for him Ldid not I t 3 
hepublican party was enga i in any pa eu 
tor votes. Il thought that was 1 rved for ie « ‘ ( - 
ber 
Mr. REAGAN. Both parties are doing these t stoasha al 
extent. 
Mr. ALLISON. Iwas not aware of that. O i 
with the Senator respecting his own party. [Laught 
The next item is the establishment of a zoological park, 3 » 000 
Of course the House conferees disagree to that hey se 1 to Snare 
rather the view of the Senator from Missouri | Mr. Vest], that if we 
were to have a zool yrical rarden we ought to have it in the ) { n 
and inasmuch as we had 60 miles square of ground in the 
hood of the Yellowstone Park set apart and devoted to the growth of 
wild animals we had better dedicate a portion of that toa ;z 7 
garden. The Senate conferees did not take that 
Chey also object to the purchase of Battery Island. 
In response to the Senator Vermont, who asked 1 ‘ g 
the city post-office building—— 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould » know on what d 


Mr. ALLISON. We w > unabie to 34 tain, I th reall iny 
ground, except a general statem t t 








places in this city where wuld be pur d more <¢ 
this would be in the neig lof the } Mfice Depart it 
the Interior Dx partment proposed to be pur ed b ir al dmv 


They seem to think that if we should go down below Pe 
avenue, where it is necessary, I am told, to drive piles 40 


order to get a foundation, we might erect a pul } 
which would be suitable for a city post-office. How It 
been fully disposed of. 
Mr. BECK. Weare going to have agreat deal more talk about that, 
| and the Senate had better tell us what to do The Senate conferees 


are all agreed, I believe, and earnest! 
between Eighth and Ninth and E and F streets Surge 

made to go south of Pennsylvania avenue. Some other si were ’ 
gested, such as JudiciarySquare. Still other suggestio vere made 


yin favor of taking the 


| in regard to the square between Fifth and Sixth and D and E streets 


facing Judiciary Square. 
Mr. ALLISON. And part of the park also. 
Mr. BECK. Part of the park also. I desire to say that there w 


no definite suggestion made that we could agree upon any more in 
we could upon the one we ourselves proposed; and I desire to say to 
the Senate that I believe, after thorough investigation f is I 1 
able to make out, the square we propose is by far the best for all pur- 
poses. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. No doubt of that at all. 

Mr. BECK. We could continue the Post-Office Department ding 
from its present location, closing Eighth street between E and F and 
extending to Ninth, and have the city post-office located there. That 
is the most convenient point for such a building by reason of the rail- 
ways running along F street, Seventh street, and Ninth street; and by 


erecting a five-story building there, and perhaps ultimately adding a 
story or two to the present Post-Office Department building, we could 


not only accommodate the city post-office, the Post-Oflice Departmen 


r 


| proper, and the overflow of the Interior Department, but have two 
large amount of printing ordered by Congress in the last two or three 


creditable buildings there side by side. 

Suggestions have been made, and the newspapers are full of such 
statements, that men were lobbying about for these particular sites. I 
desire to put upon record the statement that during all t me the 
subcommittee and the whole Committee on Appropriations were con- 
sidering this question and in conference no human being came near any 
of us, as lam advised. Certainly none came to me—— 
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Mr. ALLISON. Certainly I was not approached in that way. 

Mr. BECK. And the clerk of the Comynittee on Appropriations says 
no one ever came to the committee inquiring about it. I do not now 
know the name of a man who owns a foot of that ground, but in the 
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public interest I think the Senate ought to tell its conferees that until 


something else can be agreed upon we ought to insist upon that square, 
and hold to it as long as we can. 
Mr. VEST. I wish to ask the chairman of the committee a question. 


I do not know whether I am disarranging the order of his explanation | 


or not, but I want to ask what became of that provision of the bill as 
it passed the House which provided for the temporary location of the 
city post-office in the Pension Bureau building? 

Mr. ALLISON. That was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I must be permitted to say, then, that that gives away 
this whole question 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘That was given away by the Senate, then, and not 
by the conierces, That is one of the things that have passed into his- 
tory. It was agreed to by the Senate a long time ago. 

Mr. BECK. And on the recommendation of the Postmaster-General 
and the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. VEST. 1 went before the Committee on Appropriations and re- 
monstrated against it and did all I could as a Senator to defeat that 
arrangement, which is the worst that I have ever known in this city. 
It defaces the Pension Bureau building; it insures the presence of a 
mob there from morning till night, and altogether there is not one soli- 
tary argument, with due respect to the heads of those Departments, 
given inits favor thusfar. Of course if that is adopted, that is astrong 
argument in favor of not doing anything as to purchasing a site for a 
city post-office. For nearly ten years I have urged the purchase of the 
square already spoken of, and I want to say that it is an open secret 
that as long as the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads in the 


other House is constituted as it now is you can not purchase that | 


square. They never will agree to a bill for that purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to say to the Senator, as I have looked over 
this question with some care, that I believe it would be wise to ex- 
pend $200,000 or $300,000 in an additional public building which is 
necessary not only for the city post-office but for the Post-Office De- 
partment itself, which is a rapidly growing department, and also for 
the Interior Department; and these purposes require a location in that 
neighborhood, and I believe the square proposed by our amendment is 
a good site. But I do not agree with him that the temporary location 
of the city post-office in the rotunda, or whatever that place is called, 
in the Pension Office building will interfere with the general consid- 
eration of the subject. 

Mr. VEST. Letus understand each other, Mr. President. I under- 
stand that that arrangement in regard to the Pension Bureau building 
was entirely antagonistic to the purchase of the square opposite the 
Interior Department and to the General Post-Office Department; and 
we know very well—if the Senator does not know it, and he is a much 
older Senator than I am, I know it as a member of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds—if you ever make an arrangement of 
that kind it will become permanent, and you will never get the city 
post-office out of that building—never. That is one of the questions I 
do not propose myself to waste any more time about. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator may be right about that, but never- 
theless that is one of the questions on which we have not yet agreed. 

I believe I have gone over in a general way the differences between 
the two Houses upon this bill; but I do not wish to allow this oppor- 
tunity to pass without. making some general observations upon all 
these bills. 

It is a singular thing, Mr. President, that we have reached the 28th 
day of August or nearly two months in the fiscal year for which we 
are appropriating money, and yet we have not reached a conclusion 
upon this, one of the most important appropriation bills, and I want 
to say that I regard it as in no sense the fault of the Senate Committee 
on Appropriations or of the Senate. Under the uniform custom of the 
two Houses for years, indeed from the foundation of the Government, 
the House of Representatives has originated practically the general 
appropriation bills; and as soon as the Senate could get hold of them 
under this arrangement, we have considered these bills as rapidly as 
it was possible to consider them. In their consideration the Senate is 
constantly subjected to the criticism that we are largely increasing the 
appropriations. 

I have shown how we increased this sundry civil bill; that the in- 
creases were made because of laws that were passed after the bill passed 
the House, because of the importunities of heads of Departments stat- 
ing to us in print and in writing and verbally that the amounts given 
by the House were insufficient to carry on the operations of the Govy- 
ernment. I saw it stated the other day in a place which I suppose I 
am not permitted to mention, that the Senate had this year swollen the 
appropriations $19,000,000. In view of that I propose to review briefly 
not ouly this appropriation bill but all the bills, as respects these in- 
creases, and see what there is in that statement. That statement was 
mado by a Cistinguished Representative from the State of Texas in ar- 
guinpg some question pertinent to what I am saying. Now, I shall go 
over these bills in brief. 


| $585,000 was added in the House. 
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We increased the agricultural appropriation bill $119,000 over its 
amount as it passed the House. The House itself increased the bill 
nearly $600,000 over the estimates of the Department. Why? The De- 


partment did not estimate for the agricultural colleges at all. There 
was an item of $585,000 in the estimates omitted from the bill. That 


We added $100,000 for sorghum 


| experiments and $18,000 for experiments in grasses in high altitudes. 
| I submit that these were proper appropriations. 


The next addition was made on the Army appropriation bill, wherein 
in this body there was added to the bill some $6,000,000 beyond what 
was appropriated in the House. Why was that done? It was done on 
the motion of the Committee on Military Affairs of this body, I might 
say upon the joint motion of the Military Committee and the Commit- 


| tee on Coast Defenses, 


They believed then that no fortification bill would pass at this ses- 
sion, because when this Army appropriation bill was considered in the 
House of Representatives no fortilication bill had been reported to the 
House, although a month of this fiscal year had passed away. There- 
fore they said unless something is done in the nature of appropriations 
for coast defenses upon the Army bill—and it was a perfectly legiti- 
mate amendment to put upon the Army bill in this body; this body 
can not fairly consider or take into consideration the rules of the House 
of Representatives, which gives jurisdiction of a part of that subject to 
one committee and another part of it to another—the subject will go 
without action. So we added some $6,000,000 to the Army bill for 
coast defenses, using a general term and designation only, without 
specifying the particular objects of the appropriation. We put thaton 
the Army bill and, as I said, put it on before the fortification bill had 
been proposed in the House. Since that time, however, the fortifica- 
tion bill has not only been reported in the House, but it has passed 
the House, carrying nearly $4,000,000 of appropriation. 

If that fortification bill shall pass here even as it passed the House, 
without the addition of a single dollar to it, the amendments which 
we put in the Senate on the Army bill will of course be given away, 
surrendered, and there will be no addition to the appropriations made 
in the Senate as compared with the House on that account. The House 
in the fortification bill provides for only a million and a half dollars’ 
worth of steel forgings. ‘The Senate amendments to the Army bill pro- 
vided for $5,000,000 worth, and as agreed to in conference for three and 
a half millions, making a difference of two millions as now disclosed 
in these two bills. Therefore this addition is an addition which should 
not be counted as against the Senate now that the fortification bill has 
passed the House and will be considered in the Senate. 

The increase in the District of Columbia bill is $855,000. Why? 

Jecause it was represented to the Committee on Appropriations that it 
was absolutely necessary, owing to the rapid growth of this city, that 
we should expend some three or four hundred thousand dollars for 
school-houses in this District, and the great amount of the increase in 
the District of Columbia bill was for school-houses and sewers and ad- 
ditional water supply, and every Senator knows how greatly all these 
are needed in this city. 

On the Indian appropriation bill there was a slight reduction made 
by the Senate. 

The legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill we increased 
$203,000. Why? That entire increase was made in one Department 
and on account of the establishment of another. After the legislative 
bill passed the House of Representatives the two Houses passed a de- 
partment of labor bill, converted the Bureau of Labor into a depart- 
ment of labor; and whilst the original appropriation bill as it came 
from the House contained an appropriation of forty-odd thousand dol- 
lars for the Bureau of Labor, the law provided for an enlargement, so 
that we were compelled in pursuance of that law to add over $60,000 
to that appropriation. 

The Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Pensions came 
to us and said that it was necessary for the prompt conduct of the pen- 
sion business that there should be a slight increase of the clerical force 
of the Pension Bureau, and we added it. The Commissioner of Pat- 
ents, which is aself-sustaining department, also had added a few clerks 
in the Patent Office, which were afterwards, I believe, given up. 5o 
these small additions were additions made because of new laws. 

Now I come to the pension appropriation bill. We increased in this 
body the pension appropriation bill $1,476,000. Why? Because the 
House of Representatives had inserted a provision respecting the wic- 
ows of soldiers, providing that they should draw pensions from the 
date of the death of the husband instead of from the date of the ap- 
plication; and the Secretary of the Interior sent to us an estimate 
showing that if that provision was passed, even as modified by the Sen- 
ate, it would require $1,476,000 to pay such pensions for the curren! 
fiscal year. So we added in the Senate $1,476,000 to the pension })il! 
the House of Representatives itself having added $4,000,000 to the es- 
timates, because, curiously enough, in making the estimates for this 
year the Department did not provide for the Mexican war pensions, 
and the House of Representatives added $4,000,000 to the estimates 
because of that. ' 

Now I come to the Post-Office appropriation bill. The House made 
fair appropriations in that bill. Isee the Senator from Texas | Mr. 








1888. 





REAGAN] in my eye and I must call his attention to the fact that 
between the time the Post-Oflice bill passed the House and the time 
it passed the Senate a law was enacted providing that no letter-car- 
rier in any city where there was a free-delivery system should be re- 
quired to work more than eight hours a day; and under that pi 
vision, which became a separate and independent statute, the Post- 
master-General and the Secretary of the Treasury asked us to add 
$1,021,000 to the appropriations, making that as a necessary estimate | 
for the execution of that law. So that increase was an increase made 
necessary by astatute passed by Congress and approved by the President 
of the United States. 

Now take the river and harbor bill. I do not care to speak of t! 
because the Senator from Maine [ Mr. FRYE] whohas it in charge knows 
very well how that bill is treated; but I will dwell long enough to say 
of the river and harbor bill that the one passed this year is only the 
second such bill that has been passed in four years. The only othe: 
river and harbor bill which became a law during the administration of 
President Cleveland, two years ago, was a bill of $14,000,000. It is 
true that the Secretary of War only estimated for $10,000,000 for t 
purpose, but the Chief of Engineers estimated that $40,000,000 could 
be economically expended. ‘Therefore, when the two Houses came to 
consider the great question of the improvement of our rivers and our 
harbors they were confronted with the statement of the Chief of En 
gineers that $40,000,000 could be economically expended and with the | 
fact that for two years there had been no appropriation and that these | 
appropriations were necessary to carry on existing works and supply 
new national works. So $22,000,000 were included in the river and 
harbor bill, or $12,000,000 more than is found in the Book of Estimates. 

I will state also that last year, when the Congress ended, on the 4th | 
day of March, 1887, we adjourned with a deficiency bill hanging be- | 
tween the two Houses, so that it was necessary when this session be- | 
gan that there should be an urgent deficiency bill to cover, not the 


O- 


r+ 


expenditures of the year 1888, but the necessary expenditures of the 

fiscal year 1887, and that added $4,000,000 immediately to the ex- 
penditures; and there was also a deficiency for the collection of cus- | 
toms amounting to $450,000. i 
Mr. President, having made this review, showing that the additions | 
made in the Senate were additions that were necessary because of laws, 
because of the urgent persistency of heads of Departments, and because 
of recommendations that came to us in the form of supplemental esti- 
mates, now we are told that we have largely increased the appropria- | 
tions of this year beyond those of last year. I agree tothat, Mr. Presi- | 
dent. I agree that our appropriations this year are largely in excessot | 
those of last year. Now, let me go a little further to see why this is. 
Last year a river and harbor bill passed both Houses which appro- | 
' 


t 
priated some $12,000,000; and if that bill had become a law, instead o1 


having a river and harbor bill of $22,000,000 this year we should have 
had a river and harbor bill of perhaps only $11,000,000 or $12,000,000 
In other words by the failure of the President of the United States to } 
approve the river and harbor bill of last year, the Democratic party, ia | 
you please, or those who make careful study of the expenditures of the | 
year were able to say that the appropriations were reduced that much. | 

Not only that, but notwithstanding the appropriations were made | 
last year, as was supposed sufficient to carry on the operations of the 
Government for the fiscal year which recently expired, it is shown by | 
deficiency bills which have passed both Houses in the nature of urgent | 
deficiencies and by a general deficiency bill which has passed the House ; 
of Representatives and will soon lie upon your table, that we fell short | 
last year of appropriating money enough to carry on this Government 
by $14,000,000. In other words, although the appropriations of last 
year were supposed to be sufficient, this economical Administration 
has found it necessary to expend $14,000,000 during the last fiscal 
year in addition to the appropriations made for that year and also to 
expend $4,000,000 which should be carried over to 1837. 

If you add to that $14,000,000 the $4,000,000 you have $18,000,000, 
and if you add the $10,000,000 or $12,000,000 in the river and harbor | 
bill, which ought to have been expended last year and is fairly chargea- | 
ble to last year’s expenditures, you have a total of $30,000,000 which 
has been drawn in and forced, as it were, into the appropriations of this 
current fiscal year. 

Therefore when you come to account for the large appropriations of 
this year as compared with last, you must take into consideration the 
fact that last year we did not appropriate as the law and as go 


economical administration of our Government required us to appro» 
ate. Take asingle illustration. One year ago last October the Su 
preme Court of the United States decided against this Governm«: 
what was called the Choctaw claim. Under the laws of our co 

from the day of that decision that judgment drew 5 per cent. inté 
Why should the Government with $100,000,000 in its Treasury a! 
the owners of that judgment, whoever they may be, to have it draw 
ing 5 per cent. interest for a year anda half? If that money was to 
be appropriated at all, it ought to have been appropriated during th: 
session which ended in Marcha year ago. The Senate did appropriate 
for it, but it was struck out elsewhere. 


At this session one of the first things that was necessary to be done | 
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and that was done ty the House of Represent itives, which Sé to 
make this appropriation last year so as to save interest, was to 
an apprepriation in the Indian appropriation bill of over $3,000, 
the purpose of paying that judgment and paying interest 
year and a half at the rate of 5 per cent., when the ¢ 
United States could borrow money if it need 
when we have in the Treasury over $100, ; 

Mr. President, 1 make these statements with respect t 
priations for the purpose of making a ec I ave 
carefully prepared by the clerk « t 1 A 
howling the appropriations in detail of tl 1d 
1 lusion of my remarks t 
RECORD as part of t 

Mr. BECK Does that give last year 

Mr. ALLISON. This 
ments, not only gives t year, but it g clear ick to 4 i 
will explain the table somewha 

fhe appropriations of this year 1 have Lin 
fortification bill. I want to show the & I 
I have estimated t fortification bill at only 33,7 
passed the House of Representatives, without add to 

Mr. BECK. What have you done with tl 
Army bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. As to the additions made to the Army 
assumed in this table that if the fortification bill shall } t 
amendments that were added upon the Army bill by the Senate 
ing to coast defense and gun manufacture will be withdrawn th 
fore I place in this as respects the Army the exact appropriation 1 é 
by the House of Representatives, because, barring the additi that 
we made, which are fairly covered by the fortification bill, we didn 
increase the appropriations for the Army. 

Mr. BECK. There is one bill that it is very hard to make t 
try understand and the Senate understand, and that is th O 
bill. Will the Senator please explain that ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I willcometothat. I thank the I eall- 
ing my attention to it 

Che Army bill in thisestimate is the Army bill as it passed the H 
of Representatives. I want to haveit borne in mind tha s the Ar 


bill denuded of the amendments that we put on here, which proper}; 
and fairly belonged to the fortification bill, and which will be included 
in the fortification bill. Yet I have only estimated for the fortitficat 
bill the exact amount appropriated by the House. 

Thus every regular appropriation is included except the bill whic! 


| we have now under consideration, and I must admit that I have made 


an estimate as to what will be finally agreed to in this bill, and there- 
fore to that extent the table is inaccurate; that is to say it is ina 
rate by the possibility of a difference between about $27,000, 0: 
$25,000,000, depending upon who surrenders this or that appropriation 
which is disagreed to in this conference report. Looking at the } 
abilities, I have estimated it at $26,300,000. Then I haveadd 
ficiencies as the deficiency bill wasreported to the House of Repres« 
atives, which is practically as it passed the House yesterday, ait 
I believe $100,000 or $200,000 have been added to it by the House. 
So in making up this table I have taken the actual appropriation 
and made estimates within a very narrow range as respects the fort 
fication bill and the sundry civil bill. Now, taking all th 


0 and 


i the de- 





sinoa 


| count and also estimating within a very narrow range, the public-build- 


ing bills and the other bills yet to be passed—estimating them at on! 
two million and a half, whilst there is fully that amount pending now 
in conference committee upon public-buildi 
this year’s appropriations, not 
nent appropriations, amou 


—ihe total ¢ 
nelndin hat 1 +} ry 
inciuaing What are Caiiead the per! 


nts to 906, 592,206.95 For the same 


ng bills alone 








| poses last year the appropriations were $243,573, 990.84, or nearly 
000,000 less than the appropriations for this year. I have « 
in a sense a good many of these items of increas 
Mr. BECK. The deficiencies and the river and 
for $40,000,000 of the difference. 
Mr. ALLISON, The river and harbor bill i the ¢ 
the Senator from Kentucky suggests, account for a litt‘e 
$40,000,000 of this difference. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Gray inthechair). The 
om Iowa will pause while the Chair lays b >the Se 
ished business, being the bill (S. 12) to prov for t { \ » and 
admission into the Union of the Siate of Washington l 
purposes. 
Mr. STEWART. I ask that that order be tem ily te 
until the Senator from Iowa finishes his rema 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there | » obj n th . 
hed business will be laid aside temporai 
Mr. ALLISON. I suppose this is in order even agains e regular 
order. A conference report is a privileged question, I[ take 
Now, Mr. President, if you will add to the $306,000 ’ 


known as the permanent appropriations, that is, those 
which are not drawn into annual appropriation bills 
to $115,000,000 per annum, we have a total of $421,000, 0U 


ap} 


ro ion 
ropri j 
which amount 


J Oi appro- 
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priations for this current year, and we have an estimated revenue of 
$440,000, 000, 

These two estimates include what the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
3ECK] called my attention toa moment ago, namely, a full appropri- 
ation for the Post-Office Department, and include the postal revenues 
in the revenues estimated. In the $421,000,0000f expenditures I have | 


included the total expenditures of the Post-Office Department and in | ~ 


estimating the revenues for the current fiscal year I have included the | 
totai revenues of the Post-Offlice Department and all other revenues. 
One offsets the other. Thus, according to this statement, which is sub- 
stantially correct, the appropriations for this current year will be within 
$19,000,000 of the estimated revenues of the current year. 

I have gone into these detailed explanations of the expenditures for 
the purpose of expressing my own judgment, not binding anybody else, 
that in the main these appropriations are necessary for the purpose of 
carrying on the Government; that they are not wasteful appropria- 
tions, but that they are in the main proper. I speak by and large of 
the whole sum. ‘They are in the main appropriations that are neces- 
sary to carry on this great Government of ours; and therefore, when 
I show that our revenues are only in excess of our expenditures for 
this year $19,000,000, I do not stand here for the purpose of criticising 
the expenditures or the appropriations made; and this table, I will say 
to the Senator from Kentucky, takes a range of eight years, beginning 
with 1882 and ending with 1889, covering the current fiscal year, be- 
cause the appropriation bills are now so far advanced that we know 
practically what they will be. 

Now I want to call attention to the fact that comparing four years 
of the administration of President Arthur with four years of the ad- 
ministration of President Cleveland the excess of appropriations for 
the last four years as compared with the former four amounts to $95,- 
303,053.57. In other words, we have appropriated for President Cleve- 
land’s administration $95,000,000 in four years more than we appro- 
priated for four years of Republican administration immediately pre- 
ceding him, I am not here either to criticise the appropriations of 
four years ago or those of the recent four years, but only to say that 
when men criticise these appropriations as they have been criticised 
hitherto, and when a man has stood in this Chamber honored, re- 
spected, and revered by us for twelve long years, goes on the hustings 
this very year, and within a week says that these appropriations are 
monstrous appropriations, I think it is time that the men who make 
them should be able to show why they are made and the men who 
criticise them should be able to show wherein they are monstrous and 
extravagant and wasteful. 

Mr. BECK. Who was that? 

Mr. ALLISON. Our ‘‘Old Roman,’’ who made this statement the 
other day at Cheltenham Beach, at Chicago, that the appropriations that 
were yearly being made by Congress were monstrous. Weknow with 
what vigor and energy he would make that statement to an audience 
of forty thousand people, whirling around in order that they might hear 
him. 

Mr. President, if we are making these monstrous appropriations, we 
have made $95,000,000 more from 1885 to 1889 than we did from 1881 
to 1885. They are appropriations tocarry on thisGovernment. They 
are appropriations that have passed the scrutiny not only of the Re- 
publicans in both Houses, but of the Democrats as well, and I mean to 
say here now, and I think I can say it without fear of successful con- 
tradiction, that in the Committee on Appropriations of this body as re- 
spects these appropriations there have been no party divisions, the 
Democrats and Republicans alike making the best possible investiga- 
tion that they could of these long and detailed items of public expend- 
iture, and then coming to a resolution and conclusion without division 
or distinction of party. 

So I have felt that here and now it was incumbent on me at this first 
opportunity after these criticisms to make some suggestions respecting 
the situation of the appropriation bills. 

I ask that this table to which I have alluded be added to my re- 
marks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to that 
suggestion. 

The table is as follows: 


Regular annual estimates. 


SSS SSS rss tes ilssssesssssseenenstesnenssenseneeene 


Estimates. 
$268, 453, 728. 68 
259, 206, 768, 16 
268, 220, 849. 98 
256, 560, 801. 35 


oconshetasqeusennan situneneh cnneose@basquies cocvesoavescoveseeeeescesscscessece Ly Oa, 442, 148, 17 


LBBD......ccrerecerscereresesceees conve seveceeeoreseescesseseeeassenesoscosonenseses seoce eree neve . 
1888.. oo 
1887.. 
1886, 























1884...... 270, 003, 235, 21 

2883........ 001, 290, 48 

Siilnndoies danicactebdeiies 197, 035, 484. 93 
RGR nen ronecensnecnsenenesend ontpienempsshiaieninaaamaiaiaiainne 








Increase of estimates for 1886 to 1889, inclusive, over esti- 


mates for 1882 to 1885, inclusive..........ssersccssserseresveeseseeveee 113, 319, 791. 23 
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Table comparing by bills the regular annual appropriations, including do- 
ficiency and miscellaneous appropriations for the four fiscal years 1582 to 
1885, inclusive, with those for the four fiscal years 1385 to 1889, inclusive. 










i 
Title, | isso, | 188s, 1287, | 1886 
| | 
Agricultural.........0... sss $1, 716,010.00 $1, 02 715. 00) 585, 790. 00 
AN Sisters #24, 639, 300, 00) 23,724, . 21) 24, 014, 052. 50 
Diplomatic and cor 1,428, 465.00) 1,42 2, 925. 00 






District of Columbia...... 5, 046.410.3832, 4, 3. 29 











Fortification woe] $3,725, 000, OO! ........00eeeee . 00 
I tiiiictinenmtemsaseinmniee’ | 8, ), 129.13) 5 3, 70 
Legislative, etc ............ | 20, 668, 058.07) 20, 646, 143 70 
Military Academy su 315, 043. 8! 419, 936 310, 021. 64 
res ..-| 19, 943, 389. 95) 25,767, ¢ 15, 070, 837. 95 
a an cenennntaeauad | $1,758, 700.00, 83, 152, 0] 60, 000, 000. 60 
I es oiedan sid eaitoanal | 60, 860, 233.74) 55, 694, 650 25} 53, 700, 990, 00 





River and harbor......... 22, 397, 616. 90)...... SEs ehieuratdesséetnss 
































Sundry Civil ......00...se00+0-|$26, 300, 000.00) 22, 386, 540. 96, 2: : 26, 079, 257. 49 
MN sicsncslasdanitneats 277, 058, 356, 92 243, 761, 999. 35 236, 558, 483, 44/212, 490, 779.18 
Deficiences...........s.00+- / | 3 539, 434. a } Bi pace | 18, 865, 719. el 4, 926, 855. 80 
NE ccccicseel [295, 286, 040. 61 243, 761, 999. 85 250, 425, 203, 06]217, 417, 634. 95 


8, 606, 256. 32 } 4 911 991.49 13,489, 410.16] 2,177, 648. 20 


. | 
Miscellaneous .............4 | 













































1 | $2,500, 000.00 f =| 
Grand total............ 306, 392, 296. 95 248, 573, 900, 84 263, 914, 613. 25/219, 595, 283. 18 
' 
Title. 1885 1884 | 1883. 1882, 
| 
Agricultural........000.+ $430,190.00 $405,640.00, $427,280.00) $335,500.00 
Army semi 24, 454, 450.00 24, 681,250.00 27, 258, 000.00, 26, 687, 800. LO 
Diplomatic and consular.| 1, 219,390.00) 1, 296,755.00 1, 256,655.00! 1, 192, 435. 00 
District of Columbia ...... | 3,559, 835.54) 3,507,247.95 3,498, 846.58] 3, 378,617.44 
Fortification.............. | * 700, 000, 00 670, 000. 00 375, 000. 00 575, 000. 00 
PIE sccchesreanees 5, 859,402.91! 5,358,655.91) 5, 229,374.01) 4,587, 806. 80 
Legislative, etc........ | 21,393,141.85 20, 454,246.22 20, 038, 000. 65, 17, 678, 508,99 
Military Academy . cee} 314, 563. 50 318, 657. 50 335, 557. 04 
NTU cccbhadiincabebajiniieesounvdpeniel | 14,980, 472.59 15, 894,434.23 14, 819, 976. 80 
Pension... -- 20, 810, 000. 00. 86,575, 000. 00 100, 000, 000, CO 
Post-Office.... | 49,040, 400.00 44, 489,520.00 44, 643, 900. 00 
liver and har «| 13, 949, 200, 00 ........0....00.....| 18,788, 875, 00 
EET GIGI os crsssicccsessccans | 22,299, 434.30 23, 679,575. 44) 25, 589, 358.06, 21,984, 194. 12 











.-. 179, 060, 480. 69 227, 330, 982, 26 262, 210, 823, 14 211, 989, 433. 95 








DORR in. cciscesis 










































Deficiencies........s0cccc... 7,057, 509.00 2,749,941. 49| 25,689, 951.10) 5.092.138. 92 
es ei ee CS 136, 117, 989. 69 230, 030, 923. 75 287, 900, 774. 24 217, 081, 
Miscellaneous....... wantin ae 9, 592,598.40 1,912, 723.88 9, 413, 614. 16) l, 
Grand total ............ 


195, 7L0, 588, 09 231, 993, 617. 63 297, 314, 388. 40 215, 154, 506. 51 
| 








$1, 038, 476, 184. 20 
943, 173, 130, 63 


Total appropriations for four years 1886 to 1889, inclusive......... 
Total appropriations for four years 1882 to 1835, inclusive.......0.. 











Increase 1886 to 1889 over 1882 to 1885 


* This is the amount of Army bill for 1889, as passed the House of Represent- 
atives. 

+ This is the amount of fortification bill for 1889, as passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

t This amount is approximated. 

2This is the amount of general deficiency bill as reported to the House of 
Representatives. 

| This amount ($2,500,000) covers various bills pending for miscellaneous pur- 
poses, and is approximated. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, one by one the illusions about the 
present Administration fade; one by one its pretensions are exploded. 
The speech of the Senator from Iowa, who has just taken his seat, 
which is a complete mine of information as to appropriations and ex- 
penditures, has exploded the assumption that the present Administra 
tion is an economical one. An Administration that in four years re- 
quires appropriations of the people’s money in excess of the previous 
four years under the opposing party, of ninety-five odd millions of 
dollars, has little claim to be considered economical in its expenditure 
of the people’s money. And yet, sir, there is no one thing that fo: 
four years has been so persistently urged before the American people, 
in Congress and out, in the newspapers and upon the stump, as the 
assertion that the present Administration is frugal, is economical, is 
simple in its way of expending the public revenue. 

The Senator from Iowa, more competent than any one in this body 
from his long experience, the grasp that he has upon the subject of ap- 
propriations, the scrutiny that he must needs give and does give to 
every appropriation that passes Congress, has shown clearly how th: 
present Administration stands upon the subject of the appropriations 
that it requires as compared with four years of its predecessor. 

No fairer method could have been taken than that pursued by the 
Senator from Iowa, as illustrated in the table he has submitted. To 
compare this year with last, or to compare this year with any single 
year of President Arthur’s administration, would not be fair; it would 
not represent the whole situation. As the Senator from Iowa has said, 
and as the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], an old veteran upon 
the subject of appropriation, has brought out, millions of appropria- 
tions have been crowded into this year that ought to have gone to the 


95, 303, 053.57 
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count of and been charged against last year; and it would not be fair 


ni 

to hold the Administration up to censure because the appropriations 

that 16 requires tor this year are so large as to amount to 93406, 000, VOU. 
But the Senator from lowa has not stopped there. He has gone back 

and grouped the appropriations that have been required by chis A 

ministration, for Senators will remember and the country will remem 





ber that whatever may be the appropriations, taking them by and 
large, we are never able to keep up with the estimates that are sent in 
here trom the Departments. No matter how much money may be ap- 
propriated, no matter what it may be in excess of the appropriation ot 
a prior year, it is the gene ral rule that the requests which are made 
for ropriations exceed the expenditures, and in these four yea 


ny irom 1885 to 1889, inclusive, as compared with the four years 


prece there is the enormous discrepancy of $95,000,000 and odd 
against the present Administration. Almost every department of the 
Government costs the people to-day and has for the last four years 
more than in the preceding four years. 

It is interesting to follow these things through and to see how it is 
that gradually,while the cry of economy and frugality and old Dem- 
ocratic simplicity has been kept up, at the same time there has gone 
on constantly and unerringly an increase in the appropriations and 
enditures of the General Government. 





ing 


ex] Each Department almost 
makes good this rule. The agricultural appropriation has been in- 
creased; the diplomatic appropriation has been increased; the Indian 


appropriation has been increased; the legislative appropriation, the run- 
x expenses of the Government have been increased; the navy bill 
1as been increased; the sundry civil billhas beenincreased. The mis- 
cellaneous appropriations which go to cover claims and subjects outside 
of the regular appropriation bills have been increased 50 per cent. over 
the appropriations which were made and consumed of the people’s 
money by the administrationof the Republicanseight years ago. And 
so it goes on until this aggregate has been reached. 

Now, Mr. President, it is a fortunate thing that the Senator from 
Iowa has brought to the attention of the Senate and of the country 
these most important facts. It was high time that one of the pretenses 
under which this Administration sailed before the American p 
should be destroyed. It is no new thing. 


1D 


I 
] 


eople 
One after the other, as I 
have said, these illusions disappear, these pretenses are exploded. 

For a time the Administration sailed under the pretext that it was 
a civil service reform administration. Investigation and examination 
showed that whatever had been the evils under old administratior 
they were ten times increased under the present Administration. There 
was never_an administration that made wholesale and sweeping re- 
movals lik® this. ‘There was never an administration that prostituted 
its office-holding force to the uses of party politics like this. There 
has never been illustrated or shown in the history of the Government 
any such instance of the power of an administration being used to 
break down malcontents and protestants in the Democratic party as 
has been shown by this civil service reform Administration. 

Testimony taken by a committee of the Senate, of which I have the 
honor to be chairman, shows that in the State of Pennsylvania disci 
pline was resorted to by the national Administration, every power ot 
the Government was brought to bear to break down the resisting force 
against the Administration and its theories inside of its party in the 
person of Mr. RANDALL. Nothing that could be brought to bear in 
the way of patronage but was bestowed to pay men in terms for desert- 
ing the standard of Mr. RANDALL so that the Administration might 
control the party organization in that State. It was shown that in the 
assessing and in the collecting of money for political purposes, in turn- 
ing post-oflices and custom-houses into sluice-ways through which 
might run contributions for party purposes, nothing had ever been 
equal to it; and yet upon the heels of that the President issued a new 
order, which I hold in my hand, in which he declared that the civil- 
service rules must be enforced with greater strength and with greater 
rigor, as if that would be a remedy! 

Take another subject where the pretenses of the Administration have 
been exposed. It negotiated a treaty with a view not of settling the 
difficulties that had arisen upon the fisheries question. The discus- 
sion that lasted here for weeks and weeks showed that not one person 
engaged in this interest anywhere was willing to admit that the treaty 
met the difficulties of the case, and the general feeling of the Ameri- 
can people when the discussion ended was that it had been demon- 
strated that the rights of the United States had been given away in the 
treaty. We do not know yet the damage that has been done by the 
Administration in negotiating that treaty, although it was rejected by 
the Senate. We do not know how, in future negotiations, in times to 
come, when this Administration is dead and buried and forgotten, the 
concession that was made by the Administration in that treaty will 
come back to pester us. And after this treaty had been rejected, then 
the President comes in with a message assuming new ground upon the 
basis that had been agreed on this side as a remedy. 

Here we have another trick of the Administration exposed. The Sen- 
ator from Iowa has shown that in the use of the people’s money in the 
appropriations that are made at the request of this Administration, 
claiming to be a frugal and economical administration, it expends in 
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our years of the peopk $ a] ited for 
{ } more than its pre ‘ | s eT] < t 
What will the remedy for \ t A ‘ 
I ‘ r this W 1 ft sure been ide, W 
I sh d | the ce trv. what \ t t d t 
1 strat } VV spend an ess t Not « 
Will it econo: 1 ar yt the Departments Not 
educe its force of ] 1 es who ha ¢ 
he line? Not eé pers W way ¢ i 
save money, and ask tor less appropriat s n i sing 
tance; but the remedy will be alte } x} fte S$ eX 
sion, after this showing up of false preten that we s » treated 
to a message from the President of the U1 L State LW I 
declare that there must be more economy ind perhaps W t 
ground that we ought to pay out less money for the interest : 
tional debt, and tothe soldiers and their widows and the 
dren. That is theonly remedy. It would bein part Lin ind 
in character with the remedies resorted to whenever any pret es of 
the Administration have been exposed. 

I wanted, as the subject was brought up ant illustrating t yn- 
omy of the administration of the Democratic part } n wer. to 
recur for a minute to the public buildings. I have got here, not com- 
plete, but so far as I could gather them, a little batch of Presidential 
vetoes upon public buildings. The first that strikes me isa b d 
by Congress providing for a building in Allentown, Pa., at an ex} sé 
of $100,000—a town in a Northern State, a Republican State, con 
ing at the last census 18,063 population, largely increased at the pres 
ent time. The next that I find is a veto message of a bill passed by 
Congress for a public building to cost $75,000 in the town of Youngs 


town, Ohio, a town that contains at present a pepulation ot ,000 or 
more, and contained at the last census 15,435. The bill providin 
$75,000 for a building at that town was vetoed. 


Che next veto that I find in this batch is of the bill provid r 
the erection of a public building at Sioux City, lowa, where $150,000 
was proposed to be appropriated in a town where the present popula 


tion has been estimated by the Senator from lowa, who knows abou 
it, at 30,000, I believe. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It exceeds 3 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Iowa says it exceeds 3 
next is a bill providing for a public building in the town of Columbus, 
Ga., which contains a population of 10,123, and the bill provide 
an expenditure of $100,000. The next isa bill for a public build 
in the city of Council Bluffs, Iowa, containing a population in 1830 of 


2 000, 


2,000 rhe 


I 


no 
i 


18,063. I will ask the Senator from Iowa what is the estimated pop- 
ulation at present. I know it is a growing town. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. About 25,000. 

Mr. HALE. The last is a case in the State of Maine, a bu n 
the town of Bar Harbor, which is to-day perhaps the greatest resort 


upon the whole Atlantic coast for citizens of the United States from 
almost every State in the Union, a place now c 


ymntaining several th 











sand population permanently and a population in the summer varying 
from 15,000 to 30,000, a place with fifteen hotels and one hundred and 
twenty stores, running four railway trains a day, and where the « 
venience of the American people for months in the year is as much 
affected as, or more than, in any other resort in the United States. 
Yet a little bill for $25,000 could not pass the President’s scrutiny, 
and he vetoed it after it had been passed by the two Houses, 

Here is the significant fact, that with one exception these appro} 
ations of the public money for public buildings apply to places that 
are large and growing, with a business community about them that is 
rapidly increasing, towns and cities that have a great future before 
them, as shown by the growth in the last ten years, and in all but o1 
case lying ina Northern or Republican State. 

As an offset to this, and as illustrating this pretense of econ: 
claim of frugality, this claim of an honest endeavor to serve the public 
interests by scrutinizing appropriations and eliminating from them all 
useless appropriations as applied to this subject of public buildings, I 
have a little list that has just been hunted up in the document-room 
of bills for public buildings that were not vetoed by the President upon 
the ground of economy, upon the ground that the comn tie ! 
which the buildings were situated were not extensive enoug ; 
lation or in business to demand the erection of s yuils t 
two branches of Congress had agreed to have. 

‘The first one that my eve rests upon is in Green S. ( v here 
the population, as shown by the last census—and | é ‘pop 
ulation in all the other cases as shown by the last census i con 
cealing nothing—was 912. Yet an appropriation of $100,000 for a pub 
lic building at that place passed the scrutiny and received th: ma 
tureof the President of the United States, who is jealously watching and 
guarding the public revenues, when a bill was vetoed which proposed 
to appropriate $75,000 for a public building at Council B lowa 
which contains forty times the population and, I venture to say, d 
three hundred times the business of the little town of Greenville, S 
C. Is there any Senator here who can tell why, upon any general con- 


siderations, that was done? 
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Mr. BUTLER. 
Mr. HALE. 
Mr. BUTLER. 


May I interrupt the Senator ? 
Yes, sir. 
May I ask the Senator what he stated the popula- 


This list was handed to me here; it may have been a mistake in the 
State of South Carolina; but suppose the population is 10,000 (and I 
thank the Senator for correcting me), is there any reason why Green- 
ville, S. C., should have a public building at a cost of $100,009 when 
Council Bluffs, with a population of 2 


times the population should not have a public building? The expla- 
nation is that the Senator from South Carolina wasable to railroad his 
bill through and obtain the President’ssignature, and the Senator from 


here and who has spoken this morning were not able to railroad their 
bill through. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will pardon me for interrupting him, 
I will state that I had been railroading at the bill for the last seven or 
eight years. It wasa pretty slow piece of business, it seems to me, to 
railroad it through the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. ‘The Senator did not spend as much time as that with 
President Cleveland. I will venture tosay that one interview was all 
that was necessary. 

Mr. BUTLER. I spent very little time with the President. 

Mr. HALE. One interview did the business, I will venture to say. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir. 

Mr. HALE. Well, two. 

Mr. BUTLER. I donot know that my interview had any influence 
whatever upon him. I do not think it had. 

Mr.HALE. Thenextis the case of Helena, Ark. The figures which 
have been given to me showa population in this town in 1880 of 3,652, 
and that is granted a public building to cost $75,000, of the same size 
as the building proposed for Council Bluffs, with 25,000 population, 
that was vetoed by the President. 

Mr. ALLISON. And Sioux City. 

Mr. HALE. There was an additional appropriation for Council 
Blufis that was vetoed. I have the veto message here. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was to buy a little land. 

Mr. HALE. It was to buy a little land for securing the building. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I interrupt the Senator once more, because I 
have no idea he wants to state anything but what is absolutely correct ? 

Mr. HALE. No, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was not present when the gentleman first referred 
to Greenville, and therefore I am not informed as to whether he stated 
all the facts in connectiun with that case. 

Mr. HALE. I stated no facts except that the bill which appropri- 
ated $100,000 for a public building there was signed by the President. 

Mr. BUTLER. Did the Senator state that there was a Federal court 
held there? 

Mr. HALE. I did not go into that. So there is a Federal court in 
Sioux City. I did not go into comparisons in either case. Indeed, I 
have not gone into the details. But here is Helena, Ark., with an ap- 
propriation of $75,000, with a population in 1880 of 3,652, and yet it 
was not found essential to the interests of economy and a frugal ad- 
ministration of the revenues of the Government that the public build- 
ing proposed at Helena, Ark., should be stopped by a Presidential veto. 
Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 
Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BERRY. Did the Senator state the population as shown by the 
census of 1880, or did he state it as it is now? 

Mr. HALE. I stated it as shown by the census of 1880, as I did in 
all the other cases. 

Mr. BERRY. And he then stated what the population is now in 
the other cases, did he not? 

Mr. HALE, I have not stated that. 
Helena? 

Mr. BERRY. I suppose there are about 8,000 people there. 
is a Federal court, however, in the town, and—— 

Mr. HALE. I am not denying that in every one of these cases there 
is a Federal court. There is a Federal court in Sioux City. There is 
a great population about there. 

Mr. BERRY. Is there a Federal court at Youngstown, Ohio? 

Mr. HALE. That I do not know. 

Mr. BERRY. Is there a Federal court in one of the towns the Sen- 
ater has named, where the bills were vetoed, except at Sioux City? 

Mr. HALE. Oh, I think there is. I only sent for this list while the 
Senator from Iowa was speaking. But there are towns in the Southern 
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tion of Greenville, 8. C., to be? 

Mr. HALE. I have it down in figures as less than a thousand in 
1880. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator had better re-examine the census. 

Mr. HALE. What is the population? I willcompare it with Coun- 
cil Bluffs. Suppose these figures that have been given to me are not | 
correct. 

Mr. BUTLER. Onethousand! Why, the population is over 10,000. 

Mr. HALE. Well, I will take that, if there has been a mistake. 


5,000, and Sioux City, with a pop- | 
ulation of 30,000, or Allentown or any of these other towns with three | 


Iowa who sits before me and the Senator from Iowa whose seat is | 


What is the population of | 


There | 
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States for which public-building bills have passed—I can not give them 
now, but I know it to be the fact—where there is no Federal court 
holden, and where money is appropriated, and where the President 
never thinks of vetoing the bills. I can not give the names of the 
towns now, but I will take one case that I do know of, because the Sen- 
ators are here and can speak for it, the case of Sioux City. Yet the bill 
| for Helena, Ark., went through without any trouble. The Senators 
| from that State were able to get the President to append his signature 
| to that most important bill for this most importantand growing town. 
Huntsville, Ala., which is a growing town, which had in 1880, 4,977 
souls making up its population, which now I presume is double that, 
| was able to gain a public building at an expense of $100,000 to the 
Treasury, and the bill received the President’s signature, and no veto 
| was submitted in that case. 
So, Mr. President, Imightgoon. I do not find fault; Ido not blame 
; my friends upon the other side for seeing to it that it is so under their 
Administration, but the whole thing in the way of appropriations is 
running in the direction of appropriations for their section. The world 
will live longer and be wiser than now before it sees under a Demo- 
| cratic administration the line of economy drawn against appropriations 
for the Southern States, whether they be of one kind or another. 
Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 
| Mr. HALE. Let me finish my sentence. Every member of the 
Committee on Appropriations in this body has seen one thing gradually 
dawningand growing uponus. Items upon the appropriation bills like 
the item for the payment to the State of Texas in one of the appropria- 
tion bilis passed by this Congress and signed by the President are more 
| and more creeping on to appropriation bills. The representatives of 
| that section in the other branch of Congress see to it vigilantly that 
their claims and their demands are answered. The North must pay 
the bills and it must expect to pay the bills. It is nothing startling 
to any one who has had a general observation of this feature of our 
Government as shown by its appropriations in the last four years. It 
is no startling thing that is shown here when we find that this Demo- 
cratic Administration has needed nearly a hundred million dollars 
more of the people’s money than its predecessor. It has not been 
brought so clearly to the public attention before as it has been by the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], but the thing in this regard that 
has been is the thing that will be. There is no new thing under the 
sun in this regard, Mr. President; it will go on in this way, and it is 
natural that it should go on in this way. 

I have only attempted to draw certain lessons that occurred to me 
while listening to the speech of the Senator from lowa. He has laid 
the foundation for these comments and for others that will be made 
here and elsewhere. He has shown the American people, and we 
ought to be glad that he has done so, just what this pretense of econ- 
omy amounts to. From the figures which are at his hand, and which 

| can not be gainsaid, he has made up his statement. There it stands, 
and there it shows in living light what is worth every pretense o! 
| 





economy that can be urged by any adherent of this Administration or 
any misleading message or communication that may come to Congress 
from the head of this Administration, whichis spending $100,000,000 
more of money in its four years than its predecessor. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I believe this is the first time in about 
twenty years’ service that I was ever obliged tosay either to the Senate 
or House that I was not well enough to take part in debate or even to 
tell what I know about a pending measure, but that is the fact this 
morning. However, there are a few things that ought to be said, which 
perhaps I can state: others will doubtless attend to the politics that th: 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] has dragged into this discussion. 

To begin with, we have had a Democratic House of Representatives 
all the time, except for two years, I believe, since 1875, which has taken 
very good care that all administrations since that date should be rea- 
sonably economical in the expenditure of public money. That period 
covers the administrations of Mr. Hayes, Mr. Arthur, and Mr. Cleve 
land. The difference, we claim, is that what we have spent since the 
Democratic Administration came into power has been, in the main, we!! 
expended. Since the Democratic Administration came into power w« 
have been able to show what was done with the money appropriate 
When we get money to build up a Navy we can show that we are get- 

ting a Navy. 

Prior to that time Republican administrations spent hundreds o! 
| millions appropriated for the building up of a navy and produced noth- 
ing. We bave had no star-route frauds and robberies under our Ad- 
ministration, where millions were sunk. Whatever we have spent hos 
been spentin the public interest. Our officials have had no post-tradcr- 
ships and others things for sale, and have not even been accused of \: 
nality that Iam aware of. The contrast is in the expenditure of t! 
money appropriated. If we have spent $90,000,000 more in four years, 
the growth of the country, with its increasing population, develo; 
ment and business accounts for a good deal of it. This year, in addition 
to a great river and harbor bill which covers over two years, and 1!) 
deficiencies for two years and more to be provided for, we are speni- 
ing nearly $90,000,000 for pensions. All the private bills have to 
be added to the general pension bill. In 1885, the last year of Mr. 
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Arthur’s administration, the whole pension-roll was only a fraction | timate of the Postmaster-General was that the ] 
over $20,000,000. This year, as I said, it will be close to $90,000,000, | pa s expenses if we did not « 
and if the President of the United States had not vetoed the depend Ir. GEORGE. I should like to ask t 
ent pension bill, about which there was such a howl, it would hay on As I understand | t t-O De- 
been $150,000,000 or perhaps $200,000,000 now. That would have dis t1 } a expens t 
yosed of a good deal of the surplus. + ha a 
Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to me for a m Mr. I KX 
Mr. BECK. Yes, sir Ir. GEORGI LD 
j Mr. ALLISON. I amsure the Senator does not want to: : r’s ad st 
incorrect statement Mr. B Ra t 
J Mr. BECK. No. curately, as the rates \ 
& Mr. ALLISON. The tru s, that for the four years which a1 - |< 3 were ma n 
{ cluded in that table and v 1 wert ided in my statement o : 
ident Cleveland’s Administration as compared with President Arth of the Post- e | 
the pension appropriations were only $25,000,000 more in the last ule, l 
years than they were in the previous four year Tl cou lea 
$25,000,000 of the $95,000,000. appro} 10D » ¥ 
Mr. BECK. I observe now, in running over this table, w J loughanimmens 
got hold.of a few moments ago, that the arrears of pensions ran ) of the Government, v i 3a 3 
$100,000,000 during one year of Arthur’s administration. \ | 3 t 
Mr. ALLISON. But the next year it was $66,000,000, and t x than last for Post-¢ pur} 3, t \ 
year $20,000,000, because those three years were consolidated t ‘ paid ¢ ft ‘rea 1 t } 
by the appropriation acts; so that the three were considered t this year as there was the yea 
and expended as one appropriatron. Chat is what I called on tl 
Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator from Kentucky if he means to people merely looking at the figur 
th t there was any year under Mr. Arthur's administration when only upposed that there was ani 
>z,000,000 were paid out for pensions ? poses, when in fact it only shows ; ease of busin vhich t 
Mr. BECK. Ido. people who use the post-oflice pay for t! elves, Tl eu 
Mr. TELLER. That is a mistake. creased expenditure is in the regular bills which provide 2 
Mr. ALLISON. I have explained that to the Senator from Ken- | nual salaries of the employes of the Government 
tucky. rhe legislative appropriation bill this year approp é 
Mr. BECK I have here the table which shows it. $20,000 more than last year. That is one of the bills which shows: 
Mr. TELLER. It does not show any such thing. travagance, if any exists, perhaps more than any other, because it « 
Mr. BECK. It does, I beg pardon. The Senator can see it for him- | braces all salaries for judges, legislators,and clerks; in short,it includes 
self. he Salaries a ly y of nearly every ody in the empl yy of the Govern- 
Mr. TELLER. Ido not care what the table shows; that is not the’) ment in its civil servic While we have added to our population 
fact. many millions in the last few years, and our business is growing ray 
Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Kentucky will yield to me, | idly year by year of course, necessarily requiring more and more of 
I should like to make a statement. expenditure, the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation l. 
Mr. BECK. Certainly. which pays for all salaries, is this year $20,668,000, according to the 
Mr. ALLISON. I speak only from recollection, but the first year | table, while it was $21,300,000 in 1885, during the last year of M 
included in that table the appropriation was $68,000,000, the next year | Arthur’s administration. 
$100,000,000, the next year $66,000,000, and the next year $20,000,- With the salaries and other things provided for in the leg 
000. appropriation bill it only shows this year about $20,000 increase over 
if Mr. BECK. That is right. last year’s bill, which is a very small advance, and I think indicates 
Mr. ALLISON. That is in round numbers. So taking those four | economy, because, I repeat, that is the bill which tests more than an 
years and then taking the four years beginning in 1885, the pension | thing else what is being expended for all salaries of employ¢s. And 
appropriations for the last four years were only $25,000,000 more than | there is where extravagance or economy is shown. 
% the pension appropriations for the four preceding years, Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky if 
5 Mr. BECK. Very well; that is $25,000,000 to be taken from the | he means to say that in the legislative appropriation bill, which pro- 
$95,000,000. We had not heard of that item before, even assuming | vides for the salaries of judicial and executive oflicers and salaries of 
these facts to be correct. every kind, the increase has been but $20,000 over last year’ .ppropri- 
Mr. ALLISON. I did not go into details upon that point. ations? 
: Mr. BECK. Of course it was the arrears-of-pension act that caused Mr. BECK. Ido; and I say that it is less now, after four years, . 
; the extraordinary increase during one year, and then the regular pen- | withstanding the growth of the country in its business, by nearly a 
: sion-roll fell off again. I wish to compare the appropriations for last | million dollars than it was in the last year of the administration of 


year with those we are now making for the present year, and that is | President Arthur. Among the items that do not belong toa a 
all I shall be able to do. The increase in the agricultural appropria- | propriation bills are large amounts running up to, say, $25,000,000, to 
tion bill was explained very fairly by the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. AL- | be spent for guns that we are experimenting with, and for steel that 


LisoN]. The Army appropriation bill has also been explained. The | we are buying with which to try to build up an efficient Army and 





Indian appropriation bill would have been no more than it was forlast | Navy. ‘These extraordinary expenditures have been made because we 
year but fortheChoctaw claim. These $3,000,000 will not comeagainst | have been endeavoring for the last three or four years to do something 
us in any future bill. to put ourselves in a condition to defend ourselves, if nothing els 
We all know and the country is advised as to the number of ships we | That makes up more than the difference which may appea tween 
are now building for the Navy. The development we are making in | appropriaiions now and during Mr. Arthur’sadministration. The Ai 
that direction reasonably accounts for the increased naval appropria- | appropriation bill this year and the naval appropriation bill are larger 


tions. The guns and steel for guns, etc., for the Army accounts for | than they were last year, [ think. I have not had time to go « 
the increase there. The Post-Office appropriation bill of last year, | table presented by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISoN]. I know 
which was fifty-five and a half million dollars and this year is sixty | we have been spending a ¢ | of money for t] 
s and a half million dollars, would at first blush indicate that we were But all charges of extravagance are answered when it is shown t 





appropriating more money out of the Treasury for the Post-Office this | the legislative appropriation bill shows no increase, but a diminution 
year than we did last and more than we did in former years. That is | of three-quarters of a million from what it was four years ago and none 
not the case; the postal revenues pay it nearly all. The total deficiency, | or hardly any over last year; having accounted for $25,000,000 at least 
I think, isa million and ahalf. That is all that comes out of the Treas- | in the increase for pensions, having endeavored to explain the } ( ( 
ury, is it not? matter, then comes the river and harbor bill, which of co ve all 
Mr. ALLISON. It is a little more than that this year. understand is nearly twenty-two millions and a half this year, and the 
Mr. BECK. With all the extraordinary expenditures we had to pro- | was nothing appropriated for rivers and harbors last The 
vide for added to the appropriations for the ordinary workings of the | nearly $18,000,000 of deficiency this year, when there would have} 
Department, the report of the Postmaster-General shows the total de- | less than ten millions perhaps if the deficiencies of last year had be: 


ficiency to be about a million and a half dollars. All the balance of | properly charged. ‘That is about the proportion, I think, and ma 
the appropriations, which amount to the vast sum of $60,800,000, real ly | these deficiencie | 
means that the business of the country has grown so rapidly, especially | islation. We have reduced the hours of the letter-carriers. We hat 
in the lastfew years, and with our increasing railroad facilities keeps on | given additional leave of absence with pay to other employ¢s, a1 
growing year by year; yet the revenuesof the Post-Office Department pay | many ways created deficiencies which the Departments could not con- 


| 


itall but about amillionand ahalf. I think for the current year the es- | trol. 





Ss, I may observe, have been « ised by our o vo 
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which embrace the interest on the public debt, the sinking fund, and 
all that class of things. 

While my friend, the Senator from Maine, was speaking I turned to 
the monthly statement. We have to-day only $220,000,000 of 4) per 
cent. bonds that are payable in 1891 outstanding. We have $713,0u0, - 
000 of 4 per cent. bonds that do not mature until 1907. The total in- 


| terest upon the whole bonded debt is $9,440,000 on the four-and-a-halfs 


Mr. ALLISON. ‘There were certainly $5,000,000 of deficiencies last 
year, 

Mr. BECK. More than that I think. As to the increase of appro- | 
priations for this year over last, take off the river and harbor bill and ac 
count for « yrdinary appropriations for the Army and Navy, the 
$3,000,000 for the Choctaw claims, and the increase is notlarge. Every- 
thing can be ascertained substantially now, with the exception of the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, which is yet in conference, and th« 

it amount of that depends upon what we agree on. We have in 


he sundry civil appropriation bill a million dollars for the new Library 
ig, forexample. ‘That is not an expenditure of the Administra- 
That building and the expenditures for it will go on for years. 
Ve are propo 
cost us a million dollars more, for permanent public uses. 
seeking to add to the Government Printing Office by buying half a 
block there. That may cost us a good deal of money. These are 
things that the needs of the Government require. We have more 
public buildings going on now than we had four years ago, but all 
this talk about the public buildings, it seems to me, amounts to very 
little. 

I can name four cities—the city of New York, the city of Pittsburgh, 
the city of Cincinnati, and the city of St. Louis—which have four 
public buildings, and if the amount appropriated for them is aggre- 
gated those four public buildings will cost this Government three times 
more than all the appropriations which are being made this year forall 
the public buildings over the country. Nearly $10,000,000 was spent 
in New York alone for a post-office; at Pittsburgh, God knows how 
much; $5,000,000 or $6,000,000 at Cincinnati; $4,000,000 or $5,000,000 
at St. Louis, perhaps. Thesmall pubtic buildings that are going on all 
over the country are saving us rent where we have United States court 
or for internal-revenue offices and post-office or matters connected with 
ourcustoms. ‘The purchase of a piece of property by the Government 
at $75,000, or $100,000, or $150,000, when money is worth to us only 
3 or 4 per cent., is certainly an economical investment, and is in no 
proper sense either extravagant or wasteful. 

‘The President may have vetoed some of these measures wrongfully. 
He may have had reasons for doing so in some cases about which I do 
not know, because I have not examined his veto messages. The Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds can explain all that, and if 
necessary no doubt will, but I have given the general condition. The 
increases this year over last year are accounted for almost entirely, 
perhaps entirely, by the river and harbor bill, by the deficiencies for 
two years being all thrown into this, as. there was no deficiency bill 
passed for last year and no river and harbor bill, and by the appro- 
priations for the guns and armaments that we are endeavoring to 
obtain for the use of the Army and the Navy. There has been no 
increase in the legislative appropriation bill, no increase in the con- 
sular and diplomatic appropriation bill, and no increase in the Indian 
appropriation bill. There has been a falling off in the Military Acad- 
emy appropriation bill. There has been an increase of course in the 
peusion appropriations, as we all understand. 

‘The sundry civil appropriation bill isnot yetoutof conference. It will 
perhaps come out appropriating $25,000,000 or $26,000,000, I do not 
know how it compares with those under Mr. Arthur’s administration, 
but it is somewhere along in the same general line. I see $22,000,- 
000 in 1882, $25,000,000 in 1883, twenty-three and a half million dol- 
lars in 1884, twenty-two and a quarter million dollars in 1885, and so 
on in the table furnished by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], 
substantially what we have it now. There has been a little swell per- 
haps, growing out of the necessities of the Government. We have 
more light-houses than we ever had. We are lighting up more rivers 
than weeverdid. Our Life-Saving Serviceis improving and extending. 
We have added very much to the cost of our Geological Survey in the 
last few years, only I think we are going a little too fast upon that 
line; and there is too little accountability when you come to understand 
it; and so with many other things. 

Therefore the alarm about the using up of the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment may as well be dismissed. It is said there is a difference of 
only about $20,000,000 between the estimated revenues and what we 
are expending. You can take half the river and harbor bill off, and 
you can take off all or at least half the deficiency appropriations. 
Twelve million dollars and $8,000,000 make $20,000,000. That is, 
$40,000,000 that you can very well count as surplus, and as the Sen- 
ator from Iowa very well knows, we can take the $50,900,000 that we 
call a sinking fund and count it as a surplus beyond the needs of the 
Government, as we have no bonds we can buy with it except at a high 
premium. 

That constitutes a surplus of $90,000,000, to say nothing of all that 
we have lying idle in the Treasury now. There is noneed ot any alarm 
about any reduction of taxation that is proposed, or that there is not 
being idle surplus money enough for all purposes. Of course our per- 
manent appropriations, which are stated in this exhibit at, say, $115,- 
000,000, are decreasing, and must decrease rapidly. We have bought 
a large number of bonds, some $60,000,000 perhaps. Every bond we 
buy diminishes the amount required for the permanent appropriations, 
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and $28,520,000 on the $713,000,000 of fours, making a total interest 


| that from this time on we shall have to pay of $38,460,000, and it will 


ing to buy a block near the Post-Office building that may | 
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We are 


| diminish day by day. 


It was $52,000,000 two or three years ago, and 
nearly $150,000,000 twenty years ago. That is dropping off as fast as 
we buy bonds, and the reduction of interest increases the surplus as 
fast as we become the owners of the bonds. 

The estimates of appropriation, known as permanent, for the pay- 
ment of interest and other things, being based upon the total amount 
outstanding at the time estimated for, gives no credit for the amount 
we have bought in the mean time. Of course it adds that much to our 
surplus. So beyond all doubt we have the sinking fund, which every- 
body knows can only be applied to the purchase of bonds, with about 
$120,000,000 lying idle in the Treasury now, in addition to the $100,- 
600,000 that is supposed to be guarding greenbacks. That money 
alone will buy every bond we have that can be paid at par before 1907. 
The $50,000,000 so cailed a sinking fund is as much a surplus as any 
other money. I do not propose to discuss that question now. The 
Senator from Ohio thinks I am cranky about that. We will attend to 


that after awhile and see whether I am or not, when we come to dis- 
| cuss it, as we shall, 1 hope, when the tariff bill is brought before the 


Senate, if it ever gets there. 

As I said, I am not physically able to go into any discussion beyond 
fairly stating what we have done. All 1 desire to add is, that I have 
been upon the Committee on Appropriations for nearly twelve years. 
I have served with the Senator from lowa foralong time. The charges 
that have been made, to which he referred, from any quarter, I do not 
eare whether made by the Secretary of the Treasury or anybody else, 
that the Senate has been extravagant in its appropriations, are all wrong. 

We have kept the appropriations down below the estimates. We 
have never had a political division in regard to any action taken in the 
committee. Instead of the Senate being blamed for any extravagance 
in making appropriations, I think every Department of the Govern- 
ment ought to thank the Senator from Iowa for the careful way in 
which he has considered all their claims and the absolute justice he 
has endeavored to do them in making the appropriations necessary to 
carry them on. Anything that implies censure on him or his com- 
mittee is all wrong, no matter from what source it comes. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I have no desire to enter into a 
discussion about the expenditures of the Government. I believe, how- 
ever, that it is well that occasionally the attention of the country 
should be called to the expenditures, because a watchful vigilance on 
the part of the people will have a tendency to restrain the extravagance 
of those who represent them in the two Houses of Congress. It is 
well, therefore, that the Senator from Iowa and the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, members of the Committee on Appropriations, have called the 
attention of the Senate and the country to the expenditures which are 
made to carry on the Government. 

I have no criticism to make of that committee. I have no doubt, 
as has been remarked by the Senator from Kentucky, that the com- 
mittee is vigilant and careful in its investigations into the necessary 
expenditures to carry on the Government; but I do object that there 
should be an attempt made by the Senator from Iowa, and especially 
by the Senator from Maine, to throw upon the present Administration 
the responsibility for the extravagances which have been indulged in 
in the expenditure of public money. Everybody knows that the Pres- 
ident of the United States has no control over the Treasury of the 
United States; that the appropriations are made by laws enacted by 
Congress, not by the executive department. If there has been any 
extravagance it is chargeable to the two Houses of Congress, and not 
to the President and the executive department of the Government. 

I have no doubt that there have been unnecessary appropriations 
under the authority of law, which the Committee on Appropriations 
could not fail to provide for, because the laws of the land required them 
to be made; but it is unjust, it is unfair to the executive department 
of the Government to attempt to say that under the administration of 
President Cleveland the expenditures of the Government have been in- 
creased, with an evident intent, if possible, to make the impression 
upon the country that the administration of President Cleveland has 
been unnecessarily extravagant in the use of public money, when every 
Senator here knows that there is not a dollar which the President can 
handle without the appropriation having been made by Congress. 

I think, with all due deference to Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber, that there has been a disposition on the part of Republican 
Senators to increase the expenditures. It was evident from the very 
ineeption of the present session of Congress that one of the purposes 
which dominated the majority of the Senate was to reduce the surplus 
in the Treasury by unnecessary appropriations of money. Everybody 
saw that it was one of the tactics of the present session on the part of 
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the Republican Senate to reduce that surplus, to which attention had 
been called by the President in his annual message, by ext 


expenditures of the public money. There is no disguising that 

Need I cite the Blair bill, which proposed at one fell swoop to t 
$77,000,000 from the public Treasury, not all in the present year 
a part in the present year? The mspiration in part for that mor 


so as to prevent, if possible, a redu 


hich created that surplus. 


Senator allow me to interrupt him fora 


was to reduce the surplus 


taxation upor 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I will yield for a question; but Iam not ing 
to make any set speech, and I prefer to proceed in my own w 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to remind the Senator, in regard to t 
ecgucational bill of which he speaks, that it is older than the 
that the necessity for it is older than the surplus, and that i 





strict party measure in its support, thongh I will admit in its influenc 
and tendency, if it shall have an elevating and civilizing « t, it 
perhaps make it liable to the charge of its being a Repub 1! 

But, sir, it is older than the t was introduced in t 

1881; it has been pending ever si i I assure the Sena 
Delaware that it will remair surplus or no surplus, until i 
is a law, or until the necess calls for its passage and th 





which it is designed med y \ 
Mr. SAULSBURY. My friend from New Hampshire will, I 
ti pon my courtesy. 
t. I intruded upon the Senator’s courtesy only by tellir 
T 
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hope his courtesy will not run counter to matters of 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam not disposed to enter intoa controversy in 
reference to the truth of thestatements of the Senator from New Hamp 
shire, but I was simply expressing myself very briefly in regard toa 
attention of the Senate by the Sena- 
iich a political turn had been sought to be given, 
with the view, I suppose, of prejudicing the administration of Presi 


dent Cleveland in the eyes of the coun ry. 


subject which was brought to the 


tor from Iowaandto w 


I simply rose to protest 
against any such attempt on the part of Senators on the Republican 
side of the Chamber to charge the executive administration of t! 
Government with any extravagance that they may have indul 
they know and everybody else knows that the President can not touch 
a single dollar in the public Treasury without the appropr 

been made by Congress. I then said that as soon as the attention of 
the country was called by the annual message of the President to the 
surplus that was threatening the business of the country, which had 
accumulated in the Treasury, the first purpose manifested on the part 
of the Republican side of the Chamber was by an extravagant use ofthe 
public money to deplete that surplus in the Treasury and to take away 
a strong argument against the reduction of the taxes upon the people 
of the country. 

We know of other measures. Not only was there the Blair bill to 
which I have referred, but against the protest of an executive officer 
of this Government, against the protest of the Postmaster-General de- 
claring that he did not need it, $800,000, I believe, was proposed as a 
subsidy to hitch on the appropriation bill for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, and against his urgent protest you brought forward that meas- 
ure and thrust it down his throat so far as the action of the Senate was 
concerned. 

Can you charge an Administration with extravagance when it has 
resisted some of the extravagance which you have proposed by your 
legislation in the Senate? It is evidently unfair on the part of the 
Senator from Maine, and I can not exonerate the Senator from Iowa 
fully, to attempt to hold up the administration of President Cleveland 
as an extravagant administration, because by your efforts the expend- 
itures of the Government have been increased. 


ged in, for 


ation having 
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As the country grows, as the business of the country enlarges, there | 


must necessarily be an enlargement of public expenditures; and I do 
not say that Congress acts unwisely in meeting the growing demand 
upon the public Treasury; but I do say that after you have come here 
and enacted laws which require the appropriation of money it is unfair 
to undertake to hold the administration of President Cleveiand up as 
an extravagant administration when he has not the power to touch a 
single dollar in the public Treasury except under the authority of law. 

Without making any criticism upon the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, or without intending to dissent from the necessity for these ap 
propriations, because the laws require them, I did think it unfair, when 
there was being an exposé made of the expenditures of the Government, 
to fasten a charge directly or impliedly upon the Administration, charg- 





~dng it with extravagance when it is known to every Senator that that 


Administration is not responsible for the expenditure of a single dollar 
from the public Treasury except as it obeys the laws which Congress 
enacts. 

Mr. VEST. I am informed—I was not in the Senate at the time 
that the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] drew a comparison between 
appropriations for public buildings in the Northern and Southern States, 
and that he asked the question, Who pays for these public buildings ? 
why is this money so unequally distributed ? ete. AsI happen to bea 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. ! ident, lam not a mem! of t ( 
mittee on Appropriations, and it does not devolve uy me to 
t te or the « t 1 the quest 
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' taste. Tar i ng 
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matter clearly outside of the I r lw the S 
Maine has seen fit to lug into the debate alt t fashion t 
a question of common decen 

Che Senator from Maine saw fit to refer to a m 
ident of the United States sent her r 
the rejection of a treaty regulating open matters of d 
this and a friendly power nd he ‘ k t : 
discussion and to the issue which he was pretending to handle 
ing us that it had never been given to human power to calcula 
losses that were imposed upon us by methods such as were t 
in that document. With that treaty, as with this appropr 
I have no special concern, for lam not charged by committee s ‘ 
with handling eithe - the one or th other, and I do not « 
aught about either the treaty or the message ¢ ept this, which I do 
n all kindness, that it does occur to me that there is nobody torn up 
or disturbed about the action of the other side of the Chamb 

ng the treaty nor about the message w h came here n 
quence of its rejection —at least nobody who sits around m 
body is disturbed or sweating blood over that transaction, it occurs to 
me that he must sit on the other side of the Chamber. 

The President said nothing in his message except that |! 1 tried, 
after a friendly fashion, to accommodate existing differé ¢ h a 
friendly power, and that the Republican majority of the & te had 
refused to allow him to do it; and he simply added what as hone 
man he ought to have added, that he trusted the gentlem«e 
reversed his action and remitted him to methods that wer 
would be fair enough, and manly enough, and honest enough 
him the legislation that was needed to enable him to do what I f 
they will not do, but come in and play the réle of bully or bravado, to 
execute the orders that th Senate of this couutry saw fit to pose, 
and to execute the laws which he had sworn to execute and which he 
has done after a fashion to the satisfaction of the American people. 


But that is not what I want to call the attention of the Senate t 
The Senator from Maine in pretending to discuss an item in an 
priation bill has seen fit to drag before this body 
mony taken by a committee of this Chamber, raise 
lution, and of which he is chairman, and of which I chance to 
mem ber. 





what he say 3 te 


By accident, it may be, I happen to be a member of the Committee 
on Rules of this body, as is its worthy Presiding Officer. I have be 
a member of the Committee on Rules ever since I have been a Senate 


but I have never found the rule, and I defy the man who lives to point m¢ 
to a rule that warranted the Senator from Maine in dragging into th 
Chamber in a political harangue, for the acc 
purpose, testimony taken before a committee of this 
never been validated by a report made upon it, and which he himself 
has never permitted to see the light of day. 

Mr. HALE. Oh. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 


ymplishment of a pat ! 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. I will go further. 

Mr. HALE. Let me state that it is printed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I know it is printed. I will go further, and 
then the Senator will not want to interrupt me before I am done. 


Mr. HALE. It is all printed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 1 know it is. 

Mr. HALE. Every particle of it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I know it is, and delivered according to the 


Senator’s order, and not to me. 
Mr. HALE. Every Senator has had an opportunity to see it. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. 
will contain his soul in peace- 
Mr. HALE. The Senator is making a mare’s nest 
Mr. BLACKBURN. 


of nothing. 
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Very well, Mr. President, if the gentleman | 
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attitude of the Administration upon civil-service reform; and if my 
reference to the attitude of the Administration upon civil-service re- 
form had not been apposite, had not had force and had not drawn blood, 
the Senator from Kentucky would not have been so sensitive and he 
would not have sought to project offensive remarks and personal allu- 
sions into this discussion. 

The world knows that the Administration is discredited in its pre- 
tenses of civil-service reform. Every particle of testimony that has 
been taken by the committee of which I am chairman, and of which 
the Senator from Kentucky is a member, was taken in open daylight 
betore the world; was commented upon by the newspapers. Every 
of the things I referred to, only briefly, as an illustration of my 


| proposition that one by one the pretenses of the Administration were 


No, but I shall make that Senator feel that he | 


owes an apology to this Chamber for what he has done, not only for | 
what he has done to-day in dragging that testimony here when under | 


the rules and under the practiceand under the precedents that govern 
in this and in every other decent legislative body he stood precluded; 
but that is not the gravamen of the charge. Ishall go further and 
make it worse, 2nd make the Senator from Maine my witness 

Mr. HALE. Well, goon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I shall, and I am not indebted to your permis 
sion for it either. 

I mean to say that the Senator from Maine offered a resolution in 
this Chamber, and under its provisions he raised a committee, a mud- 
slinging committee, so advertised to the world and branded on every 
lincament of its ill-visaged face. He started out to hold this Adminis- 
tration responsible for inconsistency in the matter of the execution ot 
the 
aillicted or cursed mankind in the shape of a civil-service law. He 
lugged that committee to Baltimore, to Philadelphia, and to New York, 


and (then allowed days to stretch intoweeks, and then permitted weeks 
to lapse into months before he ever called it together again; and he has 


not called it now, and does not dare to do it. 

Disgusted with his failure of find, skulking away from his self-im- 
posed duties, which were intended toanswer and to accomplish political 
purposes, never daring to make a report, never calling that committee 
together in order to consider the testimony which had been adduced, 
outside of rule, disregarding precedent, flaunting defiance into the very 
face of the ordinary promptings of propriety, he undertakes to lug in 
the testimony which you have never seen, nor any man in this Cham- 
ber, and brings it in, as I assert upon my responsibility both as a Sen- 
ator and as a man, for the sole and single purpose of perverting and 
distorting it. 
is that the worst. More than that, he undertook (and he dare 
not in this presence deny it) to accomplish the partisan purpose with 
which he offered the resolution and raised the committee which he has 
since abandoned and deserted in the face of his discomfiture, by taking 
testimony within the very walls of this Capitol and in the wing of this 
Senate Chamber without notice given to a majority or a quorum of his 
committee, and he took the testimony without the administration of 
an oath, and accepted the unsworn statements of a tramp, when the 
comtuittee was never advised of his appearance, and incorporated that 
in the record, of which this Chamber is to-day profoundly ignorant. 

[am perfectly willing for this Administration to be held responsi- 
ble if it has been extravagant in the expenditure of public money. I 
am perfectly willing that the fullest measure of responsibility that 
attaches to every man, from the occupant of the White House down to 
the humblest member of the party he leads, shall be dealt out and 
applied; but I de protest that in the discussion of a clear and a naked 
appropriation bill it is not fair, it is not just, it does not, in my judg- 
ment, comport with the dignity of this Chamber to employ methods 
and use arguments after such a fashion, with such antecedents, and 
in face of such a record, as the Senator from Maine has seen fit to 
employ. 

I protest that it was but common fairness, if the Senator from Maine 
meant to use one atom of testimony that had ever been taken by a 
committee over which he presided, that he should have first made a 
report to the Chamber which gave him his power, and afforded to a 
muzzled minority at least the opportunity and chance to answer him 
and to vindicate the truth. 

Mr. HALE. -Mr. President, in treating the Senate to a discussion 
of public affairs in which every Senator and the country is interested, 
I shall not take the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] as my 
model. There is no issue between him and me personally. There 
will be none between him and me personally. Neither do I choose ir 
anything that I may say to the Senate to employ the words ‘‘ decent,’’ 
‘*bravado,’’ ‘‘tramp,’’ and ‘‘skulking.’’ I do not accuse the Senator 
from Kentucky, because these things are not in the controversy here 
in which the Senate is engaged. 

iu speaking of one of the pretenses and shams which had been ex- 
posed on this floor by the Senator from Iowa | Mr. ALLIson ], I referred, 
as was natural, and as other Senators many a time have referred, by 
analogy to other pretenses and shams which had been exposed; the at- 
titude of the Administration wpon the fisheries, for instance, and the 
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greatest and grandest political abortion, in my judgment, that ever | 


being exploded, has been before the public of the United States and 
has been commented upon. 

Mr. CHACE. The newspaper reporters were present at the hear- 
ings. 

Mr. HALE. The newspaper reporters were invited to be present at 
every one of the meetings of the committee, whether the Senator from 
Kentucky has been there or has been otherwise engaged. The testi- 


| mony was given to the public. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Iask the Senator if I ever failed to meet the 
committee when I had notice of a meeting ? 

Mr. HALE. I will come to that very soon. Every particle of the 
testimony was taken openly and in public, and commented upon so 
that upon the testimony as produced the New York Post, at present a 
claimorous and vociferous and able organ of the Administration, declared 
that in America no man was left to place credit upon the civil-service 
reform statements and assumptions of the President and his adminis- 
tration. 

All that is ancient history, Mr. President; all that has been demon- 
strated; and I am glad that the committee over which I have had the 
honor to preside has helped to demonstrate it, and has been as open 
and as above-board in everything it has done asit has been. 

The work of that committee has not been finished by any means, 
There have been hearings held from time to time as it was deemed ad- 
visable to hold them. Has the Senator from Kentucky ever asked the 
committee to have a hearing upon his side of the subject that would 
in any way illustrate his propositions? Has the Senator from Ken- 
tucky ever asked that there be a hearing of any member of the Admin- 
istration who wanted to meet and countervail the testimony that is 
overwhelmingly against the Administration? Why has he not brought 
before the committee the Secretary of the Treasury, who I was notified 
desired to be heard, and I told the Senator from Kentucky that if he 
had any explanation to make about the disclosures that were brought 
forth in the New York testimony he should have the opportunity at 
any time? 

More than two months have gone by, and he has never knocked at 
the door of the committee to be heard. Neither has the collector in 
New York, nor the surveyor in New York, nor has any man in Balti- 
more, or Philade]phia, or wherever the committee has done its work 
ever dared to appear and request a hearing before the committee, be- 
cause the testimony was overwhelming—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the Senator from Maine mean to tell this 
Chamber that none of the officials of New York, Baltimore, or Phila- 
delphia did appear and testify before the committee ? 

Mr. HALE. Precious few of them ever did appear, and the rest of 
them who were responsible never ventured to appear before the com- 
mittee, but they stand under the crushing weight of the testimony 
that the public has already taken notice6f. 

I stand here in the Senate as representing its favor in having been 
assigned as chairman of the committee, and I wish to call attention to 
what the Senator has chosen in a most remarkable outburst here to in 
timate, that there has been something like unfair play in the hearings 
of the committee. 

Mr. President, I have been longer a member of the Senate than t! 
Senator from Kentucky. My brother Senators know something aho 
my methods in committees of this body; and I might leave all of this 
to them and to their undistempered judgments upon this subject 
matter. Is there any Senator here who believes that I have secret! 
and covertly taken testimony when the other side has not been noti!'e!? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Willthe Senator allow me to ask him a qn 
tion? 

The PRESIDENT pro ‘empore. 
to the Senator from Kentucky ? 

Mr. HALE. 1 will state the cold facts here, and then the Sen 
may reply if he chooses. 

Mr, BLACKBURN. I shall do so. 

Mr. HALE. Early in the investigation I was informed that there 
was testimony with reference to the conduct of officers in the Sta 
Indiana,and especially in the Indianapolis post-office, which was des’! 
to be given. Suddenly there appeared here one day a gentleman, who 
is not a tramp, who is well known in Indiana, who is known to ti 
Senators from Indiana, and if they were here they would testify as to 
his high character and standing. He was going to leave the city an‘ 


Does the Senator from Maine yi 
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from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGETT] was in his place, and I am glad t tt ’ 
see that he is here now 1 I shall ask him to make a statem are \ [ 
this matter before it is ended. I told him the situation and ask t to 
to try to hunt up, between t! time and the time the gentleman | l Senate 
appe. r before the committee, yther members of the minority of 1 ed, as h ld b Ss 1 
committee. Iwas notable to find more than two or three of the n : that I w t ‘ 
bers on thisside. At the appointed time the gentleman appeared. 1 I sa to 
Senator from New Jersey was there, representing his party; I was 1 between 
1d another member of the committee, and we sat down and 1 t that is! t I 
the statements and the papers which were presented by the gentleman : l know t \ tt reat 
from Indiana. ‘The other side was represented, as we were. Id : i rir 1 M I 
remember that there was any cross-examination or any examinati ) tes 1y in some t S t 
any account whatever. The gentleman presented his papers; he told | st d into m 
his story, and went off, h clared, about his business. it I } ! ‘ ve t 
N ‘more than tl Mr. P nt ndly it make this th ! ‘ n, and in the t tl ‘ 
‘ ject of a personal complaint a ist the Senator from Kentucky liw i 7 taken to 
might ompare his n thod wit but I do not dothat—more tha 1, that will n ! 3 
th { enator from K 1e to me soon afterward with nto tl ( iber whe 
appearance of excitement and isked me how it had been done, and i t. whe ot m ( 
‘I refer you to the Senator from New Jersey | Mr. BLoDG of the committec 3 ¢ { 
ill tell you all about it.” He saw the Senator from New J to see it, or to ] . That is what I complain of 
i I never from that day to this until his outburst here suppos« {nd [ comp l t 
. tor i Kent y i le thought that anyt ( f £ \ 
een ne 1n a& Cove wa it torether ab ] p 
tab wing te im y in i then, and no l LO i l ) 
has been made to that I n the past ] r 
If there is anyth tha muld be closed id co ] I t ! 
among honorable m¢ ti it. There was no fault « I ) 
matter whatever. ‘Th hole thing was k vn to t en ince ¢ inda 
New Jer who w the only repi itative of his party there, : » not blan f I , 
whe t ded. Ove id again, under like « ti I ] I h tl i ) é 
do t} Senator from Kentucky in an ‘ test t it iS ¢ 
like » like that, had done as I did, and it ‘ was insid t ‘ ttes 
exp cpla ed t >» him, I do not thi ( t ld f t ia t 
consider that it ought to be made an instance of acharge of mw de ir. HA] was re 
ing on the Senate ) We do not do things in that way, the rest [r. BLACK BUR} H t able t t 
os ite of the United State I have never before known i of it | f t 7 
, » matter of no ount, to be made t ba ‘ ‘ en in that l cha 
enator from Kentucky has1 here, and Itrus knows it ( ! 3a if d yr, I be 
be leng or short in the S« ite of the U1 i it vv t é i l 1S } ( 
er occu! ull I > to f him t ri 
| ) It « irs to me, Mr. President, that mig t co en 1@ Pp ) t ) 
! have been well enough while the Senator fr i t { Se I he i had ! 
on the floor and undertakin; sl] what hay un t I In tl t D 
edented, unusual, ruta l testir ‘ t r agree to pr tit to this Char [ will u ‘ 
occasion, involy i iT { ¢ ls of tl 0 é or to as Vel it or f every | 
Post-Office, fo s he was not limited in on and | floor to answer but o estion, and that is whet 
told all of it. th of those car thieve those brothers on whom t ‘ 
Mr. pe What does the Senator mean? ought 1 1 | 1 | e into the penitentiary inst l r 
Mr. BL ne He did not see fit to do it, but I will. to h a po yle office by a Repu in administ 
3 HALE. The testimony is all printed. ‘ try. Thecase broke down, Mr. President. The 
. BL .e KBURN. I will state now what the Senator did n« ‘ othe tracks. T} tood these two brot ) 
wet balance of the truth. I went to theseatof the § wr from M yf real estate, whic } if ‘ 
on the very morning after this testimony, if testimony it be, was take fellow that 1 ; boug t from t t 
I should insult the i intelligence of a single Senator > sit pon th they te r SW point 
floor if I were to call it testimony or anythingelse but balderdash. I | end Laughter. 
went to him and he told me that about the time the Senate was 
journing on the day before he found that he wanted to take this ma dely I ll not under 
proof, and he wanted to take it the next morning at an hour that ante I ! \ t 
i dated the meeting of the Senate or anyof its committees. No won ‘ { 
he did not find the Senator from Virginia, nor is it to be wondered | & f I lt { 
that he did not find me, but it is to be wondered that he found the | « ‘ 
Senator from New. Jersey or anybody else upon such notice. 
That is not all. He took this proof the next morning w } M 
quorum of ti nus comnmniites pe nt. ] undertake to say that the Sen t} ittent } lis { i 1 Gt 
ator never administered an oath, and that none of the statutes that 1 
against perjury apply to the case of the witness that he parades in the | course and } 
printed testimony. And more; when I went to his seat, having heard | under the ( 
of this, ~ asked him what had induced him to disre 1 ( o its con | 
this body and the practice that had ever prevailed 1 [ had | eve the 
served in the House, before either of us was a Sen ito t | tak 
it was my purpose to rise to a question of pr anal privi t what I have no 3a 
floor and call the attention of the Senate to what had been done and | of testimony. u , l 
demand the passage of a resolution that should protect the minority | to1 ly on it for y | 
from such treatment in the future, and he begged me not to do it, and nge and defy him to « 


told me that it would not h: appen again. Mr. HALE. I only wis! 1, Mr. Pre t 





_He says now that I went to the Senator from New Jersey, and saw | wanted to say before I last sat d that f ‘ 
him and satisfied myself. I beg the Senator from Maine to let me cor- | testimony will be presented to 1 ferns | aapeatang 
rect his statement. I never went to the Senator from New Jersey, | tee has been going on in a} ic way. From time tot | 








S032 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





AUGUST 28, 





—_—.—— 


presented resolutions in the open Senate, asking for information from 
the Departments touching violations of the civil-service law and the 
spirit of civil-service reform in the different Departments. From time 
to time the replies to those resolutions have come in. Some of them 
have been unaccountably delaved in the Departments. Some of them 
have been so much delayed that I have been myself obliged to resort 
toasecond call, drawing the attention of the heads of the Departments 
to the fact that an inqiiry was already pending and unanswered. 

As these reports have come in they have been taken and collected 
and collated by the clerk of the committee, a gentleman of complete 
integrity and competency on this subject; and in due time, whether 
more testimony is taken or not, whether anybody comes in to be heard 
on the other side or not, a report will be prepared, the committee will 
be notified of it; it will be scrutinized, objected to, it may be, by the 
Senator from Kentucky and some or all of his associates on the other 
side, and objected to, likely, by members on this side. It will be pre- 
pared by the whole committee, it will be presented to this Senate, Mr. 
President, and the Senator from Kentucky, who seems to be, from what 
he has said, in profound ignorance of this subject at one time, and at 
another time knowing more about it than anybody else, will have the 
full opportunity (which he has had) to examine and to read the testi- 
mony, and the Senate will have, and the whole country will have, an 
opportunity to read it. 

The work is not done by any means. The investigation has not 
failed. I have no great pride, Mr. President, in anything that I am 
connected with, nor have I any belief that I can doa great deal of good 
for the public service, Iam not so made up that I believe it is essen- 
tial that the things I have done should be brought before the Senate 
in any swelling or pompous manner. I am simply trying to do my 
duty. This report will be presented here in due time, and then the 
Senate and the public will do whatever is right about it. 

{ wish to say one word about what the Senator has brought up in 
reference to the hearing which has been spoken of. . It has not dwelt 
upon my mind as a matter of consequence. I am not sensitive about 
it. I have made the explanation here. I never begged him not to 
present his personal grievance, as he put it, to the Senate, or the ques- 
tion of privilege. When he came to me I asked him not to do it until 
he had seen the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGETT], who knew 
all about it. Ido not know that he ever said a word to the Senator 
from New Jersey. He says that he did not. My recollection is that 
immediately afterward I saw him in conversation with the Senator 
trom New Jersey, but 1 do not on that set my word against the Sena- 
I may be mistaken. If he did not go to the Senator from New 
Jersey he certainly had the opportunity to do so. There I leave it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 


tor’s. 





I will do the Senator from Maine the justice to | years when the panic of 1 


joining rooms, 


of the recent change in the course of trade in this country, which may 
have a great and serious effect on our appropriations. 

Mr. COCKKELL. I will say to the Senator that we can not hear a 
word@ver here. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Ohio will pause a 
moment until order is restored. Senators will please resume their 
seats, and if they have occasion for conversation will retire to the ad- 
The Chair also requests spectators in the gallery to 
observe order, to keep their seats, and refrain from conversation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I repeat, Mr. I’resident, that the indications of a 
change in the balance of trade in this country are such that it may very 
speedily have a very important bearing upon the appropriation bills. 
I wish to state one or two facts in regard to the condition of our trade 
and in regard to the condition of the Treasury, which it seems to me 
ought to be heeded and acted upon by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Disguise it as we will, within the last two years there has been a 
growing current of trade against the United States. That is a fact of 
important bearing in indicating the probable condition of affairs in the 
future. I have before me the last statement of the Treasury Depart- 
ment—indeed, the last two statements of that Department—showing 
that for the year ending June 30, 1888, the exports of merchandise 
from this country were $695,954,639. There were for the same period, 
of gold and silver exports, $46,414,183, making the total exports of 
this country $742,368,822. There were of imports during the same 
year, merchandise, $723,879,813; there were of gold and silver imports 
during the same year, $59,337,936, making an aggregate of $783, 217,- 
799; showing an excess of imports for this year of $10,848,977. 

This condition has been increasing monthly. The imports for the 
month of July, 1888, were $61,329,461; the exports for the same month 
were $45, 267,938, showing a balance of trade against us of $16,061,523. 

Now, Mr. President, to show the significance of these figures, and 
of the fact I have stated, because it is a fact of striking importance, | 
wish to call your attention to the balances of trade in different years 
during different periods of time, to show the effect they had and how 
they were an indication of the condition of domestic affairs in this 
country. 

I find that for several years before 1870 the balance of trade was 
against us. From 1870 onward the tables I have here give the figures 
up to the close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, but not that 
ending June 30, 1888. I will not read the figures in detail, but will 
insert the table in my remarks, and will make some comments on such 
of the figures as I shall quote. 

The balance of trade had been running against us for a period of 


~e 


873 at once suspended importations into this 


say that the Senator from New Jersey told me that he was present at | country, largely reduced our revenues, checked the domestic trade of 


this meeting, but took no part in the action of the committee, and that 
no quorum was there and no witness was sworn. 

Mr. HALE. There was no formal taking of testimony. 
no testimony taken of any greataccount. The gentlemanfrom Indiana 
produced some papers and documeuts and they were putin. The whole 
thing wasinformal. If the Senator from New Jersey believes that there 
was anything unfair in that meeting I would like him to state it. He 
was there. I see the Senator from New Jersey in his seat. 

Mr. BLODGETT. What was the request of the Senator from 
Maine? 

Mr. HALE. My reyuest was that if the Senator from New Jersey 
believes there was anything unfair in that meeting he should state it 
to the Senate. 

Mr. BLODGETT. I can not add anything to what has been said by 
the Senator from Maine and the Senator from Kentucky. There is 
perhaps a misunderstanding between those Senators, There was no 
testimony taken at that first meeting. A gentleman from Indiana 
came there and left some papers as a basis of future investigation. 
That I understood. He was not sworn, it is true. That was aboutall 
that occurred. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. BLODGETT. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does not the Senator know that that state- 
ment, unsworn as it was, and made without a quorum of the commit- 
tee present, is incorporated into the printed report of the testimony of 
the committee? 

Mr. BLODGETT. 
the testimony. 

Mr. HALE. I do not suppose that there is one time in half a dozen 
that a quorum of a committee appears here when testimony is being 
taken. The work is frequently done by one member of a committee. 
Generally there is some conference between the members of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, there are one or two matters of 
public importance that I think ought to be brought to the attention of 
the Senate in connection with the appropriation bills, not of a partisan 
character atall, but of apublic nature. I think it my duty to call the 
attention of the Senate to them. 

Any man observant of public affairs must have noted the significance 


There was 


Will the Senator from New Jersey permit me 


I do not knowit. I have not read the report of 





the country, and brought upon us, as we all know, a severe financial 
panic and extended bankruptcy, a condition of affairs that need not be 
described in so intelligent a body as the Senate of the United States. 

Succeeding that, however, the balance of trade again ran in our favor, 
as will be seen in 1874, when it was some fifty-seven millions, in 1875 
the balance in our favor was fifty-one millions, and so on, as the table 
shows, until at the time of greatest prosperity it rose to the enormous 
sum of two hundred and sixty-nine millions in our favorin 1879. It 
continued in our favor, though with some fluctuation, during 1881-’82, 
when there was more or less stringency in this country, at one time 
(1882) falling to thirty-two millions and rising again to one hundred 
and four millions in 1884. The figures for the other years will be seen 
by the table. During the last year, ending June 30, 1887, the balance 
of trade swung against us to the extent of $509,658, and this year, 
ending June 30, 1888, as I have already stated, the balance of trade 
against us is over $40,000,000. 

Mr. TELLER. I would like to ask the Senator from Ohio whether 
he is giving merchandise alone or merchandise together with gold and 
silver. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The figures I have given include gold and silver 
with merchandise. I have given the aggregates from the reports. The 
merchandise alone will show the same results, except a less amount, 
because generally the fluctuation of gold and silver follows that of 
merchandise. The tables that I have before me, and which I wil! hand 
to the Reporter, will show the amount of gold and silver and merchan- 
dise separately and the distinction between them. 

Mr. HALE. What was the balance for the whole of the last fiscal 
year up to July 1? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Forty millions, eight hundred and forty-eight 
thousand, nine hundred and seventy-seven dollars was the excess 0! 
imports for that year. 

Mr. BECK. Of which thirty-three millions were gold. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When? For last year or for what time? 

Mr. BECK. For last year—the year ending June 30, 1888. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator is mistaken in the year. I will read 
it here. The figures I have show the difference between the exports of 
merchandise and of gold coin and bullion. The excess of imports o! 
gold and silver over exports for fiscal year ending June 30, 1857, was 
$33,209,414, but not for the last fiscal year. 

Mr. BECK. That is right. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. But including imports and exports of gold a 1d | ator from Kentucky My attention had 1 been called t 
silver the balance of trade against us for the last fiscal year was forty- | large amount of gold and silver imported t 
5 edd million dollars h 
Mr. BECK. Including that? Mr. TELLER. I tl ¢ the Senat should give t 
: Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. ports of mercha se independently of the amount 
Mr. BECK. Of which thirty-three millions were gold. | 4 then give gold and silver separat 


we 3 . “ . . : : Wr SHEP \ fe ‘ Deseus Sn Sik 2 } 
Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, in 1887. But I say over and above the gold | Mr. SHERMAN. Ii enatot turn to th les t 
we imported the balance of trade against us, if you are correct, w I 
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be seventy-odd millions; but of course gold and silver is part of the | ir, ELLE i t é ‘ 
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business of the country. j tigures in the ivi t 
Mr. HALE. You do not mean to say that the balance of met i-| Mr. SHERMAN. I have the figut 
di would be sev enty-odd millions ? ; ta it i Ww pre \ i no 
a Mr. SHERMAN. It would be according to the figures of the Sen- | cluding the fiscal year ending June 30, 1857 
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Mr. GEORGE. I would like to ask the Senator from Ohio a ques- 
tion for information. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempor 
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to $15,000,000 for a period of years, but during the enormous funding 
operations of the Government in 1877 to 1879 the deposits of the na- 
tional banks were enormous, made as I say, in the process of changing 
the loan—a matter that I endeavored to explain to the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] the other day. 

I will now read to the Senate the balances at the different periods 
irse of the present Secretary of thx 
Treasury is justified on the ground that in previous times the balances 
on deposit in national banks were much larger than they arenow. That 
ue. But up to1877 the balances rarely exceeded 310,000,000, and 
the deposits came by natural driblets into these banks from tax-payers 
through the internal revenue. In 1877, 1878, 1879 these deposits ran up 
in the process of refunding $800,000,000 of bonds. When the law it- 


Is tr 


| self required that the money should be withheld and should not be 


Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator will let me complete my state- 
ment, 

Mr. GEORGE. I merely want to ask a question for information. 
When tl enator from Ohio speaks of valuations of imports aud of 
exports I de :toask him at what place and by what standard the 
valuation made? Are the exports and imports valued at the same 
plac yy 

Mr. SHERMAN. The exports are always valued at the place of ex- | 
portation, and the imports are valued at the place whence imported. 

Mr. FRYE. Are they not undervalued ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Theimports into this country, say, if from England, 
are valued, as lam to understand it, according to the place in England 


from whic 
Mr. SHERMAN. 


h imported ? 
The last place of shipment. 

Mr. GEORGE. And the exports from this country are valued, if I 
understand the Senator, according to the values in, say, New York o1 
New Orleans, or whatever port they may be shipped from ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. I comprehend the question of the Senator 
from Mississippi, and I willsay that our imports are estimated by 
valuation abroad at the last port of shipment; but our importations 
for years have been confessedly enormously undervalued. 

The report of the subcommittee of the Finance Committee, of which 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. Beck] are members, established beyond doubt that to a large 
extent our imports were undervalued, and if imports were put at what 
they estimate to have been the value the amount of the balance of 
trade against us would during the last fiscal year be over $100, 000,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. Of merchandise ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Of merchandise. That is somewhat altered by 
including gold and silver bullion; but taking all things together and 
allowing for undervaluation of imports there is no doubt that the bal- 
ance of foreign trade is against us by over $100,000,000. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator from Ohio a question ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, but I do not wish to be led off now. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will not lead the Senator off. I would like to know 
if there is any complaint of the undervaluation of exports? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no; there is no motive for that. One of the 
tables I have submitted shows the exports and imports for the last ten 
or fifteen years; but our imports have been very largely undervalued, 
and on that basis the balance of trade against us is fully a hundred 
million dollars. 

I do not intend to go into the argument that is derived from this, 
because Senators would take different views of that. I simply wish to 
present the facts from the public record. If asked what was the cause 
of this I would say it was excessive importations; but then that would 
lead us off inte a vast field of controversy, and I do not wish to go into 
it now. We will have ample time for that. But the fact is that Sen- 
ators must remember that they are now dealing with the public Treas- 
ury at a time when the balance of trade is against us, which always has 
been an important factor in the history of American finances. 

In 1837, after the surplus in the Treasury had been distributed among 
the States, or was being distributed, a sudden revulsion occurred by a 
change in the balance of trade, so that Congress had to suspend the 
operation of the law for thedistribution of the public money. In 1857 
I was here legislating to reduce the tariff—aiding to do it. We went 
away from here with a surplus in the Treasury. ‘We came back the 
following session and had to provide for the issuance of Treasury notes 
to pay the salaries of members of Congress. The fact that there was 
a long-continued balance of trade against us prior to 1873 has always 
been looked upon as a potential reason for the revulsion of that year. 
And Senators must face the fact given to us by the Treasury state- 
ments, that we now contemplate and stand in view of a large balance 
of trade against us. What ought to be done in consequence of that I 
am not now here to answer. 

Chere is one other fact that I wish to place on public record, and 
that is that the present Administration has changed somewhat, in one 
important feature, the financial policy of the Government hitherto. In 
the deposit of public money, ever since the law was passed making a 
subtreasury, as it was called, the money of the people of the United 
States has been stored in the custody of officers of the Government. 
That was so far modified by the national-banking act that the national 
banks might be and could be, at the will of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, made depositories of public money, and so they continued to be, 
and for a period of years they were convenient agencies for the deposit 
of internal taxes, and they were confined to internal taxes or receipts, 
because the law especially provided that customs duties should not be 
deposited with national banks, but shovld be deposited in the Treas- 
ury. 

Internal-revenue taxes, however, and receipts from public lands and 
from the sale of bonds, which were internal transactions—that money 
might be deposited in the national banks which were designated de- 
positories. That was the policy, and so it continued until now. After 
these depositories were established the deposits varied from $5,000,000 


the 


| million dollar 


| operation. 


used for ninety days, then these deposits ran up. 

As I have said, prior to 1876 the deposits ranged from five to fifteen 
—never exceeded $15,000,000 I believe. On the Ist otf 
February, 1879—that was a month after resumption, when the proc- 


ess of refunding was’ going on rapidly—the deposits reached $166,- 
351,141. On the Ist of July, 1879, right in the midst of this process, 


they reached $201,402,860. That was about the close of the refunding 
On the Ist of October, 1879, in the same year, to show how 
rapidly this money was withdrawn in the process of paying, the de- 
pesits held by the national banks were $17,341,224, showing that at 
once when the process of refunding had been ended the normal condi- 
tion was restored. So also November 1, 1880, during the same ad- 
ministration, the deposits held by the national banking depositories 
were reduced to $12,217,571. 

Mr. PAYNE. Eighteen hundred and seventy-nine was the year of 
resumption, was it not ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. This last date quoted was a yearafterward. The 
1st of January, 1879, was the period of resumption, and the refunding 
was mostly in that same year. I will give the figures for each year, 
taking them at haphazard as to particular dates. On the Ist of Octo- 
ber, 1881, in Mr. Arthur’s administration, the deposits held by the 
national banking depositories were $13,412,848. On the Ist of No- 
vember, 1882, thé deposits held by national banking depositories were 
$12,709,660. Onthe 31st of December, 1883 (I am taking these figures 
without regard to months), the deposits held in national banking de- 
positories were $13,313,080. Onthe29thof November, 1884, the depos- 
its held by the national banking depositories were $13,559,033. 

And now, Mr. President, let me come toa later year. On the 2ist 
of July, 1886, which was before the recent operations commenced, the 
deposits in national banking depositories were $15,694,214. On the 
30th of April, 1887, the deposits in the national banking depositories 
were somewhat increased, amounting then to $20,747,365—during the 
period of Mr. Manning’s administration of the Treasury Department, 
if I remember correctly the date. On the 31st of December, 1887, ihe 
amount had risen to $52,199,917. On the 3lst day of July, 1882, it 
had risen to $59,681,672, and this was by money transferred into th: 
national bank depositories. 

The object of that I have no doubt was plausible and reasonable, but 
I wish to show the effect of it, not with any desire at all to reflect « 
the conduct of Mr. Fairchild. The object was this: Asthere was a large 
accumulation of money in the Treasury it was thought best to deposi 
itin these banking depositories so that it might be in circulation among 
the people. Thatis the reason given in his report for it—that the money 
might not be entirely withdrawn from the people. But, Mr. President, 
the result of that has been in every instance to contract the currency 
of the country instead of to enlarge it. 

How has that come? I called the other day for a list of the various 
depositories where these large sums of money were deposited, and that 
list is upon our table. Ido not care to go into the names of the banks, 
or to go into anything at all of a personal character in regard to i! 
The money is deposited very largely in the State and city of New York, 
but the result is this, that many of the banks that received these d 
posits surrendered their circulation, deposited greenbacks in the Tre 
ury of the United States, in order that they might get possession 
their bonds held as security for their circulating notes; then took th 
same bonds, deposited them with the Treasurer of the United States 
security for deposits, and received a much larger amount of depo- 
thanthey surrendered ofcirculation. For instance, many of these ba 
held $1,000,000 of deposits or thereabouts—almost exactly that 

Mr. ALLISON. One million one hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, the amount of deposits with several of 1 
banks is $1,100,000. I am obliged to the Senator from Iowa. ‘| 
amount deposited in several of the banks is$1,100,000, varying a lit 
probably from time to time asdraftsaredrawn. These deposits are 
cured by a million of dollars of United States bonds. The law leav:- 
it discretionary with the Secretary of the Treasury what security sha 
be required, and I feel bound to say that he in no case has taken any 
other securities except national bonds according to the terms of the law 

But, sir, sup a bank seeking these deposits having circulatin+ 
notes outstandiag amounting to $900,000 should surrender that circ'- 
lation, or, rather, deposit greenbacks in the Treasury of the United 
States for their redemption, and demand the million of United States 
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il ede Dp ) eceive Laem, a d the t t » i 4 
ne ¢ l and d t tl LI 1,000 I SON 
h him, ( a > 10,000 as a M 

deposit without interest, with the iderstanding that 
drawn upon. What is the effect of that operation? 

The deposit of green! ks in the Treasury of the Ur 
them up, and they can t be paid out except in red 
standing notes of the particular bank that » th 
the greenbacks are 1 up in the Treasury a a] t 
$100,000,000 of greenbacks now lying idle in the Treasur 

Mr. PAYNE. May I inquire of my colleague wheth 
oe or perfectly according to law? Has nota 
right to reduce its circulation and redeem its bonds? 

“Mr. SHI SRMAN. No doubt of it. No doubt it is cl 
the language of the law, but it seems to me it is not a 1 é 
discretionary power to encourage this process by the temptir 
Government deposits 

r. PAYNE. Has theSecretary of the Treasury discretionary r| perce 

to refuse the redemption of bank notes? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all; the Sec: 





osit of United States notes and the withdrav 
should not induce that withdrawal by the tempting offer o! 


with that same bank $1,100,000 of Government mone r ¢ MA? 
lieving the bank from the burden of redeeming its not a t I ) 
it without interest or cost two hundred thousand more than t M Vii 


culating notes, a clear gain of the interest on $200,000. 
Mr. PAYNE. Is it intended by my colleague to make th [1 
that the Secretary of the Treasury colluded with the banks? n 
Mr. SHERMAN. I make no charge ag 
l'reasury except to say that he has pursued a line of } wh 1my fi 
ti ) precisely what I have stated. them v es 
Mr. PAYNE. If the Senator will permit me— M ECK no 
Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator let me go a little further { 
To have that fifty-nine or sixty million dollars in the banks, in 
of any revulsion, any disturbance, any panic, would be the most M CM 


gainst the Secretary t Lh tated tl 





gerous form in which the money of the United States or the money of \ BECK. Iwas somewhat sur] Ly 


any one could be placed, because the very moment that that sh I i so 1 went to the room the Co: 
drawn upon—and it could only be drawn upon in an emergenc unt of the ; l 
the Treasurer of the United States, then the banks would be cor led mnths ending ), 188 LI 
todraw on their customers, and thus tl ese $5 9,000,000 loaned out a page 7 of hic! 
active use among the people, being called upon si 1ddenly on ar ven at $7 79,8 
gency, might create a very dangerous a nd serious condition of : : Mr. E } 
Mr. SAULSBURY. If the Senator will allow me a moment, I ur Mr. BECK. I 
derstand fully the right of the holder of a greenback to present it l s and ex the I 




































that the Treasurer is bound to take it. t 0th of June, 1888 7 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes. I 

Mr. SAULSBURY. And I understand that any one hold MA 

nment bond can present it, but I also understand t a bi M 
has on deposit say one million 4 per cent. bonds, can take $1, f r. f 0] \ ) 
grec Sane merchandise. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It could take one million one hundred 1 Mr. BECK 
doliars i of that 

Mr. SAULSBURY. And withdraw that bond which the bank ! tates at § 
given as security for the special deposit. Ido not know but wh i 
is correct. But if they present their greenbacks and demand t s mb 

h they gave as si ity for the deposit made with them, not | « ence b 7,007 

the | Ss aeunts of the Treasury the right to return the money llo 

Mr.SHERMAN. I think my friend from Delaware is eith: B. | 
on up, or I am. and i 

Ir. SAULSBURY. I may be a little mixed up, but I say tl t 74,233 of it l 
Secretary of the Treasury having made a deposit upon national fa 0 fa 
as security, if the owner of the bonds has deposited them fo I H i 
und chooses to depos it greenbacks for them, it is cor tent f y will t 
Secretary of the Treasury to withdraw the deposit which is ma ated st 
the ee ; the 
SHERMAN. The Secretary of the Treasury can withd 

de nosit and can break up every one of those banks, if he will—u 
they are very strong. There is no want of in the S 
the Treasury. But the transaction is th Supp a bank } 
000 of its notes in cir ion. ‘The bonds deposite l with the ¢ 
troller of the Curre secure this circul ation must be $1.( 
Suppose the bank thi Sit is better to hold a Government d 
$1,100,000 of public money wi ithout any expe 
than to have outstanding $900,000 of bank 
redeem at any moment and for which it is boun rd 
in the Treasury of 5 per cent. in greenbacks, ani 
by money held in its vaults. Every bank in the United States 
could get these deposits was tempted by tha policy to withd ) 
cirt ‘ulation. The easy way to do this is by depositing in the T 
greenbacks to the full amount of its notes outstanding. Then + on 
ernment assumes the redempt ion of these outstanding 1 bank notes ided, 1 
far the law allows; but by this new policy the bank is permitt 
withdraw its bonds from the Tre: usury and deposit them with the Treas- Mr. SHERMAN. \ t tor i 





urer of the United States, and immec liately after that secures a deposit | he fiscal year e1 une 30, 1 
of $1,100,000. lrhe £ ; rr. t : 





rhe figures are here. Hel included the 


Mr.COCKRELL. Yousay it received a deposit of $1,100,000. Will | of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1837 
the Senator explain how? prions 
' 


ile. 
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IMPORTS AND EXPORTS OF MERCHANDISE, COIN, AND BULLION, 
Statement showing the values of the imports and exports of the United States for each month from June, 1886, to June, 1888, inclusive. 
MERCHANDISE AND GOLD AND SILVER COIN AND BULLION. 
. te cewegst aie vice ‘uk Sails i. 
Exports. Imports. Excess of ex- |Excess of im- 
7 . s Bytes | Monthly | Monthly | ports from | ports from 
Months, l | excess of | excess of July ltothe| | July 1to the 
: er Free | : | exports imports. | endof each| end of each 
ve > > < r > ‘ | ™ " 
Domestic. | Foreign. Total. of duty. Dutiable. Total. | month. | month. 
1886—July soveseceeovessesccesececcsccoees cor cesees Oh, Oa, G08 | $1, 888, 507 $56, 220, 873 $19, 381,268 |$38, 260,720 '$57,641,988 ....... oe) $1,421, 115 $1,421, 115 
August......... crsceeadevevecccevcccescoeces Ol, Old, Bae 1, 67 53, 194, 160 | 24, 154, 169 | 40,958,721 | 65,112, 890 | ........... --- 11,918,730 13, 339, 845 
BSeptember..........00000 « ovece ove 54, 378, 378 2, 491, 36: 56, 869,740 24,374,642 | 37,418,612 | 61,793,254 : 4,923,514 | y 263, 359 
October............ nee 1. 877,552 | 71,630,141 | 26, 364, 661 x 61,794, 494 $9, INES" Vciinns eiienenteteden tl caudse cual iaiedl a , 427,712 
November 73. O19. 077 | x tane 69 | 75,262,776 | 29, 368, 936 Ob, | 10, 080, 235 
December. 86,180,089 | 3,031,008 | 89,211,097 | 34, 167,913 | 69 





seseune os oo, F j 19; 249. 320 
1887—January.............. -«| 72, 263, 877 | 1,814,979 | 74,078, 856 | 21,782,416 | 34,898, 330 | 56,6 | 17,398 
February. 56, 900,695 | 1,904, 233 21,718, 949 | 38,912 - 940 60, 6 








36. 20 997 










































































RE .--| 65, 697, 334 | 3,718, 187 22, 476, 292 | 64 pails ancgaliaiiibii 41, 198, 845 
April ‘ -| 48,689,807 | 3,019,708 25, 051, 235 65, 327, 13, 618, 102 27 "580, 743 I: 
re ee .-| 43,928, O82 1,529, 328 22, 917, 480 3 | &), 953, 39 sexe) 15, 495, 988 | 12" 084, 755 
June. | 49°013,145 | 1312.73 22, 633, 962 | 40,086,331 | 62 of RE MAE Prccnieinciaesens 
Cl onoeseveceuseinscestne’ o+s|7 20,400, 263 26, 447,689 752, 180, 902 204, 391, 923 458, 098,637 \752, 490, 560 
1887—Juls _ saleesinipbitibnnnialts oo»-| 50, 657,749 1, 242,010 | 51,899, 759 883, OE TGR TI GO hanes cessccceres ey PURI “Vince cosskxeceubasas 8, 206, 206, 233 
August 5 seutesonesbsibcen pp joeviprshibvestiuiaiganall Un 1,794,064 | 57,721, 804 259, 805 | 73, 430, 354 | ..| 15,708, 580 ite 23. 914, 813 
September .......0... 56, 234, 453 1, 975, 829 | 58, 210, 282 7, 237,916 | 71,568, 536 13, 358, 254 37, 273, 067 
October, diddenton 76, 605, 991 2, 128,422 | 78,734, 413 , 145, 617 | , 302, 985 | 2 oe sou 35, 841, 639 
I i ie ackcealladenn 76, 951, 817 : 949 | 78,491, 766 . 9. 042, 846 | 63,655,921 | 14,835, 845 |.................. i soeneachenpaseiaanete 19, = 
December , 520 1,980,799 | 77,240,319 | 21,374, 430 } 34. 038,477 | 55,412,957 | 21,827, °62 |... I. 
188S—January 1698, 367 | 65,913,601 | 19,939,343 | 40 165, 977 60, 105,320 | 5,808,281 |... 8, 629, 849 
February..... 2, 926,574 | 60, 469, 522 24; 037,939 | 45, 002, O87 | 69, 040, O16 |.............c0 ee OF 59, 355 enieem piesa ee 
March..... .... Raveviausia ph ouiuesamediitebanes : 372 | 3,440,933 | 55,188,305 25,208,607 | 41,152,993 | 66,361, 600 1 73, 295 a i 11, 113, 940 
OS ee 49, 063, 470 2,105,146 | 51,168,616 21,844,284 | 40,499, 316 | 62, 343, 600 11, 17 1, 984 at 22, 289, 924 
May 54, 208, 033 2,879, 961 | 57,087,994 22,404, 493 | 39, 432, 842 | 61,837,335 |... 4, 749, 341 ered 7, 038, 265 
JUNE, ....... 48, 643, 413 50,242,441 25, 108, 165 | 38,944,988 | 54,053,153 | 13, 810, 712 40, 848, 977 
MOE senuinock sectibiavsindue tibet ../717, 057, 740 | 25,311,082 '742,368, 822 303,406,313 479, 811,486 |783,217, 799 








Here is a table a month later showing the imports and exports of | any wheat, and of any provisions, and so of all the things that make 
merchandise, gold, and silver for the year ending July 31, 1888: up our exports, of which nearly 90 per cent. are agricultural products, 
none of which are ready to go forwardin July. ‘There are the figures. 


Excess of imports of merchandise ............00..cce.csecee ween cone epacunvevesees $36, 866, 818 = rt . - . ‘ 
SARA OF RRIOENN UII cicreettrcie snsninsevncienioms atenistiapntidoneammcannt “21,909,942 | _ Mr. SHERMAN, I have given the figures for the year ending 31st 
————— | July, and also for the year ending 30th June. There is the consoli- 


58, 776, 769 . . 
en : i ose dated statement, and there can be no mistake about it. I have the 
SOR El EE CII iis tice cantonsd aces ieee niet nen enna settaeenannieatabeate 14, 202, 110 statement for last month from Mr. Switzler, showing Sinn nies andl 
Showing an increasing excess Of imports .........seercseeereereeee 44,454,650 | tion of affairs on the basis of the year ending 31st July—the balance 
of trade against us being $44,484,650, being four million more than it 
was on the 30th of June. I think that the more correct statement. 
What the Senator says is true, that in July in the ordinary course of 
Resse of mer- Excess of gold. | Excessofsilyer, | tfade merchandise is coming here more rapidly and our exports are 
Period. | i ama largely agricultural. 

- Mr. BECK. The merchandise coming here in July for the fall trade 

| Exports. Imports. Exports.| Imports. Exports.| Imports. | is always very large. It is so every year. 
a ay & : Mr. SHERMAN. But it must be remembered in giving the state- 
| ment for the 31st of July I left out July of last year, so that this is as 





Excess of imporls or exports of merchandise, gold, and silver, 





1885. sa broad as itis long. The difference in July of this year would be the 
ana ae ser eres ee ee 7 eer $f, oan - A a same as in July of last year. The figures I have quoted show a bal- 
QenODER....- ca ncosccnesne. IM GAT. TTB oon csccesccas.t... "| 5) 148,983! |" 156, 852 ance of trade against us of over forty millions. That is all I desire to 
November... 18, 599, 680)..........ss00e/es | 8,955,302} 435, 917]... say. 

December ....ccsecsnee) 29, 139, 222. escce. soeslcesesnves eenve! LI, 850, 460) 1, 460, 558 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the report 


1887, of the committee of conference ? 
Mr. ALLISON. I wish tosay a word before the vote is taken, in 
























JANUATY .....-..0000ee0ee] 19,568, 186) .....000-.00-| 721, 859 ] ; ; ; 
February ......- 1, 018, 637] partial response to the query of the Senator from Ohio on my left 
Mareh............ - zvesees) 1, 866, 961 436, 038) ... {Mr. PAYNE] when he asked his colleague [Mr. SHERMAN] whether 
—_ ees S 7 “he aan aor ores ari a the transactions which the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN | was 
Sie Rs a, 113,274,514) 115, 063 765,038). describing were not lawful transactions. The Senator from Ohio an- 
July. | 7,197, 314)......eeeseee| 1,681,976) 673, 057] swered that they were, as they undoubtedly are; that is to say, they 

- anginis| datitpienatghisil naga canigtati oo) caer . bo “atin “ hae trameants ori » Sena- 
ante f12months.,| 19,521, 215\....c00...-- 35, 484,649, 8, 868, 658)... ......... are not in violation of law. The transaction described by the Sena 
Totals ) 7 months... .- 84, 287, 441 | 515,803! 5.385,510)............... | tor from Ohio, wherein a bank surrenders its circulation by a deposit 











| | of greenbacks and the withdrawal ef bonds and then immediately re- 




























ast. deposits those bonds with the Treasurer and secures a deposit from the 
AUR USE, ...00--00000 000101 lsonsnennsvncncens 10, S11, 800... sesesseee| 5s 736, 815 50, oa Government, is lawful; but all that, or at least part of it, can be pre- 
a en “i gies a5 wei, su. ; ad iz ot ee _— ba vented if the Secretary of the Treasury does not want it done. There 
November...........-| 15, 655, 113}... sh a 743, 189) is no collusion between the bank and the Secretary, but the Secretary 
December........-..-.- 21, LIB, B23) .csecseeenee| evneseeneen| 1,827, 383, 2, 086,422 need not do that thing unless he wants to do it, and therefore to that 

1888. extent in every case where it has been done it must have been cone by 
Jenmare ©! 4.537, 506 ......+eceress 228, 819 1,041, 95¢ an arrangement between the Treasury Department and the bank. 
February.....ccosesseeee!sases .|10, 170,923) 652, 9501... 947, 481). Mr. PAYNE. The Senator will allow me to say that I did not hear 
Mareh....... sense .-{12, 201, BOD) .....--- oes ve 2, 903, 875). any intimation from my colleague that there was any collusion in this 
agg ee 5 ase 2 ak = a 75 sor os eben 1, 088 a f ~ | matter between the bank whose circulation was taken up and retired 
June ......... “18° 203536) 2° 861) 106 | 1206; 744). | and the Secretary of the Treasury. 
July... 16, 061, 523| 3, 482, 806 | 1, 152, 737 Mr. ALLISON. I did not say there was any collusion. 

(2monte os, oon. 16] a1, 00, 94aiia, 208, 110].--- 2 | Mr. PAYNE. I can not see the difference. "I ean not see where the 
Totals ) 7 months. 177, 688, 823,13, 207, 749! ..srsrvesace 8, 916, 625) ...-..ccccccces ; danger comes, whether it is done by a bank that has taken up its cir- 


sete eepoeeS ai a oes | culation or a bank that has not taken it up. 
: 3 Mr. ALLISON. I want to explain further, if the Senator will al- 
Mr. BECK. The Senator from Ohio will bear in mind that in the | low me, that no bank can become a national depository unless the Sec- 
month of July every year there is a great falling off in exports and an | retary of the Treasury so designates it. 
increase in imports, beeanse that is in advance of any cotton sales, of| Mr. PAYNE. ‘That is true, and it must deposit bonds as security. 
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Mr. ALLISON. If there are twoor three national banks in the city 
of Washington, for example, or in the city of Cleveland, and those na 
tional banks go to the Treasury and say, ‘‘ Here, we want to deposit 
$100,000 of bonds and receive public deposits,’’ the Secretary of th 
I'reasury can say to every one of them ‘‘I donot designate you for that 
purpose,’’ or he can say to one of them ‘I designate you and I exclud 
the others.’’ 

Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
the Senator from Ohio, wherein national banks have been able w 
capital of $1,000,000 and a circulation of $900,000 to enhance their 
available loanable funds $200,000, could not be carried out « 
the exercise of the discretion which is in the Secretary of the ‘] sury 
alone, and I understand the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE] to sa 
that it is a wise discretion on behalf of the Secretary of the Tre: 
to allow that thing to be done. I think it is an unwise discretion if 
it is done. 

Mr. PAYNE. 


That is true. 
Cherefore I say that the arrangement suggested 


xcept in 


Does he do it? 

Mr. ALLISON. It has been done. 

Mr. PAYNE. The Secretary of the Treasury has not been in 
sion with any bank by which that interchange could be made. 


1] 
colu- 


[I per 


sonally know that banks in my own city have surrendered their cireu- | 


lation without any such understanding or arrangement with the bank 
that it would deposit bonds and receive Government deposits. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, Mr. President, suppose you carry that to its 
logical conclusion. There is now only about $160,000,000 of national- 
bank circulation in existence ; that is tosay, all in excess of $160,000, 000 
is represented by greenbacks deposited in the Treasury. Suppose the 
Secretary of the Treasury should take a bank in Cleveland that is not 
a publicdepository, and that bank should apply to the Secretary for the 
surrender of its bonds by the deposit of gréenbacks. The Secretary, of 
course, has no option about that. A bank can do that whether he 
wants it done or not. That bank the moment it does that says to the 
Secretary of the Treasury that day, ‘‘I have done this in order that 
my bank may become a public depository, and I want now to rede- 
posit these bonds.’’ 

Mr. PAYNE. He may do it, but has he done it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Iam showing now that he may do it. 
These bonds may be re-deposited, and this identical bank instead of hav- 
ing 90 per cent. on its bonds has 110 per cent. 

Mr. PAYNE. How does that affect the currency ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not discussing that question now. 
saying a word about the currency. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis a contraction of the currency because the 
greenbacks are locked up. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to travel into that. 

Now, then, in the case of this particular bank the nationa!-bank circu- 
lation is out of the bank and is represented by greenbacks in the Treas- 
ury. The Secretary of the Treasury can do that with one bank. 
has done it with more than one bank. If he can do that in that way 
with the amount of money that there is now in the Treasury, it can 
practically be done in six months with half the bank circulation in the 
United States. That may be wise financial discretion in the Secretary 
of the Treasury, but I must say that I do not think it is wise, and I 
am glad to say that as I understand the Secretary of the Treasury has 
ceased to doit. I think he has not done this or allowed it to be done 
for the last three or four months, and I do not know but 
stopped it when his personal attention was first called to it. 

Mr. PAYNE. When a bank wishes to take up its circulation and 
deposits greenbacks sufficient to do it and takes up its bonds and de- 


I am not 


posits or sells the bonds or makes any other disposition of them, it has | 


no necessary connection and no practical connection with the specula- 
tion which follows. The transactions have no necessary connection 
with each other. 

| have known of transactions with three or four banks in my own 
city, and there is not one of them that did not take up bonds and sell 
them on account of the great premium paid on them. 

Mr. ALLISON. Suppose that a bank was to do that thing—— 

Mr. PAYNE. You suppose that to be dishonest and speculative? 

Mr. ALLISON. It has been done. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not only has it been done, but I feel bound to say 
that the officers of the Treasury must know when these same bonds 
come back that it has been done. 

Mr. PAYNE. How do they know they are the same bonds? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
the Treasury know them by their numbers. 

Mr. PAYNE. The numbers would show which bonds they were. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Consequently they know they are the same bonds 
that have been surrendered, and everybody can jump at the conclusion 
how it is done. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
if so disposed. In three or four cases where that occurred in my own 
city, to my personal knowledge such was not the case, and there was 
no intimation of any collusion with the Secretary. I do not believe 
there was. | 


Mr. BECK. I only want to say a word. 





They are all registered bonds, and the officers of 


He | 


that he | 
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The Secretary may go into speculation under the law | 


There is not a doubt about | the public business, I think it is the 
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the fact that there is a very bad « } t 
I rey loaned to national banks and t 
is quite as bad to lock ip int i 
et it lite as bad to have to pay $129 
ondholders, and there ib ¢ i 
lves toi The P h 1, ar 
things are bad and has j ( t 
it one way to remedy t 
wa l y gy wo hat 
g I s has se ib ‘ - 
{ l can ~ 
3 e 1 to th ‘ ‘ ‘ 
t President and every l s de} [ 
Tre weuLy 

Che Senator from ¢ »/Mr.S MAN] « l attention 
ance of trade He l | tra r 
fiscal years 1870, 1871, and up to 1872; but the balance of trade was 
in our favor after the disasters of 1873, and in 1874 1 1875 we 
the balancein our favor, ad we r ¢ a 1 now W 
the meaning of that When ; OS] ! that 
making money he builds up and i roves his estate. So w 
ernment. We built 10,000 milesof ra cl yen 1 this 
A man who gets money spend ud put » improvem« 
to make more mon but v ‘ ‘ ch a cond 
were in in 1873 and 1875, with tramp road int land, w no- 
body could do any business, when everything \ + black, and t lf 
n etization of sil r followed, of « irse th bck ot tra i 
our favor, and nobody dared to spend money ry body k i 
if he invested in anything it would be worth 10 per cent. | ‘ ‘ 
year than it was the year he made the investment Will an y 
vest under those circumstance Of course not. The poorer v t 
less we buy, and the richer we are thesurer we areto buy a ‘ 
of property for investment; and that is all there is of that 

fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agré r to 
the re port of the committee of conference. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to ask the Senator from I e tl ‘ 
taken on this report of the committee of conference if he will not agre 
to have the amendments of the Senate in relation to the ‘I y 
building continued in the conference. I have had my attent ‘ a 
to this by a numberof officials of the Department, with th ! 
that the amendments which were put upon the bill by the Senate ¢ 
mittee on Appropriations were absolutely necessary to the continuance 

that building in a proper condition for the public servi rh 
amount toa very small sum, but I see the « littee of 
have disagreed to them and have agreed to the provision of t t 
bill as it came here. Now, I understand that these appropriat 
absolutely necessary. I was in the Treasury Department a 
ago and my attention was called to it and to the t the 
which are required can not be had unless you use the la 1 : 
the bill by the Senate Committee on Appropriations in t 
numbered 36, which reads 

Including emmy € f plu - i ! I 
for their use, $8,2 

While in the original bill it ) $1,000, t] 4 \ t 
numbered 33 provided 

For repairing, filling, and } ting the east front t J 
$10.0 

That, perhaps, is not so absolutely necessary, though I under nd 
that it is required by the Department; but the other, the em nt 
of plumbers and carpenters, | have been 1 i byt 
charge of this work, is absolutely necessary for the comfort of 1 
mates and the preservation of the building I te t ut f 
the Senator from Iowa to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the matter of which the §& tor 

om Florida speaks was very thoroughly considered by t ees 
on the part of the Senate, and the House confi ‘ sim t that 
they would not agree to these amendment vl t » the 
current operations of the Treasury and relate merely to exy 
for repairs the Senate conferees did t feel that the ‘ ‘ i 
to insist to the ext« of losing thi lt ewes d 

Mr. CALL. Iam informed that t Secretary of t | 
called the attention s1 uly of the two H of ¢ ' this 
specific matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Secretary of the Tre did so. H illed 
the attention of the Committee on Approy ‘ ‘ to it 
ina letter, and the chief clerk of the rea é ) ind 

ic his statement, and our judgment was in a rad t idg- 
ment of the Secretary and the chief clerk it the House ot epre- 
se itives declined to agree to the amendments, and we « yuld 
not force them without the consent of the House, and we l ed 
them, as we did a great many amendments which we oul een 
glad to retain. 

Mr. CALL. I wish for myself to say that \ re a matt abso- 
lutely necessary to the lives and the comfort of the people « ged in 

duty of the Senate id on to 
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vbelr judesiuut inthat respect, and if it be necessary that the watter | the alarm last S%ecember about the financial situation of the Govern- 


should go before the country in any question which concerns absolutely 
the good health and the lives and the efficient performanceof the public 


| had to correct it time and again. 


duty; so small a matter as this, called by the officers in charge point- 
edly to the attention of Congress, I really think the committee of con- 
ference on the part of the Senate should insist on the amendments. 
For myself I should never vote to surrender a proposition of that char- 
acter. 

Mr. BECK. We had a very long consultation over that matter. 
Both the Secretary of the Treasury and the chief clerk came before 
us, and they made it appear to us that a portion of the work they de- | 


sired to have done was almost indispensable, and we not only went 
80 far as to retain those things, but we determined, if the other House 
would not give us all, to pick out the mest needful, and we urged in 
two or three meetings to have them provided for. 


them, and great bills, involving the whole running machinery of the 
Government, can not be stopped for matters of that kind. 
of the House of Representatives being Democratic, I being a Democrat, 
and there being a Democratic Administration, I thought if they would 
not consent to the decent running of their own Administration in mat- 
ters of comfort for themselves and their own employés, we were com- 
pelled to yield and let the responsibility be upon the men who refuse 
to give the money needed. All the Senate conferees can possibly do 
is to insist fairly upon the Senate amendments. 

When they have done that, the bill must be closed in some way. 
When we can not get all we want, we must get the most needful things. 
We meet again in December, and in the mean time the House can look 
over these matters and then provide forthem. But at present they 
were not prepared to do it, and we could not block the wheels of the 
Government and stop the whole bill because of an appropriation of ten 
or fifteen thousand dollars for repairs of the Treasury Department, the 
greater part of which is for painting on the outside. It isa very shabby 
looking concern on the outside now, and we thought by the 4th of 
March next, no matter whoshall be elected President, when the Ameri- 
can people come here to witness the inauguration, we should like to 
have the outside of that building look a little more genteel than it does 
now. 

Mr. CALL. I did not refer to the matter of painting or the appear- 
ance of the outside of the Treasury building, but to what I am assured 
is necessary for the interior. I understand there are matters which are 
to be referred again to the committee of conference 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘There are several matters to be further considered 
in conference. 

Mr. CALL. I had some reason to believe if the chairman of the 
committee would assent to this suggestion, in view of the emergency 
and of the pressing character of the representations that are being made 
now to the conferees of the House, that it would be agreed to. That 
was the reason I made the suggestion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Florida that after 
the second conference on these amendments we stated to the gen- 
tlemen of the House, ‘‘ Now, we will adjourn this conference and you 
may goto the Treasury Department and investigate this matter for 
yourselves, and we believe that when you return you will agree to the 
amendments.’’ They came back and at the next meeting of the con- 
ference they declined to yield to anything, and we surrendered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the report 
of the committee of conference? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. 
GorMAN ] is compelled to be absent and desires tosubmit some remarks 
on the report of the committee of conference, and I trust it will not be 
acted upon this evening. 

I have been infinitely amused and delighted, as I doubt not the 
country has been and will be, at the masquerading which has been 
performed to-day by the distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
SON | and the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in their 
efforts to make the people believe that we are upon a financial crisis, 
just hovering over the brink of it, and that our surplus revenues are 
being exhausted, and therefore no tariff legislation can be brought into 
this Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
a moment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. When did I say in any remarks I made that we 
were approaching a financial crisis? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am speaking of you both together as part of 
the great Republican party, distinguished leaders of the party. 

Mr. ALLISON. But the Senator from Missouri should be a little 
more compact in his statements. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Well, I will be a little more compact. 

Mr. ALLISON. Or a little more diffuse. I did not enter into the 
subject of our financial situation at all, except simply to state the.con- 
dition of the appropriations. I will call the attention of the Senator 
to the fact that it was the President of the United States who sounded 





Why, Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me 


The Senate con- | 
ferees tried to have the most necessary items provided for, but the | 
House conferees assured us that they would not and could not agree to 


A majority | 





ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iunderstandallaboutthat. In other words, these 
two distinguished leaders of the Republican party each had his part 
to perform upon the stage in order to produce an effect throughout the 
country. This thing commenced a long time ago, when Mr. Depew 
returned from the West, on a trip out there, and had an interview and 
[t was for the purpose of producing 
a financial crisis, it was for the purpose of producing a stringency in 
the money market, and making the people believe that there was no 
necessity jor the reduction of the revenue which had been recommended 
by the President of the United States. 

After they have had here since the 23d of July a tariff bill which 
proposes a reduction of the revenue, the Senator from Iowa, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriatipns, gets up in an elaborate way 
and undertakes to show that in consequence of the immense appropri- 
ations that have been made there will be no surplus left. 

Mr. ALLISON. I made nostatement respecting the surplus, except 
the fact, and I made no statement that could be tortured into a discus- 
sion of the tariff. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why labor so assiduously to show the great ap- 
propriations that have been made unless it was for the purpose of ex- 
hausting the surplus ? 

Mr. ALLISON. IfI may be permitted to say why I did it, I will 
say that I did it for two reasons: first, because it has been charged pub- 
licly elsewhere that the Senate is responsible for these great appropri- 
ations; and secondly, because in another branch of this Government— 
I will not say where—these appropriations were carefully adjusted and 
arranged and were handed around among leading Democrats every- 
where in this Chamber and in the House of Representatives, in order 
to have the effect thatcertain bills which were pending should not pass. 
In other words, what was known only to the officials who have actual 
charge of these appropriations was disclosed by leading Democrats in 
order to make the Democratic party call a halt. These matters be- 
came subjects of public discussion to such an extent that the candidate 
for the Vice-Presidency of the party of the Senator, in a public debate 
onty the day before yesterday, with 40,000 people present, it is said, 
arraigned this Congress for its monstrous appropriations; and I think 
I am justified as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate, in defense not only of that committee and of myself, but in 
defense also of the Senator from Missouri, who is a member of that 
committee and who is responsible for these appropriations, and all of 
them,as I am, to state exactly their condition and situation, and also 
to show that they are reasonable and proper appropriations, as I be- 
lieve them to be, and also to show that they are in large part because 
of the fact that appropriations which ought to have been made a year 
ago were not made and for reasons which I did not give, but which the 
Senator from Missouri perfectly wellknows. Now, therefore, when he 
chooses to say that I am masquerading here and playing a part for an 
ulterior political purpose, he makes a gratuitous statement which is 
not justified by anything that I have said or done on this floor to-day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, whatever may have been the in- 
tention of the distinguished Senator from Iowa, yet he performs a 
part of a plan which has been enacted to-day, and whether he has per- 
formed it intentionally or not is for him tosay. He has performed a 
part of the plan which the distinguished Senator from Ohio has brought 
before the country, undertaking to show that our imports were in ex- 
cess of our exports. Why parade this just at this time? 

Mr. TELLER. Is it not a fact? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why bringthis forthjuston this particular occasion 
when the Finance Committee of the Senate, of which the Senator from 
Iowa and the Senator from Ohio are both members, has a bill before 
it which proposes to reduce the revenue and to reduce it, I will say, in 
exact compliance with the recommendations and pledges of the Repub- 
lican party made ever since 1868 by their Secretaries of the Treasury 
and by their platforms and by their Presidents in their messages, and 
by the distinguished leaders of the party? I say it looks to me as if 
it was a part of a plan, taken in connection with the speech of the dis- 
tinguished ex-Senator from Maine, ‘‘the uncrowned king of the Re- 
publican party,’’ and the reckless, impetuous leader of that party, not 
always discreet, in which he undertook to tell the people of this coun- 
try, since his return from Europe, that we are in a crisis, we are hav- 
ing a stringency. That is the sound he sends forth. 

Only ashort time ago it was Mr. Depew, a Presidential aspirant, 
who told the country that we were in the throes of hard times, and 
now after the ex-Senator from Maine has issued his proclamation to 
the country that the country was prosperous last year, but is not pros- 
perous this year, then the Senator from Iowa gets up and makes his 
statement in regard to the expenditures, and then the Senator from 
Ohio comes in with an elaborate statement to show that we are approach- 
ing a crisis of some kind, he will notsay exactly what itis, but here it is— 
‘*here are the imports and here are the exports,’’ and then he goes on 
to tell what was the effect in 1837 and what was the effect in 1873. 

Mr. President, why did not the distinguished Senator from Ohio tell 
the country what it was that caused an excess of exports over imports ? 
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A rom the H ; vate in said 
Clerk, announced that the H« ’ - . he s 
ment to the amendments of the ‘ . | 
appropriations he support of 1ding ( ( \ ( 
June 30, 1889, anc r of 7 ‘ . 
9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 15 8, 29 ans : - 
30, 31, 32, and 34, insisted e furth { States S es 
conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two + 1 at 
Houses thereon; and had appointed Mr. TOWNSHEND, Mr. Sa : 
and Mr. RYAN managers at the conference on the part of the House. meena ; , 
The message also announced that the House had passed the follow ery cs tute t : 2 
ing bills: 
: A bill (S. 1813) for the relief of Susan B. Hopkins, widow of A i 
a Hopkins, late of Tallahassee, a., deceased: aud Charles F. Temple ton, D : 
A bill (S. 2197) empowering and directing the Commissioner of Na the suy 1€ Court of the 4 ‘ , t 
gation to register and enroll as American vessels certain sailing-vess trict of said Territory or ' 
of foreign construction r ed in the port of Cleveland, Ohio, | | August 9, 18 
named the Josephine and Tupper, respectiy ( 
EXECUTIVE ION WW m W. Me of the ] ( ) 
The PRESIDENT t The Senator fr Mr. | | ao 4 —* 
COCKRELL ] moves that the Senate proceed to the con ; em, © » r~ eS 4 
utive business. ~~ inegehea yantgaar phos aay ' : 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- | +’ hin and for said District, to b ned to 
eration of executive business. After nine minutes spent in execut , aa OF COnCS SGTE 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 17 minutes p. NW AC 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, August 29 Josenh W. Prest of M a! 
1888, at 12 o’clock m. “5 Mission Tul ; 
—_— under which the mn ri 
NOMINATIONS. solidated) in Cal 
Executi 10m! lions re eived by the Senate Auhst 23, L888 " he iid é - ; 
PROBATE JUDGES. ol, 1888, as ag ; 9 
Francis L. Daggett, of Washington County, Territory of Utah, to be Thomas McCunn tA c ‘ ) - t 
judge of probate in said county, vice E. G. Wooley, whose term of off of the Southern Ute and , 
has expired, as provided by section 19, chapter 397, laws 1887, volu which the agency ier] 
24, United States Statutes at Large. Colorado is p led 
Charles Foote, of Juab County, Territory of Utah, to be judge of ir (act approved Ju 
probate in said county, vice Alma Hague, whose term has expired, as The said Thon MeCunt 
0 provided by section 19, chapter 397, laws 1887, volume 24, United | 1°93, asa 
States Statutes at Large. 
Samuel Francis, of Morgan County, Territory of Utah, to be ju ul ) 
of probate in said county, his term of office having expired, as pro- 
vided by section 19, chapter 397, laws 15 volume 24, United States E 
Statutes at Large. 
S. V. Frazier, of Rich County, Territory of Utah, to be judge of 
probate in said county, vice Geo. A. Pert, whose term of office has e2 
pired, as provided by section 19, chapter 397, laws 1887, volume 24 ( rge Br la lent : 
United States Statutes at Large. resident of Penn \ : 
William Goodwin, of Cache County, Territory of Utah, to be ju York; Joseph W. Oman residen 
of probate in said county, vice James Z. Stewart, whose term has ex- | a ident of New Jerse illiam H. ] 
pired, as provided by section 19, chapter 397, laws 1887, volume 24, | K. Hines, a resident of Ken V i 
United States Statutes at Large. diana; Harry E. Rumsey resid Vyo f 
_ Francis A. Hammond, of San Juan County, Territory of Utah, tobe | D. Tisdale, a resident of Kentucky \ lM 
judge of probate in said county, vice J. t. Barton, whose term of offic Maryland; Friend W. Jenkins, a resident of Penn 
has expired, as provided by section 19, ch upter 397, laws 1887, volume | I’. Cooper, a resident of Georgia, all gt ates of the Naval 
24, United States Statutes at Large. | to be ensigns in the Navy. 
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APPOINTMENTS 1N THE ARMY. | Mr. HOOKER. I will state that I do not know, of course, what oc- 
Inspector-General, Inspector-Gencral’s Department. | curred before entering the Hall, but I understand that under the rules 


of the House, this being a privileged matter, the committee would have 
the right to report in the face of an objection. 
| TheSPEAKER. ‘The Chair will state that under the rules of the 
| House the Committee on Ways and Means have the right to report rev- 
enue bills at any time. 
Mr. HOOKER. ‘That was my understanding; but I desired to call 
the attention of the House to this matter especially, to impress it upon 
the mind of the committee and of the House so as to facilitate action 


Col. Roger Jones, Inspector-General, to be Inspector-General with the 
rank of brigadier-general. 
Captain, 

William W. Averell, late captain Third Cavalry, to be captain in the | 
Army, August 17, 1888, with a view to retirement. 
POSTMASTERS, 

Cameron L. Thompson, to be postmaster at Huntington, in the county - 
of Cabeil and State of West Virginia. ba cy this bill. . ; . 

Edwin 8. Hallock, to be postmaster at Evanston, in the county of | The SPEAKER. They have the right to report at any time. 
Uinta and Territory of Wyoming. | Mr. ROGERS. I was not sure when I made the inquiry to what 

Daniel L. Miller, to be postmaster at Goshen, in the county of Elk- | committee this was referred. I see now, however, that having gone to 
hart and State of Indiana. |; the Committee on Ways and Means that privilege isin the committee. 

Frank W. Sprague, to be postmaster at Rushville, in the county of | 
Sheridan and State of Nebraska. 

Leopold L. Daus, to be postmaster at Rock Springs, in the county of | 
Sweetwater and Territory of Wyoming. 

l’rank F, Stevens, to be postmaster at Richfield, in the county of Mor- 
ton and State of Kansas. 

William D. Kelly, to be postmaster at Ellis, in the county of Ellis 
and State of Kansas Mr. Srewart, of Texas, asks indefinite leave of absence. 

. : ; , . > <7 Mr. TURNE ieorgia, requests leave ; , 2c 
Thomas Madigan, to be postmaster at Wallace, in the county of Wal- | Se ee anene Seen Se SRS me TR PO, oe. AeseaNt 


: —_ | of urgent and important business, 
lace and State of Kansas. Mr. HEMPHILL requests leave of absence, on account of sickness. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE, 
The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will lay before the House certain per- 
sonal requests of members, which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Grosvenor asks leave of absence for ten days, on accouut of engage- 
| ments of a personal character. 
Mr. Dr Lano asks leave of absence indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


Ira Steinberger, to be postmaster at Erie, in the county of Neosho | 3!'- Houk asks indefinite leave of absence, on account of sickness. = 
and State of Kansas ? | Mr. McRae asks indefinite leave of absence, on account of sickness in his 
7 wee —e | family. 

avi » Clark : stmaster ¢ *hillips j > ¢C r of aint eed . a 

David C, Clark, to be postmaster at Phillipsburgh, in the county of| pe SpRAKER. Is there objection to these several requests? 


oe and State of Kansas, : ai __. | Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. This question has 
Wi es a we be postmaster at Forest City, in the county of | j,,en disenssed a good deal on the floor of the House, and if we are go- 
innebago and State of lowa. i ie .| ing to carry out the order of the House made on Friday last, I shall 
James W. Hughs, to be postmaster at Cawker City, in the county of object to all leaves of absence except in cases of sickness. ‘The ques- 
Mitchell and State of Kansas. : _| tion may be raised on a motion; but I think it is due to us, who also 
Porter Hamilton, to be postmaster at Mapleton, in the county of | pave important engagements, to know whether it is the intention of the 
Monona and State of Iowa. ce House to insist upon the order as heretofore made or not, so that we 
Elias L. Brownell, to be postmaster at Spirit Lake, in ice county of | may determine what to do. 
Dickinson and State of Iowa. The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Ken- 
cin ininlict Sacco hapstididials . tucky to object to all leaves of absence except in cases of sickness, or 
viii " ss i as ae where there is sickness in the family of the member? 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not object in any case 


TUESDAY, August 28, 1888. of personal sickness of the member asking the leave, or where there is 


s . sickness in his family. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CurnHpert, The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read the re- 
D. D. ; s quests for leaves of absence where this condition applies. 
rhe Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. The Clerk read as follows: 
CORRECTIONS, Leave of absence is asked in the following cases: 


TTO TAN ‘ : . Mr. Howk, indefinitely, on account of sickness; 
Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask a correction of the Mr. Dr LAKo, indefinitely, on account of sickness ; 


ReconpD of this morning. Mr. McRakg, indefinitely, because of sickness in his family; and 
On yesterday, when the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] Mr. HemMPHiLt, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
introduced his bill with reference to the duty on cotton-bagging, he The SPEAKER. Is there objection to these several requests ? 
asked unanimous consent that the Committee on Ways and Means, to There was no objection. 
which it was referred, might have the right to reportat any time. The The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House the other re- 
RECORD quotes me as saying ‘‘ I object.’’ quests to which objection has been made. 
My exact words were, and I am not surprised that they were not The Clerk read as follows: 
caught in the confusion then prevailing, ‘‘Oh, no; they have that Mr. GrosvENOR requests leave of absence for ten days, on account of engage- 
privilege now.’’ ments of a personal character. 
The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I supposea motion that this leave 
Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. of absence be granted would be in order? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. The SPEAKER. It would be. 
Mr. ROGERS. I see that my friend, General HOoKER, is now in his Mr. BUCHANAN. I make that motion. 
seat. He was not present a moment ago when the gentleman from New Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to make a statement to the House so 


Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] referred to what took place when my col- | that this matter can be settled definitely with a frank understanding 
league introduced a bill on yesterday. I only invite attention to it | of the facts by the House. 


now in order that the matter may go into the REecorD, as it ought to Before this revocation order, or whatever it was, made by the House 
£0. the other day, I had made engagements covering the next week, as a 


Before my colleague from Mississippi entered the Hall the gentleman | good many others have done; but I did not put into my request for 
from New Jersey rose to a correction of the RECORD, stating the facts | leave that it was on account of sickness; for while I am personally not 
which occurred on yesterday, that my colleague when he introduced | perhaps a robust person, I am not suffering with any illness, and I do 
his bill asked consent that the committee should have leave to report | not call it ‘‘ professional’’ business because it is not strictly of that 
at any time, to which request the gentleman from New Jersey is re- | character. Frankly, I have engaged to go to the State of Maine to make 
ported as having objected. This language he corrects in the RecorD, | some speeches at places indicated to me, beginning on Saturday atter- 
and applies other language, the exact words of which I can not now | noon next and running up to the end of the campaign. [Laughter. | 
recall, but the substance of which is to the effect that the committee Mr. WEAVER. Had not the gentleman better stay here and make 


has the right asked by my colleague under the rules. his campaign speeches ? 
Mr. BUCHANAN. My exact words were, ‘‘Oh, no; they have that Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Iowa will please take care 
privilege now.”’ of his own business, a cheap-John attempt at personal notoriety, and ! 
Mr. ROGERS. The parliamentary inquiry I wanted to suggest was | will take care of mine. ; 
this: If the language of the gentleman from New Jersey did not in fact I want the House to vote squarely upon this question. I desire to 


amount to an objection, ought not the Recorp be made to conform to | go. I made the engagement at a time when any member would have 
that understanding, so as to show that the request of my colleague was | made a similar appointment without any hesitation. No opposition 


granted? had been made by anybody and a good many are away already on the 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it does not amount to an objec- | same mission. The distinguished Democratic candidate for Vice-Presi- 
tion, on the ground stated by the gentleman from New Jersey. dent has had in his train a very distinguished coterie of members o! 


Mr. BUCHANAN. If there is any doubt about it, I will withdraw | the House, and I am very glad to see that side of the House out al- 
the objection. ready. 
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Mr. BLAND. In the mean time the great leader of your party is 
already in Maine; and quite a number of others. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. [did not rise to make a political speech; but 
if you will come up on Saturday you will havea first-class opportunity 
to hear a first-class political speech. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman proceeded to allude to the next Vi 


President of the United States, and I thought there was a little p 
ticsin that. [ Laughter. ] 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to know whether we are to be com] led 
to be present here at the latter end of dog days and prevented from 


entering on engagements of a political character, but have to sit around | 
here while—— 

Mr. BLAND. It is the same on both sides. 

Mr. WEAVER. I want to say this about whether members are to | 
be compeiled to sit here in the latter end of dog days or be out mal 
ing political speeches: I think they are compelled to stay here. ‘That 
is their first obligation, and that is what they are sent here for. It is 
not fair to the balance of us to stay here and swelter through dog days | 
when we have not a sufficient number of members here to transact the 
public business. If anybody is to go, let us all go. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I wantto say in explanation | 
of my objection to the granting of leave of absence to the gentleman | 
from Ohio that it presents the question in a concrete form where we 
can see whether we are going to carry out the resolution passed last Sat- 
urday, and follow in the line of the language of my distinguished friend | 
from Illinois [Mr. PAyson } when he said that he intended to see thata 
quorum appeared. Here is a distingaished gentleman from Ohio, of 
high character and of national reputation, who gives us the reason why 
he wants this leave of absence. I intend to vote for it; but I want to 
state that some of us having engagements of the same character have 
thought it necessary to cancel them because of the action of the Hous« 
in revoking the leaves heretofore granted. We ught it our duty in 
obedience to this action, and in submission to the spirit of that reso 
lution, to cancel these private engagements. or these semi-public en- 
gagements. Knowing that gentlemen were going to make these re- 
quests, I thougat we had better have this question sharply brought | 
before the House, so that if one gentleman is to receive leave of ab- | 
sence on that ground it would be understood that all members of the | 
House might go ahead and make these engagements with the under- | 
standing that it would be agreeable to the wishes of the Housi That 
was the only object I had in making objection, and in making it in 
this concrete form. 

It is not a difficult matter for any gentleman to object to the whole 
House without naming anybody. It is not a diflicult matter for gen- | 
tlemen to say they object, that everybody ought to be here; but it is | 
somewhat an ungracious matter to make that general dec) 
sonal in a concrete case, and we can only accomplish this av 
pose of compelling the attendance of a quorum by doing that yw 
if we are going to do it, here is the fair opportunity on public ground 
by holding that attendance here is of higher importance than publ 
speaking in the campaign, and then we will know the mind of th. 
House and all of us regulate ourselves accordingly; or the House ean | 
grant the leave and then we can act on the hypothesis that the House | 
approves these engagements. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I hope the request of the gentleman 








from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] will be granted, for I will have to go 
next week myself. [ Laughter. | 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, in the matter of granting 
these leaves of absence it seems to me that the necessities for ea 
ought to appear, as in the case of sickness forinstance. In amere mat- 
ter of going out upon a tour of speech-making it is not indicated whethe1 
it is a matter of necessity or not. For instance, the State to which th 
gentleman has been assigned is largely Republican, and the home of 
the most distinguished member of the party, and it would seem to m 
in this case it is apparent there is an absolute necessity for his presence 
in the State of Maine. [ Laughter. } 

Now, that ought to be one-of the elements, it seems to me, in th« 
matter of granting leaves. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to make an amendment that will do justic 
to members of both sides of the House and operate equally between 
them. I therefore move that every member of this House who files his 


own statement with the Clerk of the House stating that he wants to go | 
out and make a few speeches may have leavetodoso. That is fairand | 
just; and it we are goingto give one member leave we ought to give it | 
to all, and they should file their requests with the Clerk of the House. 
Then we know where weare and what we are doing; and I move that | 
as a substitute for the gentleman’s motion. , 

Several MEMBERS on the Democratic side. That is all right. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not care, in the language of a distin- | 


guished dead statesman of Illinois, whether that amendment is voted | 
up or voted down; but it ought not to be put as a rider to this pro 
osition for this reason—— 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Make a point of order against it. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. That would do on a public bill; but this is a | 
private matter. I should not have made this engagement if the reso- | 
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lution of the House had been ypted before I « 
t elore my po t iis a Tié erent cw 
‘ cements her te I say that that is s fa ) 
my proposition for the reason tl I would n ve ¢ 
ince ent to » to Ma ] i the resolution ‘ 
é vod on the Journal at t time, but having 1 
ment at a time when nobody would have said that I was d 
I do net now wish to forfeit it nd I make the constitut : 
to the order of t:e House that it mpa the torce l ont 
| Laughter. ] 
Now, I do not know but I would c nt to mend me 
ing that this leave of absence should take me into tli strict t 
gentleman from lowa/ Mr. ANDERSON |, be 
lives and moves and has a being there danger will always e) tliat 
district 
As to the question whether there is n ty or danger t 
of Maine, that is not for me to decide yr for him I Sa wel 
place to go to. A great many Democrats are going ther and it 
said that $200,000 in money has gone ahead on the D ocrat ( 
The greatest monopolist in New England, the president of the Maine 
Central Railroad, which runs into nearly every county in the State, is 
a member of the Democratic national executive ttee, and there 
is an opportunity for Democrats vv re this year, which I hon 
doubt, I should think that would be a pretty good stamping 
for them. 
Mr. WEAVER. Is it because so muc!l y ] grome ead t] 
| the gentleman wants to go there? | or} 
Mr. GROSVENOR if the ntleman from Iowa [Mr. W1 
had been assured of the statement which I have made about t 
he would have been th long time ago. Laughter. 
Mr. WEAVER. The trouble is that we are never assured of any 
statement which the gentleman makes Renewed laughter 
Mr. SPRINGER Mr. Speaker, I hope this matter will be la lL asidk 
for the present. If the appropriation bills, and some other important 
measure which it is unnecessary to name at this time, can be disposed 
of during to-day, to-morrow, Thursday, and Friday, I shall then be 


in favor of granting leave of absence until Monday, September 10, to 





all members who desire to avail themselves of it, with the under- 
standing that no business shall be done in the House in the mean time 
this body being perh ips more than a week ahead of the Senate But 
before that is done we must dispose of some necessary legislation ! 
if we begin now to grant these leaves of absence we shall be unab!l 
| do that and sf all not be in a position to grant general leave. Th 
fore, with the view of bringing this matter toa conclusion, I move t 
previous question on the resolution and the amendment. 
Mr. HOOKER. Let the resolution be again read 
The SPEAKER It is not in writing. It is simply a motion m 
by the geutleman from New Jersey | Mr. BUCHANAN | that the gent 
man from Ohio [ Mr. GROSVENOR] be excused. 
Mr. MAISH. lLlunderstood that the gent] n from Minnesot Mr. 
NELSON ] offered an n ( 
The SVEAKER. 1 amendn pending, against ch 
no point of order was made. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I make the point of order that the amendment 


is not germane to the pending motion 
A MEMBER. Too late. 
The SPEAKER. The’Chair had not stated the motion, and there- 








fore the point of order is made in ti! The gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. NELSON] moved as a substitute for the motion of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey that all members desiring leave of absence f 
the purpose of making polit eal speeche sg be granted such leav: upon 
filing their individual statements with the Clerk of the House. 


Mr. HOOKER. I raise the point of order on that. 
The SPEAKER. TheChair thinks the point of order is well take 














This is a personal request by a single member for leave of absence, 
upon the ground stated by him. ‘The motion which the gentleman 
from Minnesota attempts to make as a substitute would be in order as 
an independent proposition at any time, because it is always in the 
power of the House to decide whether members shall attend its sittiz 


or not; but the Chair thinks the motion is not in order as an amend- 


ment. The question is upon ordering the previous question upon t 
motion of the gentleman irom New Jers y- 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is, Will the House grant the 
gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GROSVENOR ] leave of absence, as requested ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. For how long a time? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The request is for ten d 

The question was taken; and the motionof Mr. BUCHANAN to grant 
the leave of absence was agreed to. 

Mr, STAHLNECKER, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of ab- 


sence indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEWART] re- 
quests leave of absence indefinitely. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the leave be granted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish 
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to be considered as objecting to any leave of absence now. What I 
wanted to do was to raise the question, and having done that I with- 
draw my objection. 

Mr. WEAVER. The gentleman does not mean to have it understood 
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that the vote in the case of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] | 


gives other members leave to go off without permission of the House ? 
You do not mean to have it understood, of course, that the vote in the 
case of the gentleman from Ohio gives leave for other members to go 
away without authority. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I 
concerned - 

The SPEAKER. 
that may be presented. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I accept it, so far as Iam 
concerned, as the judgment of the House that the action taken on 
Saturday last was improvident and is practically revoked. 

Mr. WEAVER. I give notice that I do not so accept it. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Llobjected yesterday to granting leave of 
absence to the gentlemen from Indiana [Mr. Hovey and Mr. MAtTson ], 
not from any desire to be discourteous, but because, after the action of 
the House on Saturday in revoking all leaves of absence, it looked to 
me like a farce to begin on Monday granting such leaves solely for po- 
litical reasons. We ought to allow time at least for these gentlemen 


accept it so far as I am 
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to some other proceeding, and therefore announced the result of the 
vote. 

Mr.CRISP. Butthere has been no evidence of the lack of a quorum, 
or no record taken of the vote. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman had the right to demand a 


j div ision. 


The Chair will lay before the House every request | 


who have been absent to get here; we ought to make them think we | 


are in earnest even if we are not. 
Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, since the beginning of this session on 


but twice, once to attend to the launching of the gunboat and another | 


time on business in New York for my constituents. 
ious to get away. I am worn out and absolutely need rest. 


I am very anx- 


neglect to move or support a proposition that all leaves of absence be 
revoked in case certain measures should be presented to the House at 
this session which I think should command the attention of a quorum. 
As | have said, Iam as anxious to get away as any one; but so long as 
Iam compelled to stay here, I certainly feel that when a quorum ot 
the House is necessary to pass business in which my constituents are 
interested I do not want to have my mouth sealed by any action which 
may be taken on leaves of absence to-day. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Why is not this a good time to begin refusing 
leaves of absence except in cases of sickness? 

Mr. SAYERS. I move the previous question on the motion to 
excuse my colleague. 

Mr. GRoSVENOR addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAyers] de- 
mands the previous question. 

Mr. MASON (to Mr. GRrosvENOR). 
House. [Laughter. ] 


You are absent by leave of the 


‘The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof, | 


the motion to excuse Mr. STEWART, of Texas, was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next request. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Turner, of Georgia, requests leave of absence for ten days, on account 
of urgent and important business. 

Mr. CARLTON. I wish to state, Mr. Speaker, that my colleague, 


Mr. TURNER, has been called home on account of urgent and impor- | 


tant business of a private nature connected with his family. As this 
House well knows, he has been steadily in his seatfrom the beginning 
of the session; and I hope the request will be granted. I move that it 
be granted, and call the previous question upon the motion. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce the result of the vote 
just taken—the ayes have it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
ence to this question. » 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Does it require the action of a quorum 
to grant these leaves of absence ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chairthinks it would, except when the House 
is operating under a call. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I doubt whether we ought not to have 
at least a quorum present when these leaves are granted. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the point? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes, sir; because I am unwilling that 
the House shall, so far as I am personally concerned, grant leaves of 
absence founded upon the private or public business of an individual 
when his absence will destroy a quorum. I shall, therefore, raise that 
question in granting leaves hereafter. 

Mr. CRISP. I make the point of order that the gentleman is too 
late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman was in time. 
The Chair had not announced the result of the vote when the gentle- 
man from Indiana rose. The Chair supposed when the gentleman 
stated he rose to make a parliamentary inquiry that it had reference 


My parliamentary inquiry has refer- 


fees Rony ream nine crea he nace 


I do not | 
wish any one to understand by my silence here that I shall decline or 


Mr. CRISP. But he did not demand a division. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I did not care to demand a division 
unless there was something in the point; and I therefore desired to 
submit the parliamentary inquiry before making the point. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman would have the 
right, because he rose before the Chair announced the result of the 
vote. 

Mr. CRISP. Yes; but he made no demand for a division. 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair announced the result of the vote 
before the gentleman could have done so, although he had risen, as his 
parliamentary inquiry shows, for that purpose. The Chair supposed 
he rose for another purpose. The gentleman, however, was on the floor 
and addressing the Chair. 

Mr. CRISP. But he never intimated that he wanted a division until 
it was too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not state that the gentleman de- 
manded a division; but holds that he had the right to demand a divis- 
ion if he rose for that purpose. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I did not demand a division until I had 


| ascertained the fact which my parliamentary inquiry elicited. 
the tirst Monday of December, 1887, I have been absent from the House 


| 
j 
j 





The SPEAKER. The Chair has held that the gentleman has the 
right, if he desires it, to demand a division. Does the gentleman de- 
mand a division ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I do. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to withdraw the request of my colleague. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I hope the gentleman will not 
withdraw it. I hope the House will grant the request. I object to 
the withdrawal. 1 think the leave of absence in this case should be 
granted by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CARLTON. Mr. Speaker, [ filed the leave of absence on behalf 


| of my colleague for the reason I have already stated, that he had been 
| suddenly called home to his family by reason of pressing private affairs 


which required his attendance. He requested me, however, if objec- 
tion was made to the request for leave of absence, to withdraw the re- 
quest; and I hope there will be no objection to the withdrawal. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Ishall notobject to the withdrawal 
under the circumstances, but I think the request for leave of absence 
should be unanimously granted. The gentleman from Georgia would 
not ask leave of absence unless it was a matter of grave importance, as 
he knows his public duties too well. He is a gentleman who never ab- 
sents himself from the House, and who would not do so without suf- 
ficient reason. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


I object to the withdrawal. I think in this case 


| . 
leave of absence should be granted. 


Mr. WEAVER. 
grant this leave. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. I would ask the gentleman ‘from In- 
diana if he will not withdraw his objection. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It is exceedingly difficult to refuse the 
appeals of gentlemen 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish tosay to the gentleman from Indiana that he 
need not feel any delicacy about the matter on account of my colleague. 
He is entirely willing that the request shall be withdrawn. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Because I have been absent myself so 
much and so often during this session that I regret to make any objec- 
tion to such requests. But it strikes me that every day during this 
session we are confronted with the fact there is no quorum. Iam en- 
tirely willing that this Congress shall dissolve now and let every gen- 
tleman go home—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. So is the Senate. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. But it strikes me as an outrage upon 
the House to compel] certain of its members to remain here day after 
day, but utterly unable to transact the public business by reason of the 
absence of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the motion is not debat- 
able except by unanimous consent 

Mr. DOCKERY. I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question having been ordered apon 
the motion. 

Mr. CARLTON. 


I hope, under the circumstances, the House will 








I regret exceedingly-——— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri objects to debate. 

Mr. CARLTON. Ionly wanted to withdraw the motion. 

The SPEAKER. Objection has been made tothe withdrawal of the 
motion. 

Mr. CARLTON. I do not wish to debate the question, but simply 
to ask unanimous consent to withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. That has been made and objection entered. 

Mr. CARLTON. Can I not renew the request? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Would it not be in order to ask unanimous con- 
sent that the leave be granted ? 
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quorum rise? 
Mr. CHEADLE. I make the point of no quorum. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from | 


nois [Mr. SPRINGER] and the gentleman from Indiana [| Mr. CHEA 
as tellers. 

Mr. CRISP. I would now renew the request—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia again KS unal 





consent to withdraw the motion made by his colleague. 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. LI object. I think he ought to be ex 








but 1 object to the withdrawal tior 
Mr. CRISP. It is apparent € is no quorum. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Ark I call for the yeas : 
Mr. CRISP. There beingevide 0 quorum here, it inkine 








to Mr. TURNER to put him in the attitude of obstructing public | - 
ness. 
Mr. CHEADLE. I desire to withdraw the point of no quorum. 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana withdraws the point 
ofno quorum. The ayes have it, the motion is agreed to, and the get 
tleman from Georgia | Mr. TURNER] is excused. 








Mr. BAKER, of Nev rk. I request that my colleague [| Mr. D 
LANO] be excused. He is detained by sickness, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The gentler 
from New York [Mr. De LANo] has had leave granted him. 

PUBLIC LAND 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Sprrn¢ 

will withdraw the demand for the regular order so that I m Ly as 


unanimous consent to introduce a bill for reference. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw the demand for the regular order fo 
that purpose. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11297) to suspend the laws touching the disposal of the p 
lands except the homestead law, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committes 
on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

THE JOSEPHINE AND M. ©. UPPER. 

Mr. PAYSON. I ask for the present consideration of the bill which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk, being Senate bill 2197, empowering and di- 
recting the Commissioner of Navigation to register and enroll as Amer 
ican vessels certain sailing vessels of foreign construction, repaired in 
the port of Cleveland, Ohio, and named the Josephine and M. C. U 
per, respectively. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk wil! report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation be, and he is here! 
authorized and empowered to cause to be enrolled and registered as American 
veseels the sailing vessels known as the M. C. Upper and Josephine, respe 
ively, of foreign construction, but repaired in the port of Cleveland, Ohio, in ax 
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ferring to that incidentally. The question I wish to call attention to 
grows out of statements appearing in public newspapers, for which, I 
presume, he is not responsible, and which I conceive affects myself. 
I want to correct the newspaper statements. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman will say that he desires to make 
a personal explanation, and will state how much time he requires, I 
shall have no objection. 

Mr. JACKSON. Will the Chair hear my statement? 

TheSPEAKER. If the enforcement of the rule is insisted upon, the 
Chair has no discretion in the matter. A ‘‘ question ’’ in the parlia- 
mentary sense means a proposition presented to the House to be dis- 
posed of, and unless the gentleman from Pennsylvania presents some 
proposition there can be, of course, no question of privilege. But if 
the gentleman desires to make a personal explanation, the Chair will 
ask the consent of the House that he be permitted to do so. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman will say that he desires to make 
a personal explanation, and will state what time he requires, there 
will probably be no objection. 

Mr. JACKSON, I expected to take even Jess time than I have al- 
ready occupied. Alli desire is to send to the desk and have read a 
statement which has appeared in the New York Herald and Philadel- 
phia Record alleging that I misrepresented and slandered the wool man- 
ufacturers of Pennsylvania when I stated that they did not favor the 
Mills bill and were, in fact, opposed to free wool; and also to have read, 
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utable gentlemen who are familiar with the facts of the case and who 
fairly represent those manufacturers, and who show that I stated their 
views truthfully and fairly. Ishouvld like to have at least a portion 
of these papers read, with permission to print the remainder. 

Mr.SPRINGER. If the gentleman will state that he desires to make 
a personal explanation 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does so state in substance. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much time does the gentleman require? 

Mr. JACKSON. Not exceeding ten minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to ten minutes. If the gentleman will 
make his statement in five minutes I shall not object. 

Mr. JACKSON. I shall be content with ten minutes’ time and per- 
mission to print the remainder of this statement. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? 

Several members objected. 

Mr. JACKSON. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will make my statement of 
the question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair has already decided, in accordance 
with the rules of the House and in accordance with repeated decisions 
heretofore, that no question of privilege is presented unlesssome motion 
or some resolution is offered. 

Mr. JACKSON. Would it bein order to make a motion to have these 
papers read ? 

The SPEAKER. That would not present a question of privilege. 

Mr. JACKSON. I presume I could print these papers under the gen- 
eral order made in relation to printing remarks on the tariff bill which 
would fully answer my purpose, but I did not wish to do that with- 
out giving in some way to the House public notice in advance of what 
I was dving. I therefore ask unanimous consent that I be permitted 
to print the extracts from the newspapers I have referred to and the 
replies thereto I have prepared in the REcorD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. JACKSON, Mr. Speaker, as an explanation of these papers in 
addition to what I have already said, I would call attention to these 
facts. 

In the course of the tariff debate, my colleague, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BUCKALEW], on the 15th of May last, in his speech, 
which will be found on page 4986 of the RECORD, gave as a reason for 
his favoring the bill underconsideration that it put wool on the free-list, 
to the great advantage of the wool manufacturers of the State. Atthe 
time I asked permission to call his attention to what I considered his 
mistaken representation of the interests of the wool manufacturers, but 
the gentleman declined to yield to me for even a question. 

When the wool schedule was afterward under consideration by sec- 
tions, on the 16th of July following, being the first opportunity I had, 
I made a reply to his statement, which will be found on page 6935 of 
the RECORD. 

I then said, in substance, that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BucKALEW] made a mistake in alleging that ‘‘ free wool’? was 
in the interest and for the advantage of wool manufacturers; that the 
wool manufacturers of Pennsylvania, largely situated in the city of 
Philadelphia, did not ask for free wool, but were uncompromisingly op- 
posed to it; and that I was surprised my colleague should make such 
a mistake. 

Mr. Speaker, at the time I made these remarks I felt confident that 
I knew the position of the manufacturers on this question, and that I 
truly and fairly represented them asa body in the statement I then 
made. 

I was therefore surprised to find that the New York Herald and the 
Philadelphia Record, in noticing these proceedings in Congress, alleged 
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asa reply to these newspaper articles, statements from a number of = 


ing an interior district, assumes to speak for ail these peopleand misrepresents 
their openly declared opinions. 
Messrs. BiIncnaM, O'NEILL, and HArmeEr, whoare the Representatives of Phil- 
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| that in stating that the wool manufacturers of Philadelphia were op- 
| posed to free wool I had misrepresented and slandered them. To cor- 
| rect these newspaper charges I have prepared some testimony support- 
ing the truth of what I said and showing that the wool manufacturers 
of Philadelphia, and in fact the whole country, are almost, if not en- 
tirely, unanimously opposed to free wool and in favor of its protection. 
In justice to myself and in justice to these manufacturers I ask to have 
printed as a part of my remarks these papers. 
The papers are as follows: 
[From the New York Herald of July 17, 1888.] 

FREE WOOL—DEMOCRATS REFUSE TO TAKE IT FROM THE LIST—ONLY A FEW 
* KICKERS’'—MR. JACKSON’S STRANGE STATEMENT ABOUT PHILADELPHIA MAN- 
UFACTURERS—TARIPF DEBATES NEAKLY OVER. 

HirraALp BUREAU, 

AND G STRFETS NORTHWEST, 

Washington, July 16, 1888. 
Free wool passed the House to-day by a handsome majority. To please the 
protectionists tellers were ordered, and the vote, on the motion of Mr, WILKINS 

to strike the free-wool clause out of the Mills bill, was defeated by 102 to 120. 
The free-wool clause is to go into effect on the Ist of October, if the bill be- 

comes a law, and the new wool duties in the Mills bill later, on the Ist of next 

January. That gives the woolen manufacturers a handsome start. 
3efore the vote was taken a queer and rather significant thing happened. 

Mr. Jackson, of Pennsylvania, rose and “‘ gave his testimony ” that the woolen 

manufacturers of Philadelphia are ‘*uncompromisingly hostile to free woo!.”’ 

The queerness of this lies in the fact that Mr. JACKSON does not represent any 
district in or near Philadelphia, but a district in the center of the State, and 
that Philadelphia has in the House four Republican Representatives, all high 
protectionists—Messrs. BiIncuanm, O'NEILL, KELLEY, and HARMER—not one of 
whom spoke up to-day. 

_The Herald, in its recent Philadelphia correspondence, has shown conclu- 
sively and repeatedly that anumber of the leading woolen manufacturers there 
are in favor of free wool, and that a very large and increasing number of the 
workmen in the woolen mills demand free wool, Yet Mr. JACKSON, represent- 
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adelphia districts containing woolen mills, were too prudent to follow Mr. 
JACKSON'S exam 


[from the Philadelphia Record of July 18, 1883.] 
PHILADELPHIA AND FREE WOOL. 


In a report made to the Secretary of the Treasury in 1885 by the National As 
sociation of Wool Manufacturers appeared the following: 

‘The American manufacturer, to compete with the fabrics of other nations 
in the endless variety demanded by our times, must have the power of select- 
ing a portion of his raw material from all the world’s sources of supply. * * * 
The effect of the compulsion to buy greasy wool and pay a heavy specific duty 
on its impurities is that the American manufacturers are thereby obliged to 
give undue preference to light condition over fineness and the other valuabic 
qualities of wools offering in foreign markets. Our manufacturers, moreover, 
are obliged by this restriction to concentrate their competition in foreign mar- 
kets upon the always small proportion of the lightest unwashed wools, while 
our foreign competitors, having to pay duty neither upon wool nor on grease 
and dirt, can buy the heavy wools in the market to much better advantage. 

“To these considerations it should be added that the high specific duty on 
clothing wools—a duty irrespective of the cost—practically excludes the cheap 
and abundant clothing wools of South America, and by freeing them from our 
competition for their purchase makes them much cheaper than they would 
otherwise be to the manufacturers of France, Belgium, and Germany, who 
work them upinto cloths and stuffs by the cheapest labor in Europe.”’ 

This report was signed by Thomas Dolan and James Dobson, officers of the 
association. Is it possible that there are any woolen manufacturers in this city 
who fail to recognize the truth and the force of the above statement? Yet Mr. 
O. L. Jackson, who represents a Congress district in the extreme western por- 
tion of Pennsylvania, arose in the House on Monday and declared that the 
woolen manufacturers of Philadelphia are ‘‘ uncompromisingly hostile’’ to the 
policy of free wool advocated in this report. It is well known that Mr. Jack- 
SON in his assertion slanders quite a number of leading Philadelphia manufact- 
urers, who have declared emphatically in favor of free wool. But it would be 
strange if any numberof them should oppose a change so manifestly favorable 
to their interests and to the general industrial interests of this city. 


Mr. JACKSON. I would call attention to the fact thatin the above 
quotation from the report of the National Association of Wool Manu- 
facturers, the concluding part of the report is omitted, which expressly 
states that the manufacturers favor extending protection to the wool- 
grower. It is as follows: 


It will be observed that in this communication, which, we need not say, is 
addressed not only to you, but through you to Congress and the public, we 
have not urged, as has been customary with this association in former times, 
any argument for encouragement in behalf of the important industry most 
closely allied with our own, that of wool production. Circumstances, which 
we need not mention, seem to have made it expedient that each branch of the 
national wool industry should act independently in representing its interests 
as connected with tariff legislation. 

As the domestic wool-grower, in view of the high cost of labor and the big! 
seale of living required by American civilization, can not profitably send his 
wools abroad, and as every pound of foreign cloth imported, displacing a pound 
of American cloth which might be made here, at the same time displaces a quad- 
ruple weight of domestic wool, it might be claimed that the interests of our 
nearest allies are sufficiently served by securing defenses for the manufacturers 
which constitute theironly market. ‘This was the narrow and selfish argument 
for exclusive protection to manufacturers in former times. 

A broader and more just policy now regards protection to any distinct inter- 
est but as a part of the universal system; and while we demand for our own fin- 
ished products, and more imperatively still, for the labor by which they are 
wana the whole power of defense granted by the Constitution against other 
nations—defense against their policy, their pernicious trade, their extorted and 
pauper labor, no less than against their arms—we would extend the same <de- 
fense to every home product, of the farm, the mine, and the forest, thus mak- 
ing our own identical with the national prosperity. 


A FREE-WOOL CONTROVERSY—MR. JUSTICE CITES FACTS TO SUSTAIN CONGRE*S- 
MAN JACKSON—THE WOOLEN MANUFACTURERS OF PENNSYLVANIA, ALMOST 
WITHOUT EXCEPTION, HEARTILY OPPOSED TO THE INTRODUCTION OF FREE 
WOOL. 


The friends of free wool having gone to the extremity of denying the factson 
which Congressman JACKSON based his speech during the debate on the Mills 
































bill, that gentleman has written the following letter, which was pu } 
Saturday's Evening Telegraph 
‘*Hovuse Or REPRESENTATIVES, Washington, D.C., Ju {, 1858 
Dear Sir: In the cor > of the recent tariff debate in the House I took occa 

















sian to state that the woolen manufacturers of Pennsylvania did not favor free 
wool, Amongthe authorities which | had read at the time to sustain this state- 
ment was an extract from the American, in which you were represented to tak 
thatposition. I notice that the New York Herald and the Philadelphia } l 
criticise my statement, and say that I had no authority to represent the P 
delphia manufacturers, 

‘““My remarks were made on the 16th of July,and reported in the ConGREs 
SIONAL Recorp on the lith,a copy of which 1 mailed you care of Board of Trade 
rooms. I would very much like, if you please, that you would write me, stat 
how far I was justified in saying what I did on the subject 

Very truly yours, 
‘OSCAR L. JACKSON 
Mr. Turopore Justice, Philadelphia, Pa.” 
MR. JUSTICE SUPPLIES FACTS 

In answer, Mr. Justice writes as follows 

‘Dear Sir: Your favor of the 24th received. There is the most ample pr 
without the slightest doubt whatever, that the woolen manufacturers of th 
United States are almost without exception opposed to free wool, They have 
so declared through their associations and individually. 

**Mr. William Whitman, the president of the National Woolen Manufac s 
Association, has declared through the press, on public platforms, and throus e 
periodicals of his association, over and over again in public and in private, and 
before Congress, that the woolen manufacturers believe that free wool is not to 
the best interests of manufacturers nor skilled labor nor the people of the 
United States. He further states that he and the Manufacturers’ Association 
believe in affording to the wool-grower, on principle, the same protection for 
his industry which the manufacturers demand for their industry. Mr. Whit 
man has very truly declared that he can count on the fingers of both bands 
yes, on the fingers of one hand, all the prominent woolen manufacturers of New 
England in favor of free wool. 

“The woolen manufacturers of the Middle States, and particularly of this | 
cality, have been equally outspoken against free wool. Those who occupy this 
section belong to the Manufacturers’ Club, of which Mr. Thomas Dolan is pres 
ident. That gentleman has declared over and over again his belief that free 
wool will be a disadvantage to the manufacturing industry. Mr. Dolan ex 
presses the almost unanimous opinion of the manufacturers of this locality 
whose views coincide with those expressed by Mr. Whitman as the views of the 
manufacturers in the East. 

‘**T inclose a copy of the official organ of the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadel- 
phia, namely, the Manufacturer, of April 1, 1888. This periodical is full of ex- 
pressions of leading and prominent manufacturers, all of them the most repre 
sentative of their class, on the subject of free wool. 

“T refer to the opening speech by Mr. Dolan, on page 5; also to the very a 
address of Mr. Dolan’s partner, Mr. Joseph P. Truitt, on page 9 of the sam 
paper, entitled ‘The proposition to make wool free,’ in which Mr. Truitt say 
*Free raw material is the pioneer of free goods.’ He further says that ‘ he be 
lieves that promises of relief based on free wool are a fraud and unreliable It 


would not give the citizen a suit of clothes one dollar cheaper, and it would r« 
duce his wages more than by any means he could hope to gain twould 1 
sult in free manufactured goods, for the farmer would never rest if you made 
wool free until he made goods free.’ Mr. Truitt says he is ‘in favor of prot« 
tion from the lamb in the field to the clothes on our backs, and I desire now to 
render my emphatic disapproval of free wool.’ 

“*I refer you also tothe very able paper of Mr. Search, entitled ‘The 
tion of wool.’ Mr. Theo. C. Search is one of the ablest young mant 
and merchants in this locality; alsoarepresentative man. Mr. Search be 
that if wool is made free, wool sorting and wool scouring will be done abroad 
He thinks that wool combing will follow it, and that would cripple a large in 
dustry employing a large number of skilled Jaborers 

“T also refer you to the remarks of Mr. James Phillips, jr., of Massachusetts 
one of the largest and most successful of New England manufacturers, w 
success has been conspicuous at a time when worsted manufacturing has been 
generally languishing. In speaking of free wool he says, ‘Anything w ha 
impairs the prosperity of the country is damaging to the interests of that coun- 
try, and you can not injure a part without its effects being felt by other parts 
He says the wool product is one of the most important in the country, and it 
furnishes its producers the means for purchasing our manufactured articles, and 
were wool-growing destroyed it would deprive a large portion of the commu 
nity of purchasing power, and the loss of this home market would depress the 
value of woolen products far in excess of any advantage that would be ned 
by giving the manufacturer his wool at a lower price. 

“ He further says that the immedicte eflect of free wool would be to depress 
its value; thatas soon as thiseffect had caused the extermination of wool-grow- 
ing in the United States the secondary effect would be a material advance 
price abroad growing out of the absence of competition of American wool-gro 
ers among other wool-producers of the world, and the increase of the American 
demand for foreign wool. The woolen manufacturers of this locality who dilfer 
from the majority are only a few proprietors of sma!! establishments, and are 
not representative. It is a well-known fact that the woo owing States of 
California, Oregon, Nevada, Wisconsin, Indiana, and New York have at times 
been Democratic; they are at present Republican, largely in the agricultural 
districts, where wool-growing isan important industry. These wool-growers 
are protectionists, but if their industry is destroyed they will wish to buy their 
clothing and other articles which they require in the cheapest markets in the 
world, and being no longer sharers in the benefits of protection, in consequence 
of the destruction of their flocks, it would be easy for them to fall back intothe 
Democratic free-trade ranks with the solid free-trade South. 

** Manufacturers of the Eastern and Middle States could not retain protective 
duties sufficient to cover the difference in wages, and the destruction to manu 
facturing would take place in these sections until the wages of skilled laborers 
fell to the starvation level of competing wages abroad. 

* There are in the United States 2,287 woolen manufacturing establishments 

I challenge the New York Herald or the Philadelphia Record to produc¢ 
the signatures of the proprietors of ten important Pennsylvania woolen manu- 
facturing establishments who favor free wool. The namesof those parties over 
their own signatures are asked because the following petition for an increase 
of duties upon wool and woolens sufficient to cover the difference in wages 
between Europe and America has been signed very generally by the proprie- 
tors of these establishments within a few months. : 

“They demand not free wool, but enough higher duty upon wool and w 
ens to save their industries from destruction by the grind 
Europe. : 

“ Yours, truly, 
“Hon. Oscar L, Jackson, 
“House of Representaticcs, Washington, D. C.” 
THE PETITION. 

The following is the petition referred to in the above letter: 

“ To the honorable the Senate and the House of Representatives of the United States: 

“ The undersigned citizens of the county of * * * andStateof * * * re- 
spectfully petition your honorable body for speedy action on the subject of pro- 
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FLUCTUATIONS OF PRICES 
uFFS FROM 1825 TO 1587. 





We give below a table showing the average price for Ohio fine wool from 1825 
to 158/, the period covered by the several tariffacts. Prices for each period 
were not so much influenced by the duties imposed as by the ruling price in 
Burope, which largely determines the price in America. There has been, how- 
ever, no free wool since the year 1816. Duties were increased in 1830, before the 
Australian and South American competition was important,and this was fol- 
lowed by an advance of over 5 cents per pound in the average price of Ameri- 
can wool, From 1833 to 1842 the tariff was systematically reduced each vear. 
When this reduction began the price of wool was 61 cents, and when it ended 
the price was 43} cents and the tendency of prices was generally downward, in- 
terrupted for brief periods by speculative excitement and by fluctuations in 
prices in London. There were no wide fluctuations in the average price from 
1843 to 1861, and those which did occur are identical with similar movements in 
the markets of the world. Itis a significant fact that the period between 1564 
and 1567 was one in which the average price was the highest, and was also the 
period when the tariff and the premium upon gold—which was equivalent to an 
additional tariff—was also highest. Wool raised in Australia, South America, 
and the Cape of Good Hope amounted in 1860to a total of over 65,000,000 pounds 
of scoured wool, but in 1568, when our tariff act of 1867 became operative, the 
woo! product of these same countries was 195,000,000 pounds, an increase of 300 


per centin eight years. The depressing effect upon prices of wool by this enor- 


mots increase began to be apparent at that time, resulting in a downward tend- 
ency to prices in London and consequently in the United States. The increase 
in the amount of wools raised in foreign countries continued until in L887 it had 


reached the enormous total of 370,000,000 pounds of scoured wool, 

What was the effect upon prices of American wool when the tariff was re 
duced in 1883 and competing foreign wools were declining? Under the tariff of 1867 
the average price of Ohio fine from 1876 to 1583 was over 42 cents. Inthe five years 
following the reduction made in 1883 the average price for the same wool was 
33} cents, a decline of 8} cents per pound; and with the same rate of increase in 

hese foreign countries, where wool-growing has not yet reached its maximuni, 
the probabilities are that during the coming years domestic wool may have to 
face the competition of a still lower range of prices in London, and therefore it 
is quite apparent that wool-growing in the United States would be doomed 
should there be any further reduction of duties, and that it is not only neces- 
sary to the preservation of the wool-growers’ interests that the present rates of 
duties be maintained, but that he should have still more protection; but no 
amount of protection on his wool will help him unless the manufacturer who 
buys his wool has similar protection, paying as he does over 100 per cent. higher 
wages than is paid in Europe. 





Table showing the average price for Ohio fine wool from 1825 to 1887, under the sev- 
eral tariff acts. 
Average price 
for XX Ohio 
Periods, ‘wool under dif- Duty. 


ferent tariff 
periods. 








1825 55 «| 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

EE bickcdieses 46} | 25 per cent, ad valorem. 

1827 40} | 30 per eent. ad valorem. 

1828... 45} | 4cents per pound«and 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

1829....... | 454 | 4cents per pound and 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

1830 to 183 60; | 4 cents per pound and 50 per cent. ad valorem, 

1833 61 4 cents per pound and 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

L834 64} | 4cents per pound and 38 per cent. ad valorem, 

1835 64 4 cents per pound and 36 per cent. ad valorem. 

1836.. 8: | 4cents per pound and 34 per cent. ad valorem. 

1837 | 4 cents per pound and 82 per cent. ad valorem. 

a | 4ecents per pound and 30 per cent, ad valorem. 

1839 | 4 cents per pound and 28 per cent, ad valorem. 

ai iuecon as | 4cents per pound and 26 per cent. ad valorem. 

IE csspine 50} 4 cents per pound and 24 per cent. ad valorem. 

1842... 43} | 4cents per pound and 22 per cent. ad valorem. 

1843 to 1846, 47¢ | 3 cents per pound and 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

1847 to 1857. 17} | 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

1858 to 1861. 50; | 24 per cent. ad valorem. 

1862 to 1863. 645 | 9 cents per pound. 

1864 to 1867. 74 | 12 cents per pound and 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

1868 to 1872. D4e | 10 and 12 cents per pound and 10 and 11 per cent. ad 
vyaiorem, 

1873 to 1875 5S i9 and 12 cents per pound and 10 and 11 per cent. ad 
valorem, less 10 per cent. 

1876 to 1883. 2} | Wand 12 cents per pound and 10 and 11 per cent. ad 
valorem. ° 

1884 to 1887. 34% 10 and 12 cents per pound, 

A PROTEST AC Ct PASSAGE OF THE MILIS BILL FROM THE MANUFACTU 





CLUB OF PHILADELPHIA. 


The following resolution was adopted at a meeting of the Manufacturers’ Club 
of Philadelphia on March 19, 1888: 

‘ Resolved, That the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia desire to make pro- 
test 1inst the adoption into a law of the tariff measure prepared by a majority 
of the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives and com- 
monly known as the Mills tariff bill. The Manufacturers’ Club further protest 
against the passage of the said bill even in an amended or modified form, be- 
lieving it to be based upon wrong principles, to be essentially opposed to all safe 
precedents in American fiscal legislation, and from its intrinsic viciousness cal- 
culated to inflict serious injury upon both the agricultural and manufacturing 
interests of the country,” 

Mr. Joseph P. Truitt said: ‘‘I am opposed to that provision of the Mills tariff 
bill which admits wool free of duty, for the reason that free wool would be of 
no lasting benefittothe American manufacturer. It is stated as one of the prin- 
cipal reasons why this policy should be adopted that the manufacturer would 

btain his wool so much cheaper, 





oO. 
‘If it is true that the abolition of wool duties would re 
of that article to the extent of the duty now paid, there is ; 
opp. it, for every pound of wool and every yard of gox now inthe hands 
of dealers, merchants, and manufacturers would decline in v ec to a corre- 
sponding extent; and, as every sheep in the land must share in the depr 
tion, the immediate loss would be so great as to be almost incalculable. Eve 
mill in the country would be-compelied to stop; thousands of operatives now 
happily employed would be thrown upon the streets, and millions of yards of 
goods would be placed in the auction rooms for sale at prices that could only 
entail a fearful loss to the manufacturers; and while in this weakened condi- 
tion the tide of foreign importation would come rushing in like some vast tidal 
wave. stifling and burying out of sight the industries of America, and years 
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from the evileffects of this ill-advised 
measure, 

“Free raw material isthe pioneer of frees goods, for we can not expect that 
the wool-grower will consent to a policy of protection which embraces every- 
thing he buys, and excludes every article which he produces and wants to sell. 

“ The success of woolen manufacturing in this country is founded upon sheep 
husbandry at home, and the wool-grower is just as much entitled to protection 
upon the wool in which he invests his capital and which he exerts his skill to 
produce as the manufacturer who asks for a tariff in order that he may put it 
Into goods; and I conceive that it is not only fair and honest, but that the very 
success of our business depends upon the support we give to the wool-grower. 
To admit wool free of duty means nothing more or less than the destruction of 
sheep-raising for wool in America.” 

The secretary of the club, Mr. Charles Heber Clark, then spoke as follows: 

‘The pretext for this movement against American industry is that the people 
demand reduction of the duties n imported fabrics. This assertion was 
made bythe President in his recent message, and it has had frequent repetition 
in Congress and in the press. We now formally deny that such a demand is 
or has been made, and we challenge those who are conducting and encouraging 
the movement to produce any evidence in support of their theory. No such 
evidence is in existence, and in its absence we confidently express the opinion 
that the American people do not desire reduction of the duties upon imports, 
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but, on the contrary, are averse to any change which is not in the nature of an 
advance of the duties. There is an old motto which says, * When you stand 


| well, stand still,’ and it applies exactly to the present situation. 


‘It is true that the free-trade newspapers are insisting upon decrease of the 
duties; but these journals are a small minority of the newspapers of the coun- 
try. They circulate chiefly among the illiterate classes (performing the func- 
tion of feeding ignorance with mendacity),and they appear to represent the 
sentiments of a small minority of the people. The fact that they accurately 
voice the desires of the whole body of European manufacturers and have the 
cordial approval of the entire British newspaper press (which, with character- 
istic effrontery, is attempting to meddle with the domestic affairs of this nation) 
is a circumstance that can hardly add force to their clamorous demands. It is 
a fair inference that an American journal which obtains from our industrial 
enemies in Europe the principal expressions of approval of its course does not 
accurately represent American sentiment.” 


A STAB AT THE NATION’S INDUSTRIFS—A DEMONSTRATION OF 
MILLS BILL WILL TO AMERICAN INDUSTRY. 


Mr. James Phillips, the well-known woolen manufacturer, of Fitchburg, 
Mass., is reported at length in the Boston Herald upon the Mills tariff bill. We 
reproduce here some portions of his stviking arguments: 

* The wool and woolen industries of the United States are practically facing 
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| to-day a proposition from a majority of the House of Representatives for free 


wool and an ad valorem duty on woolen goodsand clothing. This in the face 
of the fact that a joint conference fairly representative of both industries has 
decided that both the wool-growing and woolen manufacturing industries are 
now suffering from over importation, and there ean be no doubt that the re- 
duction in both the wool and woolen schedules, made in 1883 by men not friendly 
to American industries, have resulted disastrously and increased importations 
on sixarticles in five years over $11,000,000. 

“The effect of these changes, urged by tariffreformers, and reluctlantly yielded 
by those who perhaps should have had more faith in protection, has not been 
sufficiently encouraging either to American industries or American labor to 
warrant usin going still further on the road of so-called ‘tariff reform.’ In- 
deed, the reverse has happened. The very men who under pressure in 1883 con- 
sented to reductions have now in a clear voice cried ‘halt,’ and decided that the 
interests of both industries demand that we retrace our footsteps by reenacting 
the wool tariff of 1867 with certain modifications made necessary by the progress 
of woolen manufacturing during the lasttwenty years. Nor is it possible, in the 
light of the result which followed the changes of 1883 to view with anything 
short of alarm the radical changes proposed by Mr. RoGrr Q. MILu&s and his 
colleagues of the Ways and Means Committee, aided by the great influence of 
the President of the United States, and an Administration powerfully impreg- 
nated with the doctrine of free trade. For morethan sixty years wool has been 
dutiable, and though some changes in the rates and classification have been 
made, with various results, during this period, the propositions of President 
Cleveland and Chairman Mruts for unqualified free trade in wool has, for the 
first time in the history of the Republic, been squarely presented and advocated 
as an issue for the people to decide. The importance of this step, with all its 
attendant consequences, must not be underestimated. 

‘*We are asked to abandon a system which has stood by us fairly well fo: 
nearly sixty-five years; a system under which our flocks have increased, our 
breeds of sheep improved, our fleeces become better in quality, increased in 
weight, and the food of the people cheapened ; a system under which the Unite: 
States has developed a manufacturing industry, the value of the annual produ 
of which is not far short of $300,000,000. These are all stubborn facts to face 
They go a long way with practical business men and with intelligent workins- 
men. They can not be refuted by theories and conjectures of what might hay 
happened under some other system, and what will happen if one of these tw 
inter-dependent industries is taken from the dutiable schedule and sudden 
plunged into that ‘ haven of free-trade delight, the free-list.’ This, it would 
seem to me, is a fair statementof the vital issue which wool-growers and woo 
manufacturers are called upon by the present Governmenttoface. Free wo 
That is the key-note of President Cleveland’s message,and that is the basis «! 
the Ways and Means Committee’s tariff bill. To impress the idea of free w: 
upon the people of the United States,the President was willing to banish : 
other questions from hismessage. Toemplhasizethe idea of free wool Mr. M: 
was willing to leave coal and iron ore for the moment on the dutiable lis 
reduce pig-iron slightly. The issue, therefore, is unmisiakably made ou 
wool, and that must be considered first. 

“It has been clearly demonstrated by those who have studied the subject ! 
torically and statistically in all its details, that without protection th« 
growing industry of the United States will be destroyed; that under n 
conditions a sufficiently high protective tariff will make that industry rem 
ative and prosperous; and that when under a protective tariff the prices of 
have been so low as to make wool growing unremunerative, it has resulted ! 
from the tariff but from abnormal conditions, and but for the tariff the dec! 
of the industry would have been much greater. Itis hardly possible to pre 
the facts which point unmistakably to these conclusions in the present di- 
sion, butin a general way it may be stated that precisely thesame reason Wi!) 
makes itimpossible for the woolen manufacturer in the United States to com- 
pete with woolen manufacturers in foreign countries—namely, the differenc: 
cost of labor—enters into the problem of wool growing. In other words, t 
cost of labor engaged in wool growing in South America, in Australia, in Kuss 
and in other countries is much less than in the United States. Then the cost of 
pasturage in those countries is less than in our own, to say nothing of climati 
differences which make it necessary for us to feed and care for our sheep dur! 
the cold winter months. All these facts have been brought out in an unmis- 
takable way by the wool-growers of the country. , 

“They have made as good a ease in favor of protection as can possibly be 
made by any other industry. There can be no doubt of this, If this is admit- 
ted, and even free-traders must admit it, then I claim that it is impossibie tor 
any man who considers himself a protectionist, let alone any manufacture? 
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Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, fro: 
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the remainder of the hour to which the committee is entitled may le 


occupied to-morrow. 
Mr. WILKINS. I object 
The tellers continued the count. 


number of minutes may remain—be occupied by this committee to 


RECORI 


Allen, Miss. 


Allon, Mass 


| Blanchard, 





J— HOUSE. 


Blount, 


NAYS—3. 


Morgan. 


NOT VOTING—1M. 


Dunham, 


Gaines, 


Landes, 


McKenna, 






AvuGustT 28, 


Rockwell, 


Simmons, 
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Mr. DOCKERY (daring the count). I renew the request that the | Anderson, Iil. Dunn, Lawier Rowell, 
remainder of the hour to which this committee is entitled be taken to- \rnold, Enlo Lodge, Russell, Mass. a 
\ikinson, Ermentrout,.¢ Macdonald, Rusk, § 
morrow Barry, Felton, Matfett, Scott, a 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the request of the | Belden, Finley, Matson Seymour, 2 
reontleman Belmont, Fisher, McAdoo, Shaw, 4 
gentieman, B Fitel Mel Sl man 4 

> ery ° . oe . siggs, ‘itech, MM. ammy, Sherman, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Itis that the remainder of the hour—whatever | Bingtiam, Ford, McComas, Shively, ; 


morrow. ee. Gallinger, <r eee Sowden, 
m . > > OOthMan, ray Myx inney, Spinoia, % 
; Phe SPEAKER. Does the gentleman mean that the hour now run- | Boutelle, Glover, MeMillin, Spooner, s 
ling shail cease entirely for to-day, or that the Chair sha roceed to | Bowden, iranger, McRae, Staninecker, 4 
I hall tirely for to-day ! he C hall } 1 t I ! ( Mel StahInecl 
call another committee? brewer, Greenman MeShane, in Stephenson, a 
M I : . ' 7 we a ; i 3 : Brown, Ohio Gu nther, Milliken, Stewart, Tex. 3 
Mr. DOCKERY. My intention is that the hour be terminated for | Puckalew, Hare. Mills. Stewart. Vt. 
to-days | Burnett, Hatch, Moflitt, Stone, Mo. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous con- | ne ao Ohi are mn Seen any. ee 
. . ° . > . a poeil, Olio Sy) par . Moore, arsney, 
sent that the hour for the consideration ol bills called up by com- | Cra dier. Sivek Morrili, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
mittews be considered as terminated for to-day, and that the Committee | Carlton, Holmes, Morse, Thomas, Ky. 
: T S : ardy kins es T s, I 
on Expenditures in the Treasury Department have the same time to- | ©!@"dy, Hopkins, 11. Oates, poo, 
ate ; ; } 7 : . Clark, Hopkins, N.Y. 0’ Donnell, Thompson, Cal. 
morrow that they would have to-day. Cockran, ee oak O'Ferrall. Tillman, 
Mr. WILKINS. Then if this measure should not be concluded to- | Collins, lovey, Outhwaite, Turner, Ga. ; 2 
morrow, would the committee have another hour on the next day ? : owls’ sk aa Wade’ j § 
The SPEAKER. ‘They would, on the next day or whenever there | Cox. Hunter, Weber. | a 
may again be a consideration-hour. Crisp Hutton, West, 
- . : 7 ee : % ' 1 ston. N.C y . : 
Mr. WiLKINS. Then I object. a heon, — ton, N.C. wre es ; 
, : > , . . ° e area, Jones, Be SNe . 
_Mr. WHEELER. Then I ask unanimons consent to withdraw this | Darlington, Kean, Plumb, Whiting, Mich. . 
bill and call up another. Davenport, Kennedy, Prgsley, Wickham, j ° 
Pp >T r > rast . . ° avidea » P mee Randall! Tilber ~ 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to withdraw his mo- ers Ala, _ a oo arin: W. Va c 
. ‘ . > . a . *tcham, tayner, Is . We a. iS 
tion. The gentleman, as the ¢ hair understands, withdraws his motion | pibble, Kilgore, Reed, Wise. 
that the House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the | Dingley, Laffoon, lice, 
— ) echerty ‘ | , 2oberts 
state of tlhe Union. Dougherty, Laidiaw, Robertson, 
Mr. WHEELER. If I now present another bill, will it have the During the roll-call, 4 


same rights as if it had been cailed up originally? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state thatif another bill should be 
taken up and should not be disposed of before the expiration of this 
hour, the committee would have another hour if necessary to complete 
the consideration of that bill, but not to call up any other bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. Then I ask for the yeas and nays on the bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is the way to do it. 

Mr. WILKINS. It is too late. 

Mr. WHEELER. I can renew the motion to go into the Committee 
of the Whole to consider bills reported from the Committee un Expend- 
itures in the Treasury Department. 

The SPEAKER. What bill? 

Mr. WHEELER. The bill the title of which has been read, a bill 
(H. R. 9623) to provide for printing Government securities in the 
highest sty!e of art. 

On that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the aflirmative—yeas 


167, nays 3, 


Abbott, 
Adams, 

Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, lowa 
Anderson, Miss 


Anderson, Kans, Dalzell, Laird, Ryan, Mr. RAYNER with Mr. Brown, of Ohio. 

Bacon, is D ividson, Fla. Lane, Sawyer, Mr. Russet, of Massachusetts, with Mr. CoGSWELL. 

gjaker, N. Y. Davis, anham, Sayers, on seal TonwD 

Baker, Ill Dockery, Latham, Seull, Mr. Rre E with Mr. W EBER. 

Bankhead, Dorsey, Lee, Seney, Mr. SHIVELY with Mr. WICKHAM. 

Barnes, Elliott, Lehibach, Smith, Mr. Pipcock with Mr. PHELPs. 
avne ‘“sarquhar linc Rael ae . 

haga a oe a Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. Moore. 

Bound, Foran. Lyman, Steele, ' Mr. CANDLER with Mr. FINLEY. k 

Bowen, ee Forney, ape, Seovast, Ge. Mr. McCLAMMY with Mr. WoopBURN. ie 
sreckinridge, Ark. French, Mahoney, Stockdale, a . Pcs ay 

Breckinridge Ky. Fuller, Maish, Stone, ky. Mr. MCMILLIN w ith Mr. Bt RROW Ss. a 

Brower, Funston, Mansur, Struble, Mr. BUCKALEW with Mr. BAYNE. 3 

Browne,T. H.B.,Va.Gear, Martin, Taulbee, ; Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. Hopkins, of New York. 

Browne, Ind Gest, Mason, Taylor, E. B., Ohio Mr. Hupp with Mr. ARNOLD 


Brown, J. R., Va. 
Brumm, 

Bryce, 
Buchanan, 
Bunnell, 


not voting 154; as follows: 


YEAS—167. 


Cothran, 
Crain, 
Crouse, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 


(ribson, 
Glass, 
Golf, 
Grimes, 
Grosvenor, 


Jackson, 
Johnston, Ind, 
Kelley, 

La Follette, 


Lagan, 


McCormick, 
McCreary, 
MeCullogh, 
Merriman, 
Merrow, 


Richardson, 
Rogers, 
Romeis, 
Rowland, 
Russell, Conn, 


Thomas, Wis. 
Thompson, Ohio 
Tracey, 
Townshend, 
Turner, Kans. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, said: I ask leave to vote. I was in 
the restaurant taking a lunch when the roll was called. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has no right under the rules even to 
entertain this request if the gentleman was not within the Hall when 
his name was called. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I willsay, then, that I would have 
voted in the affirmative if I had been here. 

‘The following were announced as paired on all political questions 
until further notice: 

Mr. PEEL with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. Bryce with Mr. ATKINSON. 

Mr. LANDES with Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr. SIMMONS with Mr. ARNOLD. 

Mr. Gay with Mr. HIRes. 

Mr. HAYES with Mr. FELTON. 

Mr. ByNwUM with Mr. OWEN. 

Mr.‘ MILLs with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. McComas. 

Mr. MCKINNEY with Mr. BoOoTHMAN. 

Mr. CAMPBERL, of Ohio, with Mr. KENNEDY. 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr. De LANo. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. Houk. 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. JONES with Mr. CROUSE. 


Mr. Jounson, of North Carolina, with Mr. SeyMour, 
Mr. MCSHANE with Mr. YARDLEY. 
Mr. Hoaa with Mr. HoLMEs. 














Burnes, Grout, Neal, Vandever, Mr. CutcHEoNn with Mr. TARSNEY. 
oo ; pe ao oo Mr. TimotHy J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BowpDeENn. 

utterworth, armer, Newton, arner, Mr. CARLTON with Mr. MorFriTr 
Bynum, Haugen, Nichols, Washington, ar. \ -TO! ; ali . or 
Campbell, F..N. Y. Hayden, Norwood, Weaver, Mr. HOWARD with Mr. Hopkins, of Illinois. 
— pbell,T.J i. eee Netting, Wheater, “a Mr. Crisp with Mr. ROWELL. i: 
Jannon, enderson, lowa eall, Ind. 1iting, Mass, — tn ‘ af yer 3 
Caruth, Henderson, N.C. O'Neill, Pa. Whitthorne, Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, with Mr. REED. a 
Caswell, Henderson, Ill. O’ Neill, Mo. Wilkins, Mr. Forp with Mr. O’ DONNELL. : 
— ee Qeee. _ Mr. Morse with Mr. WaItrna, of Massachusetts. A 
Cheadle, ermann, "arker, illiams, . os eal ner 
Chipman, Hiestand, Patton, Wilson, Minn. a MONTGOMERY ee eee ne IMlinois 
Clements, Hitt, Penington, Woodburn, Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. 1HOMAS, 0 inols. 
Come, . Hogg, ae, yaw. Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RoCKWELL. 

Jogswell, olman, eters, oder, ‘ ‘TPNPToEr 
Compton, Hooker, Phelan, Yost. Mr. OATES with Mr. Gi ENTER. 
Conger, Hopkins, Va. Post, Mr. Scott with Mr. CLARK. 
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M ,ELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT, 
Mr. | with Mr. Morrow. 

MI I with Mr. Ki 

, Co IN with Mr. Gor 


Mr. Gi NMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 
Mr. COLLINS with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachuse 


Ae 
- 


Ir. ROBERTSON with Mr. DoRSEY. 
Mr. PERRY with M SPOONER. 
Mr. CLARDY with Mr. WADE. 
Mr ART, of Texas, with Mr. DUNHAM, 
Mr. DARGAN with Mr. WEST. 
Mr. BoureLLe with Mr. W1 
Mr. RANDALL with Mr. KELLEY. 
Mr. HatcH with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, 
Mr. HARE with Mr. PLUMB. 
Mr. DoUGHERTY with Mr. STEPHENSON. 
Mr. MATSON with Mr. Hovey. 
Mr. McRAE with Mr. KERR. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. MCKINLEY, 
For this day: 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. Coop! 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. PUGSLEY. 

Mr. Berry with Mr. Josepu D. TAYLOR. 

Mr. Cox with Mr. BREWER. 

Mr. PERRY. I notice thatI am paired, and therefore will withdraw 
my vote. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. WILKINS. For fear my vote may be misunderstood I will 
change my vote from the negative to the affirmative. I do this for 
fear my objection to this bill may be misconstrued. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to change his vote 

Mr. WILKINS. I desire to have my vote recorded in the affirma 
tive. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I notice again, Mr. Speaker, that I am 
paired with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILs]; } ie wel 
here, as he would vote the same way as I do, I will leave stand 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. BYNUM. I withdraw my vote, Mr. Speaker, being paired with 
my colleague [Mr. OWEN]; but I wish the RecorpD to show that if | 
had voted I should have voted ‘‘ay’’ on this propssition. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House, Mr. McCREARY in the chair. 


R. 





If I had been present I would have vote 





PRINTING OF GOVERNMENT SEt RITIES. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whol 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill the 
title of which the Clerk will read. 

Che Clerk read as follows 

\ oll (HL. R. 9623) to provide for printing Government securities in the 
étyie ot art. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be read. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move to dispense with the reading of the bil 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The bill should certainly be read; we want to 
know what we are voting upon. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I would like to hear it read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act all Government 
securities, bonds, notes, che stamps, and drafts shall be printed in the high- 
est style of the art of plate-printing from hand-roller presses 

Sec, 2. That hereafter the Chief and Assistant Chief of the Pureau of Engravy 
ing and Printing shall! be either practical engravers or plate-printers. 








The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: 


Strike out, in line 4, the word “* checks ” and, in line 5, the words “‘and drafts 
and insert, before the word “ stamps,” in line 4, the words ‘‘and internal-rey 
enue;’’ so that it will read, ** bonds, notes, and internal-revenue stamps shall 
be printed,” ete. 


Mr. WHEELER. 
[Mr. ForAN]. 

Mr. WILKINS. 

Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr, WILKINS. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
own time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The reading of the report is in the nature of de- 
bate; and when the gentleman from Ohio gets the floor he will ha 
of course, the privilege of having the report read in his own time 

Mr. HEARD. I would like to ask the gentleman from Alabama. in 
charge of the bill, if he will either have the report read, or ma! 
explanation with regard to the bill ? 

Mr. WHEELER. I will state that the report is quite lengthy, and 
that it has been in the hands of the members of the House for several 
weeks. I can not have it read now, for the reading of it would occupy 


all the time during the hour, and destroy the only chance of actiun on 
the bill. 


I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 


Is there not a report accompanying this bill ? 
There is quite a lengthy report. 

I ask that the report be read. 
The gentleman can have the report read in his 
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is so inferior that the work of the counterteiter is rend 

and I say it is no wonder, because the notes now 

cially the silver certificates that have been out buta 

have such a defaced and ge nerally | 

man with a steel pen and the proper quality of ink ¢ 

an equally good imitation in a very short tir 

room of the chief of the Treasury detective 

reau, any number of notes which have been « terfeit 
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is admitted by the chief that the work is inferior to 

This is not a « 

is not a question of economy for the Government, but « 

people. The people demand a currency equal ir 

of other nations; aboveall, they want a current 

printed that amateurs at least can not counterfeit it. 
[ Here the hammer fell. ] 


the chief isin favor of cheap work. 
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Mr. WHEELER. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. ‘The question presents itselfin this bill whether, 
under the present arrangement of the Bureau of Printing and Engrav- 
ing, we shall continue our present system of press-work. It is gen- 
erally conceded that our engravers are as skilled workmen as can be 
found in the country. Thatis justas universally conceded as that the 
currency of the United States as printed by these steam-presses is about 
the poorest in the world. 

Now, sir, it is only ten years ago since these presses were put in the 
Government office. They were putin there and covered by a royalty ot 
$1 per one thousand impressions. ‘That royalty up to this time has cost 
the Government probably between $50,000 and $60,000. There has 
been, according to the figures of the chief of that bureau, some little 
saving in one way; that is, the steam-presses are more rapid, and turn 
out more work, and it is testimony that in the total of the expenses 
made they are one-sixth or one-eighth during the whole year. 

Now, sir, I take it that as the Government prints all its own notes, 
and as this House has full jurisdiction over this matter, it is the duty 
of this body to institute such reforms in this office by returning to the 
old and only system of printing that can turn out perfect work, and 
thereby, while it increases the cost there, we will save the cost that is 
attached to dozens of men in the secret service who daily and weekly 
travel over this country hunting down counterfeiters. So while it may 
be a saving to have these steam-presses turning out more work, it is a 
positive loss to the Treasury Department. 

Now I want to say turther that it is not a question as to who will be 


hired in this Government office. It is not a question of victory for the | 


plate-printers of America; it is not a victory over Mr. Graves; it is 
simply a question whether the common sense of Congress shall bring 
this office back to the same practical mechanical condition that we 
find in the private establishments in the United States. It is whether 
this Congress shall, instead of having the work done there, take second 
place with private establishments, or shall maintain the standard of 
work and save the ignorant people who take these bad bills from loss. 
| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHEELER, I will yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri { Mr. BuURNES]. 

Mr. BURNES. At the request of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. Brum] I feel constrained to yield my time to him. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, I was one of a special committee ap- 
pointed by the Committee on Banking and Currency to investigate this 
question of printing our securities, and during that investigation, which 
I made special and very thorough, I was not only satisfied myself that 
the printing done by the steam-presses was inferior printing, but all 
the testimony taken, not only of those who were brought in as wit- 
nesses and printers, but Mr. Morgan and a number of other witnesses 
all agreed that the highest style of the art can not be reached with 
steam-presses, There was some difference of opinion, however, as to 
whetherthe steam-presses wereso imperfect asto warrantthrowing them 
out at the present. 

There was no witness who did not agree in their explanation as to 
why the steam-press would not do as fine work as the hand-press; 
namely, they had no eyes, they had no brains, they could not think, 
and therefore in wiping the plate and especially in the vignettes that 
were made by hand engraving they could not be manipulated by the 
steam-wiper, because it worked universally over the whole plate. 
There was no witness that did not agree that fine vignette work and 
hand engraving could not be done so well on the steam-press; but they 
agreed that machine engraving could be printed on the steam-press as 
well as on the hand-press. That is the reason why the backs of our 
securities are invariably printed on the machine-presses, while the face 
is always printed on the hand-press, and the point of this argument is 
made conclusive, because on the face of the bills, or on the majority of 
them, there is vignette work or work done by hand-engravers. 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. WHEELER. I move that the committee do now rise and report 
the bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. WILKINS. I desire to be heard on this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama that there are amendments pending. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move thatthecommitteeamendments be adopted. 

Mr. WILKINS. Mr. Chairman, if this bill is reported back to the 
House, will not time be accorded to gentlemen who desire to be heard 
on the subject? 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour for the consideration of this bill expires 
at five minutes after 2 o’clock. 

Mr. WILKINS. Do I understand the Chair to say that we shall 
have an hour to-morrow, even if the previous question should be or- 
dered to-day ? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the previous question is ordered and the con- 
sideration hour expires, then to-morrow the previous question will still 
be in force. 

Mr. WILKINS. ‘Then there will be thirty minutes for debate after 
the previous question is ordered ? 

The CHAIRMAN. There will be an hour to-morrow. 
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Mr. HEARD. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Phe CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEARD. Whether the previous question be ordered now or 
not, will we not have an hour to-morrow ? 

The CHAIRMAN. There will be an hour te-morrow. 

Mr. HEARD. Very good. Then! desire to ask the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], who appears to be in charge of this bill, why 
it would not be better to have the discussion before the committee 
takes action on reporting the bill to the House? It may be that this 
committee may not desire to recommend the passage of the bill. I do 
not know that I shall antagonize it, butI desire some additional infor- 
mation about this bill 

Mr. WHEELER. I call for the question. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman will have to wait a little before he 
gets it. He has no right to take me off the floor. I have a right to 
ask this question and to ask it in my own way, provided I do not vio- 
late the rules of the House in the manner of my doing so. Now, I 
want the gentleman, or somebody else who is authorized to speak for 
the committee recommending the bill, to explain the reasons for the 
second section thereof. If the gentleman will explain why we should 
pursue the course which he proposes 

Mr. FARQUHAR. You have done well. You have killed the bill 
for to-day. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to kill this bill, and 
I do not propose that the gentleman from New York shall put that con- 
struction on my action. I rose to ask a question for information. 

Mr. WILKINS. Information which you have not got yet from any- 
body. 

Mr. HEARD. Information which we have not got yet. I simply 
desire to have these gentlemen explain the provisions of the bill, so 
that we may understand the necessity of its passage before we are asked 
to recommend it to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first hour for the consideration of the bill 
has expired. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] will please 
take the chair. 

Mr. Crisp having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Mc- 
CreARY, from the Committee of the Whole, reported that they had 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 9623) to provide for printing 
Government securities in the highest style of art, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, my object being to 
proceed to the consideration of House bill 10614, to organize the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. SPRINGER; and thero 
were—ayes 54, noes 16. 

Mr. BARNES. No quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 45 members voting in favor thereof. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 142; nays 16; not 
voting 166; as follows: 

YEAS—142. 


Abbott, Conger, Laffoon, Richardson, 
Adams, Cowles, La Follette, Rogers, 

Allen, Mich. Crouse, Lagan, Romeis, 
Allen, Miss. Culberson, Laird, Russeli, Conn, 
Anderson, lowa Cummings, Lane, Sayers, 
Anderson, Ill. Dalzell, Lanham, Seull, 
Anderson, Kans. Davidson, Fla. Lehibach, Seney, 
Atkinson, Dockery, Lind, Smith, 

Bacon, Dorsey, Lodge, Snyder, 
Baker, Ill. Enloc, Lyman, Springer, 
Bankhead, Farquhar, Maish, Steele, 

Bayne, Flood, Mansur, Stewart, Ga, 
Bland, Foran, Martin, Stockdale, 
Bliss, Fuller, Mason, Stone, Ky.! 
Bound, Funston, McCormick, Struble, 
Bowen, Gear, McCreary, Symes, ’ 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gibson, MeMillin, Taylor, E. B., Ohie 
Breckinridge, Ky. Glass, Merriman, Thomas, Wis. 
Brewer, Goff, Moffitt, Tracey, 
Brower, Grosvenor, Moore, Turner, Kans. 
Browne,T.H.B., Va. Hall, Neal, Vandever, 
Browne, Ind. Harmer, Nelson, Walker, 
Brown, J.R., Va. Heard, Nichols, Warner, 
Brumm, Henderson,Iowa Nutting, Washington, 
Bryce, Henderson, N.C. O’ Neall, Ind. Weaver, 
Buchanan, Henderson, Ili. O’ Neill, Pa. Wheeler, 
Bunnell, Herbert, O'Neill, Mo. White, Ind. 
Burnes, Hermann, Osborne, Whiting, Mass. 
Burnett, Hiestand, Parker, Whitthorne, 
Butterworth, Hogg, Patton, Wilkinson, 
Bynum, Holman, Payson, Williams, 
Campbell,T.J.,N.Y. Holmes, Penington, Wilson, Minn, 
Cannon, Hopkins, Va. Perkins, Yardley, 
Caruth, Hutton, Peters, Yost. 

Caswell, Kelley, Phelan, 

Chipman, Kilgore, Post, 


NAYS—16. 


Anderson, Miss. Cobb, Hauger, Newton, 
Blount, Elliott, Jackson, Norwood, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Forney, Lee, Rowland, 
Clements, Grimes, Mahoney, Sawyer. 
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NOT VOTID 
Do erty Lan ~ Russe Mass, 
Dunha ] Kus 
Du R 
ker I Scot 
Pe Lyneh Seymour 
Fin Ma nald, Ss} ¥ 
Fis Mat? Sherm 
Fi M : Shively 
I< McAdoo Simmor 
Fr ’ McClammy, Sowden 
Ga “ MeComas Spi 
Gallinger, McCullogh Spoone 
Gay hicKenna, Stahlnecker 
) Gest, VicKinle,s Stephenson 
x Glove Meck ey, Stewa I 
ry Gra McRae Stewart, Vt 
r Greenman MeShane I 
( np! Ohio Grout Milliken, Tarsney 
Candler Guentl Mills Pa 
( to Hare, I y ! r.0.D 
Catchings, Hatch Mi I as, K 
Cheadle Hayd Mor i s, 1 
< rds Hayes Morrow I 3 > 
Clark Hlempt! Mor Phe son, Ca 
Cockran Hires Oates ril 
Cogs. Hitt, O' Dor I i 
Cc Hy oO} ‘ Turne Ga 
< . He s, I 0 \ ‘ 
( Hopkins, N.¥ ) Wade 
Co n Houk Weber 
Cox Ho 4 v West 
Crait Howard ps White, N. ¥ 
Crisp, Hudd, » Wh Micl 
Cutcheon, Hunter : Wiel 
Dargan, Johnston, Ind ey, W ' 
Darlington Johnston, N. ¢ dall, Wilkins 
Davenport, Jones er Wils Ww. Vv 
Davidson, Ala. Kean ‘ Wis 
Davis, Ken ly R Wood! 
De Lano, Ker R rtso Yod 
Dibble Ketchar R we 
Dingley Laidlaw Rov 

Mr. RYAN (after the roll-call had been concluded Mr. Spe 
I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall when his name 
was called 

Mr. RYAN. No, si I ask inimous consent to have my 
recorded. 

Che SPEAKER. The Chair under the rules ean not entertain that 
rejuest unless the gentleman was in the Hall when his name was 
cai ed. 

Mr. RYAN. If permitted to vote, I should vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Che following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. DUNN with Mr. LONG, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. Cox with Mr. BAKER, of New York, until further notice, except 
on the Oklahoma bill. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 142, the nays 
No quorum has voted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As only three or four members in addition to 


those who have voted are required to make a quorum, I ask unanimous 


consent that the 
ca led, 
\M[r. 
Mr. SPRINGI 
Che motion we 


The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-name: 


members failed t 


Abbott 
Allien, Mass 
Arnold 
Harry, 
Belden, 
Belmont 
Biggs, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Bliss, 
Boothman, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 


Brown, Ohio 
Bu 
surrows, 
ampbeli, Ohio 
‘andler, 
lardy, 

ark, 

ockran, 
ljogswell, 
Jollins, 

ooper, 

‘Ox 

rain, 
Cutcheon, 
Dargan, 
Darlington, 
Davenport, 
Davidson 
De Lano, 
Dingley, 
Dunham, 
Dunn, 


naiew, 


OO 


Fla, 


HOOKER. 


name 


I objec t 
LR. 


— - } 
aS agreed to, 


Oo answer: 


Ermentrout, 
Felton 
Finley 





Fisher, 
Fitch, 
Ford, 
Gaines, 
Gallinger, 
Gay, 
Glover, 
Granger, 
Greenman, 
Grout, 
Guenther, 
Hare 
Hatch, 
Hayden, 
Hayes, 
Hemphill, 
Hires, 
Hitt, 


I move 


Hopkins, Ill. 


Hopkins, N.Y. 


Houk, 
Hovey, 
Howard, 
Hudd, 
Hunter, 
Johnston, In 
Johnston 
Jones, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, 
Ketcham, 
Laidlaw, 


Landes, 
Lawler, 
Long, 
Macdonald 
Maffett, 
Matson, 
McAdoo, 
McClammy, 
McComas, 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
McKinney, 
McRae, 
McShane, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Montgomery, 
Morrill, 
Morse, 
Oates, 
O'Donnell, 
O’ Ferrall, 
Outhwaite, 
Owen, 

Peel, 
Phelps, 
Pidecock, 
Piumb, 
Pugsley, 
Randall 





nayner, 
Reed, 
Rice, 
Robertson, 
Rowe 


of those who have not responded be agai 


Russ¢ 1, Mass 
Rusk, 

Scott, 
Seymour, 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Shively, 
Simmons, 
Sowden, 
Spinola, 
Spooner, 
StahInecker, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stone, Mo. 
Tarsney, 
Taulbee, 
Taylor, J.D.., 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, Ill. 
Tillman, 
Turner, Ga 
Vance, 
Wade, 
Washington, 
Weber, 
West, 
White, N. Y. 
Whiting, Mich, 
Wickham, 
Wilber, 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 

Yoder. 


Ohio 


then, that there be a call of the House 


The names of the foregoing absentees were called for the presentation 


of excuses. 
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wing t ~ ‘ 
Mi i D ( Mr. ¢ ( 
( \ ( ‘ Nir | \I } Mi i 
( Mr. ¢ I H M 
‘ \T ‘ \I NI -~ \ ‘ ‘ 
: a : , > 
NI é \ \ - art ol 
r Cow It k Mr 
( T T t » the = 
( { wer ( ere ‘ 
ir. CHEAD I 
na, Mr s 
b 4 It I 3 
NSO? J ‘ 1 é fro ( 
{ t A exe ‘ I 
I Mi \ \] (yr WW 
Sl LK! 1 ‘ 
derstands th } e alr P ‘ } 
‘ t if M t } 
row 1 ng, | S for t : t ‘ Che ¢ 
Mr. PETERS My « f Mr. M é ( 
ut t t fi ve » not know that 
l that he excused, | u not her id, as 
vn to! nbers eis | V 
bh ° no vie \I Ni iS ¢ ad 
i ab tees t tatio ( ex 
‘ ly } 
-EAKER if ( I H 5 v i€ 
rOowW NSHE? ) t e W 1 é $ 
present 
e SPEAKI On 3 124 < 

Mr. SPRINGI Ll} to d | 

The motion was agreed t 

TheSPEAKER. Theo $ the |} s pen 1 

I Y I ) AT N I 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 1 conformity with the requ ‘ 
I ask that conferees be appointed on the part of the House upona 
Senate amendments to the Army appropriation bill Some ¢ 

s arisen in the Senate as to the purpose of the House in non-cor 
ring in a portion of the amendments. In order that ther vy t 
further confusion I ask that the request of the Senate be ited 
that conferees be appointed upon all the Senat endm t 
(rmy appropriation bull. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ili 3s asks that t I 
iwree to the request ot the Senate for a further conf i 1all tl 
ate amendments to the Army appropriation bill 

Mr. McMILLIN. How would that change the pre t t ) 
matter? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state what has been d ry 
House. The House disagreed to the report of the committee « 
ence (which, of course, was an entirety), thereby leaving the an 
ments open for further conference; but immediately afterward 
House, upon motion of the gentleman from Texas { Mr. SAy 
sisted upon its disagreement to certain amendments, four in 
and asked a further conference upon those amendments e 
the other thirty-one amendments without a 

Mr. ROGERS. (nd the confers ou { »f ona 
votes ? 

The SPEAKER. On all disagreeing 

Mr. TOWNSHEND In order to avoid confu ld be 
to disagree to all the amendments of the Senate 

Mr. SPRINGER. The usual course is to have a conference upo 
disagreeing votes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 7 tk 
moves that the House insist upon its disagreement to a 
amendments, and agree to the further conference requ 
ate. If there be no obje yn be mad 

There was no objection, and wccor 

The SPEAKER subse n the appo it of 
TOWNSHEND, Mr. SAYER es on t 
the House. 

) 4 mA 

The SPEAKER Che q mii on tl motion of the 
man from Illinois [ Mr. Spi r| th House resolve its 
Committee of the Whole on the state of t I } On t 
the yeas and nay were Or ed and b y¢ ) m ( 

Mr. SPRINGER. Il hop mous went r 

ymmittee by } a. ae 
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that the House resolve itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union 
Mr. HOOKER I object. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


of the roll. 


unanimous consent, 


The Clerk will proceed with the call 


CORRECTION, 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to correct the Recorp of this morning so 
as to show in the few remarks I made yesterday and a few made by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum], that were pretty closely inter- 
woven—to show the remarks as they were given by the Reporters’ notes; 
and I will ask to have them read, or rather to have them inserted in 
the RecoRD, by unanimous consent, so as to save the time of the House, 
in order that that debate may appear exactly as it took place as shown 
by the Reporters’ notes, and then I will point out what I specially com- 
plain of. If there is no objection, I will not take the time to have the 
Reporters’ notes read, but insert them. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is the gentleman from Indiana present? 

Several MEMBERS. He is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much time will my colleague take? 

Mr. CANNON. It will not take long. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How long? 

Mr. CANNON. I can not tell, but I will only take the time neces- 
sary to state the correction. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not wish the gentleman to gointo a lengthy 
debate. 

Mr. CANNON. I suppose we have the right to correct the REcoRrD. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is not a matter of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The practice of the House has been to treat these 
requests for correction of the ReEcoRD as matters of privilege, although 
technically they are not under the rule. The RecoRD purports to be 
and is required by law to show the correct report of the proceedings 
and debates; it is the official paper, and when a mistake occurs or an 
error is committed the Chair thinks it is proper the House should have 
the power at all times to correct it. 

Mr. CANNON. It is understood, Mr. Speaker, without taking up 
the time of the House to read the original notes, that they shall go into 
the Recorp. 

The colloquy between Mr. CANNON and Mr. ByNu™M as reported by 
the Official Reporters is as follows: 

Mr. C I will take the floor fora few moments, and I do it for the pur- 
pose of calling attention to the remarks of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr 


A\NNON, 


Bynum}, made in the House on the 20th instant and telegraphed through the 
country, and inserted in the Recorp of the 26th. He says in his remarks: 





The nileman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN] rushes to the defense of his 


brother Benjamin, and it is highly proper that he should do so. ‘There is an 
appropriateness in their companionship. It is a trite but true saying ‘that 
birds of a fe ther flock together.’ The gentleman from Illinois is a worthy 
champion of the record of General Harrison, his own record being akin to that 
of his candidate for the Presidency. [am of the opinion, however, that it will 
keep the gentleman busy this campaign to take care of his own record. 

‘In the Forty-sixth Congress Mr. Goode, a Democrat of Virginia, on April 21, 
1879, offered a joint resolution (II. Res. 9) to provide for the enforcement of the 
eight-hour law. On the 7th of May a member of the Committee on Education 
and Labor reported the resolution tothe House with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 

rhe gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] opposed the passage ofthe reso- 
lution, In reply toa question whether the last proclamation of President Grant 
did not deciare that there should be no reduction inthe wages of workmen em- 
ployed by the Governmentof the United States on account of a reduction of the 
hours of labor he said 

‘I do not now recollect, but it is not material; the fact is, the law as now 
executed is this: if they work ten hoursthey get ten hours’ pay, and if they only 
work eight hours they only geteight hours’ pay. In other words, they only get 
pay for whatthey earn. That is, the law is now being executed, and, so ar as 
fam concerned, it will go on in that way, proclamation or no proclamation.’ 

‘On motion of Mr, CANNON, the resolution was laid on the table—yeas 127, noes 
9. Among those voting with the gentleman from I)linois are the following dis- 
tinguished Republicans: BayNr of Pennsylvania, Burrows of Michigan, H1s- 
cock of New York, McKINLEY of Ohio, Reep of Maine, and Levi P. Morton of 
New York. {Applause on the Democratic side. |’ 


hen there isan arraignmentof the Republican party, in which he says, among | 


other things: 

‘They refused to execute the cight-hour law and defeated the resolution fa- 
voring its enforcenient,”’ 

Now, the gentleman finds this record, as he thinks—or as he does not think, 
for I believe I am justified in saying the latter—and parades it here because of 
the statement it contains that Mr. Morton, the present candidate for the Vice- 
Presidency upon the Republican ticket, voted asthe gentleman has indicated. 
So far as my own record is concerned I am ready to take care of it, and I would 
not have called attention at this time to the remarks of the gentleman from In- 
diana | Mr. Bynum] were it not that his statement is exactly contrary to the fact 
so far as Mr. Morton is concerned. I have in my hand the Journal record of the 
vote to which the gentleman referred, first session Forty-sixth Congress, May 8, 
1879. If the gentleman consulted the Recorp he should have consulted the 
Journal also, and if he had done so he would have found that instead of 127 
there were only 126 yeas on that vote and 90 nays. Mr. Morton, along with 
sixty-nine others, not voting. 

Again, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum] arraigns the Republican 
party for laying this resolution upon the table. Mr, Speaker, at that time the 
Democratic party had almost two-thirds of this House, and it had a majority of 
eight in the Senate, and the resolution when it failed failed in a Democratic 
House and a Democratic Congress. But the gentleman takes great care in his 
statement not only to misrepresent Mr. Morton, but also not to speak of the 
vote upon the same resolution in the second session of the same Congress. In 
the second session of that Congress, the Forty-sixth Congress, the same resolt- 
tion was passed under a suspension of the rules, by a vote of—years 130, noes 
51, and amongst those voting in the affirmative is found the name of Mr. Levi 
P. Morton. (See Journal, second session Forty-sixth Congress, pages 1490 and 


1491, June 14, 1884.) ; : 
In stating the result of the first vote the gentieman from Indiana mentioned 
<he uames of certain Republicaas, but he carefully omitted to mention the names 
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of a large number of Democrats who voted the same way, amongst them Mr 
Buount, Mr. Clark, Mr. CuLBeRsoN, Mr. Forney, Mr. Hammond, Mr John T, 
Harris, Mr. Miles, Mr. Mitus, Mr. Morrison, Mr. REAGAN, Mr. Sparks, and 
many others. 

Now,I repeat that I have not risen on this occasion for the purpose of dis 
cussing the merits of this proposition. I will take care of my record whenever 
I think it is necessary, and I only ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Byxu™ 
to do as I do, at least in one particular. I ask that when he undertakes to take 
care of his record or to attack the record of other men, he will produce the 
record as it is and not state it exactly contrary to the fact. 

Reserving my time, I yield the floor for the present. 

Mr. Bynum. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] will examine the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 37, Forty-sixth Congress, first session, page 
1161, he will! find the following proceedings 

“Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote just taken— 

That is, upon the motion to lay the resolution upon the table. 

“Mr. Cox called for the yeas and nays. 

“The yeas and nays were ordered, there being—ayes 38, noes 126. 

“Mr. Rice. I would like the Chair to state the question on which we are about 
to vote. 

“The SpeEAKER. The question is upon laying upon the table the motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the joint resolution and amendment were laid on 
the table. 

“Mr. Cox. Those in favorof the joint resolution will vote ‘no. 

“The SPEAKER. And those who want to kill the proposition w 

“The question was taken; and there were—ayes 127, 

And among those recorded as voting in the affirmative is Levi P. Morton 
New York, and Mr. CANNon, of Illinois, 

That is the record upon which I made my statement. 

Mr, CANNON. Does not the gentleman know that the daily CoNGRESSIONAL 
RecoRD is not the highest evidence in a matter of that kind? [Jeering laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side. 

Mr. Bysum, The Recorp is made daily and laid before members every morn- 
ing, and they examine it with reference to their votes, andthey never see them 
as they are recorded in the Journal. 

Mr. CANNON, Allow me to state that the Journals of the House speak the a 
tion of the House; and I ask the gentleman now if he did not quote Mr. Morton 
from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as voting in a certain way, knowing that the 
Journal showed the contrary? Will the gentleman answer that question 
{Applause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. Bynum. I say tothe gentleman that I went to the Recorp for this vote 
and found it as I stated it, and examined no further; and I believe the Reco: 
is correct. I have not examined the Journal, but I will do so,and I have 1 
doubt that when I do so I shall find that the gentleman has not stated it co: 
rectly. 

Mr. Cannon. Here isthe Journal. I wi!l show it to the gentleman,andI 
the gentleman again if he did not know thatthe Journal! showed to the cont: 
of his statement? 

Mr. Bynum. Does the Journal show the yea-and-nay vote? 
publican side of ‘‘Answer! **Make him answer!”’] 

Mr. Cannon, It shows the yea-and-nay vote. Here it is. 

Mr. Bynum. Does the gentleman say that the vote on the motion to lay t 
resolution on the table is recorded in the Journal’ 

Mr. CANNoNn, Will the gentleman answer my question’? 

Mr. Bynum, I say to the gentleman that the yeas and nays were not taken 
the motion to lay the resolution on the table. They were taken on the mot 
to reconsider the vote. The Recorp shows thatthere was no yea-and-nay \ 
on the motion to lay on the table 

Mr. CANNON, Here is the Journal, and it shows not the 127 ayes as the gen 
man stated, but 126, and Mr. Morton’s name is not recorded as voting as | 
gentleman stated he voted. 

Mr. Bynum. Mr. Speaker, while lam up I desire to call the attention of 
House to a statement made in the Recornp—— 

Mr. CANNON. Ob no, let us settle one thing at a time. 

Mr. Bynum. Oh, I have settled that to the satisfaction of the gentlen 
think; and when he comes here and attempts to palm off the Journal as agua 
the Recorp of the House Jeers on the Republican side. | 

The SpeAKeER. The House will be in order, 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman has not answered, and I do not believe he w 
answer that he did not know what the Journal showed. 

Mr. Bynum. I have stated to the gentleman that I did not examine the J« 
nal, that I examined the RecorpD only. 

A MeMBER on the Republican side. That is not the question. 

Mr. Bynum. Here is McPherson’s Handbook of Politics, publishing that sar 
vote. This is an official record, so far as the Republican party is concern 
and upon this question Mr. Morton is reported in favor of laying the resoluti 
on the table—the same as inthe RECORD. 

Mr. Cannon. That is McPherson’s Handbook of what year? 

Mr. Bynum. Eighteen hundred and eighty. 

Mr. Cannon. What page? 

Mr. Bynum. Page 173. 

Mr. Cannon. Ah, the gentleman is now speaking of a vote taken the 
session, the second session, of that Congress, when this same proposition w 
brought up; when Mr. Morton voted to suspend the rules and pass the res 
tion. He voted “ay.”’ I have that Journal here and McPherson's Handb 
and they agree. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. Bynum. Now, I desire to call the gentlieman’s attention to the r« 
The Journal which the gentleman reads from shows Mr. Morton as absent 3 
not voting, 

Mr. CANNON. That is what I have said. 

Mr. Bynum. I have not examined as to whether it is the same vote or not 

Mr. Cannon. Oh, yes; it is the same vote. 

Mr. Byxvum. I have not, of course, had time to examine whether Mr. Mor 
was present on that day or not; but I will examine the records as to that ! 
In the Recorp heis recorded as present and voting; he is not reported as b 
absent—showing conclusively to my mind that the Recorp is correct on t 
point. In the Journal he is recorded as being absent on that day and not \ 
ing at all. 

As I have said, every member of the House sees a copy of the REcoRD ©! 
morning of its publication; and every member, to my knowledge, looks « 
the votes and corrects any vote if he is misrepresented or misrecorded 
Journal is never looked at by any member until after the session, becaus 
not published until then. While it may be an official record, I say to the gen' 
man it is not as good a record of the action of this House as the CONGREsSi0> 
Recorp is. Another thing to which I wish to call the gentleman's attentio! 
the fact that the names of members voting on any question are never read \s \ 
the Journal is read each morning. , 

So far as this matter is concerned, I will give it further attention, as t! 
seems to be some conflict between the Journal and the Recorp, to see how 
originated and what was the cause of it—where the mistake lies. That is # 
have to say on that point at present. 

I notice in the remarks of the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. WoopBURS 
statement that the contract-labor law was repealed by the Forty-seventh © 
gress, not by the Forty-cighth Congress. The gentleman did not make |! 
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Dhe state enttl I ~ é 
thogging Phe Jou s 
as | have stated, tha i ‘ 
vote ‘ 

Acain: I state at the next sessix I ( 
gress, as shown by t na 
to suspend t rule ss this sat t it he aid 
130 votes yeas | not votir an i \ 
yea int tsame ¢ 3 the nau v1 n Al 4 , 
Rey ) n sice Phere the Jour 

e gentleman sa I can 1 1 s at 
spectable n like B id Mort h f s 

ction by t I t tr i ) n resp t es 
without reference to ly Il ha le s 
fore the working pe i farn < and my dist t v 
ao $0 again or Lw ig ew ] by ‘ ow ex 
in this H or out this Hou : re y b 
when it is brought t wwiledg n ad | * 
of rising in my place cnowle I s iy Wi 
pardon and Mr. Mort ardon for sstate me re d. \} on Mr. Bb) 
the Repu can side . i fw 

Mr. Byxum. Do | understand the gentleman to say that Ih i ‘ ; : 
record of Congress? } made on 

Mr. CANNON. Yes erted. 

Mr. BynvuM (holding up the Recorr st D i ore ce 
can not show it I dare him t , ) 

I will k the ge | iD er } 1 r ur c Ww 
votes of the Journals of Congress to see er recorded « had yt 
not? Derisive laughter on the Republi s 1 ‘ 

Mr. CANNON. I always examine the votes as recorded upon the Journa . ewes 
House when a vote is 1 juest Ww nlam seeking t ‘ Sel i 
any gentieman is rec use it tor 1 te recor i ( nal 
GRESS{ONAL RECORD erroneo nd the shows ‘ t } 
No man who is care 1 rig the rights of other me \ ee: 
make a statementa in @ Cx with exam ' 
Journal ) 

Mr. Bynum. So far Journal ¢ v and the ] ceil 
another the member at = t e seeks to make the corre and it ; 
been changed in that way rent 

Mr. Cannon. Tl ; SSIONAI modof in is t e. an 
print which covers « hundred and fifty names I 

4 MempBer. Sunday rning’s Ret ? 

Mr. Cannon, Yes y morning's Rt rrecte IS ¢ 
an order of the Houss { RE« 

Mr. Bynum. Have you ex ned t n tastoy v : 

Mr. CANNON. The Journal isnot pr i s, 1 et apenas 
OnD is laid upon our s every Oo to me 

Mr. Bynum. Certa s; andtl st wha b te snown 
that the Recorp is corrected as is published c I — 

: upon the 
portunity to see the votes as recorded in the Jo he ! . 
Thes 

Mr.CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, in tl y ste y Ispoke | rection « 
as follows: hereto 

Mr. Cannon. Allowr ) te that t ur ise sp ) np 
tion of the Hous 1 Task the ger it did not { fact. and 
ton from the ConeR! L Recor ng uy ‘ t ‘ 
the Journal showed the contrary Will the gent swer q : : 

Vv ri 

Mr. ByNuM’s answer to this question, accor the Reporter’s [ thir 
notes, is as follows n strict 

Mr. Byncm. I say to the gentleman that I went tI ) 4 é a rba 
and found it as I stated it and examined no fur eve the kind. the 
is correct. I have not examined the Journal, but do iI 
doubt that when I do so I shall find that gentleman n ‘ on su 
rectly On 

' : i i - 4) J 34} os es i t I 

it is a duplicate of the page which was taken out K( 3 at 
was put in its place. ee 

ik ) 

Mr. Bynum. I say tothe gentleman that I to this vote fron ie Co — 
SIONAL RECORD, and found it there just as I gave i l examined no further I oe natratens 
was not aware that there was any variance between > CONGRESSIONAL KI rouse t 
orp and the Journal the gent me now, or I would Now 
have stated when I announced rT believe, hows ain 
Mr. Speaker, the Recoxp to | correct Morton was present, as the 1 . ; 
calls show, on the 6th of May; they do not show that he was given any leav: 
of absence on the 6th, 7th, or &th, or that » Was paired on this vote. | ‘ vit 
the Recorp to be the best evidence of who vot i! voted. Th Mr. ¢ 


yeas and nays in the Recorp are published the next 
the previous day’s proceedings-— 
call—while the Journal is not published t 

as published is taken from a copy of the or 
can not be used so lon r 














itself. Of course the Journa 


evidence of the facts cont 
them are but copies, while the Recorp c 


Now, what I complain of is that the gentleman makes 
that which he did not say i 
variance between the Recorp and Journ 


There are some minor matters maki: 


ii 


the principal one. 


Immediately following the answer of the gentleman 
which I read, is the fo 
Mr.Cannon. Here 


ask the gentleman again if he 
contrary of his statement? 
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member of thi Hou hould be p! vced who asks a question of that 


kind; because the question when first propounded appears to be an- 
swered, and yet [ go on repeating it three or four times; d. certainly 
I think the House knows that there is no member on this tloor who 
will accept the statement of eman here quicker than I will 
and there let the matter drop. But since the gentleman did not an- | 
wermyqu n 1 as [regarded it as a matter of some importance, 
I pe ted in asking it, believing that the gentleman was not disposed 
to a r it, and doubted in fact whether he could answer it Hen 
I t ddit to the REcoRD makes me appear foolish by put 
t rh i i iswer to the f t que where 16 V is ot n 
MI YNUM I mp] t, Mr. Spe ker, t i | ve vi 
i it ar to the ti und one tha vo Lh 
‘ a i ‘ ] l < ‘ } wl n I 
I } lL no mines irnal, or com l t Journa 
M OWNSHEND I heard t } ay that disti ly 
Ke MA H A id I il se 
Mr. BYNUM. And I willstate further, that the report as made by 
the I vas not in all respects an exact copy of the words used by 
my » words are there inserted that I did not use and some 
left out, the report having been evidently corrected by the Reporter 
himself. ‘The gentleman well knows this is often done. 
Mr. CANNON. I think in justice to the Reporters it is but prope 


to state that, in my opinion, this is, I was going to say, an absolutely 
verbatim report, as I recollect it. But I am not here to discuss 
whether the gentleman did or did not answer my question. Iam here 
only to assert the rights of the members of the House that the record 


of a of that character shall embody a true statement of the 


ontroversy 
y; and I therefore ask that 
, and the motion for that purpose adopted by the House. 

SPEAKER. RECORD will stand corrected. 


to be no controversy between the 


controvers' 
mad 

The The There seems 
gentlemen as to the facts; and it will 

in the permanent edition of the REcorbD. Of course those 
that are printed can not be recalled. 

Mr. CANNON. Of course not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I understand that in my absence there 
was a call of the House. I desire to say that I was engaged in the ex- 
amination of witnesses in an investigation in my committee-room. 

The question was then taken, and decided in the aflirmative—yeas 
142, nays 21, not voting 162; as follows: 


be corrected 


YEAS—142, 
Latham, 
Lehibach, 
Lind, 
Lodge, 
Lyman, 


Seull 
Seney, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Springer, 


Abbott, 

Adams, 

Allen, Mich. 
Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, lowa 


Crouse, 
Dalzell, 
Davidson, Fla 
Dockery, 
Dorsey, 


Anderson, I)! Dunn, Maish, Steele, 
Anderson, Kans. Enloe, Martin, Stewart, Ga. 
Atkinson, (srquhar, Mason, Stockdale, 


Flood, 
Foran, 
French, 
Fuller, 
Funston, 
Gear, 
Gibson, 


McCreary, 
McCullogh, 
MeMillin, 
Moffitt, 
Morgan, 
Morrow, 
Neal, 
Nelson, 
Nichols, 
Nutting, 

O’ Neall, Ind, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
O'Neill, Mo, 
Osborne, 
Parker, 
Patton, 
Payson, 
Penington, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Phelan, 
Post, 
Richardson, 


Bacon, 

Baker, Il 
Bankhead, 
Bayne, 

Bland, 

Bound, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brewer, Goff, 

Brower, Grosvenor, 
Browne,T.H.B., Va.Harmer, 
Browne, Ind Heard, 

Brown, J. R., Va. Henderson, Iowa 
Brumm, Henderson, N.C. 
Buchanan, Henderson, Ill. 
Burnes, Herbert, 
Burnett, Hermann, 
Butler, Holman, 
Butterworth, Holmes, 
Bynum, Hopkins, Va. 
Cannon, Hutton, 

Caruth, Kelley, 

Caswell, Kilgore, 


Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo. 
Struble, 
Symes, 
Taulbee, 
Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Thomas, Wis. 
Tracey, 
‘Townshend, 
Turner, Kans, 
Vandever, 
Walker, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Weaver, 
Wheeler, 
White, Ind. 
Whiting, Mass. 
Whitthorne, 
Wilkinson, 
Williams. 
Wilson, Minn, 
Woodburn, 


Glass, 





Catchings, Lalfoon, Rowers, Yoder, 
Chipman, La Follette, Romeis, Yost, 
Conger, Laird, Russell, Conn. Carlisle, Speaker. 
Cot! } Lane, Ryan, 
Cowles, Lanham, Sayers, 
NAYS—21, 

Anderson, M Cobb, Jackson, Rowland, 
Bal N.} Culberso1 Lagan, Sawyer, 
Blount Elliott, Lee, Wilkins. 
Bryce Forney, Lynch, 
Cam} F.,N. ¥. Gest, Mahoney, 
Clem« Haugen, Norwood, 

NOT VOTING—162. 
Allen, Mass. Bliss, Campbell, Ohio Collins, 
Arnold, Boothiman, Cam pbell,T.J.,N.Y.Compton, 
Barnes Boutelle, Candler, Cooper, 
Barry, Bowden, Carlton, Cox, 
Belden, Bowen, Cheadle, Crain, 
Belmont, Brown, Ohio Clardy, Crisp, 

is : Buckalew, Clark, Cummings, 

Bingham, Bunnell, Cockran, Cutcheon, 
Blanchard, Burrows, Cogswell, Dargan, 


he correction I suggest shall be | 
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Hitt 
Hogg, 


Hooker, 


Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Shively, 


McRae, 
McShane, 
Merriman, 


Darlington, 
Davenport, 
Davidson, Ala, 








Davis, Hopkins, Il Milliken, Simmons, 
De I Hopki  & # Mills Sowden, 
Dibble Houk, Montgomery, Spinola, 
Dingley, Ho Moore, Spooner, 
Doug! ty, Howard Morrill Stahinecker, 
Dunhain Hudd, Morse, Stephenson, 
Krmentrout, Hunt Newton Stewart rex. 
j Johnston, Ind Oates Stewart, Vt 
Finley Johns N.C. Donnell, larsney 
i f O'} Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
i i Kes Out I ias, Ky 
i Ke Oo Thomas, ll 
( k I I S Ohio 
{ i I i I i 
Gray i i 
G La j Tur ( 
‘ : , 
Git 
| Gy Macd u 
1G laf! 
G ul 
H MeAd ) 
Ha 1 Met 5 g well 
Hi aen [ ! y Va 
Ha MI | “i 
Hemphil! McKe ‘ 
Hiesta MckKinle t 
iH IcKi Se 
So the motion was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. PAYSON l 3 co t, the reading of 
the names was dispensed wit 
Phe following add tional pa was announced 
Mr. MACDONALD is paired with Mr. DAVIS on all questions for t 
day 
' il ¢ ‘ . 1 han ] 
| result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


OKLAHOMA ERRITOR 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whol 
Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House 


the Clerk will report the 
The Clerk read as follows: 


is in Committee of the Whole, and 


untinished business. 


House bill 10514, a bill to organize t rerritory of Oklahoma, and for other 
purposes, with an amendment to sex i 5, offered by Mr. Payson, of Ilin 

Mr. HOOKER. 
on the Calendar? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair willsiate to the gentleman that unan 
imous consent was given to pass over other bilis on the Calendar and 
consider this bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. When was that given? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not recollect the day; but if the 
gentleman so desires, the Chair will have examination of the record 
made. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to know whether this bill has prece- 
dence over other bills or not ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The first bill on this subject was the regular order 
at the time the House went into the consideration of it as the unfin- 
ished business of that committee under the rule of the House; and by 
unanimous consent the bill H. R. 10614 was taken up in lieu and took 
its place. 

Mr. HOOKER. The point which I make is whether or not there 
were other matters on the Calendar of the Committee of the Whol 
which had precedence of this bill and how they were passed over. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There was unanimous consent—— 

Mr. HOOKER. Never you mind. Iam asking the Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not advised whether anything h: 
precedence or not; but the Chair finds that there was unanimous con- 
sent to consider this bill, and that gives it priority over everything. 

Mr. HOOKER. I donot remember of any unanimous consent bei: 
given for its consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is quite positive that that was t 
order, and will cause the record to be examined. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was not unanimous consent to pass over oth: 
bills. ‘There were two bills on this subject. One of them had be« 
partly considered. This bill was substituted and took its place on tli 
Calendar and has been considered; general debate has closed, and a part 
of it has been considered under the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amendmen 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is proposed, in section 5, to strike out the words ‘‘at a price of $1.2 
acre,’’ in lines 12 and 13, and insert ‘“‘ under the homestead laws, only excep 
that section 2301 of the Revised Statutes do not apply.” 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment proposed | 
the gentleman from I)linois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, 
wants to debate this question? I thi 
for the discussion of the amendment. 

Mr: PAYSON. I desire to say that . think this one of the n 
important questions in regard to this bill. Itis of vital importan 
and if this bill should pass I would regard it as of greater importancs 


I want to know whether that is the first business 


' 


I ask my colleague what time h 
nk we ought to agree on the tin 
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j 
than perhaps any other feature. Whatever bill shall pass sh L be Mr. SPRIN¢ 
uch a bill as shall meet general approval. ‘ l to vat 4 
And as this is an important question, presenting the ge al prop. 
sition of the application of the homestead principle, and that : CHAIRMAN 
to this oreat area ol land, I ask consent ol the committee that I 
proceed to submit such itions as I desire to make upon it 
any Ss} vi ill pr oy hat I will ec myseil to 
} L¢ ce ¢ , I I to say ’ eiere 
* ct 7 t - v : t 4 
A » ' ’ i . . ‘ aut 
‘ ‘ A r 
Mr. | ON I can 
Mr. SPRING you can 
Mr. PAYSON I s ) { 5 
‘ ire only i t i i i ) 
Mr. SPRINGER There is no 3 é 
mittee to | it de e unrea ! . 
Mr. PAYSON, Nor have I an ~ ! I m 
consume time unnecessarily. 
The CHAIRMAN lhe gent] il iois | Mr. P 
1 I S cf ent 1 l 
the obiection 
' ry * xf 2 
nOL, AN. vi ( rma iad ) 4 ci 
asmuch as this is one of the most S < 
ntuib tine estion ol V ler the ia 3 i l 
cre or shall be deve 1 to estea yr t people 1 t 
ead | I vest i 1e é 
the proposition, half an hour upon each side 
M1 SPRINGER lam ¥v y to e tot t 
Mr HOOKER. ] nK We to L nig 
bec e the al s l en Io a e to 
h HOLMAN Say two t ke 
I HOOKER t the ge1 in from Illino M , 
ceed with | I ul d when concludes we can thet 
t} Lime tT L ( y r gentic 2 
heard myself upon this ques , a my friend from ¢ 
BARNES] also desires to speak id I would rath A 
than mysell 
Mr. SPRIN‘ ht i Will th bate on i . t 
amendments thereto all « ¢ { ( K 1 i provid 
take a vote upon Lhe | i lmmedi y r toe « is ) Lio 
morrow. ( I 
Mr. HOOKER. Ido1 ag to iing of that k ( 


I l ret y I ni na, 
Mr. PAYSON. I think we can get along better by letting t 
ter take the regular course. l all 
Mr. HOLMAN. That will give you[ Mr. PAyson] only fiveminut ir. HOOK 
Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the Chair to submit my proposition t } 
debate upon this section and all amendments thereto be closed at 5 Mr. HOO! I 





o’clock to-day, which is the hour at which this committee must rise Mr. SPRINGER. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thereisonerequest for unanimous consent per 1 limitation o 


T h ) , { ry Tl] AlTr 1 ‘ wr] } Y | : ] 
ing. Woes the gentieman irom iilimo i aur. LAYSON | witha i i 351 » ! . 
request? CHAI 
' > vc y YT : 7 T } 
Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not like to seem greedy I to 





do wish to have time enough to present suc! 





subject, and I must insist upon my request Objection was 1 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAy Mr. SPRINGE 

















sists that his reauc e put tot imittee that he b ywe » t é 
to conclude his remarks : 
Mr. SPRINGER. ‘ot to exceed « h . Does th Mr. HOLM 
agree to that? I is 
Mr. PAYSON Chat my own remarks shall not exceed ons PAY 
I agree to that. init 
Mr. SPRINGEI And that an equal t rd Id 
this side. [ PAY )> | 
The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson ! anyt rf t 
unanimous consent that he be allowed to proceed and conclude h - LINGER ( 
marks, occupying not » exceed one bour Is there obie j ) 
Mr. SPRINGER. And that the same length of time be allo 


debate on this side, 
Mr. HOOKER I think there ought to be more time than t 
Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of 
man from Illinois? 
Mr. HOOKER. I have no obje 


man, but I do object to its be ing qualified in the way 


, di 7 

other gentleman from Illinois | Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not object to the largest latitude of d 
upon this bill, but I think there ought to be some understan 
when itistoend. This bill has been under consideration before. liid 
no disposition has been manifested to rush it through, or to ] t ey Wisi ) 
unreasonably. If we have not been considering it for th nee 
and a quarter it is not the fault of the friends of this bil rh } LOU 
been trying to have it « mnsidered, and there has been no disposit to mt of ti 
Stille any legitimate debate on thi and there wil me nat a 

Mr. HOOKER. I an i to hie ie gentleman say so, for I \ MEM i 


to speak an hour. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The proposition submitted was to limit dehate 


on this section and all amendments thereto to three hours. Thate 
would not be interfered with by the consideration hour to-morrow: for 
there would be three hours in any event 


{ 
Mr. SPRINGER. ‘That is the proposition. 
Mr. RYAN And I understand the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. | 
JIOOKER | agrees to it. 


ag 


' raAITD 4 
ihe (rr nA 


Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Iilinois[ Mr. SPRINGER] ? 
Mr. HOOKER. That appli s only to this section ? 
Vpyection was m ule 


Mr. CHEADLE, 


1 wish to suggest to the gentleman from Illinois 


{Mr LINGER] that if he will allow his colleague [Mr. PAYson ] to 
consume whatever time he desires, there will be no difficulty afterward 
In Making some arrangement. , 

Mr. SVRINGER, 1 have sought to make an arrangement by which 


all gentlemen could be accommodated. I suggest that there be allowed 
on this section and all amendments thereto three hours of dchate, ot 
vhich the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. PAYSON ] shall be entitled to 
one hour, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that all dehate on this section and amendments thereto be 
closed in three hours, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] to 
have the right to occupy one hour or such portion thereof as he may 
deem necessary. Is there objection to that request ? 

Mr. HOLMAN, And that the balance of the time be equally di- 
vided. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] is entitled to the floor. 
| Cries of ** Regular order!’’ ] 

Mr. PAYSON rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the control of the time 
has not been stated in the proposition. 

Mr. RYAN. ‘The proposition conceded one hour to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. PAyson ], and that the other two should be equally 
divided between the friends of this proposition and those who are op- 
posed to it. 

Mr. HOOKER, 
uur according to the statement of the gentleman from Illinois. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I could not consent to that. 


| 

| 

| 

No, I did not understand that. I was to have an 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chairdid not understand that there was 


hx 


be time allowed to any gentleman, except the hour, or so much thereof 
as he may desire, to the gentleman from I]linois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no objection, I presume, to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi controlling the hour that is left in opposition to 
the bill after the gentleman from Illinois has concluded his remarks. 

Mr. HOOKER, 
right to be heard. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the gentleman can yield the time. 

Mr. HOOKER. 
and others. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will endeavor to divide the time 
fairly. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, this amendment embraces the dis- 
position of 23,267,000 acres of the public lands by the Government at 
some time. The proposition contained in the pending bill is substan- 
tially this: that these lands as at present situated are subject to some 
burden of Indian claims; and for the purpose of this amendment it is 
necessary to discuss the question of this Indian right, and somewhat 
in detail the amount of money which will be required for its extin- 
guishine nt. 

rhe bill is based upon the assumption that an amount of money not 
exceeding $1.25 per acre may be required toextinguish the Indian right 
of occupancy upon each acre of the lands embraced within the scope or 
the bill; and if the maximum amount of money should be required it 
will amount iu reund numbers to about $30,000,000 before the entire 
Indian title is extinguished so that the lands can be opened to settle- 
ment. 

‘The amendment that I have offered proposes in terms that so fast as 
the Indian title shall be extinguished, and the lands shall become pub- 
lie lands and opened to settlement, the homestead principle of our laws 
shall apply to them and to every acre of them. That isto say, that 
every 160 acres of the land shall be treated as a free gift from the Gen- 
eral Government to any settler who shall go upon it for the purpose of 
making it a home for himself and family, and shall oceupy it for that 
purpose for a period of five continnous years; and it presents, at the 
threshold, Mr. Chairman, a question which has been a prominent one 
in the mind of the public since 1861, when the homestead law was 
enacted. 

Mr. BRUMM. Let meask the gentleman if this includes the soldier’s 
occupancy right, as well ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Thereis no interference, I will say in passing, and in 
answer to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BkUMM], with that 
right, and that the proposition i have made leaves the law just asit is 
as to the rights of the honorably-discharged Union soldiers, All gen- 


I do not want to deprive other gentlemen of the 


Ido not want to exclude my friend from Georgia 
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tlemen present, I assume, understand what they are. The no 


change of law as to the recognition of the rights of any honorably-d 
charged Union soldier to make a homestead on the public lands, ; 
no interference whatever with him in that regard. 

Mr. BRUMM. Doesit make these lands applicable to soldier’s | 
stead entry ? 

Mr. PAYSON. It does in express terms. 

As I was saving 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The soldier’s right of occupancy is perhaps no 
clearly understood by all of the members present. 

Mr. PAYSON. I think perhaps it is unnecessary to consume tl 
time in discussing the details of the rights of the Union soldiers 1 
make homesteads on the public lands; and I shall not go into that sul 
ject further than simply to remark that the existing law remains un- 
changed. 

1 come now, Mr. Chairman, to the general proposition, which pre- 
sents the question to the House whether or not this land, when it shal 
be freed from the claim of the Indian oceupancy, whatever that claim 
may be, shall come within the homestead principle as it is understood, 
and as it has been understood since the homestead question was settled 
as a part of our legislation in 1861. 

[ do not appreciate that kind of generosity in any act which does not 
carry with it any burden; and the proposition in this bill, which is di 
nominated a homestead principle, but at the same time couples with 
it a compulsion upon the settler to pay $200 for each quarter section 
of land, is, in my judgment, not a homestead provision as the people 
of this country understand it. The people upon the frontier, the peo- 
ple in the great Northwest, indeed the people throughout the country 
everywhere, who would seek to take advantage of the settlement rights 
in this bill as presented, understand what a homestead right is. They 
understand it to be a right to make a home upon lands which the Gov- 
ernment gives to the settler, if he will endure the hardships and priv 
tions of frontier life for five continuous years, and make his home upon 
the lands. ‘This bill, while breathing the word of promise to the ea: 
breaks it to the hope in every instance. 

It assumes to be a homestead law, but requires a purchase from thi 
Government in every instance. 

(he landless poor can not take, as now, a homestead; but the man 
of means—one able to purchase, one who has means—can secure a 
home on this land. By present existing law as to lands that cost but 
little we are generous, and cheerfully give them to the settler; but as 
soon as a case like this appears, when a little money is required from 
the Treasury to clear a title for a citizen’s occupancy, we still use the 
term ‘‘homestead,’’ but our generosity vanishes before our idea of 
economy, and as soon as the exercise of the sentiment becomes th 
slightest burden we cease to exercise it if we pass this bill. 

I believe in the continuance of the blessing of the homestead law 
of continuing it in principle, in all its beneficence, in fact as well as in 
name—and I oppose this bill because it compels the settler to pay, 

I have said, into the public Treasury $200 for the farm he takes unde 
its provisions; and without going into a discussion, in order to sav: 
time, as to the merits or demerits of the homestead principle as it is 
in existing law, it is only necessary to say that if there is one question 
upon which there is a unanimity of public sentiment this entire Uni 
over, it is one of approval as to the homestead idea in the settlement ot 
the public lands. And, Mr. Chairman, since I have been in public | 

it has always been the controlling idea with me that the only meth 
by which the public lands should be disposed of—that is, lands which 
are susceptible to agriculture—is as a free gift from a great and ri 
Government to the poor of its own people. | believe that the strength 
our nation depends upon the general subdivision of our immense a 
of public lands susceptible of making homes amongst all of our peo) 
and the distribution of them for the largest possible number of thi 
who occupy them. 

Now, why is this proposition requiring payment in this bill? W! 
Mr. Chairman, is there a different rule adopted with reference to t 
disposition of this area of our public lands from that which has bee 
operation since 1861 throughout the Union? The answer has been 
dicated by my colleague from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] in this, 
these lands are costing the Governmentsomething. It is that this 
is going to require, out of the public Treasury of the United States 
payment of some money, greater or less in amount, for the acquisit 
of the title, as my colleague states it, before it shall be subject to « 
under the law; and therefore it isa matter of justice between tliose 
settle here and the rest of the people who pay money into the Tress 
that the public shall not suffer loss, but that the amount so paid 
shall be reimbursed to the Treasury by those who occupy the |: 
That is the answer made. Mr. Chairman, there has never becn 
acquisition of an acre of public land by the extinguishment of t! 
Indian titles but has cost this Government something. I think La 
not far from correct in assuming that there are few gentlemen | 
who can determine precisely how the account stands and what 1 
financial relation under a debtor and creditor system would be between 
the public land on the one side and the Treasury on the other 

But, sir, before going into the details. Since 1830 the poiicy bas 
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{ gentlemen understand how much has been paid 
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I hold in1 hand, sir, a report of the Pub Lands Comm 
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1 of economy, Mr. Chair: } n 
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ea mm to it with tl distir u 
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vi ipon the ground that Con 
lar to settlers, but that there must 
the public lands disposed o Che next 
oth sides, sat down upon and « l 
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rp S for which they were cre ed \ 
., 3e reservations thus abandoned had 
( e€ spc ly valuabl a oI n boring ttlements, and t 
proximity to cities rendered them especially valuable d therefure 
not proper to come under the homestead principle—with the exce 
tion of leg ition in these tl juestion of the cost of ‘ 
tinguishment of the Indian nd the Government acquis no 
title, or the cost of title, where a title was acquired from toreign pow 
ers, has never been mooted in Congress until the present s¢ 1 in 
the Sioux reservation, one reservation in Minnesota, and by t bi 
which we are now considering. 

Let me ask the chairman of this committes this question W n we 
made the great yuis . purchase from France, for which wv Lid 
$27,267,000, in the disposition of the land embraced in that was ther 
ever a question raised when thes@ lands were to be disposed of unde 
the homestead law as to whether or not the land the Governme 1s 
gained should be paid for by the homestead settler? And w t pre 
posed the Government should be reimbursed this fund ? Not at 
The Florida purchase was ade in 1819 and cost $6,489,000, That 
land was subject to and is being disposed of to-day under the homeste 
law No question was ever made as to the amountof money which wa 
expended in its purchase. Again, under the treaty with Mexico, whe 
we acquired the immense territory west of the Mississippi and on t 
Pacific ist, for which we paid $15,000,000, as well as the burden 
that whole war with Mexico, its cost in life, and expenses, no quest 
was made in Congress in reference to the disposition of the d to 
taken under the homestead law of the amount that was paid for 
purchase in money besides the blood and the lives that were expen 
in its acquisition by the Government. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has not the Government realized from the ‘ 
from lands to which my colleague has referred many millions of do 
in excess of what it paid for them? ‘ 

Mr. PAYSON. I agree that the experience in the disposition of t] 
land under the pre-emption law has brought large profit to the Gover 
ment, but Iam discussing now the legislation which resulted in the 
homestead act, and I say that the question was regarded as higher and 
broader than the question of dollars and cents. It was the quest 
the duty of the Government to its poor but deserving people who d 
sired to make homes. That is the argument to which I am now ad 
dressing myself, and I hope I make self understood. 
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the extreme Northwest and settle there for the purpose of traffic, or 








agriculture, or mining, shall reimburse the Government for a portion 
of that $7,000,000? We have already extended the mining laws over 
portion of that Territory. To-day one of the finest gold mines in | 
that section, the ‘Tre well mine, upon one of the islands there, is be- 
ing oper Nobody bas ever un ken to insist, oreven ventured 
) { { ise 1 amount of money was paid for that Te: 
l ) y » £ pt nd i t id 
(cé ( ‘ 
la | ed in tf ( ; Let i 
Ch Ld t Oo! 1 na ¢€ * 
| ma as int Gen 
For ‘ ‘ lopted t p ( ny 
, ’ pre ely il lie 
i i 0 a , awwebra 1, Diint ta Lich I 
‘ t< 1 Lhe \ tow It belor y d to t people ol l 
{ ‘ y totl neral Ind right of oceu] 
{ i a v ) ( t i there Ih st rel 
Like there, as « \ ly knows, were made from 
1 the Indians a i Sippl River f ithe sou 
iort Union to 1 2 y oO cupied { 
trl on ¢ tinct re and location Later on other 
j \ ret put there Ln why rf Because the We bl Grov- 
‘ i i i ] l f t interests of the whole } 
t it a proper and po thing to burden that land with othe: 
} pa ihe ti remains in the United States subject to 
; 1 what it ma b { l h W pre imabi or! 
‘ ) ep people of t m that tior colo i 
i I e th 
Government, for purposes of its own, acting for the best in- 
oO he ] pi in the iterest of humanit generally has 
thousht best to make other arrangements with reference to this land. 
‘ t the proposition [ make at the threshold of this whole 


Chese whatevet these complica- 


arrangements, 
tever they now are, with the Indians within the limits of the 


they were, 


indian Territory, were brought about by Conyressional action and for 
the benefit of the whole people of the Union upon lands the title to 


h is common property; and whatever is necessary to be 
order to relieve that land from this additional burden, in order to re- 
re it to the people of the Union so that settlement rights may prop- 
erly attach, ought to be borne, I insist, out of the common Treasury o1 
the United States 
longing to the people that I represent as well as those represented by 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HooKER] and other members on 

That is all there is of it. It may be that it will cost $20,- 
it may cost $25,000,000; it may cost much less. But what- 
ever the amount which may be paid in this direction, it is simply to 
relieve that land of the burden which has been put upon it by the action 
of Congress and for the assumed benefit of the entire people of this 
Union. 

When that shall have been done what then will beits position? It 
will be public land, free and clear from the claim of everybody. And 
how shall it betreated? Justas other public lands have been treated— 
in pursuanceof the underlying principle of the disposition of our public 
lands—the homestead principle and the diffusion and distribution of 
the public lands in small allotments to actual settlers, with the object 
that the desert now there shall bloom and blossom as a rose. That is 
the doctrine which gentlemen on this side, members of the Republican 
party, have heldsince 1861. I mean to say that that which was before 
only a sentiment in the minds and hearts of the Republicans of this 
tallized into legislation in 1861 by the Republican party 


d yne in 


this oor. 


OQOU, 000: 


country was cr} 
in Congress. 

And the example we set to politicians of the country then has been 
followed by all parties since then down tothis day. Now no political 
party in this country goes before the people in a canvass or campaign, 
township, county, State, or national, that does not have in its platform 
the principle, when any is announced, the idea, of lands to the land- 
less and free homes to the actual settlers, Everybody agrees as to it. 
Why should this land be treated differently from the treatment of that 
farther north? 

I have in my hand the treaty made with the Blackfeet Indians, in- 
volving 17,000,000 acres in the extreme northern portion of the Union. 
Every acre of that land is open to homestead settlement, free of any 
charge except the fees at the local offices. It has been so with every 
Indian treaty in this country until comparatively recent days, with ex- 
ceptional cases, such as I have referred to, where small reservations 
have been held by Indians till settled about by whites and thus made 
mally valuable. 


excepti 
I 
n of the country of the Northwest, where my own home is, 


A porti 
was, 
of my voice, in the control of the great Pottawatomie tribe of Indians, 
covering over land. Thirty millions of acres of 
the public lands were controlled by this one tribe of Indians; but by 


30,000,000 acres ol 


treaties, by negotiations, and by the payments of money, many mill- | 


ions of dollars (I have not the figures at hand to state how many), 


ought to be paid for out of the common fund be- | 
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possessions was reduced. They were moved farther west from Wiscon- 


| Sin and Michigan, and afterwards their lands in Iowa, to the extent of 


5,000,000 acres in one body, were purchased and the money paid, and 
they were removed farther west, a small portion living on the reservation 
in Kansas and others in the Indian T the remainder of them. 


ierritory, 














But that great empire, an area the finest the sun ever shone upon, held 
possession of by these Pottawatomie Indians to the extent of 30,000,000 
of aci the title to that land was extinguished precisely in the sar 
way in which it is proposed in tl to extinguish the title of 
J to these Jan the Indian Te: sits enactment 

wa nh they re the United States has 

é enti er tl ead id without cost. Nu- 

! r treat ma ind th reated in like manner, 
1 the ¢ } ( nan, ol 1e 1 », J nly three bill 

h } 1 tl tl e principle I am cl: ge here is the 

nciple which has been applied to these Indian lands, the right of 

‘ cy to w i 1 extinguished, as I have said, the lands 

have been iiformly f to free homestead entry There is all 

is of it » | Cl 1, why should we depart from 

t y l settled pian Wi h ] 3 Net tue approval of the public senti- 
Lu j 1 eve i ! use 1G may involve an e> 

p iture, and it does involve the expenditure, of a few million of dol- 

sf Ol ie i I uread! ove yu iened 

( | 1, Mr. ¢ in, does not weigh for one mo- 

\ I the time has 1 ‘ in the history of American 

1 when, in my judgment, t ust claims of the poor people 

t ( try voll nom on tne puvik inds shall be met and over- 
com by the a rtion the General Gove nent can not afford it. lor 
that is what 16 mean 

Vill it be said by this Congress, when this immense area of land 
) 0 acres in round number in area equal in size to the gre 
State of Ohio, that that land which belongs as a common heritage to 





’ 
the whole people and burdened only by the poor occupancy of som: 


red men, that when the Indian title to that area shall be extinguished 
this Government is in that impecunious position it will exclude every 
settler who goes there unless he shall reimburse us to the last dollar « 
cost of that land to the public Treasury—when it is remembered, as 
I have already stated, Mr. Chairman, that land belongs to us precise} 
the same as the public land of Illinois, Territories o! 
the great Northwest ? 

Now, if I have made myself understood, it is all I desire. It is no 
my habit to indulge in flights of rhetoric for the purpose of enforcing 
theargumentsI make. Ina plain, business manner I have endeavored 
to impress on the committee the importance of this amendment and 
the necessity of its adoption; and if members of the House believe with 
me that the disposition of the public lands should be under the home 
stead principle, then this amendment should be adopted unanimously. 
That is all 1 wish to say now, and I thank the committee for its con- 
siderate attention. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
of his time ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I do reserve the remainder of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order the gentleman can use t 


Dakota, and the 


Does the gentleman desire to reserve the remainder 


he re 


| mainder of the time for himself, but can not yield it. 


within the recollection of gentlemen now sitting within the sound | 


Mr. PAYSON. How much time have 1? 

The CHAIRMAN, 1 nan has occupied thirty-three min 
utes of his time. 

[ Mr. SPRINGER withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. the motion is submitted I 
consent to submit an amendment which I shall offer to the bill at th 
proper time. I ask to have it printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. HOLMAN, The amendment is not offered now, as I understai 
it, but simply presented for information ? 

The CHAIRMAN, As the Chair understands, it is presented now 
information and to be printed in the Recor! 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. That is what I desire. 
TheCHAIRMAN. Withoutobjection theamendment will be pri: 
in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

rhe amendment of Mr. ANDERSON 


d Union soldiers, sailors, and marin 





e gentie 


Before 


for . 


of Iowa, is as follows: 

Provided, That all honorably discharg« 
who served in the war for the suppress yn, Shall, in maki 
tries for actual settlement under the provisions of this act, be and here} 
exempted, in consideration of said service, from the payment of the purc! 
price provided for in this act; and proof of such actual service for a peri 
at least sixty days, and of honorable dis¢ therefrom, by such forn 
dier, sailor, or marine, shall be ack nited States in pay 
of the purchase price of the lands so entered upon, and of all fees in conne 
with suid entry. And all land officers « United States are directed t 
preference to the es under this provision 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I 
proper time. 
4 motion 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly ;and Mr. MCMILLIN having tak« 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Com 
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mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union having had under 
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And then (the hour of 5 o'clock p. m. havin 
pro tempore, under the previous order, declares 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 3499) granting a pension to Anna M 
Greenfield; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com 
mittee on Pensron 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3500) granting a pension to William J 
Piersen; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com 
mittee on Pensions 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (S. 3501) relating to the classifica 
tion of post-offices and amendatory of the act approved March 3, 1% 
entitled \n act to adjust the salaries of postmasters;’’ which wast 


wice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices an 


EFFECT OF IRRIGATION ON LOWER VALLEYS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore if there be no further morning bi 


ness, the Chair lays before the Senate the resolution submitted by the | 


Senator from Kansas | Mr. PLUMB| August 21, 1888, in relation to the 
waters of the Platte and Arkansas Rivers and their tributaries in Colo 
rado. Does the Senator from Kansas desire action on the resolution 
this morning? 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to have action upon it, but I wish to amend 
it at the proper point by inserting, after the words ‘‘and whether,’’ the 
words ‘*in his opinion.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. No 
formal amendment is necessary, the Senator having the right to modify 
the resolution under the rule. 1t will be read as modified. 

Che Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inquire and report 
to the Senate at its next session the extent to which the diversion of the waters 
< Platte and Arkansas Rivers and their tributaries in Colorado, for irriga 
tion or other purposes, affects the flow of the water of those streams in the lower 
valleys, and especially during the vrowing season; and whether in his opin- 
ion the title conveyed by the Government to lands fronting on said streams cov- 
ers the privilege of diverting water therefrom beyond that necessary for use 
thereon for irrigation and mining purposes, and to report what action is needed 
to protect the rights of riparian owners along the course of said streams in the 

tates of Kansas and Nebraska. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not desire to antagonize the resolution, which 

a resolution simply calling for information, although I hardly ap- 
prove of the provision that calls upon an officer not charged with ren- 
dering a legal opinion for a legal opinion, which the resolution seems 
to do. It calls upon the Secretary of the Interior for an expression as 
to certain legal rights. However, I do not care to antagonize the res 
olution for that reason. 

| merely desire to say that to apply the old rule that each man who 
has land on a stream or across which a stream ran or bv the side of 
which it ran, has a right to insist that the water shall not be diverted 
and taken away from him, is an impossibility in what is called the 
arid regions. While that has been the rule in such regions as are 
blessed with an abundance of rain, it never has been the rule in any 

ection of the country where agriculture is dependent wholly upon ir- 
rigation. 

It was decided in 1842 by the supreme court of the State of Illinois 
that if water by irrigation was absolutely necessary for the raising of 
vegetation, then it became a natural use, and the right to divert it 
and to use it all up was the same with the man who used it for agri- 
cultural purposes as it was with the farmer who might let his cattle 
drink the entire stream and thereby cut off the man below. 

The rule has always been that the residents who are on the upper 
part of the stream might take all the water for the cattle if it was 
necessary. If the farmer’s family was large enough to take it all, they 
could take it all and none was run below. That is upon the theory 
that it is a natural use essential to his existence. The supreme court 
of Illinois as early as 1842, as I said, held that that rule must apply 
also to irrigation in the arid regions, but that it would not apply in 
the State of Illinois, although agriculture might be increased and made 
profitable by irrigation, because it was not absolutely necessary. 

It has been the rule in al! the Western country, where irrigation was 
necessary, in California, Colorado, and Nevada, to allow the people liv- 
ing on the upperend of the stream to divert it by taking the water out 
of the stream. The ownership of water there has been determined by 
prior appropriation. When Colorado became a State, it put a provision 
in its constitution that the waters of the State were public property, 
and could not be monopolized, and could not be diverted except under 
regulations made by the Legislature of the State. 

I might say, what I suppose everybody knows, that there are mill- 
ions and millions of acres of land in the United States on which to 
apply the old doctrine of riparian rights would always dedicate the 
land to solitude and silence, and it would be absolutely worthless. 
Consequently a different rule must prevail; and if the people on the 
Upper Platte or on the Upper Arkansas divert the water for agricult- 
ural purposes there is no damage resulting to the people of Kansas 
for which they can receive any compensation from any source that I 
know of. 

Of course whatever may be the report of the Secretary of the Interior 
it will not determine anything in this matter except to give us infor- 
mation. It is a question, as I said some days ago, that the Government 


The question is on agreeing to the 
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| vill have some day to deal with. I do not know how the Government 
| can prevent the State of Colorado from using the waters of the non 
| vigable streams of that State, and that is the character of the streams. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The State of Kansas might sue the State of Colo- 
ido for damages, 
|} Mr. TELLER. As suggested, if the State of Colorado should do any 
| damage to the State of Kansas, I suppose asuit might be brought. But 
} the acts complained of are not committed by the State; they are com- 
| mitted by the people. I do not suppose the State of Kansas would 
ever have any claim for damages, though its citizens might. It is un- 
| loubtedly a question that never can be settled otherwise than that the 
people who are on the lower rivers may be injured, unless we should 
some great system of water-works enable the waters to continue in 
» streams until they reach the lower section of country. 
| Iwill say that before a drop of water was taken out of the Arkansas 
| iver, beforea drop was ever taken out of the Platte River, those rivers 
vent dry; and they have every year since the country was settled gone 
dry at some point between the foot of the mountains and the points 
ientioned in the States of Kansasand Nebraska. They sink, and I do 
not suppose it would be possible, except by an immense expense, to ever 
keep up those rivers, although no water whatever was diverted for the 
purposes of irrigation. 

I only wanted to say this much, that the Senate might understand 
that this is a very great question and one not to be lightly dealt with 
when the report comes in. 

Mr. PLUMB. If anything could be settled by a discussion at this 
time, I should be very glad to enter upon it, agreeing entirely with 
the Senator from Colorado, that it is an important question. But it 
was only for the purpose of getting some information which will be ac- 
cessible to the Secretary of the Interior, to enable the Senate to deter- 
mine what, if any, legislation is to be entered upon, that I offered the 
resolution; and no discussion of it, I think, is necessary, certainly not 
| on my part, at this time. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to offer an amendment to the reso- 
lution. I move to strike out all after the word ‘‘season”’’ in the fol- 
lowing words: 


And whether in his opinion the title conveyed by the Government to lands 
fronting on said streams covers the privilege of diverting water therefrom be- 
yond that necessary for use thereon for irrigation and mining purposes, and to 
report what action is needed to protect the rights of riparian owners along the 
waters of said streams in the States of Kansas and Nebraska. 





And to insert in lieu thereof: 

And what measures can be devised to increase the flow of water in those 
streams during such season. 

So as to make the resolution read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inquire and report 
to the Senate at its next session the extent to which the diversion of the waters 
of the Platte and Arkansas Rivers and their tributaries in Colorado for irriga 
tion and other purposes affects the flow of the waters of those streams in thi 
lower valleys, and especially during the growing season, and what measures 
ean be devised to increase the flow of water in those streams during such se 
s50n. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will just pardon me for a moment, I 
do not think any debate will be necessary. I have no objection to th 
addition of what he has offered to the resolution as it now stands. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to make one remark. 

Mr. PLUMB. We can then get the information from the Secretary 
of the Interior covering the entire matter according to his view of it. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I do not want to involve the Sec- 
retary of the Interior in this question of legal rights. It is too broad 
a question. At least one-half, and I think two-thirds, of all the agri- 
culture that has been pursued in the world has been in countries wher 
irrigation was necessary, and where the rules that applied in England 
to riparian proprietors had no application and could have none. Thy 
common law is a system of principles applicable to the changing con- 
ditions of man under any circumstances, but the conditions are diff 
ent, the facts are different, and the conclusions must be different. 

If the Secretary of the Interior had not had this subject called to h 
attention he would go wrong uponit. Two-fi.ths of the land of t!. 
United States requires irrigation, and different rules must be appli 
and that point had better be left out of the inquiry. Let us get th 
information; let us get what are the exact facts, and then see w! 
remedy can be devised. I have been over that country frequently. | 
believe that Kansas and Nebraska and a large portion of Dakota re 
quire irrigation, and I think when that country is settled up the pe 
ple will do as all other countries have done when they became civilized 
they will store the water in the mpuntains as India does, and that th 
region east of the Rocky Mountains and near the Rocky Mountains 
will be the very best market in the United States. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senatorfrom Nevada will permit me, I should 
like to ask him a question. He has evidently givea this matter much 
study. I want to know if it is not true that in those countries where 
the government has controlled the water and leased it to those who usec 
it and used the land which was irrigated, the farming has been proiit 
able to the farmer, and in those countries where private individuals 
have controlled and leased the water it has not been profitable to the 
farmer? 
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Mr. STEWART. 


not been profitable b 


Where monopolies have been allowed farmir 
it the Western States have taken action against 








the monopoiies California pat a provision in its constitution t t 
individuals sold water the localities, the counties and cities, shou 
regulate the value by their boards of supervisors. Irrigation mu b 
regulated by some governmental authority to prevent monopo! 

Che Supreme Court of the United States have recognized t 
tent the principles applicable to that part of the country I 
cided in the case of Kroder vs. The Water Company, in 110 Unit 
Reports, that when water had been diverted for mining or agi l 
purposes and the land was subsequently sold by the United Sta 
purcha took it subject to the rights of prior appropriators 
principle will have to be recognized. 

[ did not intend to discuss this question now, for it is too 
question It involves two-fifths of the lands of the United State 
a rule will have to be a yplied different from what is ip plied i 
Atlantic States, following the principles of the common law, g 
them elastic and making them to fit the case where water must i 
for irrigation. 

Let us have from the Secretary of the Interior the informatio: to 
how these stre are affected, and also if any remedy can be applied. 
l believea re iy can be applie l. I believe if the water is stored l 
the mountains, which it undoubtedly will be some day, and brought 
down in the proper seasons, there may be a great deal more in tl - 
ers then than if they staid in the ordinary condition, the water going 
down in flood time and being wasted. 

[his is a great question and the resulu is a very important 01 It 
is an important inquiry, but if we involve the Secretary of the Int I 


in the question of law he will answer it insome way that may m d 


that may do harm, because he has not the means or t 


peopie 
to make such an investigation. 

I will say of the courts tl 
most affected are contorn 


| 


it the courts in the States and Territo 
1ing to the condition whi 
The State of Colorado has the best system of laws governing irrigation 
that now exists in any country in the world, so far as thatStat m 
cerned, except the part of it which relates to storing water. Ith 

the right to do that yet, because the places where water can be sti 

are on Government land. But let us get this information as to what 
effect the irrigation is having and what can be done, and let my a1 

ment be added to the resolution, keeping the Secretary free trom 
troublesome legal question as to riparian rights which depend not upon 
any fixed rule but the condition of the country, w 
would be unwise to call upon him for. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I heartily approve of the reso 
lution of the Senator from Kansas. I believe that this exploration 
the Interior Department will be one that will be productive of great 
good to the West. Ido not, however, favor the amendment proposed | 
by the Senator from Nevada if it is to go to the extent of striking 
the last part of the resolution of the Senator from Kansas, and 
words which he proposes are to be substituted. I have no particula 
objection to their being added to the resolution itself, although | 
lieve that that investigation is already fully provided for in the clause 
of the sundry civil appropriation bill which appropriates quite a sum 
of money for the purpose. I donot understand that that clause is yet 
lost in the conference on the disagreeing vote of the two Houses 

Mr. TELLER. It may not become a law. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It may not become a law, but I think it pe 
haps will be adopted as a part of that bill. 

Mr. STEWART. Upon the suggestion of the Senator from Colorado 
and the Senator from Nebraska, | will modify my amendment so as to 
make it an addition to the resolution, and not to strike out purt of it 
and substitute these words. 

Mr. MANDERSON., If it is placed in that form I have no objection 
to it personally. 

Mr. STEWART. Let it be so modified. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I can not, however, let the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [ Mr. TELLER] go without making further suggestion 
Tadmit the fact that by reason of the peculiar condition of things in the 
far West, and under the peculiar conditions existing in what we choose 
to call the arid regions of the West, there has come a very important 
departure from the principles of the common law with reference to the 
rights of riparian owners, just as there has come in the mining section 
representedl by the Senator from Colorado a change in the common law 
as to the ownership of land by reason of what is known as miners’ 
custom or miners’ law. 

I realize that there is a right in those owning land adjacent to the 
upper portions of the Arkansas and Platte Rivers to the use for the pur 
poses of irrigation and the improvement of their lands of the waters o 
those rivers even to the entire exclusion of those who are so unfortu- 


nate as to live further down thestream; but I do not believe that that 
departure from the principles of the common law permits the characte1 
of irrigation which I understand is in vogue in the State of Colorado and 


in other parts of the country where ditch companies are formed, which 
construct large ditches, carrying the water to a great distance beyond 
the banks of the stream and irrigating lands not naturally subject to 


irrigation from the streams themselves. If there are such enterprises | 





Dn nature re 


hich it seems to me it 
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A bill (H. R. 3902) for the relief of Sophia B. M 

A bill (H. R. 6371) granting a pension to J« 

A bill (H. R. 7013) to place the name of Delia Ni 
sion-roll; and 

A bill (H. R. 8087) for the relief of Thoma 

LAND SUITS AND LAND PATEN 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lay ore the Senate the 
resolutions coming over from vesterday. submitted by the Senat« 
Nevada [Mr. STEWART], calling for information in relation to i 
suits and land patents. Shall the resolutions be read at length ? 

Mr. BECK. Let them beread at length. I should like before the, 
pass to call the attention of the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 1 
who was once Secretary of the Interior, to the resolutions It seer 
to me that it is going to be very much like the information we had the 


other day called for by the Senator from New Hampshire [| Mr. ¢ 


LER |, where nearly atonofdocumentscamein. Idonot know 


HAND 
whether 
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they were ordered to be printed or not. If you count the time em- 
ployed to work them up and the cost of printing them, I think the 
documents that came in the other day would cost more than it would 
cost to ran the Naval Academy at Annapolis for a year. ‘These reso- | 
lutions look to me as if it would require months to procure the infor- 
mation; but perhaps not. I should like to have the Senator from Colo- 
rado make a statement about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolutions submitted yesterday by Mr. 
STEWART, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish the Senate without delay with a statement of what disposition has been 
made of the following items of appropriation in the acts of August 4, 1856, and | 
March 3, 1887, making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal years ending June 30, 1887, and June 30, 1888, respectively, 
and for other purposes, hereinafter quoted, giving the name of each person who 
has received any portion of said appropriations and the amount received by 
each and the character of service each performed, together with the residence 
of each of said persons at the time he was selected or appointed to perform the 
service for which the money was paid, namely: 

Depredations on public timber: To meet the expenses of protecting timber | 
on the public lands, $75,000. 

Protecting public lands: For the protection of publie lands from illegal and 
fraudulent entry or appropriation, $90,000. 

Expenses of hearings in land entries: For expenses of hearings held by reg- 
isters and receivers, under instructions from the General Land Office, to deter- 
mine whether alleged fraudulent entries are of that character or have been made 
in compliance with law, $20,000, 

Settlement of claims for swamp-land and swamp-land indemnity: For salaries 
and expenses of agents employed in adjusting claims for swamp-lands, and for 
indemnity for swamp-lands, $20,000: Provided, That agents and others em- 
ployed under this and the appropriations for ‘‘ Depredations on public timber ”’ 
and ** Protecting public lands,’ while traveling on duty, shall be allowed per | 
diem, in lieu of subsistence, at arate not exceeding $2.50 perday, and for actual 
necessary expenses for transportation. (Act August 4, 1586.) 

Depredations on public timber: To meet the expenses of protecting timber 
on the public lands, $75,000. 

Protecting public lands: For the protection of public lands from illegal and 
fraudulent entry or appropriation, $100,000. 

Expenses of hearings in land entries: For expenses of hearings held by order 
of the General Land Office to determine whether alleged fraudulent entries are 
of that character or have been made in compliance with law, $20,000. 

Settlement of claims for swamp-land and swamp-land indemnity: For sala- 
ries and expenses of agents employed in adjusting claims for swamp-lands, and 
for indemnity for swamp-lands, $20,000: Provided, That agents and others em- 
ployed under this and the appropriations for ‘‘ Depredations on public timber” 
and “ Protecting public lands,’’ while traveling on duty, shall be allowed per 
diem. in lieu of subsistence, at a rate not exceeding $3 per day, and for actual 
necessary expenses for transportation. (Aet March 3, 1887.) 

And be it further resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior furnish the Senate 
without delay with the number of applications for patents for public lands, in- 
cluding both mineral and agricultural lands, now pending and undetermined in 
his Department, stating the number of those pending before the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office and the number on appeal to the Secretary of the In- 
terior; and also a statement of the number of patents issued in each of the pub- 
lic-land States and Territories during the fiseal year ending June 30, 1888, and 
the amount of land covered by each of said patents, 





ihe PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions. 

Mr.MORGAN. I think the resolutions ought to goto the Committee 
on Public Lands. The second resolution, I think, is entirely covered 
by reports which have come in from the General Land Uffice, showing 
on the 30th day of June the number of applications that were pend- 
ing there for patents and the whole scheme of the business of the Land 
Office. Perhaps that report does not show how many cases were then 
pending before the Secretary of the Interior or how many were then 
pending before the Commissioner of the General Land Office, but I am 
quite sure that a very close approximation could be had to the actual 
state of the business of that office in reference to the issue of patents 
by consulting the report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office made on the 30th day of June. 

1 can hardly conceive the use that is to be made of this information 
after we get it. I ama member of the Committee on Public Lands, 
and I do not know of any question that is pending there which would 
call for the information or for that which is contained in the preceding 
part of the series of resolutions. ‘The object of both the resolutions 
seems to be to inquire into the matter of how the money in two ap- 
propriation acts has been expended, requiring a very critical and exact 
history of every expenditure, and including a good many matters that 
I think the Senate would hardly find much interest in reading or in 
knowing. 

I can not conceive what legislative purpose can be aimed at by the 
Senator from Nevada in asking for all of this detailed information. 
There may be something that he has a suspicion about as to misappro- 
priations. Ido not know; butif there is any instance that can be cited 
of a misappropriation or anything that looks like it, I suppose the Sen- 
ate would hardly refuse to make an inquiry into it on the suggestion 
of the Senator from Nevada. But to putin a general fishing resolution 
here for the purpose of getting information in a broad, general way as 
to the history of every expenditure under two appropriation acts, it 
seems to me is unwise and unnecessary. 

The resolutions, as it appears to me, would require the expenditure 
of a very large amount of money and the employment of a large num- 
ber of clerks. The Senator requires in the resolutions that these state- 
ments shall be furnished ‘‘without delay.’’ I suppose that it would 
cost the Government of the United States in the loss of the services ot 
the different clerks in the Department a large amount of money, and 
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also the necessary delay of the current public business in order to grat- 
ify the Senator from Nevada in his researches into the history of the 
expenditures under these appropriation acts. 

Now let us see what is comprehended in the resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, directed to 


furnish the Senate without delay with a statement of what disposition has been 
made of the following items of appropriation in the acts of August 4, 1886, and 


| March 3, 14887— 


Two fiscal years— 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fis- 
cal years ending June 30, 1887, and June 30, 1888, respectively, and for other pur 
poses. 

Then the first resolution proceeds to quote the features of the differ- 
ent acts of appropriation and the amounts of money that were appro- 


| priated in order to show to what the resolutions are applicable and to 


indicate the special points upon which the Senator from Nevada desires 
information. Not only that, but he requires that the Secretary of the 
Twterior shall proceed and give ‘‘ the name of each person who has re- 
ceived any portion of said appropriations.’’ I suppose that it would 
be almost a matter of impossibility to give the name of every person 


| who has received any portion of those appropriations; but suppose there 
| is a voucher showing the expenditure of every dollar into the hands 


of the different individuals who have been employed by the Govern- 
ment, or who in any wise have rendered any service, or to whom any 
expenditure has been made in the execution of these appropriation 
acts, what necessity can there be for having ‘‘ the name of each person 
who has received any portion of said appropriations ’’ brought before 
the Senate and the amount received by each, and the character of ser- 
vice each performed ?’’ That would require a very detailed history of 
the character of the service performed by each individual in respect of 
each of the appropriations for the two fiscal years, covering a large 
number of subjects, to which I shall presently refer. 

Together with— 

He wants also— 
the residence of each of said persons at the time he was selected or appointed to 
perform the service for which the money was paid. 

I can not understand why the residence of a person who might be 
employed can enlighten the Senate of the United States upon any ques- 
tion of expenditure. It may or it may not, but it does seem to me that 
it is merely an effort to dig up everything that has been done in respect 
of this Department at an enormous expense to the Government of the 
United States and to the great delay of other current public business, 
and that the resolutions would inflict upon the Government a misfort- 
une without any good to result from them so far as I can see. 

Here are the subjects to which the resolutions relate. In the par- 
ticulars to which I have referred the Secretary of the Interior must re- 
port, without delay, upon these appropriations: 

Depredations on public timber: To meet the expenses of protecting timber on 
the public lands, $75,000, 

That item would include quite a history, I should say. 

Protecting public lands: For the protection of public lands from illegal and 
fraudulent entry or appropriation, $90,000. 

This must be of course doubled, because the report covers two fiscal 
years and the appropriation which is recited here covers but one: 

Expenses of hearings in land entries: For expenses of hearings held by reg- 
isters and receivers, under instructions from the General Land Office, to deter- 


mine whether alleged fraudulent entries are of that character or have been 
made in compliance with law, $20,000. 

Settlement of claims for swamp-land and swamp-land indemnity: For sala- 
ries and expenses of agents employed in adjusting claims for swamp-lands, and 
for indemnity for swamp-lands, $20,000. 


Then there is a proviso: 


Provided, That agents and others employed under this and theappropriations 
for ‘‘ Depredations on public timber” and “ Protecting public lands,’’ while 
traveling on duty, shall be allowed per diem, in lieu of subsistence, ata rate not 
exceeding $2.50 per day, and for actual necessary expenses for transportation. 


Those items would have to be examined under two appropriation 
laws. The next is— 

Depredations on public timber: To meet the expenses of protecting timber on 
the public lands, $75,000. 

Every transaction for two years connected with depredations on the 
public lands or the timber on the public lands is required to be reported 
in the most minute particular. 

Protecting public lands: For the protection of publie lands from illegal and 
fraudulent entry or appropriation, $100,000. 

Expenses of hearings in land entries: For expenses of hearings held by order 


of the General Land Office to determine whether alleged fraudulent entries ar 
of that charaeter or have been made in compliance with law, $20,000. 


That would necessitate the production, I suppose, of all the transac- 
tions of the different special agents, including their reports. 


Settlement of claims for swamp-land and swamp-land indemnity: For sala- 
ries and expenses of agents employed in adjusting claims for swamp-lands, and 
for indemnity for swamp-lands, $20,000. 


There is a proviso to that part of the inquiry: 


Provided, That agents and others employed under this and the appropriations 
for ‘‘Depredations on public timber” and “ Protecting public lands,’’ while 
traveling on duty, shall be allowed per diem, in lieu of subsistence, at a rate not 
exceeding $3 per day, and foractual necessary expenses fortransportation. (Aci 
March 3, 1887.) 
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Then comes the second resolution, upon which I commented at first 
relating to the number of applications for patents, etc. 

Mr. President, I do not think the Senate will do the Senator from 
Nevada any injustice in referring these resolutions, which are of a very 
extraordinary character, to the Committee on Public Lands and 
them investigate them and see what good is to result from having al 
of this elaborate and very expensive information brought to the att 
tion of the Senate. I know of no bill, no resolution of this body that 
seems to make this information in the slightest degree relevant, or that 
it could have any other purpose than merely to gratify some desire ot 
the Senator from Nevada to make an investigation into matters which 
are perfectly open tohim. He has a perfect right to go there and ex 
amine the files of the office. I dare say the Senator has never made 
an application for anything of this kind. No demand has been made 
probably—we have heard of none at least—upon the Secretary of the 
Interior or the Commissioner of the General Land Office for the pro- 
duction and examination by any Senator, or any Member of Congress 
or any other authorized person into the details of this matter. Sup 
pose I should come in here, having perhaps some quarrel with the 
War Department, some desire to inspect all of their dealings, and I 
should demand that the War Department should send to the Senate 
to be printed here for the public information, a detailed statement ot 
every expenditure made by the Department and of every human being 
concerned in the receipt of money or its expenditure in the War De- 
partment, or in the Navy, or in the Treasury, or the Post-Office De- 
partment, 

The requirement would be just as reasonable, so far as I can see 
least, as the requirement of the Senator trom Nevada. 

A long time ago we abandoned the idea of its being necessary to 
print and circulate before the world the itemized statements of all the 
expenditures of the United States Government. What a series of 
enormous volumes it would fill if we should undertake to do work of 
that kind in the reports that we require from the Departments. When- 
ever that rule is found not to be longer useful, when some necessity is 
found for departing from it, it ought to be upon a case stated, it ought 
to be in reference to some complaint made of a certain oflicer, or De- 
partment, or bureau of this Government in respect of the manner o 
expenditure. The Senate of the United States ought not to be require: 
in a case as broad and as general as this is to bring forward by its1 
lution all of the information that any Senator may choose to have sent 
in here and printed merely for his own information or his own gra 
cation. ‘The Senator from Nevada, I think, owes it to the Senate that 
he should state some reason, some particular fact or proposition that 
he has in his mind with reference to which he would ask the Senate to 
make this very large appropriation of money. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move now that this subject go over for to-day. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to make an explanation after what 
has been said. I will not occupy more than five or ten minutes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iyield tothe Senator from Nevada. I do not think 
there is any particular explanation needed, but if the Senator thinks 
so he may go on. 

Mr. STEWART. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, there is a matter pending before 
Congress in regard to which this information, if we had it, would be 
very important in its consideration. There is a like appropriation and 
a larger one in the present bill; and a system of spending several hun- 
dred thousand dollarseach year for special agents for guarding the pub- 
lic lands and for various purposes has grown up. It is a new thing. 
It has got to be the principal expense, the largest item of expense in 
administering our public lands. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me? I do 
not know whether the President of the Senate understood that I made 
&@ motion to refer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator to submit the motion. 

Mr. MORGAN. I did. 

Mr. STEWART. It has grown up, and you have in the sundry civil 
bill between two and three hundred thousand dollars—I think it is 
over $300,000, taking all the items into consideration—for the purpose 
of investigating, employing special agents, and the like; and there are 
a large number of them employed. I believe most of it is unneces- 
sary, and I know that it might be rendered altogether unnecessary 
with the proper legislation. I think, as it has been in vogue some 
time, it would be well to see how this money has been expended, and 
what is the character of the service, and who are the persons that have 
been employed, so that we shall have some light on the subject. 

Then as to another portion of the resolutions, wherein inquiry is 
made as to the number of cases pending in the Department undisposed 
of, that is important. For example, I received a letter a few days 
ago from a gentleman in Alaska, inquiring when he might expect a 
patent for a mineral application. He stated in his letter that it is a 
long distance and he did not have an equal chance with those people 
who lived near by; that it took sometimes six months or a year to get 
& communication from where he was. I addressed a note to the De- 
partment, and suggested that I did not desire to interfere with their 
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I want to say a few words. 


The Chair did not understand the 
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rule that no case should be advanced, but askedif they « ak 
t } ne W past »equa ‘ em 
V ‘ l rson who wrote the lett 
his { l : ‘ a 
‘ ould be reached some t é é LSsO 
hat was the only explana l disposition of s Ses ght 
not to require vears. It is alo time in a mining camp to wa I 
or live years for mere routine busi and if the Department is thus 
logged it is important to know what amount business is there so 
t we can predicate legis 
1 say the great appropriatio , t spe- 
cial agents that are infesting that country, and there are rnv people 
who think they are unnecessary. ‘The system of secret spies has not 
worked well in any country. Secret spies never did work we the 
star-chamber business over a vast extent of country lik it will do, 
where no one is allowed to se I rts or ask any questions Men's 
cases are tried and disposed of without a hearin Patents are denied 
on these reports, which are acted upon as oflicial It is a system that 
is working great hardship and it is costing a very large : unt o 
money. 
We ought to know how that m ended I sas 11: case, 
I concur with the Senator from we can not inquire into 





all the details of the ordinary expenditures of the Gove 
would be absurd; but when a system of espionage has grown up in the 


i 
country and a large force of land and it 


rnment That 


; traversing the 


spies con- 
tended that it is necessary to continue this system, I think we should 
know something of it. Iam opposed to the system, and I think we 
ought to have legislation to cut it off But as long as the tem is 
held to be necessary let us know how the money is used. Phat is al 
I ask nd inasmuch as the Department is so far behind that we can 
not have the ordinary business done, that men must wait for years for 
the pre-emption an 1 mineral entries to be considers d, we ought to 
know the number of cases there and what legislation is necessary to 
facilitate them. 

more force is needed in that Department of the routine business to 


facilitate the consideration of mineral entries and pre-emption and home- 
what force is necessary 
[t is further behind now 


he country. 


stead claims, the United States is bound to giv 
to do the business within a 
than it has ever been in the , 
before been a time when the delays amounted to a practical denial of 
justice as they do now, and the accumulation in the Department, I un- 
derstand, is increasing. If there is not appropriation enough for that, 
I would make more. If the appropriations for this system of secret 
investigation are necessary, let them goon. All I ask is: to know what 
is done with the money, and let us understand what the system is, so 
that we can judge of it I believe the system is bad I may be wrorg, 
but let us see what has been done with the money employed, how many 
persons have been employed, and what services have been performed 

There is no way to act until we have this information. If I get up 
here and charge this system with being evil, working evil, and being a 
terrible curse to the people of that region, I shall be told that I am mad 
at something and go into the newspapers and arraign the officials; but 
if we have the information so that we can see what is done with the 
money, and if we can have the information so that we can know why 
these delays are made, why we have to wait years and years to have 
our applications for patents considered, then Congress will know how 
to act, and not till then. 

This Department is a mystery; it is a closed book to Congress. Con 
gress appropriates whatever is asked without inquiring 
with the money. Here is a case where a system has grown up which 
everybody who will think about it a moment must see can not but be 
full of evils. Have we nota right to ask for detailed information in 
this particular case? The labor involved will not be great; but if it 
should be great, the information called for is of infinite value. 

I will now yield to the Senator from Iowa 

Mr. ALLISON. If this matte: 
debate I will yield a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Alabama to refer the resolution to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

fr. MORGAN. There are other Senators besides myself who desire 

to speak further about this resolution and look into it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I move to proceed to the consideration of the 
conference report on the sundry civil appropriation biil. 

The motion was agreed to. 


reasonable time. 


history of here has never 


g what is done 


can be disposed of without further 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 10896) mak 
ing appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior years, and for other 
purposes: in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


MESSAGE ON FISHING INTEREST 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


I ask unanimous consent of the Senate that the 
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question of reference to stand open for debate. I simply want the 
message printed so that it may be used by the committee. 

fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

THE LOUISIANA ELECTION. 

Mr. PASCO. I desire to give notice that on Friday next I wish to 
call up the resolution offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
CHANDLER] with reference to investigating the recent election in 
Louisiana and submit some remarks thereon. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1889, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland, who sits 
farthest from me {[Mr. GORMAN ], expects to address the Senate this 
morning, according to the notice given by the Senator from Missouri 
| Mr. COCKRELL] yesterday. Before he begins his remarks, however, 
he has kindly consented that I may submit a few remarks in answer to 
the statements made yesterday by the Senator from Maine [ Mr. HALE]. 

The Senator from Maine said, insubstance—I do not pretend to quote 
his exact language—that appropriations were being made for public 
buildings in Southern States largely in excess of those which were made 
in Northern States, and that it was impossible to secure the passage of 
bills for that purpose in the cities and towns located in the northern 
section of the Union, while they were easily procured for public build- 
ings in the southern section of the Union. He cited as an instance of 
that an appropriation at Helena, Ark., which, I presume, he intended 
should be taken as an example of an improperappropriation. I sought 
at the time to get an opportunity to reply, but did not obtain it. 

I will say that while it is true as the Senator stated that in 1880 the 
population of Helena was something less than 4,000, yet Iam confident 
that that population has been more than doubled and that there are 
at least 8,000 residents in thattown at this time. I will state further- 
more that the town is located upon the Mississippi River, and is sur- 
rounded by cotton lands that are equal to any cotton lands in the 
world; that it is in the midst of a wealthy and intelligent community, 
and it isa town that is rapidly growingand rapidly progressing. There 
has been a Federal court there for a number of years, having jurisdic- 
tion in a large number of counties, and considerable business is trans- 
acted at that court. It was almost absolutely necessary that a build- 
ing should be provided for the use of that court, and also for the post- 
office, and $75,000 were appropriated for that purpose by the present 
Congress, and the President signed the bill. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not think the fact that $75,000 were given 
for that growing town of 8,000 inhabitants would justify the statement 
made by the Senator that larger appropriations were going to the South- 
ern States than were going to the Northern States. The Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] stated yesterday, and I wish to repeat it to-day, 
that for public-building purposes the State of Maine has had appro- 
priations amounting to $2,231,114. The State of Arkansas has had al- 
together $309,317. Iam not sure whether Helena and Texarkana are 
included in that amount or not, probably not. The State of Maine 
had in 1880 a population of 648,936; Arkansas had at that time 802,- 
525. Arkansas to-day has more than a million of inhabitants> I do 
not know what the increase of population has been in the State of 
Maine, yet there is the State of Maine in 1880 with 200,000 less popu- 
lation than the State of Arkansas, and yet the State of Maine had nearly 
$2,000,000 more appropriated for public buildings than Arkansas had. 
I submit, in view of that fact, if the Senator was justified in saying 
that these appropriations were going South and they could not be pro- 
cured for the Northern States. 

While I am upon the floor I wish to answer another proposition made 
by the Senator from Maine. The Senator from Maine complained 
that the Administration was extravagant, that large appropriations 
and extravagant appropriations had been made under Mr. Cleveland’s 
Administration, exceeding those that were made under the adminis- 
tration of Mr. Arthur, and yet I do not believe that a single appro- 
priation of any consequence has passed the Senate that the Senator 
from Maine did not support, except I believe he voted against the 
Blair bill. 

In addition to that, the Senator from Maine when he made that state- 
ment knew that twenty-five millions of that increase, as was admitted 
by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] yesterday, was accounted 
for by increased pension appropriations, and yet the Senator from Maine 
earnestly supported every increase of pension that has been presented 
for consideration here. Not only that, but he voted for a bill that 
would have increased the appropriations at least twenty-five millions 
annually, and, as was generally believed, fifty millionsannually; and 
when the President of the United States vetoed that bill he was de- 
nounced as being the enemy of thesoldiersof the Union. Yet theSena- 
torfrom Maine knowing this fact, parades this appropriation of $25,000, - 
000 here as an evidence of the extravagance on the part of this Admin- 
istration after he himself had earnestly supported it. 
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Another cause of increase, I am informed, is largely due to the fact 
of the naval appropriation, appropriations for building naval vessels 
and yet no Senator upon this floor was more earnest in his advocacy 0} 
large appropriations for building a navy than the Senator from Main 
and I think in every instance he advocated larger appropriations than 
were given by Congress. 

Another cause that will account for this supposed increase of expend- 
itures, as I understood the Senator from Iowa to say yesterday, is the 
increased cost of the postal service, and yet, Mr. President, again and 
again Senators upon that side of the Chamber denounced the Postmaste1 
General for his parsimony because he would not spend more money on 
the posta! service. It has been done on more than one occasion, and 
they tried to force upon him $800,000 per annum more than he askei 
for to run for ten years more than he wanted, money that he did not 
need for ten years, and yet the Senator from Maine says that this Dem 
ocratic Administration has been extravagant, when he ‘voted to for 
that $300,000 upon him which he said he did not need for the post 
Yet, Mr. President, if that $800,000 had been appropriated 
by Congress, and $25,000,000 more, annually, for pensions had bee: 


service, 


| voted, this would have been arraigned by the Senator from Maine a 


an element of Democratic extravagance. 

Mr. President, I submit that that is not fair polities, I submit that 
that is an unjust imputation upon the Administration, when it is known 
that in nine cases in ten for almost every appropriation that passed 
that side of the Chamber has stood solidly in the affirmative, and tha 
whatever objection there was came from this side of the Chamber. | 
assert here to-day, while 1 have not the figures all before me (that 


| counting one year’s appropriation of the Blair bill), that bills which 


have passed the Senate during this present session, a Republican Senat 
appropriated not less that $50,000,000 which the House has_refused to 
pass; that bills have been passed here in which at least $50,000,000 
more have been appropriated by the action of the Republican Senat 
than has been by the Democratic House of Representatives during t! 
One item I remember, that amounts to about $20,- 
000,000, was to refund the direct taxes to the States. That bill pass 
this Chamber with very few negative notes upon the Republican side, as 
I remember it, and it has been earnestly pressed in the other House ly 
Republicans, and the Democrats have refused to pass it. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. In estimating the appropriations reeommended by th: 
Senate and the amount specified in the educational bill, does the Sena- 
tor estimate for $79,000,000 in the educational bill, or the $9,000,000 
which is the appropriation for a year? 

Mr. BERRY. I estimated for one year, which I thouzht was 58, 000,- 
000. The Senator says it was $9,000,000, which adds one mill 
more. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
000, 000. 

Mr. BERRY. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
COU. 

Mr. BERRY. Then TI stated in round numbers that I find the 
rect tax would have involved an appropriation of $20,000,000, the p 
sion bill that has passed here would not have been Jess than $25, 00v,() 
more; that, in addition to the $9,000,000 for this one year of the Bla 
bill, would make more than $50,000,000, to say nothing about the in 
crease of the large appropriations that have been made for public bui 
ings and various other purposes, to which I presume the Senator f! 
Maryland will allude when he comes to speak. But in round nu 
bers it is safe to say than $50,000,000 has been appropriated by t 
Senate that the House of Representatives have not yet concurred 
and we have no reason to believe they will. 

So far as I am concerned I simply state that it can not be show 
outside of these items that there has been any extravagance in t 
Aduwinistration over and above the administration which has preced 
it; and I think it is unjust and unfair to go to the country with s! 

a statement as the Senator from Maine has made, that this Congres 
is making large appropriations for the Southern States, when the | 
show that it is not true—to go to the country with the statement th 
this Administration has been extravagant bevond that of the pust 
appropriating money, which is not true, and when the Senator 11 
Maine has been the most earnest advocate not only of the appropria 
tion bills that passed, but for the appropriation of millions of dollars 
which the Democratic House of Representatives has refused to pass 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, in the course of the debate yesterd 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] said: 


I notice that there are large appropriations asked for in this bill. I beli: 
that a large appropriation was made for a public building at Portland, Ores 
some yearsago. The costof the public building at Portiand alone, if my » 
ory serves me aright, is more than equal to the entire cost of all the p: 
buildings in New Jersey. 

Also, in another part of the debate later on, after asking how muci 
was appropriated for Nevada, he said: 

How much for Oregon? 

That is, how much was appropriated for Oregon ? 


I think there is some $600,000 for buildings for Oregon. 


For eight years the amount would have been $7! 


The first year would have been $9,000,000. 
Between $9,000,000 and $10,000,000; nearly $10, 00 
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Even this amendment it seems the Senate conferees hav 
pelled by the opposition in the other branch of Congress t 
they re port in favor of receding from it. 

Under the laws of Oregon, in the city of Portland, the str 
proved and kept in repair by an assessment on the adjacent pro 


Che United States owns a block of ground on which there is a 
building and owns the fee of the streets to the center of the st 
each side of the block. There is no provision of law for impr 


art of the streets, which belongs to the United States and adjoins 
] 

property, except by an assessment on the property. As this as 
( 








in not be collected, the « ity of Portland has been comp lled out of 
general fund to make these street improvements from time to ti 
has presented a claim to the Department. The estimate has been 
peatedly made for the payment of it. The Senate Committee on A 





propriations saw fit to put an amendment on the bill to provide for the 
payment of it, and still the House insists that this payment shall not 
be made, and this amendment is the only amendment relative to pul 
buildings or the grounds for a public building in the city of I 

or in the State of Oregon contained in this bill. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I ask the Senator from Oregon if he has 
not introduced a bill into this Congress for a post-office or some pul 
building in the State of Oregon ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Iwill explain that to the Senatorinamoment. The 
Senator said that this bill contained $600,000 for public buildings in 
Oregon, when it does not contain a dollar. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I simply wished to ask, owing to the « 
nation that was made yesterday by the Senator from Iowa [Mr 
LISON |, who has charge of the bill, in respect to the public buildings 
that appropriations were asked for, if the Senator from Oregon has not 
a bill before this Congress appropriating quite a large sum of n 
for a public building in the State of Oregon. If he has not, ther 
recollection is at fault; and if it is of course I will admit the fact 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator is trying to create an issue with me t] 

I have not raised. I will discuss that ina moment. The point to 
which I rose and the statement of the Senator that I desire to correct 
: a 


is that there was $600,000 in this appropriation 
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is inOregon. I say there is not a dollar. 
The Senator also drew a comparison between appropriations for 


lic buildings in the State of New Jersey and in other States. 1] 
upon reference to a statement of appropriations and expenditur 
public buildings, ete., to June 30, 1882—since that time the 3 
been nothing appropriated for Oregon for public buildings; I do 

know how it has been in the State of New Jersey—that tl 
house and post-office at Jersey City is charged with an expenditure ot 
$111,870.58; that the custom-house and post-office at Newark is charged 
with $159,873; that the custom-house and post-office at P 
is charged with $3,374.66; that the revenue-office at Sandy 
charged with $719.31, and the custom-house and post-office at T: 





= 





with $409, 906.56. 
In the State of Oregon there has been appropriated for public } 
ings since the State was admitted, for custom-house at Astoria, v h 


is the first custom-house after entering the Columbia River and a place 


of importance, $76,047.85; for custom-house at Portland, $396,379.71. 


That is all that has ever been appropriated for this purpose in the 


State of Oregon since Oregon was a State. There were some small 
appropriations for a penitentiary and state-house at avery early day 
wl 


he 
at Portland was $60,000, and for the state-house at Salem $33,554 
| 


‘hose appropriations were made, the one for the state-house in 1848, 
and the one for the penitentiary in 1850. 
Now, Mr. President, in regard to the bill which has been introduced 
me in the Senate for a custom-house at Portland, I wish to say tl 
Portland to-day has some fifty-five or sixty thousand inhabitant 


is the point where the customs are principally collected, and the other 
husiness—Federal business—in the State is done. It isa building which 


is an ornament to the city, and in a proper location for the post-« 





post-office and for thecourts. The internal-revenue offices and the cus- 
toms office, and all the other Federal offices in the State ought to | 
other quarters; in fact the internal-revenue collector’s office has been 
recently removed from the building. It now contains the surveyor- 
general’s office, the post-office, the customs office. It has capacity only 
for the offices for which it was designed—the post-oflice and United 
States courts. 

Every Federal official at Portland has recommended the construction 
of a new Federal building. The present postmaster, appointed under 


the present Administration, and his predecessor say that all the lower 
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en Oregon was a Territory. The appropriation for the penitentiary 


ul United States courts. Its capacity to-day is suificient only for the 
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Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well. Now, the city of Paterson, a place 
oO 10 people, with a much greater increase of population during the 
la 1 years, I think, than you will find in Oregon, asks for $80,000. 
The Senator from Oregon asks for $500,000. The city of Hoboken, 
with a population of 50,000 pe ople , a8k8 for 960,000 lor a post office and 
custom-house and an internal-revenue office agency as well. Jersey 
Ci with its surroundings, with a population of nearly 200,000, has a 
pl buidding that has cost px rhaps the meager sum of $80,000 for 
the building and the site. I thi nk this year we were able to get an 
appropriation of $25,000 to nere wed facilitic at that point for the 
I ce 
it is the comparison I wished to make in regard to what had been 
done for the Eastern State Now let me state further that during the 
whole period cf Republican administration here, certainly during my 
ti of se é in the Senate, lasting now about eleven years, we hav« 
bee pel tent in asking for these facilities for post-offices at the dif- 
ferent points I have mentioned, and we have many other cities bette: 
ent d to them certainly than cities which are now getting them. 
We have the cities of Elizabeth, New Brunswick, Camden, Morristown 
Somerville, and Plainfield, and many other large cities that are enti- 
tled to public buildings by reason of their population and importance; 
but we have not asked for them, notwithstanding all these appropria 
tions are made at the rate asked for here by the Senator from Oregon 
of 00,000 for Portland, with a population of 55,000. 
ALLISON. I ask the Senator from New Jersey to yield to me 
\ nent that I may explain to the Senator from Oregon and other 


' 
nators the difficulty we found in the way of providing for the 


» paving 


lor the last 
tently refu 


two or three years the House of Representatives has per- 
d to allow any of these paving items and we have been 





obliged in al 1 these bills to surrender those paving items. This year, 
as I think very properly, the House committee suggested to us that it 

the duty of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds in the 
two Houses to provide some general legislation on the subject, and I 


hat the 


of the 


attention of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Senate should be the necessity of some uni- 
form rule as respects our duty in regard to the paving of streets about 


Ground called to 
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standing in 1882 that the county court-house could be used. Of « 
when the United States court was required to sit in Sioux City, wit 





any public building, the county supervisors or authorities aiken df 
the time being the United States court to be held in the county « 
house; but the county court-hous¢ full of litigation as resp< 
State courts and State busin ind it is absolutely iveni 
them to allow the United States « rt to sit there it is allt 





was of that. 








Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, in th ral statement n 
the chairman of the ¢ ti ns, the Senator 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], a oO | now under con 
ation, and the tr uble the res he Senate are h 
to obtai in: ich ( ould ntially with the \ 
of the , 1 am in perfect acco t there is one it 
thesundry civil appropriation } enate about wh 
desire to say a word before 1 rit general statements of 
chairman, and that is in regard to the appropriation to condemn the | 
ance of the square upon which the Government Printing Office is 1 
located. I had not an opportunity to make the statement when 
bill was pending in the Senate. I trust that the conferees on the 
of the Senate will insist on that amendment 

The building known as the Go ment Printing Office was er 
many years ago asa private enterprise, and it is now totally in 


| quate to the great business of the Governm Printing Office. It 
so constructed as to make it absolutely ane and the ven 


the public buildings which we erect in the different cities of the Union. 
‘or myself, I believe that this Government, if it erects a public build- 
ing in the midst of a city (and it usually erects its public buildings in 
the most nee portion of a city), should pay its proper propor- 
tion of the cost of the maintenance of the streets and the sidewalks in 
and about th: it building, and I think there should be alaw regulating 
that matter so that if the Government of the United States desires to | 
maintain the sidewalks and streets about its buildings, its own officers 
sl l surpervise the construction of the work. ‘That is one Be ason 
N the conferees on the part of theBenate surrendered ali thes ms 
respecting paving, which of course include the item allud ii ‘the 
penator from Uregon. 

the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. GORMAN] will excuse me a mo- 
n further I want to say a word in response to what has just fallen 
fro he lips of the Senator from New Jersey {[Mr. McPHERsON]. He 





set to think that I criticised the erection of public buildings in the 

















thern States in my remarks yesterday. The Senator totally mis- 
i ended my remarks. I made no criticism as respects any ‘ 
public buildings. I not only did not do that, but i stated th: tI} 
\ for all of them. peg criticism was that there was not that dis- 
criminating judgment re pects public buildings which ought to 
| [ called attention simply to the fact that in my own State | 
1 was a city of from 35,000 to 40,000 inhabitants, and when it | 
| for a public building it met with a Presidential veto, whereas 
3 of Union, like North Carolina, to which I alluded 
pai Uarly, and Texas and Arkansas, in towns having a small popu- 
lation l but le business, public-building bills by some device 
were enabled to run through both branches and pass the approval of 
the President of the United States. 
[ called attention to two or three instances, one of which was an in- | 
Bt in t State of North Carolina, where this very year we have 
] led for a public building at Statesville, a town situated 40 miles | § 
f otte, wl there is another public building now, a town of 
{ ! ‘th l inhabitants, and that bill could receive execu- 
i I l, but when we come to a great city like Sicux City, in my 
c with a moderate appropriation for a public building, where 
tl is great need of that public building, we are met with a Presi- 
dential veto. That was all I intended to say in mycriticism yesterday 
as respects these public buildings. 
Ir. GORMAN. Mr. President— 
Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me to ask 
t Senator from Iowa a question ? 


RMAN. I will if it does not lead to further debate. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa if Sioux City 
has a Federal court? 
Mr. ALLISON, 

Mr. GEORGE. Is there any public building there now ? 
ALLISON. Thereisnot. And now, as weare upon that, I want 
to say that the President took occasion to say that there was an under- 





It has. 


is an outrage upon the poor people who are co1 
nid. after a personal ¢ <amination 
ly in the inter of huma 


J 40 vit interest 
rand jury would con- 


lation is so bad that it 
pelled to labor there daily. 
by the Printing Committee, not on 
if it were a private establishment I | 





nity, f 


velieve the g 

















demn it, but also in the interest of the business of the Governme! 
that there is not sufficient space to do all the work that is ordered b 
Congress. The whole machinery of y printing establishment d 
pends to-day upon a single engine, which has been in constant use { 
the last ten or fifteen years. A mnomy, outside of tl 
other question to which I hav« d, it is an appropriat 
that ought to be made, and not a day should be permitted to p: 
before the improvement is begun. 

President, the chairman of the C on Appropriat 
has made several statem¢ with one of concur fully; t 
s, that in the Senate Committee on Appropriations in considering th: 
appropriation bills politics or party divisions never enter intoany 


Senate. That I testify is 
of being associated with 
I have ‘said 1 yn for: 
hairman of that comniit 


oa side nt a 


recommended by the committe e of the § 

lutely true since I have had the honor 
friend from Iowa upon that committee. 
isions that in all these matters he 
oe the time that we have had a I 
ocratic H Representatives, has 

ition bill, sunk the parti an, and 
the committee—I allude to h 
In committee th rolling 


ner 
as thee 
ratie 
$s, in the con: 
so I may. say of every ot 
im as the represent 
idea has been 


du Jemoc 


louse of 





propri 
member of 
the majority. 








vancement of the best interests of the Government, and he has rec 
mended and agreed to appropriations that » been liberal and w! ; 


have produce d great results. 


Therefore, sir, it was that I was more astonished by his remarks y 








terday than [I would have begn by a similar state ment made by a E 

other member of this Se nate. He having par rticipated in and la 5 
| controlled the apes itions as made up to this time, I confess t} i 

was amazed when my friend from Iowa, seconded by the Senator f1 

Maine [Mr. HALE], here upon the eve ae reat election, should st g 

the condition of the se appropriations and the finances of the Gov * 

ment in such a way that the ¢ must con lude — it was pu 3 


| acter, saying 


i 


| justice >. him aft 










for partisan purposes. I confess x wi us astonished when I heard 
Senator from Iowa make the declarations in which he twitted the D 
ocratic party within four years of Roatan made appropriations $95, | 
000 greater than were made during the preceding administrati 
President Garfield and Preside nt Axthur, and ra to stir t 
tional feeling, as he unquestionably intended to do by his 
lusions to the appropriations for public buildings in the § 
tates. 

So that I may 1 





hn oe 















pointe 








mistaken, or rather that I may not d 
ning, I wil ‘tl read a 
found on pages 88 
s fora } 


not be 
r what he has said this mor 
graph or two from his statement of youtertag,, ! 
8830 of the Recorp. After allt uding to the appropriation 
ing in Buncombe County, North Carolina, he said: 

Mr, Atuison. I am not criticising these things except to point a m 
these little villages in North Carolina, in Texas, in Mississippi, and in Ar 
ean have their public-building bills not only railroaded through th: 
Houses—I have no doubt I voted for all of them—but they pass the sc 
the President of the United States; and yet when a bill comes her: 


50,000 inbabi t ants 
e 


O al 


4 ee Si ares 











State in which I live and from a city having more than 
nearly as much trade as there is in half the State of North Carolina, 
dent sends us a message, sneering in its tone and I think undignified in it ; 
that a public building is not necessary at Sioux City. % 

I merely call attention to these things for the purpose of showing that 
pends, or seems to depend, upon the location of these public buildings wh« 
they can become laws. * * * 


And again he says: 


But I am not finding fault with these appropriations. I am only now ca 
attention to the discriminations made respecting them, showing how easy 1! 






















































an appropriation bill for a building at Sioux City, in the State of 
I can understand how for the moment he would resent it and that we h e on 
that he was discriminated against, and if he had made that stat » the U: 3; than it cost to 


immediately upon the reception of t 






















1e veto, in hot blood, I could ‘ dent, 1 e | ( it I t 
understood it, for there was another building bill for Annapo this t ry 
State, vetoed. The State of Maryland, that aided in creating t 
ernment, with its old capital enriched by all the associati run rs, tl e spoken 1 this 
back to colonial times, and the memories of the great events that! j erat par to 1 | 
occurred there, with the Naval Academy located within its histo »both « ose > 
cincts, the only capital ofaState butone in the Union that has n 
building in it, for it] } ; i 
have a public bui 
an appropriation of 
this bill become a ! i s it < ) 
been used in such a way as secure a historical buildi Ol so (for I 
was used by General Washington, by . I ll, and t ‘ ‘ 
compatriots as a council house before and during the Revoluti Presidential ( te 
at the same time would have secured acheap and commodious bu , ile that w lopted the Cor itte ‘ 
for the post-office. ‘The President of the United States in his d 
limit these appropriations, mistaken in his judgment as I believed und an 
and as I suppose he may have beenin the Sioux City matter, but - and ¢ 
ising the discretion that is warranted by the Constitution, vet t} } 
yet I have no right to say, as the Senator from Iowa and the Senator , Mr. | t : 
n Maine have intimated, that it w ( rim tion 
) of its | on geogray] ( or becat o1 my } 

1as sed that power wherevé l 

eli ve have any right to at l not re " 

in that which he states in the v I $ i 

wrong in his views in particular cases v r. GEORGI \ 
we have a two-thirds vote; but t Mr. GORM 
as instigated by partisan considera admin 
» sustained by any act or expression D ; ( 
i h i I 
1 priat } 
st foul ropriat { 89, w 





a * 


is a part attributable alone to t! 











und ur ' the Republican party upon the 
will do the rom Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] the justice 
that so far as I ki this is the first time in discussing an 
tion bill that he has arrayed one section against another, but 
stantly done by his party assoc ates here, in the House, in tl 


and through the press everywhere; they have 1 
denounced the Democratic party 1 







party as in S 
terests, Every vote of a Southern Demox 
a claim made by a loyal citizen is heral 0 
evidence of a new rebellion. You] , 
jority of the States which makes fair, careful consideration < 
res d t, if not imy ible. The result—extray 
the } *smoney. A! I l : 








we have voted unto 














growing outof the war. [I had 
an issue, or prevented that feeling from growing up an 














people we <« uld ha‘ » met mar f th Ie 
people, we could have met many of these questio 











facts without reference to sectionalism, and saved million 
to the tax-payers. But here, in both Houses of Congress, 3 ‘ 
with great regularity, audacity, and ability agitated it, and ha 1 I do not belie loya 
t almost impossible to prevent a pension bill, no matter wl lint ! ring t 
merits may be, from passing either House. ri 

Mr. President, no man will charge me with being illiberal to | rupted by going on with t uti , 
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the last four yea But, Mr. President, the Senator from Towa and I 
k w that there isa cla of men who are engayved in the yilection of 
t cia This cit ! i | of them, men of intellivence and ac- | 
tivity of wealth—for they have made millions upon millions in | 
the colle ys of these claim whos bsidize the pr whoown news- 
pap t ement between the two politi ily rties so far 
as they can use the ns thas made from the soldiers to promote this 
fee 

I say to the Senator from Iowa and the Senator from Maine that it 
is too grave a question, the amount 


nvolved is too great to treat this 
matter simply from the political standpoint. We ought to come to- 
gether and determine what is to be done to limit these appropriations 
and yet do justice to all who have not l, rather than fight 
it out upon party lines 

Mr. President, in this ninety-five millions of appropriations in excess 
of the Arthur administration there are some other items which can not 
to the Democratic Administration. When this Administra- 
tion Ca into power it found the cor try withouta single gunol his rh 
power and without a vessel that could go to sea with safety. You were 
without a Navy; you were without a gun in any fortification of the 
country affairs whose day had passed, and we all 
agreed, Republicans and Democrats alike, that this was a crying shame 
and must be remedied, and in the appropriations made you have ap- 
propriated for the Navy alone during Mr, Cleveland’s Administration 
the sum of $77,271,483. 29 as against an appropriation of only $60,260, - 
921.17 in the previous four years, or an increase of $17,010,562.12 to 
build the Navy 


been include 


be charged 


except some obsolete 





The appropriations for the Navy durirg the Garfield and Arthur ad- 
ininistrations and the present Administration are as follows: 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE NAVY, 1882-'85, 1886-89. 


Garfield and Arthur's administration: 

1882 $14, 566, 037. 55 
14, 819, 976. 
15, 894, 434 
l 


4, 980, 4 









issi 


1885 





BRD. cctenccetnines edsuecessocssmecsegs <eoteneccetéecnienney — LENE EERGEED 
Cleveland's administration: 
LSS8o 


[SS 


1883 


15, 070, 837. 95 
16, 489, 907. 20 
25, 767, 348.19 
19, 943, 389. 95 





1889 . s eeececseesecess 





77, 271, 483. 29 
60, 260, 921.17 


17, O10, 562. 12 


You not only have made this increase upon a matter that both par- 
ties have agreed to, but the principal amount of these appropriations 
was put in by this body. You increased them, and it was right to in- 
crease them; but it is wrong for the Senator from Iowa, after having 
been the principal agent, and his party in this Senate being responsible 
for the increase, now to hold the Democratic party accountable for the 
extravagance committed by this body of which heisthe leader. Every 
dollar of the appropriations was exactly right, and in view of recent 
occurrences, and those likely to come, the appropriations were not made 
too soon. The amount might have been doubled with great profit and 
security to your country, for, Mr. President, the people of the United 
States in the matter of the armament of your forts and the construc- 
tion of your Navy and other public works, the necessity for which all 
recognize, are not parsimonious as to the amount of appropriations. It 
is with them only a question of how the money shall be expended and 
the honesty of the administrative officers who disburse it. Wecan point 
with great satisfaction not only as Democrats but as Americans to the 
wonderful result that has been attained since President Cleveland has 
adininistered the executive affairs of this Government. Iam not going 
now into the details as to what his administration has accomplished, 
but it will compare favorably with any administration from the founda- 
tion of the Government to the present, and there is no administration 
since the close of the war that begins to compare with it in results. 

Mr. President, the next piece of extravagance that is included in the 
remarks of my friends from Iowa and Maine is the postal service. I 
have listened on former occasions on this floor to gentlemen who have 
denounced the Post-Office Department, since the advent of the Demo- 
cratic Administration, for not giving postal facilities; and yet it ap- 
pears by the record that to-day that Department is carried on upon a 
more extensive scale than ever in the history of the Government. The 
extensions of the star routes and all the facilities for the quick dis- 
patch of maiJs and the extensions over the Territories have gone on 
with a rapidity that is astonishing. As to the details there may have 
been some causes of just complaint, as there always are, but during the 
administration of Garfield and Arthur there were $179,131,252 ex- 
pended, and during the past four years we have expended $224,621,- 
737.14, or an increase of $45,490,485. 14 in the postal service alone, to 
give the people of this country that which they must have and will 
have tonics any administration, perfect mail facilities. To do this we 
have spent $45,490, 485.14 more than was expended during the admin- 
istration of Garfield and Arthur. And you call it extravagance! 
The appropriations for the postal service during the administration 





Increase during Cleveland's administration............ 
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stration have 


of Garfield and Arthur and during the present Admini 
been as follows: 





APPROPRIATI FOR POSTAL SEI 18S2-"85 8o 
( eld and Ar nistration 
882 $10 
1883 44, ¢ « ») 
1484 44,4 
1sg5 49, 040, 400 
[ fans 179, 131, 252.09 
Cleveland's a inistration 
a TTT 
1887 
1S&8 
1&8 





45, 490, 48 5.14 


Increase in postal service during Cleyeland’s administration 


All of this money, or nearly the whole of it, comes back, as the Sen- 
ator from Iowa knows, in postage; but just before this Administration 
came in—I think it was immediately before—the postage was reduced 
from 3 to 2 cents on every letter, so that the receipts from the Post- 
Office Department nominally fell off, but the people of the country 
gained forty or fifty millions by that reduction, and but for that reduc- 
tion the postal receipts would have been abont a sixth greater than 
they are, and there would have been, instead of a deficit in this matter 
a large surplus for the Treasury; but in that item is $45,000,000 more 
than were expended in the four years previous to the advent of the 
present Administration. 

Mr. President, there was another item which was for the benefit of 
the North—and I class Maryland for the time as a Northern State, as 
distinguished from States that were out of the Union during the war— 
that goes to swell up this $95,000,000, every dollar of which went to 
New England, Pennsylvania, New York, Maryland, and States upon the 
border north of us and east of us. That is $5, 769,015.28 for the Ala- 
bama claims, all paid since this Administration came in, and charged 
to us as a partof the extravagance in the $95,000,000. Then there was 
the Choctaw Indian judgment of $2,858,798.62, with interest. This 
was a judgment of the courts. The claim came along before the Dem- 
ocratic party became responsible for this Government, but it is to be 
paid out now. It is not fair to charge that to this Administration as 
part of its extravagance. 

UNUSUAL ITEMS OF APPROPRIATION DURING CLEVELAND’S ADMINISTRATION, 


Alabama claims awards, 1887 Fondok bvedielidn pacoin Misa hein ead tease $5, 769, 015, 28 
Choctaw Indian judigiusemt, LOGD. ... 0.2.0. 000000 vrsrcccsscsnecsccccccsrsccsscvesecssece By O08, 798, 62 





-* BOCA. .ccoscesnnccoccesconvecsoncnnsossosencnscconsoscevsesconssensaseuese ssncsoreansecccese 8, 627, 813. 90 
Mr. President, the whole recapitulation of the increase of appropria- 
tions during Mr. Cleveland’s administration, for pensions and the othe: 
items which I have gone over, makes $33,947,954.48 of the $95,000, 00 
which my friend from Iowa talks so much about. 
RECAPITULATION, 
Increase in appwopriations during Cleveland’s administration, for 


PENSIONS.........00000020+ 
Increase in appropriations during Cc lev eland’ + s administration, on 


$12, 819, 093 


I Oe IEW oe cancccsn peck cthaeinrdacns écnscccntmbbsatabbaneinen Abecs pieessn 17, 010, 562. | 
Increase in appropriations during Cleveland’s adminis tration,on 
Ne ee IO igo nce v2neen v0%0 0k e0eegs botonesanabseniqaetntentnes » 45, 490, 485, 14 
Unusual appropriations during Cleve land’s administration—Ala- 
bama claims awards and Choctaw Indian judgment —— we. 8,627,813 
Tit inisithiithicterciateiviianiabinciindiaetetelnatabianssigene iisgiendnmatianniinabenaneiait 3, 947, 254. 45 


Mr. President, I do not desire even to follow the Senator from Iowa 
in the matter of giving this matter the slightest partisan tinge. Th: 
appropriation bills have come to us from auother branch, but th 
abundant increases that have been made upon them have been mad 
in this body, and as I have said, they were made, in my judgment 
the greater portion of them, in the interest of the country and for items 
for which you could not avoid making appropriations. Still we hav: 
largely increased the bills as they came from the other branch of Con- 
gress, and we are responsible for ‘it in the Senate. WhatI complain o! 
now is that the Senator from Iowa (and I joined him heartily in near!) 
every measure) should bring this matter up at this last moment, wheu 
we are about to pass the bills and make them laws, and do it for a pa 
tisan purpose, do it that it may be used in the campaign to defeat t! 
Democratic party, when he and his party upon this floor are responsi- 
ble for the increases to the extent of millions. 

Now let us see what the increases are. 


INCREASE MADE BY THE SENATE ON APPROPRIATION BILLS AS PASSED DY 1 
HOUSE AT THIS SESSION. 





I SL 8 -e ‘scncdvonnsdeusbabstebied bsssebtbescou esvbeuneetbesth $124, 150 
Army bill (as passed Senate)......... 6, 892, 500 
Dipiomatic and consular bill Jaw aedredsahriiatilanstaunnbighsdsiemaais $14, 60 
District of Columbia bill (law).....................ceceeeees : 520, 
Legislative, ete., bill (law)............ Lesieicubitlh asiidicdion’ 142, 702 
River and harbor bill (law 2, 494, 5 


5 


Sundry civil bill (as passed Senate) ...............:0000.- os ssececee vecees 5, 174, 593. 24 
Deficiency bills...... 799, 643. 22 


Data cincsscressncsntess cavercescesiesnesve esseeces, 20,168, 682. 20 
It is fair to say that the Army bill and the fortification bill are y 
in an incomplete state, and to some extent these figures may be 
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c é t up to dat e have 1 the appropriations 
it 1 Hy us est ¢ . l 

‘ L re gain that in y ¢ I 
the l { ad many ¢ ( tT Ss wi ded, . 
ato i stated, at tl tation of the 
m i tt { 1! K 
iad ugh opposed to t at 
V ) \ be a prop ! 

1 fo ) yur posit 3s! ild ippen at I 
rever it committee was the result of t 
but it is, I t 1 unfair advantage which the two 
l yoke ) mi ers of the Appropriations ( 
a l »t ‘ ie D 10K part in 

u . i nl tate 

rl ‘ t t e int v of incre rap 
ations d or sAd I on. Ninety-five millions mot 
friend fro were ap ited during the Democra ‘ 
tration th yt ist Republican Administration. Di \ 
that tin i ha ly 1 of the Senate, and the 
proposed | > eona yn bills as they have passed ( 
vress from 1886 to 1389 have bec 07,916.91 They area 
INCRI s ) x E « A I I AS T EY I 

iH i R I S Ls to 188 
188 ¢ 
1SS87 d S 
1A&S 30, 046, 2 
KRY 14 2 
Total = = 

N ount stated for 1886 does not i ie tl er and harbor 
as it passed t House and failed in the Senate for want of time to cons 


If the appropriations had been made as proposed by tl 
sum total jor the past four years would have been $52,861,105.23 


greater than 1t 1s, 


APPROPRIATIONS INCREA » BY I re’s ‘TION FOR s 
1886 TO 1889, OVE THE Ak r PASS BY THE H 5 
1586 31,4 7.69 
1887 $4, 64 
1888 14 x 
1589 
Tota! e 20, 646, 811. 68 

Note.—The amount stated for 1889 does not include the proposed ine se on 
the Army bill and only the difference on the sundry civil bill as it would stand 
should the pending conference report be adopted. 


Mr. President, we come now to the general result of all the appro- 


priations during the administrations of Garfield and Arthur and of 


President Cleveland. The net ordinary expenses ol the Government 
and the total expenditures during the Arthur administration were 
$769,761,316. The average per capita of expenditure during tl 


ministration on all the people of the United States was $4.62, taking 
the tables of the late Proiessor Elliott as to the population of the 1 ed 
States. When you ran the Government during the last Repu in 
administration you had it costing the people $4.62 per capita, and \ 


your administration closed and President Cleveland was inaugurated 
March 4, 1885, as I have before stated, you had nota gun of high 

in the United States, you had not a vessel that could float the 
with safety, and you were absolutely at the mercy of any fi 
power of the world. We came into power, and by the action that 
been heretofore taken, which I will not go over again, we have conduct 
this Government, and will up to the end of the next fiscal year, ma 
the four years complete, at a cost of $778,340,119.60, or an average | 
capita of $4.32, basing the population of the country to-day, I thi: 


2,000,000 below what it is; but basing the population only at 61,688, 000, 
which is simply adding to Professor Elliott’s tables the same ratio of 


increase, we have conducted the Government and accomplished all 
these great things that I have alluded to by holding toa rigid account 
ability every officer, high and low, introducing economies everywhere, 
cutting down salaries, as was shown by my friend from Kentucky [Mr 
BEcK] is being done on the legislative bill, a million dollars below 
General Arthur’s administration. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does my friend say that there has been any cutti 
down of salaries? The reduction suggested by the Senator from Ken 
tucky yesterday resulted simply from the dropping of one hundred and 
fifty pension clerks, who were carried during the last year of President 
Arthur’s administration and who were not needed during the followi: 
year. 

Mr. GORMAN. We have reduced the amount of the expenditures. 
I know there has been an adjustment of clerks, a clerk dropped off 
here and there, but with the force now in the Pension Office we ha 
been able to grant more pensions than were ever granted before in the 
history of the world. There is a third more work being accomplished 
in the Pension Office under the earnest and skillful management of 
General Black than in any like preceding period, and the work of every 
auditor’s office in the Treasury Department is up to date under the 
present Administration, which was never done heretofore, and yet 
have had a reduction of expenditures that amounts to a million dol- 
lars. With all of that, and al] the things we have accomplished, and 
notwithstanding there is $95,000,000 of increase that my friend from 


lowa harps upon, we have conducted the Government at the rate of 
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Pa te | 
Cal ‘ . : 2, 239,555. 91 | 
vada ' : 100, 000. 00 | 
Oo on ° ‘ suses 624, 628.90 | 
| 
i il I c States 2,964,184. 81 | 
| 
Territor | 


is? 4 
Dakota. 
Idaho 
Montana 
New Mexico 





Utah <s siapbelenioneain sieitaaaitip niet cieaaentiindon 65, 000.00 | 
Washington siete sosiseaieeishagoutdenindhasne dnieghaietitlannntitiaebaiaialeditaidiieéa 127, 545. 75 
We PIED wecncnncnsteemnnpeaventapmetbeviawncepbentsneae 110, 413. 00 
Dotal DerribOrses cccscsecescocsseseccvces :coceee seemovemvorte , 621, 493. 90 
Southern States = 


\iabama 
Arkansas 
Florida 
Creorgia 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Mississip; 
Missouri 


North Caro! 





South Caro , oe 
Tennessee , & l c 
Texas 6 ¢ 9 
Virginia nnbdicnewblenteeeniitiacdenaeen 1, 316, 847. 39 
PE III. csincessiepndinntietidemumatninhneitiins annahcineatie mieindnities 502, 564. 30 
Total Southern States 25, 306, 689. 99 






RECAPITULATION. 
Fourteen Southern States, including Kentucky and Missouri........ 
Six New En i States 
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Five Middle States, includi , 663 00 

Ten Western States sbsbess peebademmnccees ootons ‘ 22, 882, 5, 89 
I ER cctnnceseccccccunisnbeseiednonsersdensbieediieonunabudaiaiedavebiehent 2, 964, 154. 81 
Eight Territories 621, 493. 90 
Total aes haben 04, 492, 014. 32 

Less fourteen Southern States ........:.seccccessee pimevsontnounside ceverere 2, 806, GED, 9D 
4 9 

324.33 

Five Middle States pénsibebsiee ececcessese 231.00 
Frame WY SmSOri BtOte occ cccesccccssccsccccecsescese sontosdeitisdliiuaiaiiee . wesstoni 22, 882, 695, 89 








Total Si shaadahithin ascended sonieablaiosn vupsisiieeins tovaienieshcsabceliles anna 
Mr. President, since this Administration came in—for the statement 
I have read runs down only to 1885—I hold in my hand a table show- 
ing the amountof appropriations, which I will have published, by States, 
but I will not detain the Senate by reading it. Thesummary of it is 
that the fourteen Southern States which I have named, including Ken- 
tucky and Missouri, have received during this Administration by ap- 
propriations $2,747,000, while the Western, the Middle, and the East- 
ern States have had $4,043,148. 
New public buildings authorized since March 4, 1885, to be erected under 
the control of the office of the Supervising Architect, Treasury Depariment, 
arranged alphabetically by States, August 29, 1888. 














3 Date of Limit 
Stat | ¢2 | authoriza- Location of building, ete. . ee 
S - of cost. 
So tion. } 
_ : _ 
Alabama , 8. Feb. 24,1887 | Huntsville jucshinandicinewebven toner $100, 000 
Apr. 19, 1888 | Birmingham.............scccceer ceoseees 300, 000 
Tce itinin thuretiiemetaaitndiiindatastat 400, 000 
Arkansas. s. Mar. 16, 1886 | Fort Smmithh.............cc0secsccsepesesesees} 100,000 
Mar. 16,1886 | Fort Smith jail.. 50, 000 
Apr. 11,1888 | Helena.............. 75, 000 
 sdintesceahenicnie visi ate | 225, 000 
California...........{ W. | June 29, 1887 | Los Ampeles........ ccsoccnessssessseceese 150, 000 
Mar., 1887/| San Francisco, site ............0.0.+s00 | 850,000 


| | I oss iasiccetiie tiene sitalisasaied | 500,000 
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| West Vir 
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Kentucky 


Minnesota... 
Mississippi 


Missouri.........-. 
| Mar, 29, 


New Jersey 


New Mexico 


New York. ... 000. 
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North Carolina... 


Pennsylvania.... 


South Carolina.. 


Wisconsin.......... 
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Date of 
authoriza- 
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June 6, 1888 
June 30, 1886 





Apr. 9, 1888 
Jan. 3,1887 


Jan. 29, 1887 | 


May 17, 1886 


Jan, 17,1887 
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May 14, 1888 
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Mar. 3 
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| Feb. 9, 1887 
| Apr. 15, 1886 
| Apr. 19, 1886 


May 1,1888 


| Springfield 
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New public buildings authorized since March 4, 1885, ete. —Continued. 
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I submit to my friend from Iowa, as the figures show, and the 
not be contr rted, that from the very b ining of the Governn 
to 1885 the per cent. taken upon population or territory shows a g1 


excess of appropriations to the Nort appr 

tions. Since this Administration came into power the Northern an 
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the President of the Unite 
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against $2,500,000 in round numbers received by the fourteen Sout! 

States; and when he takes into consideration that for four years t 
last-named portion of the « y was devastated and business we 
down, and there was sufferi and oppression such as no other peo 





were ever subjected to upon the face of t th, and when he 1 
bers that within the past four years and since the election of a De 
cratic President this sectional feeling has been to a large extent wiped 
outand becomea thing of the past; that Northern men, capitalists fi 
all sections of the country, have been flowing into the Southern Sta 
and developing the mines of Alabama, of Georgia, and of North Ca 
olina and Virginia, and have gone into the Everglades of Ilorida I 
made garden spots of pla es that were marshes but a few years s 


that this prosperity extends from here to the utmost 


1c Cal 








coniines ol 


Republic south of us, and an era of good feeling under a Democrat 
administration prevails, and it is only remarkable, controlling, 





Democratic party does, the executive branch and the other H 
that they have been so moderate; and I think it i 
tor from Iowa and myself, who represent in part great 


ll becomes the Ser 
ysel communit 
not seriously disturbed by the affairs of twenty years ago, whose px 
ple are prosperous and have always been so, who have been treated 

generously by this Government from the beginning—indeed, his $8 
has received as generous treatment as any State in the Union, wheth 
under Democratic or under Republican rule—to now take advantage of 
what he and his Repub! rues and those of us on this sid 
Democrats have done to advance the interests of this country, ar i 
a degree of partisanship which I trust my friend from Iowa will regret 
and never repeat. 

Mr. President, there is a serious prospect presented by the figu: 
the Senator from Iowa. It is that the estimated revenues for 
current year are $440,563,734.32. The current and annual approp: 
tions will probably be $424,000,000, leaving an estimated surplus of 
$16,563,734.32. Four hundred and twenty-four millions to run tl 
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Government ! 

There is but one way to reduce these enormous appropriations. 
is but one safe road to greater economy, and thatis to reduce taxatior 
Stop the unnecessary flow of the people’s money intothe Treasury. An 
overflowing Treasury induces extravagance. It invites schemes fo1 
public plunder. I trust beforetwe adjourn the one certain remedy, a 
reduction of taxation, will be consummated. 

[Mr. GrorGE addressed the Senate. His speech compl 
found in the proceedings of the succeeding day. ] 

Having spoken for some time 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Mississippi to yield to me for 
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Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Are those laws in his State enforced by the Dem- 
ocrats of his own State in the manner that he is now indicating ? 

Mr ANC] Ne I am speaking of outsiders. I am speaking 
of persons who are permitted under the present law to volunteer infor- 
mation and make affidavits for the sake of the fees, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do they fiock into North Carolina in such num- 
bers to cause any serious disturbance to the honest, law-abiding 
citizens of that State? Do they arrest any persons who are not guilty 
of crime? 

Mr. VANCE. Hundreds of them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do they arrest persons not guilty of violations 
of the internal-revenue laws. 

Mr. VANCI Hundreds of them, sir, hundreds of them. If the 
Senator will analyze the present law as it stands on the statute-book 


he will find that anybody has the power, on information and belief, to 
have anybody else arrested. 
Mr. COCKRELL. And they are taken before a United States com- 
Mmissponelr 
Mr. \ 


ANCE. Yes, and then if the prosecution is dismissed as false 


or frivolous the witness’ fees, etc., are pocketed by these informers, 
whilst a great loss is inflicted on their victims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Whoaretheseinformers? Are they not residents 
of North Carolina? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly, they are our own people, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Informing on each other ? 

Mr. VANCE. Informing on each other, as a matter of course. No- 


body else could do it—nobody but those that live there could pretend to 
auy knowledge of the matter. I should like the Senator from Missouri 
or any other Senator to inform me why this extraordinary power or 
privilege should be given to any malignantly disposed person in any 
community to take out a warrant in the name of the United States, 
arfd have any person brought before a United States commissioner on 
a pretense of crime, whether it was well-founded or ill-founded, for 
the sake of the fee, and that is just what is done to my personal knowl- 
edge frequently in the State where I live, and I have no doubt it is 
practiced in all the States where there are any small distilleries or any 
temptation to such a practice. 

I think the original text of the bill as it came from the House, con- 
fining this power to the resident and bonded officers of the Govern- 
ment who may, and whose duty it is to, take out warrants upon infor- 
mation and belief, is proper; but if any outside person sees proper to 
bevin a prosecution against any one of his neighbors, he should be re- 
quired to swear his warrant out upon his own personal knowledge and 
not upon information and belief. That is the whole of the proposi- 
tion. t seems to me that it is a reasonable one, and I hope the Senate 
will recede from its amendment. 

ALLISON. Just one word with respect to this amendment. 


The provision in the House bill enlarges very much the existing law as 
respects exemption from prosecution in regard to the little distillery 
cases so numerous in the State of North Carolina. The Committee on 


“ 


Appropriations struck ont a portion of that clause, but I think left 
enough of it to protect the Senator’s friends from any unjust prosecu- 
tions. I will just read the clause as amended to show how the law 
will stand if the Senate amendment is agreed to. 

And no part of any money appropriated by this act shall be used to pay any 
sto United States commissioners, marshals, or clerks for any warrant issued 
or arrest made, or other fees in prosecutions under the internal-revenue laws, 
unless the pi cution has been approved, either before or after such arrest, by 
the attorney of the Uniied States in the district where the offense is alleged to 
have been committed, ete, 

Now surely, Mr. President, that ought to be protection enough to 
any honest man, because a man who is fit to be district attorney in 
North Carolina, or in any of the Southern States, certainly will not 
allow ‘the fees unless he has just ground for prosecution, The Senate 
Committee on Appropriations, in looking over this matter with great 
care, believed that they had gone as far as it was wise to go on this 
matter. So I hope the suggestion of the Senator from North Carolina 
will not be agreed to. 

I will say to that Senator, further, that there are two bills pending, 
which if either one of them should pass would greatly relieve his con- 
stituents. Oneof them is a bill pending in the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary which gives practical relief, and the other is the Mills bill, of 
which we have heard so much, which absolutely relieves these people 
from every sort of restraint respecting little distillations in those small 
distilleries. So there are two measures pending which can be con- 
sidered hereafter if this should prove objectionable. 

Mr. VANCE. That is very true, Mr. President, those two bills are 
pending and they are very likely to ‘‘pend’’ [laughter], and while 
they are pending they are of no use to my constituents or anybody else. 

Mr. ALLISON. So it seems, 

Mr. VANCE. In reference to the statement that the bill as it is at 
present rejuires the district attorney to supervise the warrants of ar- 
rest, that is also true; and we have two very faithful and efiicient offi- 
cers as district attorneys in the State of North Carolina, but I beg to 
call the Senator’s attention to the fact that there are two districts in 
North Carolina, the eastern and western districts. 
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There are ninety-eight counties in the State. The western district, 
in which grain and fruit are raised, and in which most of the distilla- 
tion is done, is composed of sixty counties, it being hundreds of miles 
from one end of the district to the other, so that it is a physical impossi- 
bility for the district attorney to supervise the issuance of all the war- 
rants in his district. If he could do it, why that would beall the pro- 
tection our people would require against superfluous prosecutions, but 
it is a physical impossibility. When a warrant should be required to 
be issued in a county 90 miles or 100 miles distant from the home of 
the district attorney, the proposed prosecutor and the witnesses would 
have to make a journey of that distance tosubmit to the district attor- 
ney the facts in the case befove he could give an intelligent opinion in 
regard toit. So that it makes it, owing to the vast extent of territory, 
a physical impossibility, as I have said. 

And now, Mr. President, it does seem to me a small matter that the 
zeal on behalf of informers of the Committee on Appropriations every 
time that any relief of this kind is proposed against the harshness of 
the law of which we complain in the South should go to such an ex- 
tent and be so diligent to defeat every mitigating measure. We only 
ask for a common right—that no citizen shall be taken up and exposed 
to costs, pains, and penalties, and to inconveniences of a criminal prose- 
cution, except upon sworn information and knowledge of the facts. 
That is all. 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me that the Senator from North Caro- 
lina has a remedy by securing good officers to administer the law in 
his State, and if they oppress good Christian people as he suggests 
that they are now doing, I think a proper appeal to the President of 
the United States would perhaps cure that difficulty. It is very cer- 
tain that all this legislation has a tendency and effect to relax the col- 
lection of the tax on whisky, and the Committee on Appropriations 
have gone just as far on this provision as they could possibly go and 
secure the enforcement of the law. I hope the Senator’s motion will 
not be agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] that the Senate recede 
from its amendment numbered 222. 

A division being called for, there were—ayes 15, noes 13; not a 
quorum voting. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn]. If his colleague can tell me how he 
would vote I shall be obliged. 

Mr. TELLER. I doubt whether my colleague would care to be 
paired on this subject. I do not know how he would vote or anything 
about it. It is thought perhaps the Senator had better not vote. 

Mr. CALL. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. FAULKNER’S name was called). I beg to 
give notice that the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is 
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrILL],but being persuaded 
that if he were present he would vote ‘‘nay,’’? I record my vote that 
way. 

Mr. TELLER (when Mr. McPHERSON’S name was called). The 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] is paid with the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. JoNEs]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

Mr. VANCE (when Mr. RANSOM’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. RaANsoM] is paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Dawes]. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson], but I transfer that pair to the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL | and I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLODGETT (after having voted in the affirmative). Since cast- 
ing my vote it occurs to me that Iam paired with the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], and therefore I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The result 

Mr. MANDERSON. I call the attention of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. WALTHALL] to the fact that as no quorum has voted it 
may be well for us to transfer pairs. I will transfer the pair of the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] to the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SPOONER}. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I have already voted. I am paired on political 
questions, but do not regard this as a political question. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I did not vhderstand that the Senator had 
voted. Then I vote ‘‘nay.”’ ; 

Mr. BLODGETT. In order to make a quorum, if agreeable to 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLArr], the colleague of 
the Senator with whom I am paired [Mr. CHANDLER], I will vote 
‘*vea,’? 


I am paired with the 











1888, 


The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 22; as follows: The Cu 


YEAS—l7. | to enable 








Rate, Coke Payne, Walthall the top ol 
Berry, George, Pugh Wilson of Md. ] re } 
Blodgett, Gray Reagan, 

Brown, Hamptor Saulsbury, eo ee 
Call, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 8 ation ¢ 


NAYS—22. } tain, a 








Aldrich, I »Iph Ingalls Stewart, reservati 
Allison, Frye Manderson.) Stockbridce ve th 
Blair, Gor : Palmer, Teller. j othe oA 
Chace Hale Platt. Wilson of Iowa } ihe bil 
Cockrell, Harris Saw ver, . be 

Cu m Ha ey Sherman, 


ABSENT—37. 





Beck, Edmunds Kenna Riddle rg 
Blackburn, Eustis, McPherson, Sabin 
Bowen, Evarts, Mitche Spooner 
Butler, Farwell, Morgan, Stanf i 
Cameron, Faulkner Morri Turpie, 
Chandier, Gibsor Paddock, Vest, 
Colquitt, Hearst asc Voorhees 
Daniel, Hisco 4 rlun 

Davis, Floar, quay 

Dawes, Jones of Nevada Ransom, 


So the motion to recede was not agreed to 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion « ‘ 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ] which, as the Chair understands Army 
includes the asking of a further conference. he | 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. lat 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President 





) 





o tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. ALLISON, M 
HALE, and Mr. Beck were appointed. 


The following bill resolution, received from the Hou 48 
Representatives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred | * al 
to the Committee on Appropriations: sd eee 














A bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in rd readin 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes; Mr. GRAY. I1 
A bill (H. R. 9623) to provide for printing Government securities in | Calendar number 2 
the highest style of art; and The PRESIDENT 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 219) to continue the provisions of a joint | by the Clerk. 
resolution entitled *‘ Joint resolution to provide temporarily for the The CHIEF CI 
expenditures of the Government.”’ ster for the stean 
FISHING RIGHTS OF THE UNITED STATES. Jrevigeetmemdie-y 
Wi t proceet a , 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the motion of Mr. Suer- | Navigation to caus 
MAN to refer to the Committee on Foreign Relations the message of the | York, by W. P. Cly¢ 
President of the United States of August 23, 1888, relative to the fish United States, to 
ing rights of the United States. t I of Sx iW 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The § or from M i [M horize and direct th 
G! =] is entitled to the floor. per and usual 
r, CULLOM. If the Senator from M ssippi will allow me, as I | marine, without 1 
desire to leave the Chamber for the remainder of the evening, 1 wish | not const d pur 
to say that I should like to be recognized when this subject comes up Phe bill was repor 
again, after the Senator from Mississippi has concluded his re be « ed fe 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, if the conference report for the pre 
entation of which I yielded t floor for the time has been di Mr JONES. of A 
of, I shall proceed now by unanimous consent of the Senate. der of Br a - ‘ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is entitled to the fl D. Ad 
on the motion to refer the message. ] ! US « 
Mr. GEORGE, I shall not detain the Senate more than a few 1 scaled con 
ments now, and, if agreeable, I should prefer finishing what I have to | * py, was 3 
say, which will not be very long, in the morning. I desire to call tl . pores ine 3 f 
attention of the Senate to one or two things before I take my seat ert ‘seve a 
evening. ven’? and i 
Mr. GEORGE proceeded with his speech begun this morning. After | out ‘‘eighty- 
speaking some time he said: bo strike ont 
Now, Mr. President, I have been interrupted for some time, and wit} t be ' 
the consent of the Senate I will close my remarks for to-day here ar Sixth Au f P 
give notice that to-morrow morning I will ask the indalgence of 1 So as to n the 
Senate to finish them, and shall occupy but a short time. Phat the S 
| Mr. GEORGE’s speech will be found complete in the su ¢ | money in the as 
day’s proceedings. ] ies od cane 
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DAK. The amendment 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate, as in Committee of t bill was rep 
Whole, resumes the consideration of the unfinished business, being the | ' = wees Sener 
bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and admission into the Union oa PRY! IL 
of the State of Washington, and for otber purposes stem coco ~ Be 

Mr. TELLER. I ask unanimous consent that that order may igi ES, of 
formally laid aside and that I may have general consent to call > i —_- es 
ate bill 3482, being Order of Business No. 2175 . mney OS 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colerado a a ae = 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid es a 
aside and that the Senate take up the consideration of the bill the title 
of which will be stated. | Mr. BLAIR. 1 








mz’ 





ACOMA 
nani 
S i 

Di 
o the 
hird t 
STEAD 
to t 

b 
} A} 
stered 
1 dire 

nec 
e tot 
o the 
© the 
ead 
J 

iro 

t 

t 

' 
Dey 

r } 
‘ 4 


or from Mi 


SOT: 
—" 


ssioner ¢ 
1 at * 
“La 
mint 
ites 
l 
< 
( 
© 
QO auf 








































































S()7 CONGR 





































































Cor ELL] if it would be inconvenient for him to proceed now to 
the consideration of the bill for the relief of women enrolled as army 
nurses? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will say to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that I made uiriesof the Department in order ina some facts which 
T cx lered necessary in the consideration of that bill, in regard to the 
number and the localities of those pe rsons, and the War Departme 
ent me a telegram the other day in reply to my letter, in w hicl h the 

that th n-General’s Office is making out alist and will fu 
nish it at the very earliest day possible. I have not received that yet 
and [ hope therefore the Senator will not press the bill. 

h BLAIR. I will say tothe Senator and to the War Department, 
upon which I called some four months ago when this matter came up, 
that there seems to be a dexterity of delay which is quite formidable 
certuinly to the army nurses. Lifeis short, timeis passing away, and 
the nurses are growing old. I hope the Department will be able to 
comply with the Senator’s request very soon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope so, too. 

Mr. BLAIR. Otherwise the Senator, I hope, will join with me in 
having the |} taken up without the communication from the War De- 
part ment. 

REVENUE-CUTTER FOR NEW BERNE, 

Mr. FRY] 1 ask unanimous consent to call up Order of Business 
194' 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Order of 
Business 1946, being the bill (H. R. 5670) for the construction of a 
revenue-cutter for New Berne, N. C., to replace the revenue-cutter 
Stevens. 


No objection being made, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


proceeded to consider the bill. 

J bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

. third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
IRE-ALARM AND TELEPHONE SERVICE, 

Mr. VANCE submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, TI the commissioners of the District of Columbia be directed to 
transmit to the Senate for its information the recent annualreport of Henry R. 
Miles superintendent of the fire-alarm and telephone service, forthe year 1888, 
and tthe be ref d to the Committee on the District of Columbia and 
be printed, 

* 
EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Mr. COKE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 


ation of executive business. Aiter five minutes spent in executive ses- 


sion the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, August 30, 1888, at 
12 o'clock m. 
NOMINATIONS. 
Executive no tions received by the Senate August 29, 1888. 


NITED STATES CONSULS. 


William Gaston Allen, of South Carolina, now consul at Piedras Ne- 
gras, to be consul of the United States at Kingston, Jamaica, vice J. 
Harvey Brigham, deceased. 

Vicente M: Baca, of New Mexico, to be consul of the United States 
at Piedras Negras, vice William Gaston Allen, nominated as consul at 
Kingston, Jamaica. 

J. G. Cisco, of Jackson, Tenn., to be consul of the United States at 
Nuevo Laredo, to fill a vacancy. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
lifth Regiment of Cavalry. 

First Lieut. George B. Davis, to be captain, August 21, 1888, vic 
Rockwell, deceased. 

Second Lieut. William E, Almy, to be first lieutenant, August 21, 
1883 vice Davis pron ted, 

Vinth Regiment of Infantry. 
Lieut. Col. Alfred L. Hough, of the Sixteenth Infantry, tobecolonel, 


ce Mason, retired from active service. 

Tenth Regiment of Infantry. 
First Lieut. Clayton S. Burbank, to be captain, 
¢ Hampson, promoted to the Twelfth Infantry 


August 


21, 1888, v 


August 21, 1889, 


Second Lieut. Isaac W. Littel, to be first lieutenant, August 21, 
1888, > Burbank, promoted. 
Twelfth Regiment of Infantry. 
Capt. Jes \. P. Hampson, of the Tenth Infantry, to be major, 
August 21, 1888, Pe nrose, promoted to the Sixteenth Infantry. 
Sixt h Regiment of Infantry. 
Maj. William H. Penrose, of the Twelfth Infantry, to be lienten- 


ant-colonel, August 21, 1888, vice Hough, promoted to the Ninth In- 


fantry. 
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Tenth Regi of 
Alexander W. | 


ment Infantry. 


erry, of the First Infantry, 


dditional Second Lieut. 


be second lieutenant, August 21, 188, vice Littel, promoted. 
ift h Regime nt of Cavalry. 
Additional Second a ieut. Andrew G. C. Qu: yy of the Eighth Cav- 
alry, to be second lieutenant, August ?1, 1888, vice Almy, promoted. 


7 


( orps of En ] 


aa ditional Second Lieut. William V. Judson, to be second lieuten- 
al July 23, 1888, Vice Newcomer, promoted. 
Tenth Regiment of J try 
Additional Second Lieut. William T. Littebrant, of the Nineteenth 
Infantry, to be ynd lieutenant, August 23, 1888, 2 Shollenberger, 
promoted. 
Corp of En / 
Capt. Daniel W. Lockwood, to be major, July 23, 1888, vice King, 
promoted. 
First Lieut. Thomas L, Casey, jr., to be captain, July 23, 1888, vice 
ockwood, promote od. 
Second Lieut. Henry C. Newcomer, to be first lieutenant, July 23, 


1888, promoted. 

Tenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Second Lieut. John H. Shollenberger, to be first lieutenant, August 
1888, vice Cranston, deceased. 


vice Casey, 


9° 
ao, 


CONTFIRMATIONS. 


nominations confirmed by the Senate August 29, 1888. 


Executive 
POSTMAS 


Robert A. A. Pilcher, to be postmaster at Olathe, 
Johnson and Stato of Kansas. 


rER. 
in the county of 


UNITED STATES CONSULS. 
to be consul of the United States at Puerto Cabello. 
to be consul of the United States 


Charles de Blane, 
Ernest W. Smith, of Massachusetts, 
at beg seme ye 


Russell Parsons, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at Ade la-Chapelle. 
L. Austin Spaldi ng, of New York, now consul at Aix-la-Chapelle, 


to be consul of the United States at Brunswick. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, August 29, 1888. 
The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


D. D. 
The 


Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EAVE OF ABSENCE, 
ibsence 


leave of a was granted as follows: 


3y unanimous consent, 

To Mr. Frren, on account of illness in his family. 

To Mr. McKINLEY, indefinitely, on account of serious illness of his 
wife. 

To Mr. DARGAN, for six days. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iask leave of absence from Monday next for my 


colleague, Mr. STOCKDALE, who is called home on important business. 


There was no objection. 


hii 


I 
sks 


) 
+ | 


S SIGNED. 


ENROLI BI 

Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
1ev had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following 
itles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A pill (H. R. 165) for the relief of H. C. . Markham; 

A bill (H. R. 1761) for the relief of the First National Bank of Port- 
land, Oregon, for money advanced the Oregon Iron Works, the con 
tractor in building the United States revenue-cutter Thomas Corwin 

A bill —] R. 3902) for the relief of Sophia B. Moore; 

A bill (H _ R 6371) granting a pension to Jesse M. Stillwell; 

A bill (HL. t. 7013) to place the name of Delia Newman on the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. 8087) for the relief of Thomas Strodder; 

VA bill (S. 1880) declaring that certain water-reserve lands in the 
State of Wisconsin are and have been subject to the provisions of the 
act of Congress entitled ‘‘ An act granting to railroads the right of way 
through the public lands of the United States,’’ approved March 3, 
1875: 


| 
i 


t 
t 


i 


> 
\. 


Vy 


A bill (5 74) amendatory of an act authorizing the construction of 
a bridge over the Mississippi River at St. Louis, Mo., approved Febru- 
ary 3, 1887; 
A bill (8. 
United States; 
A bill (S. 3226) granting the Leavenworth Rapid Transit Railway 


Ss. 3 


7 
oo 


04) to prohibit the coming of Chinese laborers to the 
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Company the right to construct and operate its railroad through a por < 
tion of the military reservation at Fort Leavenworth, Kans 


























A bill (S. 899) for ther of Ma { I s 
A bill (S. 3166) granting a pension to William F. Pike 
A bill (S. 2721) gran » pe 1 to Jar n Chapma 
A bill (S. 1070) granting a ; ) Mary R. str a 
A bill (S. 3076) gra y a pension to Mary M. Shattu 
. bill (S. 2s cra g a pension to Harriet Welch 
rEN ( ) I }R® i 
» + 4 Pow 
Nir, £U i x it con t » Oller 
to ] e! t ve n I 
4 
the ippropriat 1d na p ‘ ( eptt ‘a 1d a 
1] 5 se } . ; : 
appropriation bills Li I ) end ‘ ‘ 
aweclen hil] til ¢ 1+} 
under tiese Dlil l tne I n 5 r : 
a “wT : \T Cl \ 1) 
The SPEAI rhe ¢ | l rep 
rm : ( 
The Cler} ud as ] 
Joi 1 (H. Res. 2 to « 3 a 
; 7 \ ( 
ent eda it s t : 
G rn ( vi ‘ 
Re J the & eA 
an Congress SSC? i i ovisk sofa res« it 1« t ed a i 
resolution to continue t provisions of a t resolution approved Ju aa ; 
entitled a‘ Joint n to pre ' rt ex l . — 
the Gover nt approved July 31. 1 { aI r : @ ed tn ‘ 
tendec 1 tir f fc ind ¢ tt i ) th « : ‘ 
September, 1883. } CHATRMA 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? I , 
Mr. CHEADLE. I object Mr CH I 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, and Mr. RYAN. I hope the gentle Mr. FORN] t] 
will not object. adil 
Mr. CANNON Il was going tosay to1 y llearue on the com t \ CHEAD ( 
t k -¢ ] 









































derstands the o tof tl n Unless this olut } t ( 
lea the Army and y vision for their pay. j n 
FORN]I Low t 1e Navy thont pa but it « s 
le 4 . \ % . >? t l 1@ ] t nat +} ri ¢ ¥ : } 
th He tees of ( 
M Yh, yes, the N bil I 1, butt area 
ma s t il | hich is not p vy. Mr. ¢ 
th should he 1 upon to pa this reso 
be tion | t x ago to ha 1} ’ 
M D. I desire to say, as far as the Army bill is nth « 
cer! ery - ro! or } p th t A 1} > fina ly p S Pp DI VN 
d that In respect to the A billI d t irt t to t 
I 1 for it, but the necessary expenses unt the \ Ww ra 
ly } ‘ ( 4 ‘ ed. . » ‘ 
RY) EY (to M HED \ 
‘ i 7 + } > 1a , 1) ‘ } y ; 
I t } ; \ 
“ rT 
j I recular ord len ded. TJ Cha tate t ! l 
stat f this isa t f the Com tt t ! 
priat t isinordera ill go to imitt the W] ( t 
state of the Union 1 1 be side 1 there ti yt exp es l Lig 
present consideration t] be objec the gent] 1 f to t { t f 
fe ina obje It will t ‘ : the Committ ft Who ‘ 1 ) 
the state of the 1 is the call t : 
fi ports. 
j : ) | no ) 3 } ( a 
) ro | IN] 2 ‘ > | 
Mr. FORNEY. I m > House now ol 
Committee of the Wh ( e of 1 Union for tl 
considering general appropriation bills 
Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, if that motion is carried a ; 
Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department 
soa } 
ie SPEAKER l tion ed to, and the « I é 
rise, and no motion I ind agreed to t ifter to to ¢ 
mittee of the Who r the further consideration of ppropt ition 
or general revenue bills, the hour for the consideration of bills 
occupied to-day after the committee rises. in t 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Missou I desire to ask ; 1estion 1 
ion. After this resolution is disposed of, will it not be in order to] t 
the morning hour for the consideration of s tO ‘ 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has just stated that even if the mo j vH LL] 
be agreed to to go into Committee of the Whole, after the « il 
rises, unless some other motion is made having pr “nce over it ur 


the rule, the consideration hour will be in order. \ ) 
The motion of Mr. FORNEY was agreed to. ] ) I 
The House accordingly resolved itself into C nittes the \ I ( D 
Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. re 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of t W [ H y i to Ce 
for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills the state of the Union (Mr. M EA 
Mr. FORNEY. I call up House joint resolution 219. the sidera f th H. R. 9 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re t nt 
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Mr. WHEELER 
HEALD] ten minutes. 

Mr. HEARD. Ido aot expect to consume ten minutes; but I do 
not propose to be limited absolutely by the friends of this bill, nor to 
be put in such a position that I may be cut off arbitrarily. 

Mr. BAYNE. ‘This is an important matter and I think we ought to 
have order in the House, 

A MeMBER. You can not get it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The committee will come to order. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, in order that I may not appear in a 
false attitude before the committee, I desire to explain my position. I 
am not here to antagonize this bill unreasonably; but I would like to 
know, before I consent to be limited to any particular time, that the 
opponents of the bill, if the course of discussion should develop any 
opposition, are to have a fair proportion of the time which is to be de- 
voted to this discussion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask whether the hour rule does not apply 
to the discussion of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is being considered under the hour rule. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘Then the gentleman has the floor for an hour, 

Mr. HEARD. I shall not consume an hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] 
has the floor, and has yielded ten minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. HEARD]. 

Mr. HEARD. I will ask whether the gentleman from Alabama is 
entitled to the floor. When the committee rose yesterday I had the 
floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood that the gentleman from 
Missouri at that time had not the floor in his own right, but was on 
the floor through the courtesy of the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HEARD. No,sir; I was on the floor, as I understood, in my own 


I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 


right; but if it is insisted by the gentleman from Alabama that I was | 


on the floor by his courtesy, I do not intend toabuse that courtesy. I 
want the House, however, to understand that if it is expected that the 
consideration of this bill shall be completed to-day there must be a 
fair apportionment of time between those who favor and those who 
oppose it, if anybody desires to oppose it. 

Mr. WHEELER. Weare willing to give you all the time you de- 
sire. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. There will not be any trouble about that. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, until this bill was presented to the 
House yesterday, and when the gentleman from Alabama asked that 
the committee rise and report the bill to the House with a recommen- 
dation for its passage, I had not had opportunity to give the measure 
the attention which its importance demands. Since that time I have 
given it such examination-as has been within my power, and I desire 
to submit very briefly my views and wo state the reasons which prompt 
me to oppose some of the features of the bill which are certainly ob- 
jectionable. 

Mr. Chairman, the committee from which this bill has been reported— 
a committee for which I have very great réspect, both on account of its 
personnel and by reason of the amount of work which it appears to have 
done—seems to have examined extendedly, if not exhaustively, the ques- 
tion whether or not the Govefument can be sufficiently protected by 
the character of work now being done by mechanica] means, or to put 
it plainly, by steam-presses as against hand-press work. In view of 
the fact that these gentlemen of the committee avpear to have conscien- 
tiously and intelligently examined this subject, | am disposed to defer 
to their judgment in this regard, and to yield whatever opinions I might 
have had in antagonism to the views which they have submitted, for 
the reason that I think they have had better opportunities for examin- 
ing the question than I have had, and that therefore their opinion is 
entitled to greater weight. 

I am ready to concede, sir, that in a matter of such importance to 
the American people as the printing of the currency of the country, 
whether it be the silver certificates or the national-bank notes, it is a 
matter of the most vital concern that the work should be properly 
done, so much so in fact as not to permit the question of cost, if con- 
fined within reasonable limits, to enter into the consideration of the 
subject at all. 

The Government of the United States reserves to itself the exclusive 
right and power to print all the certificates and notes which it issues 
to do service as a circulating medium for the people; and no private 
corporation or individual can issue paper obligations of its own, or his 
own, to serve for such purpose without being subject to the tax of 10 
per cent. provided in the law—which is therefore practically prohibit- 
ory; hence it is not only important to the people, but the imperative 
duty of the Government to see that the work done in the production 
of such certificates and notes be of the very best quality, in order that 
it may be enduring, as well as for the proper protection of the same 
against counterfeiting; and from the examination which I have been 
able to make of the evidence taken by the committee and presented 
in their report accompanying this bill, I agree with them in the con- 
clusion that the hand-press work is unquestionably superior to that 
done by the steam-presses, and that it is therefore the duty of the Gov- 


ernment to discard the use of the steam-presses for this character of 


work, 
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| the matter that it is sufficiently well done now, but I do not wish to 
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I do not intend, Mr. Chairman, to discuss here the point as to whether 


| or not the printing of the internal-revenue stamps is sufficiently well 


done on the steam-presses, or whether hand-work shall be exclusively 
I am inclined to think from my own examination of 


make any issue with the committee onthatpoint. Substantially, there- 
fore, I stand with the committee in its recommendations so far as the 
discarding of the steam-presses is concerned, in the management of 
that bureau, and adopting exclusively hand-work for such character 
of work as that specified, and the importance of which makes it im- 
proper to permit the question of cost to contro], because it should be 
done in the highest style of art. 

I proceed, therefore, to discuss another feature of the bill which, to 
my mind, is particularly objectionable, and which in its effect, if that 
be not its direct object, will be, if enacted into law, oppressive in re- 
gard to an oflicial of the Government, who, if I understand the public 
impression in regard to him, is both conscientious and competent. I 
invite attention, therefore, to the second section of the bill, and give 
notice that at the proper time I shall move tostrikeitout. It provides 
as follows: 

Sec. 2. That hereafter the Chief and Assistant Chief of the Bureau of Engray- 
ing and Printing shall be either practical engravers or plate printers. 

Now the fact is, as has been developed by inquiry, and is admitted 
by the friends of the bill, that neither the present Chief of the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing, nor his assistant, is a practical engraver or 
plate-printer. This bill, therefore, if enacted into a law will throw 
these gentlemen out of their present positions, which must then be 
filled by the appointment of some other men, and no matter how de 
ficient they may be in the higher order of administrative ability neces- 


| sary for the discharge of the duties of the important positions they 


would be required to fill, the only standard of their fitness for the places 
as applied by this bill, isa knowledge of one or the other of two branches 
of work, which are but the merest items of detail in the general manage- 
ment of that important bureau. 

Mr. SENEY. Doesthe gentleman commend the chief of the bureau 
for his action in regard to retentions and appointments there ? 

Mr. HEARD. Ido not propose, Mr. Chairman, to be diverted from 
the line of remarks which I have sought to pursue, to the question of 
the merits or demerits of the chiefof the bureau as relating to appoint- 
ments. Iam not here to defend the chief of that bureau, except upon 
the record of his work, but to prevent the enactment of a law which 
limits the Secretary of the Treasury, in the selection of a man to fill 
that important position, to members of any particular trade or calling, 
or tie his hands in regard to a matter in which he is primarily respon- 
sible to the people of the country for the result of his action, and for 
the character of service rendered by his appointee. 

Mr. SENEY. Would it not be a little more satisfactory if he wasa 
good Democrat ? 

Mr. HEARD. It might be a little more satisfactory to the gentle- 
man from Ohio and to myself if a man possessing the necessary quali- 
fications to discharge the duties of that position should be appointed 
there who was a Democrat, if the present incumbent is not. I do not 
know whether the present incumbent is a Democrat or not, and for the 
purposes of this argument I do not care. It is not a matter of conse- 
quence to me. He is selected by the Secretary of the Treasury, who is 
a Democrat, to discharge the duties of this oflice; and so far as this House 
is advised by the report accompanying this bill, or so far as it has been 
enlightened by any information given to the House by the three gen- 
tlemen who have spoken in favorof the bill, and so far as we have heen 
able to get any information from the reports of his official superiors or 
even from the partisan press of the country, he stands before the House 
and before the country as a competent and conscientious offictal. I know 
that the Democrats, of which I am one, in this House and in the coun- 
try have taken pride in the achievements of this official as a part of our 
administration, in the reduction of expenses and the accomplishment 
of his work, as we claim, at a reduction of about half a million of dol- 
lars in the last three years. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WHEELER. I now yield—— 

Mr. HEARD. I should like to have five minutes more. 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield to the gentleman three minutes. 

Mr. HEARD. No; five. 

Mr. WHEELER. Very well. 

Mr. SENEY. Will the gentleman tell us in that time, if he pleases, 
when speaking in justification of the head of the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing, why it is that he keeps Republicans in office and wi!! not 
let Democrats in? 

Mr. HEARD. I will leave the gentleman from Ohio to make that 
investigation and inquiry for himself and in hisown time. I shall not 
waste the brief time I have in considering it. I repeat, I have no de- 
fense to make of the political management of the chief of this depart- 
ment in his discrimination in favor of Republicans as against Demo- 
crats, if he has made any such discriminations. If I knew that he did 
that, other things being equal between the parties on their merits, I 
should vote to ‘‘ bounce”? him. [Laughter. ] 

I would say also, in order that I may be perfectly understond, that I 
would vote to bounce him if I thought that he lacked fidelity teduty— 






























































is to the selection of workmen to ¢ 


inistration; but 
the mechanical work in that bureau, Iam willing to trust to th 
tion of this official under the supervision of his official superior, t 
retary of the Treasury, a Democrat who, I am satisfied, wou 
permit unjust discrimination against Democrat 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 








I want to ask youif you would ther 








him in this indirect way ? 
Mr. HEARD. If I found he discriminated unjustly against D 
er: in his bureau, I would bounce him and try to find co 
Democrat to fil place 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But you would not do it in this e 
way ? : 
Mr. HEARD. No: it would not be necessary or to my taste. ‘The 


power that appointed him, however, can remove him if cause 
removal appear, and I feel content to leave that duty to the Secré 
tary of the Treasury, in perfect covfidence that he will sufliciently 
sider the rights of his party friends, while he willalso protect the pu 
lic interests committed to his charge. But I do not care to say a 
thing more on that subject, and I now ask the serious consideration o 
the House to a more important feature of the bill under disc 
There are 914 persons actually employed in the bureau at this tin 


various kinds, such as port: 











This number comprises engravers of 
and vignette engravers, 


printers and their assistants, 


scrip, letter, transferrers, hardeners, p! 
periorators 

graphic printers and pressmen, machinists 
gineers, ink-makers, 
laneous occupations. 


numberers, binders, ty} 
carpenters, plumbers, en 
book-keepers, clerks, and a variety of misce] 
If the proposition of the advocates of this | 
that the chief of the bureau must be able to determine of his o 
knowledge the faults in the work of every one of the subordinates 

be able to point out the best remedy, is true, then a plate-printer or 
engraver has but a very small part of the information necessary to! 
fill the requirement. 

The chief of the bureau is charged with the management of the bus 
ness of this immense concern, It is his duty to see that its force of 
employés is properly adjusted to the work required of the bureau; that 
the facilities for the execution of this work are adequate, and that th 
interests of the Government are fully protected in all the details of t] 
business, involving an expenditure of nearly $1,000,000 a year. Thi 
requires an oflicer of great administrative ability, and it would be fo 
of the worst kind to limit the selection of an officer for the place to ty 
callings in life. The Secretary of the Treasury has now the power to 
select from the whole field, including engravers and plate-printers 
it would be a restriction 
it as proposed in this bill. 

Mr. FORAN. Isnotthatthe requirement in the Government P: 

1 Office? . 

Mr. HEARD. Iam not prepared 
in the law as applied to the Government 
that if it does so exist that it 
therefore be wise to apply the 





ipon the power to select and appoint to | 


to deny that such provision exi 
Printing Office, or to ad: 
vould necessarily follow that it w 
same rule to this bureau, in which 
I understand, there is a much greater diversity of employments amor 


its am 
the employés. 





I am not disputing the wisdom of requiring that t 
Public Printer should have a practical knowledge of that part 


kind of work which he is to superintend. I suppose he shoul 






Mr. FORAN. That goes without saying 
Mr HEARD But, Mr. Chairman, I obiect to the argument of 
committee that this man should necessarily be a plate-printer o1 
engraver because he should possess personal knowledge of this v 
for that presupposes, in order to make this argument effective, that 
must personally inspect every piece of work issued from the bureat 
That would be impossible. The Postmaster-General might 
required to examine ‘ 
Department. 
The CHAIRMAN, 
expire d. 
Mr. WHEELER. I yield five min 
souri [Mr. BURN} 


as well 
personally every postage stamp going through h 


The time of the gentleman from Missouri has 


utes to the gentleman from M 


t 








x Mr. BURNES [ would not be betrayed into t! debate but for t] 
fact that it has been my duty as a member of the Committee on Ap 
fi propriations to make rather a careful investigation of sor t the 
. jects involved in this bill. I desire simply to ca!l the attention of 

Ee committee to two propositions. First, the work di on the stean 
k presses is undoubtedly inferior work, and when done it is more read 


counterfeited than the work done on the hand-pr ; by the skilled 
men in that branch of the public service. In proof of the proposit 

I refer to the Government Counterfeit Detector—oflicial organ of t! 
Treasury Department—where you find page after page devoted to « 
posures of new counterfeits of the silver certificates of every denomina- | 
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cor ‘ aaa 
| i i] i provide regulati and penalties fo 
t} j t 1 section 5417 provides that t } ns 
for bank 1 ari | not ay to national ban! it as the 
na \ ‘ ied by tl (overnment 16 it ws that 
the 10 pr } mounts practically to an absolute inhibition 
ww } l D i ! ) irce other than t Un i 
ta 
j lert ) ipply 65,000,000 of p ) l ich « - 
ré i ‘ il to Lbeir comn l inter amounting as 1b now 
( ) near) 1, 000, 000, 000, 16 certainly de upon the law-mak- 
we ) 01 it the currency thus (as it re) forced po 
( ple } 3 to give all pe ib] rotection to citizens 
ag the 0 paj of tl nterieits vhich may be imposed 
upon them. The Government empl men of experience and skill, 
whose special training, constant practice, and thorough familiarity with 
the ibject renders 1t compat itively easy for them to detect counter- 
fei immediately upon its presentation. But the great body of 
the peo are not familiar with the nic« and technicalities of en- 
rraving and rinting, a id to prote t th is one of the hig! utiles 
of sovereigt 
( tainly it will t be uestioned by a yon that the assul ipiion 
by Gove f the « usive and supt control in issuing t 
money of t intry involves and carries with it the reciprocal obli- 
gation on th t of the Government to at least to the fullest possible 
extent git tection to the people against the loss which must fall 
upon the cit 1 wh i pis a ¢ interfeit national-bank or United 
tat note 
Hit ' O PROTECT Tu PEOPLI 
I-xperience has shown that the best way to protect the citizen is to 
exe e the currency in such a high style of art as to make the diffe: 





appearance of genuine and spurious notes apparent to the 




















ence in the i 
ordinary civilian. The judgment of those who have had most expe- 
rie! is that to accomplish this purpose the Government should em- 
ploy the highest style of art in engraving and printing its securities, 
bonds. notes. etc 

The New York Bt ck Excl ‘ 5 CC mp St d of men who h ive had 
more experience tl y others in dea in and handling bonds and 
securities of all kinds, and this distinguished body found it necessary 
for their own prote n toadopt stringent regulations, a few paragraphs 
of which I will read 

It is require of each issue of stock or bonds shall be shown t 
the committee 1 tl ttee, if possible) so that it may be as- 
certained whe re 1 been taken against forgery; and no 
form of stock « ond willl epted unless it has been carefully en- 
graved © responsible ba 10 graving company whose work is ad- 
mitt exchange 

The face of every bond, coupon, or certificate of stock must be printed fr« 
stee! plates which have been engraved in the best manner, with such varieties 
of work as will afford the greatest security against counterfeiting by hand. 

For each document or instrunient there must be at least two steel plate 


m which will be printed an anti-photographic color so 
oportant portions of the face printing, and a face plate 


name|s 


a tint plate, fr« 


arranged as to underlie i 














containing the vignettes and lettering of the descriptive or promissory portion 
of t document to be printed in black or in black mixed with a color. 

| e two printings must be so made upon the paper that the combined effect 
of the whole, if photographed, would be a confused mass of lines and forms to 
effex ally secu wainst counterfeiting by s ntifle processes i iatures 
upon securitic must be written stamped signatures will not be l by 
the « mittee 

It will thus be seen that these experienced gentlemen in guarding 
themselves against forgeries and counterfeiters deemed it essential that 
the iting should be done 

} 1 steel utes which have been engraved in the best manner, with such 
varie f we is will afford the greatest irity against counterfeitir by 
har 

The ¢ mittee were informed that the meaning intended is that the 


hould be done by hand; that is to say, substantially as is pro- 


printing 
vided in this bill. 

I also find that the New York Legislature at its recent re 
sion was so impressed with the importance of this subject that i 
hich I will read: 


gular ses- 


tadopted 




















a resolution W 
Whereas, to prevent counterfeitin error, and fraud, it is necess 
1 Y . 
f ’ stam ls the Government 
< ted in tl 1ighest mode « ence 
Tl ili Government securities, such as bond 10otes, stamps, checks, 
F ld be executed in the highest attainable grade and perfection of the 
engraving and printing, for the security of the Government and the peo- 
pl vainst error, fraud, and counterfeiting, and thatthe Senators and Repre- 
ves of this State in Congress be, and they hereby are, requested to use 
th itmost endeavors to secure legislation to that end. 
J m informed that the Legislature of New Jersey adopted the 
same or a similar resolution. 
INFERIORITY OF STEAM-PLATE PRINTING ESTABLISHED, 
It has been asserted upon this floor that the bills printed by steam- 
presses are equal to the best plate-printing from hand-roller presses. 


he observations of the committee have led them to a very different, 
and I may say to quite a contrary conclusion, and in this conclusion 
they are abundantly sustained by the evidence. 

Mr. Graves, who is certainly an ardent advocate of steam-press print- 
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ing, in his evidence before the Commi 















ttee on Banking and Curren 
says: 

rhe finest work, su lines, vig portrs 
an : work of that y be ak l-pt 

{ can not preter of M by a 
Means avy ¢ mnside I ve 1é ot 
Witnesses, most of 1 befo ik 
ind Currency, but ition t me expre mv 
nesses which I re tend to s vy the superiority of h 
over steam printing. 

vid Rn ae 1 : . 

David Russell, who stated he had } 1 € ir 1 in ] I D 
not two years, testified 

Q. De to hat ' , } 
ha l-pr eal } I I s 

i ‘ 

YY. W opi ¢ ro t t le 
note of 3 « ed ¥ 
at of 

A. Certainly not 

Q. Can a at t S ‘ the 1 back 
ea y coun I iI t t st oO t n l 
not on the 

A, Certair 

1 ‘. 1? } 4 : — | a . y . ; ly » 1 
Arthur Small, a plate-printer who has been employed in the Bur 
of Engraving and Printing since 1864, gave the following 
ymparative observation as a steam-press pri 
you state your opinion as to which press 
; 
A. I haven't any hesitat j t ] € does decid vt 


best work. 


John E. Breitmayer, : our years’ expericn 
who has been engaged in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing sine 
1868, testified as follows: 


ate-printerof twenty 





Q. Have you not been selected as an examiner when tests « 
ing were made, to pass on the excellence of work? We c 
expert by the head of the bureau 

A. Yes, sir; twice. 





Q. You have had opportur ym paring the relative cellenc f 
and hand-press printing? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Give the « t i 1d ont rat 3 to whi 
more excellent? 

A. I say by all means the hand-press; not because Iam personally int : 


Charles Neal testified: 





Q. How long have you been at work for the Government 

A. About twenty-seven years 

Q. Will you go on and state to the committee wl e the advantages o 
advantages of the steam-press over the hand-press” 


A. In the first place, you can not use as good ink on a steam-press as you 
on a hand-press. 


. 












Q. Taking into account the increase » inferior chara 
of the ink which, as you test must the wear upon 
pl: nd the character of t work W 
re! istic merit, do you dé ! 





to make use o 


A. I do not, 


eam-presses 11 printl 


















If the wastage is increased i irked degree, state whether or not 
your judgment it is an indication that whole character of the work has! 
lowered. 

A. That is my opinion. I think the wor ned « t V 
ever issued by the Government 

$y Mr. GRAVES: 

Q. In what respect do you think vor 

A. In the general appearance t. 

®. To what classes of work do you r 

\. IL referto the notes, 

Q. The national-bank notes? 

4. No; I don’t have anything to do. t 

Q. The United States notes? 

A. The United States notes and er « tificeates 

Q. In what respect are they inferior; in engraving or printing 

A. In the printing and paper. 

Q. Does that apply to the face print or the back printing 

A. Both. 

Thomas H. Little testified: 

Q. From your experience in 1 ig a 1 35 and n stear 
WwW h produc s the best work. 

4. The hand-press. 

Q. Why? 

A. Because there is brains iar us comm 1 of hi 
and to a certain extent he can re he way in which he works his } 
if it is too wet he can wor t a li He can fill his plate in be 





polish h 





take off more ink with a hand-rag, and can ite better; leav 





with the hand and polish it, or wipe it close, as the d s of the er 
require. 

Edward Shaffer appeared before the committee, and nt 
as follows: 

Q. State from ol id I 


the har the steam pre 


A. From what I have seen and from 





say that the hand-press does the very best stee!-p! n 
Remember, I say that can-be done. It does t V y 
ean not be improved on by any process which € 


does not do the very best work. 

Ward Morgan, one of the superintendents in the Burean of | 
ing and Printing, appeared before the committee and was inte! 
as follows: 

Q. I believe you have already said that the highest work of ari in pri 
can only be secured from hand-printing ? 

A. I said the finest work, such as fine ruled lines, vignettes, finely 






engr 


portraits, and all work of that character, can only be done successfully ou a 


hand-press. 


is quite true that 
ts, and many 
th for all practic: 


the 


oe 
chine-presses 

=e cod — 
ihe great weight of the « 


pressed to the committee 
that the work done on the 
th hand-pre 3, and th 
the continues 


ing is only o 


There has been m 
presses. 

The Chief of the B l Ener: 
age saving of about 18 per cent. 1 


iG 


has been partly gained by ignoring some elements of cost whi 
have been charged against the work turned out by 


1 


he stean 


t 
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j v rei xperts, and sO ce 
i | t ’ ‘ t il an < 
ti | ito the ty of ‘ y passin 
Line I ' ei | I ites t to lv aie af i iN 
t ‘ n lithogra ther ! 
ai ' rh ' | c l { c té et i ‘ i 
aco t t ry and har y of th eand: lat 
ten , ' 

in tl i ht and retained I the bold and I 
und ! servatic co j tl a fair tat a 
cha ‘ a the not expert 

ri} poy to be too soft and thi« and does not wear well, and th 
ener sto break down upon it much earlier than in former 

Both pauper 1d engraving of this issue wer condemned by m 
ing « nthey were first issued as not suited tothe purpose, and [t} k 

our “ of Mr ks as expressed to the committee w a 
ene ed by banks and those who understand what is nec iry to 
prot t j wid whose years of experience have shown them the ! 

m f [thought it might interest you to know this, otherwise I 
Bhi i ed upon your valuable time. * * * 

I think? voluntary expression of a banker who has handled money 
for thirty years is well worth our consideration. 

I have in my hand a book containing an immense number of notices 


cut from papers during the present month giving accounts of the existence 
and uttering of | amounts of counterfeit money, and the arrest of 
a pumber of counterfeiters 


I can not allude to them all but I will call 


irue Ol 


your attention to an editorial in the iast copy of the ‘‘American Banker 
and Financial Examiner’ of August 25, 1588, which I will read: 

We rece saw a counterfeit $% silver certificate and were surprised at th« 
excellence sexecution. The points of difference between it and the legiti- 
mate certificate are so infinitesimal that they must surely eseape the observation 
of ordinar people. The counterfeiter has done his work so well that we are 
constrained to admit that his accomplishment is a work of art and that he him- 
self isa person of no mean ability, It will soon be a question (if he continues 
to improve) as to whether the engraver employed by the Government is indeed 
the more accomplished artist 

And right here we pause to reflect whether in its pathetic striving after econ- 
omy, the Administration might not save more money by taking this distin- 
guished « nal into its employ. He might be induced to accept a position } 
which would place his talents upon a basis of legitimacy, for a very small com- 
petency, seeing that such a position would relieve his artistic activities from 
legal interference. Thus the exalted mediocrity which appears to have taken 
posse on of the [engraving and Printing Department might be returned tothe 
statesmman who dragged it from its native obscurity, or it might be quietly 


into the Potomac; and we are sure that either procedure would be 
acceptable to t ood-natured fellow, the American people. But yet it is fear- 
fully possible that this obscure artist is making more money by his admirable 
productions than an economical Government might care to pay for his services. 
Is it too much to request a patriotic and well-fed Congress to quit filibustering 
and appropriate funds for advertising for this able engraver and beg him to 
toterms? The currency is endangered because the Administration im 
agines it saves Il per cent. on the cost of the work as now produced, If this is 
economy, pray let us have a period of extravagance by all means. 

In conclusion, I will state that this Administration is quite alive to 
the importance of the question which is now arresting our attention, 
and I feel justified in stating that the Administration and the officials 
of the Government (excepting perhaps one or two subordinates) are 
anxious for a speedy remedy of the evil which is becoming apparent. 
The inferior execution of Government securities was not inaugurated 
by this Administration. It commenced before it came into power, 
and it is as solicitous as any of us for such legislation as is necessary 
to enable the oflicials to make the changes. We have only to do our 
duty and enact the bill into a law and you can rely uponit the evil 
of which we complain will receive prompt correction at the hands of 
the Administration. 

As I understand, the main objection to this bill rests on the second sec- 
tion. Itherefore ask unanimous consent that this section be struck 
out. 

Mr. HEARD. That will be satisfactory to me. 

Mr. WHEELER. In order to avoid any further discussion on that 
part of the bill, I ask unanimous consent that the second section be 
struck out. 

Mr. CARUTH. 

Mr. WHEELER, 
section. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILKINS. Mr. Chairman, yesterday I opposed this bill; but 
now that the second section has been struck out,all my objections to the 
bill have vanished, and I am quite willing it shall pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendments re- 
ported by the committee. The first amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 4 st 


dropped 


att 


come 


I object. 
Then I moveto amend by striking out the second 


rike out the word “‘ check "’ and insert “ and internal revenue.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 
In line 4 strike out the words “and drafts.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER. Inow move that the committee rise and report the 
bill as amended to the House with the recommendation that it do pass 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCCREARY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 9623) to provide for printing Government se- 
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curities in the highest style of art, and had directed him to report the 
ame back with the recommendation t t be passed as amende 

Mr. WHEELER. I move the Is que ya upon the amend- 
inents and the bill. 

Th previou quest n was ordered 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole on the 

» of the Union were avreed to 

ihe billas amended was ordered to be engro sed and read a third 
time: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. WHE d to rece der the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and al that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WHEELER. t of this bill being under consideration 
when we adjourned, the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department has bad no opportunity to present other bills for con- 
sideration, and I now ask unanimous consent that Saturday next be 
set apart for the consideration of bills reported from that committee. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will the gentleman indicate the character 
of the bills which he desires to present for consideration ? 

VHEELER. One is the bill to grant leave of absence to per 
diem employ¢s in the Treasury Department. 

BUTTERWORTH. That is good. 

WHEELER. Another one isa bill providing for a new division 
in the Treasury Department, a matter which has been 
I believe those are all the bills that 


On aecoun 





Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
‘* balances ”’ 
recommended by the Treasurer. 
I shall call up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Unless the request can be modified so thata portion 
of the time can be devoted to the consideration of bills relating to gen- 
eral pension legislation, I must object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr.SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that this consideration 
hour may now be considered as having expired, if no other committee 
desires to call up a bill. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection ismade. The regular order 
is the continuation of the call of committees for the consideration of 
bills under the rule. The call rests with the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the War Department. 


of 


MEDICAL DIVISION, PENSION BUREAU. 


Mr. WASHINGTON (when the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Interior Department was called). 1 call up the bill (H. R. 1548 
increase the efficiency of the medical division of the Pension Bureau. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the medical staff of the Pension Office shall « 
one medical referee, one assistant medical referee, three surgeons, and twenty- 
four medical examiners. 

Sre. 2. That the medical ref@tee shall be a man of pre-eminent professional 
ability, and shall receive the sum of $4,000 annually. He shall be the chief of 
the medical division, and as such shall oversee and arrange the work of said 
division. 

Sec. 3. That the assistant medical referee shall also be of pre-eminent pro- 
fessional ability, and shall receive an annual salary of $3,600. 

Sree. 4. That the three surgeons shall be experts in their profession, and shall 
receive each an annual salary of $3,000. 

Sec. 5, That the medical examiners shall be surgeons of education, skill, and 
experience, and shall receive each an annual salary of $2,500. 


Sec. 6. That all former acts or portions of acts conflicting with the provisions 
of this act are hereby repealed. 

Sec. 7. That this act shall take immediate effect. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask whether that is not a 
bill which should be considered in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The bill is on the House Calendar, but 
the Chair thinks it ought to go to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, as it evidently involves an expenditure of public 
money. 

Mr. ROGERS. I make the point that the bill should be considered 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. I make the 
point in order that I may have an opportunity to examine the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, this bill wil! 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I move that the House resolve itseif into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill which 
the Clerk will report. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I ask that the report be read. 
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n not be secured for $3,000 a year While a greater increase y for the past. I only know that the 7 








a the committee decided to recommend an i that this increa ou t to 
‘ » as to zive this officer the sum of $3,60V0 a Ir. GEAR I t 
Oo! ereto! th iti 
Has the gentleman heard of any of these oflicia tion 

W 1e) esign unless their salaries are raised? Mr. O’NEILL, of M I 1 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Ican not tell the gentleman from Illinois what lar 
they intend to do in the future, but I have been informed by the chiet Mr. GEAR 
of the Pension Department that many of these officers have resigned Mr. ONEILI I 
because they could earn more in private life than they could earn by Laughter 
retaining their official position. Mr. GEAR. Iam on 

Mr. PAYSON. But does he know there are any of them who will | it from a1 ber of the 
resign unless their salaries are raised ? cnow that these salaries « 

Mr. WASHINGTON. lIamnotspeaking forthe fature. The salary Mr. O NEILL, of Mis 
of a qualiffed surgeon is $2,000. The committee recommend an in- | the authority of Dr. Campbell | é 
crease in the salary of qualified surgeons of $500, and to increase the Mr. GEAR. A very good m 
force of qualified surgeons by one, so as to enable the board to keep up Mr. O’NEII of Mis 
with the business of the department. small that he can t ret ( 

When you come to the eighteen examiners, we find at present there | increased 
are detailed some twelve or fourteen clerks from the erdivary duties of Mr. STRUBLI not tle s e that it 1 le 
the office to perform the duties that ought to be intrusted only to ex- | covered since the Democrats have had control 1 that 1 
pert medical men. The department says it can not get the services of | are too smal 
qualified, skillful medical men for $1,800 a year, and we therefore in- Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Why, my de ’ 
creased the salary $200, making it $2,000. Wealso provide this force | faith in ir futuresome of your birds may get in some day. [I 
shall be increased by the addition of six, so that the clerks who have Mr. STRUBLE. Ob! we expect that, and very soon 


been detailed from the regular duties of the Department to perform the Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I do not think that the « of 
duties of these medical officers can be sent back to their desks. politics has ever entered into the wor 
I would advocate, Mr. Chairmah, no measure in the line of extray- | under its present management. 
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M prot ible or AS It re ( 

mar ) i i resign becat ( 
n 

Mr. O j | Missoul I understand they will. 

Mr. STO? yf Kentucky Very well, thenallthatthe Department 
nee pa i vu lré on 1 ij ad ct of J t 
and ’ ply the 

M YNI L, of Misso Can the iwa ht draft on t d 
{ t unt « ns and intelligence required 

Mr LO. of Ke es, and for all the experience a: 
pac f ¢ kind essary; and th Democracy guaran 
tied. {| in ter. 

Mr. O l.l., of Missouri. 1 do not think there can be jues- 
tion of tl bil of the men now filling the positions. What the 
count want 1 what we ought to have, 1s an efficient servic: nd 
as thet ery ort within which pass this bill I hope there 
will be no fu er o ction 

I y the wr back to the genti ian from Tenn ¢ 

Mr. CHEADLI In view of what has been said by 1 distin 
gui d ue 1 Missouri in reference to the over-work done i 
this depart I 1 to the desk and ask to hay lan al 
from the Ne York ‘Tribune of this morning 

Mr. ONEILL, of yu tlow does that get into my 

The CHAIKRMA) he Chair understood the gentleman to yield 
the floor. 

Mr. STRUBLS .nd everybody | yin favor of your bi 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missour I have no objection to the gentleman 
having leave to pi 1ything he pleas but I do not want the time 
of the House to be taken up by reading irrelevant matter. 

HAIRMAN Che Chair understood the gentleman to yield 


hack to the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. WASHINGTON }. 


The Chair pposed, however, when the gentleman from Indiana was 
rt ed t he had merely risen to ask a question. 

Mr. CHEADLE. lunderstood the gentleman had yielded the floor 
n i had co ided I rose and asked recognition. 

M AULBEE, Ifthe gentleman wants to oppose the bill, I will 
yield him some time myself. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Unless some gentleman desires to be heard 
on the other side of this question, I shall ask for a vote 

M TAULBEE ! want to be heard on it myself. 

Mr. ROGERS. And several of us 

N CANNON, gentleman from Indi desires to be heard 
a Ly 3 on the floor 

lr. CHEADLE, I desire to have read as a part of my remarks an 
article from the New York Tribune, which I sent to the desk. 


lerk proceeded to read as follows 


CAN i THIN ri HERE I A PLAIN DUTY OF CONGR 5 PUT Ie I YDS 
FoR L\MPAI USEs A FLAIN VIOLATION OF LAW CLEVE AND 8S VETOES TO 
BI : VUAT WILL IT CosT? 

By telegraph to the Tribune. 
WASHINGTON, August 28, 
Th talia 


Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 


LBEE. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. TAULBEE, That the article being read, or the head lines 
which have been read, clearly indicate that it does not relate to the 


ending q Chere are members who want to oppose this bill, 
and as the time is limited we do not want to have irrelevant matter 
injected into this discrssion. 

Mr. CHEADLE. If the gentleman will just allow this article to be 
read he will see that it has a bearing upon the question. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Indiana has the fl 
debate the question as he pleases. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman claimed the floor and sent this 
article to the desk as a part of his remarks. The Chair thinks that 
the rule requires, especially in this consideration hour, that the remarks 
applied toa pending bill should relate to the subject-matier under con- 
sideration 

Mr. CHEADLE. But I ask to have read an article which bears di- 
rectly upon the management of the Pension Departmen‘ 

TheCHAIRMAN, The pending question is one with regard to rais- 
e salaries of certain officials, 


aque 


oor and can 


ing i 

Mr. TAULBEE. If it relates to the bill under consideration, I do not 
obj but the time is very limited and should not be consumed in 
reading irrelevant matter. 


Mr. CANNON, 
pleases. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Having the floor, my colleague has the 
right to proceed in his own way. 

Mr. TAULBEE. _ Linsist that the point of order must be well taken, 
and the gentleman, if he is going to oppose or favor the bill, must con- 
fine himself to the question before the House. 


The gentleman can debate the bill in any manner 


he 
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] RMA Dh estion is as to Vv her the matter submit- 
te y the gentleman from Indiana is rdei e question raised 
the ge eman 1 Kentucky is to the « that in a debate o 
j I 0 i if to the bill under dis 

ir. TAULBE] Ih 10 obje » th ticle being read if t 

‘ it t } 

Mr. ( NON. |] to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. CHEADLE. The reason that I asked that this article shou 
be read is in opposit Che point of this bill is that t 
re not enough cle 1 tl O to transact the current bus 
I of tl irean 1d that articl ows thai they are detailed fo1 
other purp it read part of my remarks, 

ir. CAN ) to p t of order. 

Che ¢ [AIh \ fhe hour for the consideration of bills has « xX 
pired. 

r. CH DiI l res el time. 

ine ce it ) gvliy I ‘ 1 r. CRISP having taken i] 
( S _M reported that the Commit 
tee of t ul had r« sideration the bill (H. 
1540) te ine the effi wy of the medical division 
the Pen ue ie to no resolution thereon. 

4 rm ivis i ) A 

Mr. SPRINGER I move that the House now resolve itself in 
Committee of the Whole H« on the s of the Union, my objec 
being to ask further consideration of the ¢ homa bill 

Che motion was agreed t 

The House accordingly resolved itst into ¢ tt yt 1 Wh 
Mr. DocKERY in the chair 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘1 Cler port the 1 nished bus 

Che Clerk read as follows 

A bill R. 10614) to organize t rerritory Cklaho l for ot! 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desireto: rve the ren sr of the time tl! 
is under the control of the friends of the bill, which is about twent 


six minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN, The utleman has 


time remaining. 


minutes of 


enty-six 


[ Ir. HOOKER withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX 
Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, what disposition has bee 


made of the time remaining? 





The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentleman fro 
Illinois [Mr. PAYSON] proposes to yield the remainder of his time 


the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. 

Mr. PAYSON. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana so much ti: 
as he may desire, reserving to the gentleman from Missouri such j 
tion as they may arrange. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Illinois [1 
twenty-seven minutes remaining. How much time does he desire t 
yield to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. PAYSON. Twenty minut 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. B 
gins, I will say that I have no « 
he needs that additional time I 

Mr. HOLMAN. I send to the « 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson 
read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report an amendment in the 1 
ture of a substitute for the proposition of the gentleman from Illin 
which, as the Chair understands, is accepted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The first of my pr 
that of the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words “at the price of $1.5 
‘ 
f 


Mr. Payson] } 


ALCS. 





gentleman from Indiana bi 
lesire to occupy seven minutes, and it 
hope he will go on and occupy it. 
lesk a substitute for the amendment 
] and ask that it may 


ore 


the get 


clause yposition is the san 


in the twelfth and 





per acre, 


teenth lines of section 5, and insert the ng 
‘Under the homestead law only, except section 2301 of the Revised * 


utes,’’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the proposition of the gentleman from | 
nois. The remainder is what I propose to add. 

The Clerk continued the reading, as follows: 

Provided, however, That no person seized of any lands in any State or T« 
tory, or who shall have sold land in any State or Territory within three mo 
before the time of the taking effect of this act, shall be authorized to enter a 
of the lands covered by the provisions of this act. The Secretary of the | 
rior shall preseribe all needful rules to give full effect to this provision : 1 
provided further, That all provisions of law touching the rights of soldiers a 
officers who served in the Army of the United States during the late w 
tering public lands, shall apply to the lands embraced in this act. 

Mr. PAYSON. I would prefer, Mr. Chairman, that the proviso sh 
be moved as an amendment to my amendment. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is what I am proposing—that the proviso 
treated as an addition to the amendment of the gentleman from L1li- 


nois. 














i 
the corporation, and in fact to repeal everything that gave pov f 
or vitality to the corporation nd if that reservation is co ne 1t f e 
the act, no rights uM red by any purchaser of the mort Mr. PETER I é 
b ls, b ISé vy bought 1 the fa of the decision of t le Hupre Mr. PA \ [ 
Court, the highest judicial tribunal in the known world, and in point 
face of the law which « died this right to repeal. ETERS Ls 
They could not claim to 1 1ocent purchasers or to have t iutat 
rights, and as innocent purchase cl; ler the \ s have been ¢ 
the railroad incorporation to have ani | rty mortga present time t 
because at the ver yundation the very threshold of thei: er the hoi 
they would be met by this cl hich v ully says they « I l ) f 
be innocent purchasers within the meaning of the law, and wi 
Court which expressly declares the 1 IN« 
to alt imend, or repeal i 
I t me to ite the few mor 3 ) 
er tot sug ion of my friend from I é 
1 to th me! vent which he } 
1 the gent! ina \ L question? M L\ } 
have time wh l uve luded t I ipon t 
with pleasur , NELSON A 
uld lil gentleman if th L if I 
» the rail: 1e road had constructed t ir. L 
es to right l pending the ¢ n and t 
! te 1¢ ny wh lt y the h 
n s \ it I It ! tr J* 1 J 4 j il vs , { : ‘ 
them u ide 1 
view of the decision of th irt in time the t 
should say certainly that mortgage would bs 1 a nentry an 1a é } yy 4 
would have no effect, because it was done with a { nd ring this } good a 
the Congress that created the company had the rig] la ession of the land as thou ’ 
Mr. HOOKER. The opinion which the gentleman has quoted from fee toit. Hee l apply t t t 
Justice Miller was an Opinion passing upon another feature, and re- | and it could be sold for $1 i 
ferred to enactments hereafter made. The CHAIRMAN, I t 





































Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield the gentleman a minute more. 





Mr. LIND Che ] wis amended so that the man instead of 
having only six months for this preliminary purpose was given a year. 
There was notl r justifying it. Now, under the act of Congress he 


could not only hold possession of the land without entering upon the 
land, but he had as good a title as a warranty deed; and I say that 
All Western men will agree that 
I think I 


gives ample room for speculation. 
there has been speculation in land under those provisions. 
have answered the gentleman’s question. 

Chen, upon another point: Some of these entries upon the publiclands 
are in excess of 160acres allowed by law, and that excess must be paid 
for incash atthe rate of $1.25 an acre or $2.50 an acre. Ifa man relin- 
quishes that land he forfeits his first payment. In these instances it 
has been my observation that where the excess is large the records of 
the land office will show that there are really no relinquishments. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to speak on the pending 
motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. NELSON. 
at the outside. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, I take a different view of this ques- 
tion from that which has been presented by most of the gentlemen 
who have debated it, or at least those gentlemen whose remarks have 
come under my observation, All that has been said about the benefi- 
cent provisions of the homestead law when it was originally passed in 
1862 [ entirely concur in. At that time we had a vast area of unset- 
tled territory, and we were in the midst of a great war. It was then 
of the utmost importance to increase and enlarge expeditiously our 
resources and our sphere of production, and under the circumstances, 
with such a large area of unsettled land and with the burdens of a 


How much time do you want? 
I do not suppose ten or more than fifteen minutes 


pass the homestead law for the promotion of the rapid settlement and 
development of our country. 

But, Mr. Chairman, we should always as legislators be guided, not 
by considerations of sentiment, not by considerations that existed 
twenty-six years ago, but by the existing condition of affuirs. To 
day the conditions are entirely different from what they were in 1862. 
At that time, as I have just said, our great need was to hasten our 
growth in population and prodaction. Now, I think the universal 
sentiment is, if we go deep down into our hearts, that we are growing 
too rapidly for our own good, that our population is increasing too 
rapidly, that it is coming in faster than we can properly assimilate it 
and make it a part of ourselves, 

lor myself I can truly say that while I came here from my distan 
and far-away home in Minnesota, imbued with the narrow and pro- 

e vincial idea that the sooner we could settle up the unsettled portions 
of our country the better, yet now, sir, with the education I have re- 
ceived in this Chamber, and with an enlarged sphere of vision here ac- 
quired, and looking at our country as an entirety and as something 
more than the State of Minnesota, I have come to the conclusion that 
we are, and to some extent have been, too prodigal of our public lands. 
That we had better reserve some of them for our children and our 

grandchildren, and that there is no occasion now to continue the policy 
for that policy in the midst of the war, twenty-six years ago. These, 
sir, are 
there is no occasion to bring in matters of sentiment here, nor no oc- 
casion to bring in politics—as a business proposition, I think it is fair 
and just to buy these surplus lands from the Indians at a reasonable 
price—$1.25 per acre, as proposed in the bill—and I think it is also 
fair and just under existing conditions that the people who are to get 
these lands from the Government—under the homestead laws only— 
should pay that small price for them. 

Remember that prior to 1862 the settlement of the publie domain of 
this country was chiefly carried on under the old pre-emption law of 
1841, and ander that law the nation made a very rapid and healthy 
growth and progress, although settlers were obliged to pay for their 
Jands at the rate of $1.25 per acre. In 1862 the circumstances, as I 
have said, were peculiar and they justified the passage of the home- 
stead law. But what was good policy then—what was good for the 
nation twenty-six years ago—may not be good policy now, and I do not 
think itis. I agree to a large extent with the sentiment that has been 
manifested by the gentleman from Indiana, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands [Mr. HoLMAN]—a sentiment expressed, per- 
haps, not so much in words as in acts—that we had better be a little 
careful of what is left of our public domain. Our public domain, in 
spite of everything that may be said to the contrary, has been our great 
economic saiety-valve, the place where the tired and teeming thousands 
from our large and crowded cities have gone and found homes and rest. 

Before I proceed further I will for a moment call your attention to 
the peculiar amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HoLMAN]. Ido not really think he means what the amendment pro- 
vides. Construing one portion of the amendment literally, it would 
result in this: If a poor laboring man in a manufacturing town has a 
little piece of ground—it need not be more than the tenth or the twen- 





great war upon our hands, it was one of the wisest possible-measures to | 
| thereby to locate the scrip in his name. 


of giving them away broadcast to the first comer, as there was occasion | 


my views now, and, therefore, as a business proposition—for | 
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tieth part of an acre—with a little cabin upon it, and he shoul: cee fit 
to sell it and move out West—into Oklahoma, if you please—he cou!d 
get none of that land under the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Indiana, because it cuts off everybody who owns any real estate 
or who has sold any real estate within three months prior to the pas- 
sage of this act. Then there is another improvident provision in the 
amendment. It gives to soldiers and sailors all the rights they hay 
heretofore had under our public-land laws, as I understand it 

Now, one of the rights that the soldiers have had is what is known as 
**the additional homestead right;’’ that is to say, a soldier who has 
had a homestead of 80 or 120 acres or any amount less than 160 acres 
can get the right to locate and enter without settlement the number of 
acres his homestead was short of 160 acres, and this right has been used 
and in practice made available asland-scrip. This scrip, laminformed, 
is worth some $30 an acre, and is now mainly used in locating town 
Under the provisions of this amendment this scrip could be used 
to locate lands in Oklahoma, and speculators and land-grabbers would 
no doubt be swift to avail themselves of the privilege without stint. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman understand the law to make 
those additional homestead rights assignable ? 

Mr. NELSON. Not technically nor directly, but indirectly and in 
practice, by means of powers of attorney. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is that the law? 

Mr. NELSON. That has been the practice and still is unless the 
law has been changed recently, of which I am not aware. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There never has been any law to authorize any 
such assignments. 

Mr. NELSON, I willtell you how it hasbeen. Iwill explainthat. 
Here is the way they do it. Suppose my friend, the gentleman from 
Illinois [ Mr. Payson], hasa ‘‘soldier’sadditional’’ for20acres. Hecan 
not directly and in form assign it to me; but he makes and delivers to 
me a power of attorney, and attaches the scrip to it, and authorizes me 
Then he gives another power 
of attorney authorizing me to sell that land after I have located it. 
That is the way the matter has been managed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the Secretary of the Interior has he!d those 
assignments void. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let me make a suggestion. The gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] is quite right in his statement as to the prac- 
tice in regard to locating this scrip; but at a later stage in the con- 
sideration of this bill an amendment will be offered which wiil en- 
tirely obviate the difficulty sugzested. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I have understood, upon inquiry at the 
Land Office, that the practice referred to is not permitted any more. 

Mr. PAYSON. It ought to be prohibited by law, and I hope we 
shall do so by an amendment to be offered at a later stage of the bill. 

Mr. NELSON. Ionly know that some of the most valuable pine 
lands in the State of Minnesota were located by so-called ‘* soldier’s 
additionals;’’ and this scrip was procured mainly from soldiers in Mis- 
souri. 

Mr. BLAND. And Congress passed an act permitting that to be 
done—amending the original law. 

Mr. PAYSON. Oh, no, there is no law authorizing such assignments; 
the matter rests on practice only. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to repeat what I have already 
said, that this matter should be treated asa business proposition. I 
say that the facts, circumstances, and conditions which justified the 
passage of the homestead law in 1862, which proposed to distribute 
the public lands broadcast among the people of all the world, do not 
exist to-day; and there is reason why we should not be prodigal of 
our public lands. Speaking as an American citizen, with the weal of 
the whole country at heart, I think it our duty to act in a cautious 
and conservative spirit in reference to this question. I would like to 
see some of our public lands left for our grandchildren, and I think 
most gentlemen here entertain a similar wish. If we make provision, 
and the bill does, that none but homestead settlers can obtain these 
lands, and that they can obtain them at the cheap and almost nominal 
price of $1.25 an acre, I think that it will be fair and just to ail con 
cerned, and it will be a considerable saving of money to the Treasury 
of the United States. Any man who wants land and who has the 
‘‘grit’’ and courage to go out into this Territory, open up a farm and 
establish a home, would certainly be ready and willing te pay the 
small pittance of $1.25 an acre in installments as the bill provides. 

I have been a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs during 
three Congresses, including the present; and so far as I know, in every 
instance, with the exception of the ratification of the treaties with the 
Indians in Northern Montana, we have made provision that whatever 
compensation was to be given to the Indians for the relinquishment of 
their rights should be reimbursed to the Government by the settlers 
who might obtain the lands. We have made such a provision in two 
bills which have passed during this Congress, one with reference to 
the great Sioux reservation, opening up 12,000,000 acres in Dakota, 
where 50 cents per acre was to be paid, and the other relating to reser- 
vations embracing over 4,000,000 acres in Minnesota, where it was pro- 
vided that $1 per acre should be paid by the settler. Now, if away up 
in Northern Minnesota, near the Canadian line, homestead settlers have 
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been required pay $1 an acre, why should not settlers upon t] Wr Cl 
land in the center of the continent, the very ere 1 of our public lan 3 ¢ 1 this ¢ . 
be content to pay the pittance of $1.25 an acre, the amount the In t yah ‘ ’s ] d 
dians are to receive? Chere is no pressing o1 publi *necessity for bu i ever re ty tat nat 
ing lands from the Indians and giving away the lands for nothing. Mr. SPRING I t r of seve 
I think that under existing circumstances this proposition—t lt t tlema : MI ‘ 
in the bill—is the fairest way of disposing of this question. 1 br M AYSON. Ido ( of ‘*\ 
the people who want these lands will be perfectly satisfied to pay t] I CHAIRMAN I ‘ , 
small price and take them under the homestead I will add that ther side 
in reference to the bill proposing to open to settlement some 4,000, | Mr. SPRINGI I will vi ‘ 
acres of Indian lands in Minnesota, I have not heard a word of objection | t! n from Kansas [ Mr. P1 
from any persons in my district to the payment of $1 an acre for t \ PERKINS Mr. Chair L de 
land. In fact they are all perfectly well satisfied with that arr: t mmittee a few consi ) i 
ment, considering it fair and just to the Indians and the Governm 3 those of us who liv t ~ ( 
Mr. SPRINGER. And they have paid it n 1 interested in t prop L le It is 
Mr. NELSON. The bill has not yet taken effect. been suggested here that more ve hundred sand 
The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Iowa [| Mr. ANDERSON | will sent their names to t Congress, asking for t ‘ ut 
now be recognized for the seven minutes remaining of the time of t more than four million peoy é terested in vi 
gentleman from Mississippi | Ho ere on the floor of 1 to é 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, if the bill for the o rtot 1d rt e set s, f » t 
zation of this Territory is to become a law I am opposed to the pr 1 in the ¢ | ded t 1 
vision that requires the payment of $1.25 an acre fron n settlers on t Le r Ame! 1 cit s And t 
lands who served in the Union armies and navies during the I: 0 } t is a cond t ‘ 
and Tam al SO Oppos' d to the amendment of the ox ntleman from ‘lit ‘ ‘ u I at 
[ Mr. PAYSON] as amended by the ge sntleman from Indiana [| Mr. H \ suggest y the gentle i | M 
MAN]. I hope that amendment will not prevail, as it will interfere | that t Ter was originally ipal l 1 OC 
with an opportunity on the part of the Goven iment to do an act ft ons have cha ind it is now f 1 that all « 
will be the crowning glory of its life for all the years to coms r | in occupancy. It has } l i 
Something has been said here as to the question of ‘‘ sentimentalit I s not needed b ie Indians residing withi: 3 1 
Somehow or other a mere demand in behalf of old-fashioned just As 1874, if LOTy es me ¢ ‘ y, ¢ 9 
seems in the minds of some —_— to smack of ‘‘sentimentalit that no further Indians s 1 be located a sett 
Mr. Chairman, if this vast tract, of the fairest portions of o I ut re that tic 1 been mad ‘ 
goodly heritage, is to be organized into a Territory with a view to t - es setting t t is known ast ( 
Itimate establishment of a State it seems to me nothing better « tle 1 en Indiat g 
done than to consecrate these lands, wholly and solely if need be » had with the ¢ yr the settlement of ut 
homes for the men who defended the flag and kept it flying ur *¢ P ider conditio Che né 
in the sky. in 1¢ i be those tribes « eed ‘ 
The adoption of the gentleman’s amendment going generally t tw 1 thought good p to gather thi ’ Ind 
classes of men in the distribution of its benefits, would preclude the } 1 locate 1 these tribes who 
Government from a righteous act in recognition of the class of men i Te the public sentiment of t 
provided for in the amendment that [ have prepared, and that was ‘ rribes locate 1 tl I 
to the Clerk’s desk on yesterday to be printed inthe Recor» for in brok the pre d hem and 
mation. ted depredat ila t 3 ! cent Stat 
No country ever had the opportunity to bestow at once so fair ah t s. Homes w ( d ymmunities were pillag 
tage, so rich a crown, and such just and fitting reward to her co was applied tos ents 0 ying lands adjacent 
ing heroes, who went forth in the hour of the nation’s peril to 1 because of these de} atior 1 outbrea nd the mu 
her battles and preserve intact her holdings in and on the earth, as cent women and lren, Con é red by law t no: 
found in the opportunity that presents itself to this Government in t] dians should be settled ther 
disposal of the territory that is the subject-matter of the pend Chis is the condition that confronts us now. The sit y 
measure. il 1 logical o1 VV t sh we do with these 
The strong, sturdy, honest, patriotic men who consecrate their lives e petition, as I have already suggested, of more t 
to lawrul toil to supply their daily bread, and who in times of peac 1ousand persons, asking us to o them to white settlem« 
create a nation’s wealth, and in times of peril defend on land and sea ie, upon what terms and conditions shall it bedone? We 
the nation’s life e the firstund highest consideration of every just | it should be done upon such conditions a ll be fair to the 
and well- ordered governmen { 0 tl ttler, and which will be fair to the country 
Mr. Chairman and geutiomen of the committee, the popular bran Che gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ] challenged tl 
of the law-making power of a government wines reat distinguis man from Indiana | Mr. HOLMAN | to point out a p1 
features among the nations of earth are its policy of the equality of | w 1 is not fair to all and which would not tect 
men before the law, and its watchful, tender, generous care of t fraud and the fraudulent settlement of th lar vo 
lowly and the poor, the only class in any government that need su given to that challenge, and no answer can n te 
care, do not let pass, I conjure you, this splendid opportunity, at | no h provision in the bill. All the provisions of the b 
this auspicious moment in the nation’s life, to do an act that will at | Every settler is to remainin the occupation of the land t 
once do more for the laboring man and to exalt us as a nation than ail | before he can secure a title and to exemplify h ood f 
other acts contemplated by this Congress combined—an act that will | works Then he has to make payment for the land at $1.2 
rear a grand monument which will shine out upon the world forever | It to be paid for in installments: that is a ind the pro 
an everlasting testimony to the nation’s righteousness, her chiefest | to be used in paying the expenses of the survey and in the exti 
glory through all the ages. ment of the Indian title. Is there anything wrong about that 
Here, in the very keart of this great Republic, on the richest and But it is suggested that they should have these lands fo 
fairest legal subdivision of the nations of the earth, let us provide | that they should be dedicated to these settlers wit it price 
homes for the brave, patriotic men who saved the nation’s life. Here, | personally, 1 would have no objection, and those of us who ar 
in the midst of this great nation, let us ordain and establish the na- | ing the proposition are not posing here as opponents of the 
tion’s defenders in the past, from whence, inspired by the nation’s | law. We are not standing here to say a word in opposit 
gratitude, they, and their posterity after them, will sally forth when | beneficent legislation, whose effects have been so good i 
new dangers shall, unhappily, again threaten the nation’s life. Here | fuence has been so widespread throughout the Ws itr 
let us provide homes for the nation’s heroes, the old guard, the loyal, | the conditions that exist to-day, we sa 8 t t to ‘ 
lingering remnants of the grandest armies that ever met the shock of | into this bill such a condition as that, for the re 1, as sug 
battle. With what reason can we withhold this boon to this most | the gentleman from I]linois [Mr. SPRINGER], that if pro 
meritorious class of men that a nation’s gratitude, fairly expressed to- | incorporated in the bill, in the judgment of its friends and t 
day, would place upon the pension-roll, when we consider that it « are familiar with the circumstances surrounding t prop 
grants them such generous conditions as to homes on the earth as the | tion, it will secure its defeat. 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois seeks to confer on all mei [ am not inclined to impute unfair motives to my fr 1 fr 
without regard to race, religion, or nationality. s | Mr. Payson His efforts in behalf of the settlers ar 
Mr. Chairman, some gentlemen may call this proposition legislation to protect the public domain from unlawful 
and utopian, but all in candor must concede that here is present vell known to the House and to the count I am not ine 
of those opportunities that rarely come to nations, as they rare é ite unfair motives to him. ut it does seem a little 


to men, to approximate the ideal in the affairs of State. 














man who is opposed to the bill in this Hous 
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amendment of the gentleman from I)linois, and if the 
gentleman is in good faith he should beware of his friends. 
As was suggested by my friend from Min- 


standing by the 


Now, sir, a word further. 
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| 000 acres, 


| That land by t 
| require any né¢ 


| the 


nesota [ Mr. NELSON ], we have by legislation at this session of Congress, 
by bills passed, opened to settlement almost, if not quite, 30,000,000 
acres of Indian land If the treaties with the Indians are consummated 
thirty millions and more will he opened to settlement by this legisla- 
tion, and yet, with a single exception, there has not been a provision 
incorporated to any of those bills making to those lands the home- 
| ble rhe gentleman from Illinois did not rise in his 
( I endment of that character to any of these bills. 
The gent 1 from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] did not rise in his | 
nad « I ! | nt of that character to either bill. They were 
bills which provided and authorized negotiations, as this does, with the 
Indians to extinguish their title to certain lands that they might | 
opened to settlement And for the reasons controlling that legislation 
we oppose these amendments offered to this bill. 
As was srested by the gentleman from Minnesota, the settlers are 
not askir the amendments. The men who desire to go there 
nd ma for thems 3 homes are not asking it, and the petitioners 
who speak for the homeless are not asking for it. All recognize that 
the Indians have some interest in these lands and that interest is to 
be paid fo id the settlers ask that they may be permitted to gou 
these lands as settle have been permitted to go upon other Indian 
lands and to possess them upon terms fair and just to all; and in the | 


name of these people I hope this proposed legislation will not be em 


barrassed or defeated by these amendments. 
Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HooKkER] is a 
very good talker, and we all know that heis earnestly opposed to this 


bill, and yet, Mr. Chairman, the only argument that he could offer 


in opposition to it was to stand here on the floor for three-quarters of 


an hour and 
rht ac 
knew 


of the Atlanti 


suggest that the railroad companies would acquire title, 
or mi juire title, to some of these landsif the bill passed, while, 
as hie vers 
and Pacific Railroad Company were forfeited; and there 
on in the bill granting lands to the Neosho Valley Railroad 


iS & provi Zz 







Company which clearly settles that question. It reads: 
Provided further, That said lands shall not in any manner be disposed of or 
curmbered by said company, or its as ns, except as the same are patented 


under the provisi 


ns of this act. 


And again, no Jands ever granted to that company are within the 
boundaries of this proposed Territory, and notwithstanding 
gentleman attempts to say that there is peril from the railroad com- 
panies in the passage of this bill. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield now two minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri | Mr. HEARD]. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I propose to address myself exclu- 
sively to the amendment suggested by the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HoLMAN |; and as a predicate for what I shall say on that subject, I 
desire to quote the gentleman’s own eloquent language, that the strong- 
est balwark of American liberty is to be found in the homes of our peo- 
ple and in the laws which grant and secure them homes. I call the at- 
tention of my friend, however, tothe fact that the effeet if not theobject— 


and I do not think it is the object—of his amendment would be to dis- | 
| ‘Thatstrip is parallel to the whole length of the Indian Territory, known 


criminate against the very class of people who most need homes and 
who would be most apt to try to secure them, because his amendment 
provides that no man whois possessed of lands anywhere else, however 
small the quantity or value, or who, within three months prior to his 
filing an application for a homestead, shall have sold any land, shall 
have the right, or be entitled to the benefit of the homestead law in the 
proposed Territory. 

Now, there are men throughout this whole éountry, men of small 
means, mechanics, artisans, laborers, many of our best people, that are 
freeholders to a small extent, but whose circumstances force them to 
seek homes in a new country, and who will want to sell for that pur- 


pose. Many will want to sell homes which have become encumbered 
and go where they can make new ones which they may hope to own 
and preserve, I repeat that many small farmers, mechanics, laborers, 


and artisans, wanting to better their condition, often leave the crowded 
cities and towns, dispose of their little homes, go into the new coun- 
try, and establish there for themselves and their families new homes. 
But these are discriminated against if the amendment is adopted. 

I am for the bill as it came from the committee first; and even if the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson ] is adopted, 
I would still vote for it. But I hold it would be an inexcusable dis- 
crimination against a poor but good class of our people who have small 
homes, many of them encumbered with debt, and who, if permitted, 
would sell them and thus enable themselves to make new homes under 
happier conditions, to adopt this amendment. There is no discrimi- 
nation in the amendment of the gentleman against any elass of men 
because they are large property holders. A man may be worth a mill- 
ion of dollars in property if not in real estate, and he may go under 
this amendment and enter a home upon these lands; but if he owns a 
little tract of ground, as the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETEeRs] 





well, in the last Congress all the unearned lands granted | 


r that, the | 


} 
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says, ‘‘even a lot in acemetery,’’ it would bar him from taking a home 
in this new country. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemen have seven minutes of their time 
remaining on either side. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I only desire to occupy a few min- 
utes for the purpose of presenting one feature of this bill which has not 
been alluded to by the other side, and as to which I desire a specific ex- 
vlanation the chairman of the committee. This bill includes 
within its scope the Jand known as ‘eutral Strip, containg 3,7 
and a portion of which wasa part of the old Texas purchase, 
Government that time the sum of 28 cents per acre. 
he operation of this bill is the only land that does n¢ 
gotiations. But upon it settlement may be made under 
it is donated under the homestead law to the 
rhe question I ask the chairman of the committee is, why does 
his committee ing of the best lands to homestead 


irom 
* 


the ! Gx, - 








costing this at 


1estead law, as 


hor 
+41 r } 
settier. i} 


recommend the ope 


settlers without cost and impose a charge of $1.25 an acre on the bal- 
ance of the land within the scope of the bill? Why do you apply the 
homestead principle to the Neutral Strip and refuse it with respect to 
the rest of the Territory ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will answer that question. Thereason for thi 
difference is simply this: the lands known as the Neutral Strip are pub- 
lic domain and not embarrassed in any way by Indian claims of title. 


It is part of the public domain and we have not to pay anything for it. 


Mr. PAYSON. But we have paid for it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We did pay for it when we purchased it from the 
State of Texas. The gentleman from Illinois stated yesterday that we 
paid $16,000,000 for it; but Lam glad to see that in his printed re- 
marks in the RecorpD he has corrected that according to the facts. 

Mr. PAYSON. It is printed in the Recorp just as I stated it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman said that we paid sixteen million 
for it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Ido not know what I 
here from which I read the statement. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘The truth is that we paid sixteen millions when 
we bought all the rest of the claims of the State of Texas for all the 
lands east of the Rio Grande and south of the Arkansas that are in 
cluded in that amount. 

Mr. PAYSON. I state that in my remarks on yesterday I read from 
the paper I now hold in my hand, giving a description of the territory 
for which the Government had paid $16,000,000. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, yes. That was for 61,000,000 acres of land 
the Government gotinthatpurchase. It cost the Government 25 cents 
anacre. ‘Thereason why thisland is not put under the homestead provis- 
ions that are now applied to all the public domain is that these lands are 
not encumbered with Indian claims, and it is not required that they 
should be paid for. We have a precedent for this in the legislation of 
Congress. When the Kansas and Nebraska act was passed there was 
a strip 3 miles wide on the southern boundary, from Arkansas west to 
Colorado, which belonged to the Cherokee Nation and was put into the 
State of Kansas, and a law was passed authorizing the sale of that 3- 
mile strip to actual settlers at various prices under the law, some at $2, 
others at $1.50, others at $1.25, andsome at$1. That was sold subject 
to the occupancy of the settler, and the cost which had been paid for it. 


stated. I have the paper 


as the Cherokee Outlet, and the Government has already applied the 


| principle to adjacent lands by selling to actual settlers. 


I have seen a statement of the Secretary of the Interior showing that 


| on the Ist day of November, 1887, there were in the Treasury $9,094, 000, 


as the proceeds of the sale of Indian lands, to the credit of several In- 
dian tribes whose lands were sold, and these proceeds have been re 
ceived from actual settlers upon these lands. It is thus shown that 
this is precisely the policy of the Government, where we were getting 
titles to Indian lands, that the settlers pay forthe land. That was don: 
with the Pawnee Indian land. It was done in the case of all the I 
dian tribes in the entire States of Kansas, Nebraska, and Iowa; and it 
has been the policy of Congress from the time we have been acquirin: 
these Indian titles up to this time to require the settler to pay the amount 
that the Government had to pay. That is just what is required in th 
bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if this provision is adopted and inserted in t! 
bill, it will require an appropriation of $10,000,000 to carry it ou 
There are 8,000,000 acres and it will require an appropriation of $10, 
000,000 to pay for them. I donot believe tbat Congress intends to 1 
verse the policy which the Government has pursued tor these long years 
of requiring the settler to pay for the lands that we get from the Indians 
and require the Government to pay for them itself. These are ver) 
valuable lands. They are more valuable than we have ever had to 
offer to the actual settler. The settler has to go there and pay $1.25, 
according to the provisions of this bill, and reside there for three y ears 
That has been incorporated in this measure, and if this last provision 
should be also incorporated in it, it would cost what I have stated. | 
have never heard the propriety of it stated until my colleague offered 
this amendment. 
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I do not believe that itis in the interest of t t or ¢ Mr. PAYSON. Of « se th 
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under tl} i . | 
tes shall 1 

Che CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the amendm 

mendment propo L by the ¢ tlhe from Indiana Mr. H : 


he Clerk read the amend ‘ Imenta inall 
Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to modify that amendment by d ( 
ls ‘*sold land’’ the words *‘ exceeding fifty acres 


AYMAN. Iask to have the amendment read as modified. 
4] : cee 
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Mir. \ LQI HAR, I y 1 to ike a -parlilamentary Inquiry . 
this an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from I . 
[Mr. PAYsoN ], or would t proviso stand harmonious w { : 
even if the end! t of tl ; ian from I is I \ 
7 


ithorized to pass upon S I 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Does the provisostand : separate proj ed ' 
or as an amendment? Y = : 
The CHAIRMAN. its parliamentary standing is as an [ 
to an amendment of the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. PAY vi. LV 16. noes 47 
Mr. PAYSON. As a proviso to it. Me AN ON. of 4 M 
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tleman from Indiana [ 
he Clerk read as follovy 
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P ded, howevre I t no person zed of nds ir : 
tory, or who shall have s lland exceeding Ss in ar St 
within three months before the time of the taking effect « his act . 
thorized to enter any ol the lands co ered y T Vis ns _ I 
Secretary of the Interior shal] prescribe all need rules to give full effect 
provision : erthe rhat all provisions AW cl x th ' 
} soldiers and s iors W ) served in th Army <« t United states dur : 
war entering public land shall I » the 3 i I ‘ 
entry by land-we ts or land r yd I 
, The CHAIRMAN, The question is the amendment totl 
ment. 
The question w taken, and the Cha 1 de 1 that t ’ 
; seemed to have it. 
Mr. HOLMA? I call fora d . 
The committee vided; and the wert vyes 2 10es 77 
So the ams ment to the amendment was cted f 
The CHAIRMAN. T juestion now I 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Pays : 
The question was taken; and there wer uyes 42, noes 7 
Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairma n ought » | L ¢ 
vi te. \ 4 
Mr. HOLMAN. Asth 1s no quorum pre t, I yerest to the 
a) e > > Ne 
tleman from Illinois | Mr. PAYSON] that he allow t quest } ) i 
to the House with the understanding that t e shall be avote rh 
there, t of t nmittee « ‘ t 
Mr. S -RINGE t. If we can getan agreement iit to-morrow a } it i tot i 
o'clock we shall take the vote upon | passage of the I propriations t 
yield to the gentleman to move to amend t bill by this amendn t | fiscal year ending Jt ), 188 


and allow him to havea yea-and-nay vote upon 


SOUSS 


amendments numbered 105, 106, 107, 110, 116, 118, 119, 121, 127, 128, 


221, 222, 223, 233, 234, 236, 238, 239, 240, 242, 243, 244, 248, 254, 255, 
256, and 257 to the bill (H, R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1589, and for other purposes; asked a further conference with the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed 


as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and 
Mr. Beck. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 
Mr. WHEELER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to extend 
in the Recorp his remarks on the bill (H. R. 8623) to provide for print- 


ing Government securities in the highest style of art. 
Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to extend in 


the Recorp his remarks of to-day on the Oklahoma bill. 
Mr. BLAND, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print in the 
RiecorD remarks on the silver bill. 


CLAIMS FOR BOUNTIES, 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, asked unanimous consent that the bill 


H. hk. 3407) to extend the time for filing claims for additional bounty 
under the act of July 28, 1566, be recommitted to the Committee on 
War Claims, 


Mr. O°NEILL, of Missouri. 

Mr PONE, of Kentucky. 
acter now on the Calendar. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Why not let this bill remain on the 
Calendar? This is more complete than the other. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 59 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 

PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. FORAN: A bill (H. R. 11302) granting a pension to Diana 
Howard—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H.R. 11303) for the relief of 
John W. Peek—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11304) for the relief of James A. Cook—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCCULLOGH: A bill (H. R. 11305) granting a pension to 
Ann Ruffner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 11306) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Caroline B. Andrews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


What is the object ? 
There are two bills of the same char- 





D 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 














AvGust 30, 
SENATE, 
THURSDAY, August 30, 1888. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J.G. BuTLEer, D. D. 
1 } 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of Margaret Bolio, of 
Mich., praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the ¢ 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of William H. Spencer and 
many other citizens of Rutland County, Vermont, praying for the pa 
sage of an act of Congress granting an increase of pension to Josepli Os- 
born, late a private in the Eleventh Michigan Cavalry; which was 
ferred to the Committee on Pensiens. 


AND 
I) 


re 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COCKRELL, The Committee on Military Affairs, to which 

was referred the bill (S. 2244) to amend the act of Congress approved 

3, 1887, giving pay to volunteer Army officers for services be 
fore they were mustered in, have instructed me to submit an advers 
réport thereon and recommend that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 
‘The law already gives all the relief that is contemplated by the bill, 
and all to which the parties are entitled. 

‘The report was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 
Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
red the bill (S. 2182) to amend 4458 and 4489 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, requiring life-saving appliances on steamers, reported 
it with an amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency a; 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was ri 
ferred the bill (8. 3456) granting a pension to David O. Sanborn, r 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 





March 


fer sections 


bill 


| (H. R. 10245) granting an increase of pension to Hannibal Kimball, 


By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 11307) for the relief of Benjamin | 


F. Wickham—to the Committee on Claims, 
PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Petition of William H. Kelton, of James Conn, 


of heir of Donald Street, and of J. W. Blakney, heir of Frederick | 
Blakney, of Mississippi, for reference of their claims to the Court of | 


Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Petition of Demarius A. Johnson, adminis- | 
trator of William C, Johnson, of Scott County, Mississippi, for reference | 


of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of the Farmers’ Union, of Rocky 
Mount, Bossier Parish, Louisiana, for relief from the bagging trust— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GEST: Evidence in the pension claim of Richard Ashcraft— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Ry Mr. LEE (by request): Deposition and affidavit in the claim of 
Sallie Hardemond—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LYNCH: Petition of Lackawanna Valley Council, No. 81, 
and of Wilkes Barre Council, No. 161, Junior Order of United American 
Mechanics, for the passage of Senate bill No. 553, to regulate immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Resolutions of Red Stone Council, No. 78, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Brownsville, Pa., for the 
passage of Senate bill No. 553, for regulating and restricting immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. O°FERRALL: Petition of William B. Carper, of J. M. Can- 
ter, administrator of Margaret McCauley; of Festus Swartz, adminis- 
trator of James Swartz; of Josiah Rinker, of John Purcell, of Joseph 
Calwalader, and of John Ritter, of Frederick County, Virginia, for ref- 
erence of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of heirs of Samuel Thompson of Madison | 
County, Alabama, for reference of their claims to the Courtof Claims— | 


to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Mary A. Brower, widow or 
William A. Brower, of Giles County, Tennessee, for reference of her claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 


1 


reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bil! 
(H. R. 9341) granting a pension to Mrs. Dulcena Noel, reported 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 11045) for the relief of Sam Rice Post, No 
6, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 


| referred the bill (S. 13) restoring to the United States certain of the 





| give evidence under oath respecting the claim of La Abra Silver Mining Co: 


lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the 


| construction of a railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to 


restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes, reported ad- 


| versely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


He also, from the same committee, reported a bill (S. 3504) restoring 
to the United States certain of the lands granted to the Northern Pa 
cific Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to restore the same to settlement, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title. 


LA ABRA SILVER MINING COMPANY. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing resolutions, reported them without amendment; and they were 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations have leave to require the 
attendance of witnesses before said committee or a subcommittee thereof to 


pany against the Government of Mexico; and said committee or subecommitic: 
shall have power to administer oaths to such witnesses; and the expenses of 
their attendance and other necessary expenses in the execution of this ord 
shall be paid out of the funds appropriated for the contingent expenses of | 
Senate, on certificates issued by the chairman of said committee or said sub- 
co + mittee. 

Resolved, 2. That counsel for or against said claimants shall be authoriz« 
appear before said committee or subcommittee and examine and cross-examiic 
any witnesses under the authority of this resolution. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3502) granting a pension to Juli- 
ana Roitsch; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 3503) for the relief of Bedney IF. 
McDonald; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GORMAN submitted an amendment intended to he proposed by 
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stores and supplies take by t United States Army, as 
k : 

ported by the Court of ¢ rth sions of t act of M 
3, 1883, known as the n ct; which was referred to the ¢ 

ttee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be proj 

by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 1 

‘ J 4p} 

o the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed 

CLAIMS OF POSTMASTEI 

Mr. COCKRELL. Some days ago I entered a motion to reco 
the vote by which a resolution offered by tl enat f ik 
[Mr. Pi Bj was agreed to. I should like to have the motion 
up and act on now. 

} 

rhe | ENT prot re The resolut t 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted 4 t 
16, 1888, and adopted, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to rep 
the next session, so far as such clainss have already been cx oO 
} tions presented under the tof March 3, 1883, the amounts due j is 
ters and their presentatives in the several States and Territories for serv 4 
re red the United States between July 1, 1864, and July 1, 1874, the os3 
al nt nings for each biennial term of service to be stated on the basis 
th of 1854, and the amount of compensation paid for the same term of s 
< o deducted therefrom, showir 1e actual difference in each case bet we 
the salary paid and the compensation computed on the basis of the act of 1854 
for each biennal term of service ; such report to be limited to cases in wh the 


compensation paid is 10 per cent. or more less than the compensation alre 


puted on the basis of the act of 1854, and to be made to the Senate from ti! 

to time as the statement covering the claims from each State shall be completed 

Mr. COCKRELL. The resolution may involve a great deal of labor 
and it may involve intricate questions of law which have already been 
adjusted. I think it but fair and just that the resolution should be 
reconsidered and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, so that they may examine and determine what course should 
be pursued in regard to it. I therefore move that the vote by whi 
the resolution was } d 





( 
yassed be reconsidered, and that the resolution be 
recalled from the Postmaster-General and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 

» reconsider the vote by which the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to the course suggest 
senator from Missouri. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to will be reconsidered, and the reso- 
lution, having been recalled from the Postmaster-General, will be re- 

‘rred to the Committee on Post-Oilices and Post-Roads. It is so or- 


ed by the 


LAND SUITS AND LAND PATENTS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from yesterday submitted by the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. STEWART] calling for information in relation to land 
suits and land patents. The question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Alabama | Mr. MORGAN] to refer the resolution to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. STEWART. I have no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the resolu- 
tion will be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

CRAIG’S IMPROVEMENT IN TELEGRAPHY. 
Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution, which was read 


Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce be instructed to ex 
ine fully the system of mechanical telegraphing which Mr. D. H. Craig has n¢ 
on exhibition in the Capitol by virtue of resolution of the Senate, and that in 
such investigation said committee secure the aid of competent and disinterested 
experts if they deem it necessary, and that any expenses required for proper ex 
amination into the merits of said system be paid out of the conti 
the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution, under the rules, will 
be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say with reference to the resolution that I 
should be glad if the committee would act soon, as there can be very 
slightexpense incurred any way. The apparatus the Senate is familiar 
with, so far as any description I can give of it is concerned, from a pre- 
vious debate on the subject. It is now here in the Capitol on ex! 
tion. 
siderable surprise at what appears to be its perfection and effici , 
{ observe that it has been examined, too, by gentlemen connected with 
the press. Recently there appeared in the New York Sun an editorial 
on the subject, calling special attention to itand saying it wasa matter 
which ought to be investigated. The editor of the Sun, as I know, 
has given a great deal of attention to this subject personally. 
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on of twotl words not ex ‘ of t i 
asingle letter; and that the cost of tele 1 y i 4 
| business purposes al st as slight ast ‘ 
gaining the advantage of time. The New York 1 of T : 
says 
We do not « @ es | w «1 x fthes . f A 
telegraphing v » H. s Vv ¢ i As t 
et we al i si<t t it t e ‘ 
€ aud dis ereste x sm 1 is Ir. Cra ¢ g 
. i mir vie th s aS ¢ t yy x 
estigation tak I € vw tie ‘ t 
I nises great things 
Mr. HARRIS. I should e to t £ tor } ip- 
shire a question, if he will allow m 
Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 
Mr. HARRIS. Is it his proposition that a Senate « ’ 
investigate the question of utility of some new patented i ? 
Mr. BLAIR. Yes. 
Mr. HARRIS. ‘That is the ol t of tI f 1 
Mr. BLAIR. I wi i Statet ( ect of the solution, ht 
to be stated. Mr. Craig has been engaged a long tim ‘ oO 
make these improvements which have now been de, a l 
to be of very great value, so that telegraphy would be ] 43 
cheap as ordinary correspondence through the post-office ents 
are assigned to nobody. He is an elderly gentleman and | ihe idea, 
which may or may not be a wise one, that here is somet f very 


Several Senators have examined it, and, as I am told, with con- | 


I have here matter from the press which I could give at considerable | 


length to the Senate from actual investigation, but without troublin 
the Senate to go into that, I think it is a subject which, as it will re 
quire but very little time and probably scarcely any money, the Con 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, which seems to have jurisdiction col- 
lectively, should examine with some care 
Mr. HALE. What does it cover? I did not hear the resolution 
Mr. BLAIR. It is a system of machine telegraphy. Does the Sen- 


great value to the people, and before it is owned by a private c¢ ra- 











tion or by individuals he would be glad if Congress would examine 
the subject, with a view, if it considered it w while, to iis, 
what he claims to be a great invention and improve} ‘ e to 
the people in something of the way that postal telegr: 1 pro- 
posed hitherto. 

It seemed to me that before there were embarrassment g 
the ownership of these patents, as long as it is attended ¥ ) @x- 
pense, it would be well for Congress to investigate the s The 
great difficulty we have, as everybody knows, in making e to 
the people at large this great utility in the conveyance « ence 
is the fact that here is a gigantic nopoly own é ‘ 
invention, owning every telegraphic wire and line, and | vy con- 

| tracts practically a mortgage of the existing sy 1 for t 8 
of intelligence by telegraph for all time to co I ( i 
the country sees fit to buy them out at an ex gal f 
this be what is claimed for it by responsible parties wl ‘ 
ined it, there is an opportunity 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, is this in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro fe t is ne 

Mr. BLAIR. There is an opportunity to introd 4S) i 
will supplant the other at cx iratively a ve = ‘ and 
people can h eit I do not nD y € t 
not, but I ask that the resolution be ynSicE il é I i ’ 
the Committee on Contingent Expe 

The PRESIDENT é $ ) 
the Committee to Audit and Control t ( I nt £x the 
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FISHING RIGHTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Mr. SHERMAN. If the morning business is through, I desire to 
submit a motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 


President’s message in relation to the fishing rights of the United | 





States 
Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President 
Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Grorar] has 
the floor on the message; but if he will yield to the Senator from Kan- 
hia IO € pee ou 
PLUMI [ designed this morning to move that the ‘ 
| ito the msideration of the for LION Approy ion bi ) 
of ft i hat the disposition of i ry portant at t 
1a tolt apse ol TOT ) i rr ] \ i 
i of this mo h unless s I s ‘ i 
I ie of the gq 
‘I ‘RESIDENT pro pore. The Chair understands that und 
t] ute the Senator from Kansas has a right to move 
the ! »f the appropriation bill. Itis practically a question 
{ pl 
M HERMAN. I think the Senator from Kansas had bet 
e Senator from Mississippi first conclude his speech. 

Ir. PLUMB. I was only going to make an inquiry. Of course! | 
io not want to cut off the Senator from Mississippi, and I wish to sub- 
1it myself to his convenience as much as possible, but this is a matter 
vhich ought to be disposed of to-day, at all events, whether now or a 

couple of hours later perhaps is not material, and I wished to ingnire 
how much time the Senator from Mississippi desires to occupy. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not think I shall consume over an hour. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I shall not move the consideration of the appro- 
priation bill until the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from 


Mississippi. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 


the Senate proceed to the consideration of the President’s message of 


oo 
wie 


August 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The President’s message is before 
the Senate, and the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. GEORGE] is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr.GEORGE. Mr. President, thedebate on the pending proposition 
has taken so wide a range that I am inclined to participate in it. Re- 
ferring to the statement made yesterday evening by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], in which he predicted very great financial 
troubles to this country coming from the alleged excess of imports over 
exports, 1 desire to say there is an ambigvity in that statement, so that 
we are apt to treat it as if it meant that the Government of the United 
States was, as a corporate body, as a business institution of itself, 
making exportations and imporiations. The fact is, Mr. President, 
that all these exports and all these imports are the result of the actions 
of private individuals engaged in their private business. 

‘Therefore, when we say importations are made by the United States 
we state an error. They are made by various persons engaged in com- 
merce in or with the United States, who, in pursuing their private 
business and endeavoring to build up their own fortunes, make im- 
portations according to their own judgment, each man for himself, as 
to whether it will benefit him or not; and on the other hand, the ex- 
portations from the United States are solely sent from the United States 
by private persons engaged in commerce, who in exporting these goods 
deem that they will benefit themselves by selling them in a foreign 
market. 

So that this comparison of importations to and exportations from this 
country is a mere criticism on the part of the Senator from Ohio upon 
the business methods of private individuals, some in the United States 
and others in foreign countries, over which we have no power and no 
control. Certainly it would astonish any American statesman if it was 
proposed that by direct action of the Government the private individ- 
ual enterprise and business of our citizens and of foreigners trading 


with us should be supervised, managed, and controlled. 

w, Mr. President, what constitutes the financial welfare of this 
country is about this: It is the financial welfare of each individual 
citizen of this country. He manages his own business. If Mr. A, in 
New York, imports more into this country than he can pay for, it does 
not interfere with the prosperity or the financial condition of Mr. B, 
in Alississippi, who takes care not to buy any more than he can pay 
f So that this scarecrow of excess of importation over exporta- 
t amounts to nothing more than a criticism by Senators upon the 
] te | 3 transactions of individuals, over which Congress have 
no control 

Mr. President, allusion has also been made in this debate to various 
other topics which are now engaging the public mind. We have had 


criticisms of the civil-service policy of the Administration, and then we 
have had that ever-fruittul, and it seems ever-recurring topic of debate, 
the fisheries and the rejected treaty. They have also been lugged into 
this discussion, and upon them, Mr. President, I desire now to submit 
some observations. 

It seems to me that complaint and criticism, not to say unjust de- 
nunciation, have been made against the President for sending in his 


| 
| 


message in reference to retaliation. Why, sir, when the message was 
sent in the usual courtesy allowed executive communications of being 
read was not extended to this paper. Senators desiring to have an op- 
portunity to make criticism upon it adjourned the Senate, and after a 
night’s sleepless anxiety and a night’s examination they came in the 
next morning full of criticism and full of denunciation, not only of the 





terms of the message, but, it seems to me, of the very fact that the 
President saw proper to send a message at all. 
Early in February the Pr nt concluded a treaty of peace—not of 
peace exactly, but of ttlement of difficulties intended to } 
peace and good neighborhe with tritish colonies in reference to 
these { A ny ups downs, alter many turns and 
ena Ss, alter ' t \ er way, alter @ great 
a i l isultation, it was finally 
letermined, as we: ae tec Vv to the universal precedents 
|} upon that subject, contrary to of this Government fora 
hundred years, it was fir ya rmined that this treaty was to be 
made the subje fa partisan debate in open session. 
[t was debated for weeks, In that debate charges were made against 


| cent and unofien 


the Administ 
in the negotiat 


to have been } 


ration that it had failed to discharge its duty to the country 
ion of the treaty. Wrongs, outrageous wrongs, alleged 
yerpetrated by the Canadian authorities upon our inno- 
ling fishermen were debated and dwelt upon with the 


fervid eloquence of men who seemed to be in earnest, who seemed to be 


| anxious to have one more opportunity of punishing the insolence, the 





? 


pride, and the injustice of Great Britain. Those of us who favored the 
ratification of the treaty did not deny these wrongs. We admitted 
that wrovgs had been perpetrated; we admitted that they ought to be 
corrected; but we contended that that correction ought to be made by 
negotiation and not by retaliation which might lead to war. We were 
defeated by a solid vote, without a single exception on the other side 
of the Chamber. The treaty was rejected, and that, too, under cir- 
cumstances which meant that no treaty which might be negotiated by 
the present Administration upon these questions would be ratified. 

It was proclaimed, it was announced solemnly by that great commit- 
tee charged with advising us as to our foreign relations, that the time 
for negotiation had passed. That sentiment was reiterated in this body, 
and atlast, when the debate was over, when upon a most essential point 
of the treaty, about the meaning of which there had been debate, a 
proposition was made by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] to re- 
move that doubt and to make certain the reading of the treaty so as to 
make it confer upon the American fishermen most valuable and im- 
portant rights, that amendment was voted down strictly by a party vote. 
So that when the President received notice of the rejection of the treaty 
he had a right to s as he did say in his message, about which I am 
now speaking and which I will read for the purpose of putting it on 
the record here: 

The co-operation necessary for the adjustment of the long standing national 
differences with which we have to deal, by methods of conference and agree- 
ment, having thus been declined, Iam by no means disposed to abandon the 
interests and the rights of our people in the premises or to neglect their griev- 
ances, 

That was the position which the action of the Senate put the Presi- 
dent in. We in effect said, ‘‘We will notify you that we will not 
negotiate.’?’ The President and every member on this side of the 

‘hamber who supported his policy acknowledged and felt that great 
wrong ha: been perpetrated upon American citizens. That is the way 
matters stood upon the rejection of the treaty. Every member of this 
Senate, the President and the Secretary of State all acknowledging, all 
avowing that great wrongs had been perpetrated and were likely to 
continue to be perpetrated as things now stand, the Senate refused 
absolutely to co-operate in providing a modus vivendi by treaty. Then 
what was the President to do? If the Senate had rejected tne treaty 
upon the ground that there was no necessity for a treaty, that no wrongs 
were complained of, that all was easy and quiet and nice, everything 
running smoothly between the American people and the people of Can- 
ada, then he might have concluded that he had been mistaken about 
all this, that it was best to sit down and do nothing. But that was 
not the notice we served on him. We served on him notice that we 
had wrongs, grievous wrongs which needed a remedy, but that we would 
not negotiate for this remedy. We notified him that we deemed any 
treaty which he could make would be insufficient for the purpose of 
redress. Wewould not even consider an amendment to such a treaty. 
We served notice on him that the time for negotiation had passed, and 
referring to the act of 1887 we notified him that the policy for the 
future was to be retaliation. 

That is the way the President had a right to interpret our rejectien 
of the treaty. Now, sir, what was the President to do? Looking at 
the act of 1887 as to the meaus of retaliation, he found, as I will show 
that the means were insufficient both to accomplish our purposes and 
insufficient as to the grounds upon which retaliation could be made. 

It is supposed sometimes, Mr. President, that the act of 1887 author- 
ized the President to make retaliation for any wrong done by auy 
the Canadian authorities to us. That is not true. It is supposed that 
his means of retaliation are unlimited. That is not true either. 

Before I go into that, however, I desire to call attention to one 0 
the serious objections that have been mae to the rejected treaty, made 


ay 
ay 




















1888. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. S09] 






























in the very debate occurring on the morning af the Pre 
in his message. I did not hear in that deb: 







































. ablest Senators on this floor, any ec sm as to what was int 
: itself. The complaint was as to things that were not in the tre 
was said that this treaty ought to have been rejected because 
contain enough, because it did not settle all the disy S i 
ties existing between country and Great Britain. 
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LD nion on terms of equality with the inhabitants of the Dom ‘ > 
That is what they engaged to do, and the British Governme: t 
formed thatengagement. Ihave heard no complaint against the | on 
Government for its failure to urge as it ag itodo. Now tun , 
what we engaged to do on that subject { 
And the ¢ ume of tl States « las ad nk ! 
Brit icM stv shallenio the S | Sin \ “ 
i with the inhabitants of t United States, upon ¢ ( 
We, the United States, own that particular canal, and we accept | 
from the British Government an ¢ wement to urge upon the Domin eaty ‘ mm 
: of Canada that they should allow us equal pr eges on their ea oO 
is a consideration for our promise to give them equal rights and i reaty expressl . 
ileges on our canal. i negot a 
But there were other canals to which the Government of the I ( insett t 
Stat ood in the rela ish Government did r I t ) 
Welland and otl als, and therefore we made a further stipula t { 5 
And further engages— $ 
The United State irthe engaves ; , 
. . *\ 
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Canada to grant us those pt eges, and In case the urges 
Britain should prove unavailing we reserved toourselves in t 
article of the treaty the means of redress as I ha read t 


4 , . 
Mr. President, we have no diplomatic arrangements with Canada i between th 
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| 


fisheric e discussed between the commissioners and omitted from 
the tre Chen there was left unsettled one of the most momentous 
qu that ever entered into a negotiation as to the effect of the 
war Oo rmer treaties, England contending that it abolished all 
forme nd the United States contending that it didnot. That 
au rt : left unsettled. 

Now, we come to 1815, the very next year. In six months after the 
treaty of 1814 we had another treaty. It was a treaty of commerce. | 
It left out by express stipulation all regulations about commerce be- 
tween the United States and the British possessions north of us and 
the West Indies. All those disturbing questions were thus shoved out 
of the treaty Che commissioners said, *‘ We can not agree about these 
things, and they shall be left cut.”’ 

‘That was in 1815. Madison was President then. John Quincy 
Adams, Henry Clay, and Albert Gallatin were the commissioners on 
the part of the United States. 

[In 1817 we had another treaty with Great Britain, when the fishery 


question was up in angry dispute, and the right of impressment was still 


in dispute and the commercial relations between the United States and 
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We had a treaty with Great Britain in 1842, nerotiated by Daniel 
Webster. ‘That treaty related to the northeastern boundary, to the 
extradition of criminals, to the navigation of the St. John’s River, the 
Detroit River, the St. Lawrence River, and the slave trade, taking in 
a pretty broad field of diplomatic action. Yet with all that disput 
because it had grown up then and become flagrant between England 
and the United States in reference to the Canadian fisheries and oui 
fishing rights and the meaning of the treaty of 1 , not one word wa 
said on that subject in the treaty of 1842. No American statesman, n 
member of the United States Senate, got up and opposed the ratification 
of that treaty because it did not settle the burning questions then ex- 
isting between the two countries. It was ratified. That was und 
President Tyler, with Mr. Webster as the Secretary of State and 
negotiator. Mr. Webster negotiated the treaty himself with Lord Ash- 
burton, who was here at the time. 

In 1846 we had another treaty, and that settled the boundary of 
Oregon. All this trouble about the fisheries was then fi The 


er 


; 


the 


lagrant. 


| British had seized the Washington out many miles from the shore in 


the British provinces north of us and the West Indies were all unset- | 


Chat treaty related solely to the naval forces to be placed by 
ach party on the Great Lakes—on Ontario, Erie, ete. 

That treaty was negotiated by Mr. Rush, one of the most eminent 
American diplomatists. 
Adams was Secretary of State. 

In 1818 we made the fisheries treaty about which we have had so 
much trouble. Let us see how much it settled. 
eries, the northern boundary of the United States, and claims of the 
United States for the payment of slaves, and left out everything else. 
It expressly left for future negotiations the settlement of the Oregon 


tled. 
< 


dispute. 
(Quincy Adams was Secretary of State. 

In four years from that time another treaty was made with Great 
Britain, and it related solely to the carrying out of the arbitration of 
the Emperor of Russia about the payment for slaves which had been 
captured by the British during the war of 1812. There was a dispute 
then between the United States and Great Britain as to the fisheries, 


for in 1819 the British Parliament had passed an act which asserted | 
John Quincy | 


the British construction of the treaty of 1818 as to bays. 
Adams was Secretary of State, and Monroe was President. 
Mr. TELLER. I ghould like to have the Senator state to what act 
reters, 

Mr. GEORGE, 
Mr. TELLER. 
Mr. GEORGE. 
in the British dominions, 

Mr. TELLER. * Claiming their construction of the treaty of 1818? 

Mr. GEORGE, Asserting their jurisdiction over those bays. 

Mr. TELLER. Who ever denied their jurisdiction? 

Mr. GEORGE. It has been denied all along, Ithought. If you give 
up the jurisdictional question over the bays you give up the whole 
thing 

Mr. TELLER. They had jurisdiction over the bays subject to our 
rights. That was all they asserted. 

Mr. GEORGE. The question was whether the rights were conceded 
in those bays. Andif they were British baysit wasall along conceded 
that they were not admitted by us to be British bays. I shall not go 
into that question now, it has been argued over and over again. 

in 1826 there was another treaty. The fisheries question as to the 
construction of the treaty of 1818 was still unsettled. 
i826 related solely to the award of the Emperor of Russia about slaves. 
‘There was no commercial treaty up to that time between us and Great 
Dritain, so far as relates to the Dominion of Canada. 

In 1827 we had another treaty. That was about Oregon and noth- 
ing else, the treaty expressly stating that other questions were left for 
future adjustment. 

‘here were three treaties in the year 182 


he 
I refer to the act of the British Parliament in 1819. 


Concerning what? 


~ 


7. I have called your at- 


tention tothe first treaty. Now I will call your attention to the second 
treaty. It continued in force for ten years longer the treaty of 1815, 
and that is all it did, leaving unsettled all the questions I have speci- 
fied. Albert Gallatin was the commissioner who negotiated that treaty; 


John Quincy Adams was President of the United States and Mr. Clay 
as Secretary of State. 
The third treaty in the year 1827 between Great Britain and the 
nited States related solely to the northeastern boundary; everything 

» was left out. 

eneral Jackson does not seem to have made any treaties with Eng- 
Jand; neither did Mr. Van Buren; but whoever has paid any attention 
to the debate on the treaty will remember that in 1836 the Government 
of Nova Scotia passed some very rigid statutes about these fisheries and 
enforced them with great rigor. There was a lieutenant of the Navy 
sent by us up there to see about this, and there was correspondence be- 
tween Mr. Forsyth and Mr. Stevenson, and an attempt was made to 
settle the difficulty. That occurred from 1836 up to 1842, when we were 
in this state of trouble and harassment in reference to the treaty rights. 


v 


( 


Mr. Monroe was President, and John Quincy | 


It treated of the fish- | 


Concerning the jurisdiction of England over the bays | 


The treaty of | 





| treaty. 


Gallatin and Rush were the negotiators there, and John | 


the Bay of Fundy. They were pressing to the extremest extent their 
view that we had no commercial rights. Nobody objected to that 
They did not have any debate in open session. There was 
Presidential election on hand. There was nothing to be made by 
badgering the British lion. There was nothing to be made by exciting 
the prejudices and the animosities of any portion of our people a 
England. Yet with all these burning questions then existing not one 
word was said about them. 

Irn 1846 Mr. Polk was President. The treaty of that year setiled 
the boundary of Oregon and left out the fisheries and all the commer- 
cial arrangements with Canada, about which the country had been in 
a fever of excitement for ten years, at least from the year 1536. 

That treaty was negotiated by Mr. Buchanan under Mr. Polk. For 
fear that my friends upon the other side will not rezard that as the 


ho 


gainst 


| best authority, I will state that Daniel Webster was a member of the 





Senate, and that he and every single Northern Whig in the Senate, 
and every single Southern Whig voted for the ratification of the treaty. 
They did not get up here and say ‘‘ We will not have this matter set- 
tled because we can not have everything settled.’’ They followed the 
rule of American diplomatists, to get all they can fairly settled, to get 
a treaty right wherever they can and leave the rest for the future. 
Now we come to 1850, when we had another treaty with Great Brit 
ain. Things were pretty hot about the fishery matters in 1850. Ide 


| sire to call the attention of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray ] to 
| my statement. 


I think about 1850 there was a great debate in the 
Senate of the United States on the subject. 

Mr. GRAY. That was in 1852. 

Mr. GEORGE. Still things were hot about the fisheries. Then we 
had the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, with the fisheries, commerce, naviga- 
tion, and relations with Canada all left out, no attempt having been 
made to settle anything but one single question. General Taylor was 
President and John M. Clayton, of Delaware, was Secretary of State 


| and negotiated the treaty. 


Then in 1853 we had a treaty for the settlement of claims. Both 
Mr. Fillmore and Mr. Pierce are responsible for that treaty, because it 


/ was concluded under Mr. Fillmore February 8, 1853, and was ratilied 





under Mr. Pierce March 17, 1853. J. R. Ingersoll was the negotiator; 
W. L. Marcy was the Secretary of State when the treaty was ratified. 
Yet no American Senator got~up and said, as is proclaimed here: ‘‘ We 
shall not vote for that treaty becanse there are outstanding disputes 
between Great Britain and the United States which are not settled.’ 

In 1854 we had another treaty. That was the reciprocity treaty 
with Canada, and it settled nothing else. 

In the same year we had another treaty—two treaties in the same 
vear—merely extending the duration of a commission which had been 
provided for by a former treaty. 

Now we come down a good long step. The next treaty was July 2, 
1862, Mr. Lincoln being President and Mr. Seward Secretary of State. 
There wereseveral burning questions in 1862 between the United States 
and Great Britain. There was the question of the recognition of the 
belligerent rights of the Southern States, and there were other ques- 
tions; and yet that wasa treaty confined solely to the suppression of the 
African slave-trade, 

Then in 1863 we had another treaty, Mr. Lincoln being President. 
All these burning questions about belligerent rightsand privateers and 
Alabamas and Floridas and all that sort of thing were ignored, and the 
treaty merely added another article to the slave-trade treaty of 146”. 

There was another treaty with Great Britain in 1863, with Mr. Lin- 
coln President. That treaty related to claims; and as the two coun- 
tries were settling the claims of the citizens of Great Britain against 
the United States there was the chance to have brought in the Alabama 
and privateering claims, but not a word was said about them. Tpat 
treaty settled the claims of the Hudson Bay and Puget Sound Agricult- 
ural Companies against the United States, and nothing else. The 
treaty was ratified by the Senate January 18, 1864, almost at the end 
of the war, after the battle of Gettysburgh, after it was seen by every- 
body that the life of the Confederate States was to be but a short one 

































































Yet no American Senator, much less a majority of this body, got 
and denounced that treaty because it did not settle all the c 
all the questions existing between the United States and Great B 

There were no 

We come now to 1870. General Grant was Presi 
dent of the United States. Mr. Fish wasSecretary of State. Then tl 
Alabama claims and all the privateering business were fl 
What was donein 1870? As the Senator from Delaware 
says, there were then a great many fishery troubles, and I shall sh 
that also from President Grant’s message. 

In December, 1870, General Grant sent a message to the Con 
the United States, in which the wrongs of the iishermen were prt 
with great vigor. Yet, on May 13, 1870, there was a treaty of natu 
izatior That was all. There was not a word about fisheries, not 
word about the Alabama claims, ta word about any of the disput 
which then existed, and there were many, between the United Sta 
and Great Britain. 

June 3, 1870, General Giant mad 
and that related to the African slave trade 
about all these burning ques 
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getting on right close to t 








reaties under Andrew Johnson. 


The war was over 
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Nothing was sa 
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he great recipro< 


May 5, 1871, General Grant proclaimed anoth 
naturalization. Mr. Fish was the Secretary of State and the nego 
tor. Nothing was said about the Alabama claims, or 
troubles that we had with that country. 

July 4, 1871, came the only treaty ever made 
States and Great Britain which profe 


ious between the United States anc 


ity treaty of 1871 


er treaty of 1871, al 





Wout any ot 


between the Unit 
t 





quest S gly 
rise to more questions than were settled by it tre 
for the settlement of the Alabama claims, the fisheries, iT 
and all that sort of thing for a period of years. 

Yet with all these twenty-seven treaties, every one of them, exce] 


one, partial, leaving out important questions unsettled, some of ther 
expressly stating that the parties would negotiate furtl 


tled questions, not a single American Senator or American statesman 


ever ovjecte i to one of them because it did not settle all 
pending a | 1 | 

ican Senate in open session, in violation of the precedents of the bod 
to make that objection to the ratification of a treaty for the first t 
in the history of the country. 

Mr. GRAY. Would the Senator from Missis 
terruption ? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir; j 

Mr. GRAY. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact, in the lineo 
the argument he is making, that betwe« years 1869 and the ratif 
tion of the treaty of Washington in 1871 there were more sé 
forfeitures of American fishing vessels than oc 
gation of that treaty in 1885 and the negot 
has just been rejected by the Senate. The 
statement, as he is on that subject 


erved for the year 1888, esidential election, foran Ar 





I will yield to the Senator. 
‘nthe y« 

irred between thea 
tion of the tre 


senator can con 








1871 no provision at all was made looking towards the settlement « 
the damages claimed by the fishermen whose 
and forteited. 

Mr. GEORGE. The treaty of 1871 does not contain a single p1 
vision on that subject, unless I have overlooked it. Unless I am cor 
rected by some Senator on the other side or on this side who is mo 
familiar with it than I am, I will repeat the statement made by the 


Senator from Delaware, thdt there is not a single provision in the treaty 





of 1871 for what we call indemnity for past wrongs. the 
future. 
Now, Mr. President, I think that disposes of that subject. Reme 





ber what I stated in the former part of my remarks, that the que 
tion which the President names in his message as a subject of reta 
tion, that is, as to the tolls, is not a matter which can be settled by 
egotiation with Great Britain any better than has been done already 
All that Great Britain can do in reference to it is 

upon Canada to grant this equality, as the United 
engage to urge upon the States of the Union t 
Canadian vessels on their canals. 

So, you see, Mr. President, how hollow, how utterly without founda- 
tion is that objection to the treaty, and how vain it is to claim that t] 
President erred when he brought that matter before the Senate in 
message asking additional powers for retaliation. The case stood « 
actly this way when the President sent in his message: ‘‘ We can not 
settle this wrong by negotiation. We have already a treaty upon that 
subject. We have no cause of complaint against Great Britain, t 
party to that treaty, for any failure on her part. She has made the 
recommendation to Canada, and the fault is with a party we can not 
reach by negotiation. There are and can be no diplomatic arrange- 
ments or communications between Canada, a dependent of the B h 
Empire, and the United States, any more than there can be between 
the State of Maryland and Great Britain.”’ 

The treaty failed. Notice was served on the President that we would 
not negotiate; that we would not co-operate with the executive depart- 
ment. Here were the wrongs, wrongs about the fisheries and wrongs 
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The PRESIDEN’! é 
vield to the Senator from M 
Mr. GEORGE. § Ye 
I FRY] Does the S 
n not be kept « 
) ed l vil ¢ n 
Ste. Marie Canal? 

Mr. GEORGE Is that tl 
Mr. FRYE. No r; it 
much asauy other by the Can 
Mr. GEORGE. That ca 

Mr. FRYE. It is not 
Mr. GEORGE. It in tl 
Mr. FRYE. It is in the I 
Mr. GEORGE. It v bu 
Mr. FRYE. It is one of the 
world, I suppose 
Mr. GEORGI If there is 
ve s privileges, t 
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Mr. ¢ GE. I£fthere isno act of Congress, I will turn to the treaty 
of 1871. 

Mr. FJ t is not mentioned in the treaty. That is why I 
asked th r the question. When he says the President can not 
re te way I ask the question whether there is anything in 
iF t » prevent our levying a toll or stopping entirely the 
Canadian going through the Sault Ste. Marie Canal ? 

N RGE. That is just one canal, but then thereare the others 
tl » through. A little partial retaliation amounts to noth- | 
i lf ive retaliation let us have it adequate and efficient. 

r. FR I should like to ask the Senator another questior j 

ThePRESIDENT pro t Does the Senator from 

4 ' 

Mr. FRYJ I ask the Senator if he knows that there has been a bill | 
for uli on this very subject pending before the Committee on 
M r i id Fisheries in the House of Representatives for the | 
] t vo.« iree months? | 

Mr. GE I I do not know it, but it mae vs that the subject re- | 
quires | tior Because there is a bill pending in the House of 
Kepresentatives and not passed and not acted upon, that is no reason | 
why the i ould not ask hin Getteess a the United States to | 
pa act on that subject. On the contrary, instead of being areason | 

; or | not ¢ g it the negligence of the House on that subject is a | 
ut mn. and the g iter negligence of the Senate too, because | 

we ve L en gone so far as to introduce the bill. That is a good 

rei why the Presidentshould call our attention to it and urge action. 

Mr. FRYE, I should like to ask the Senator another question. 
Whether he is aware that Sir John MacDonald- 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh,I do not know anything about Sir John Mac 
Donald. P1 let me off on John. 

FRY Hie is the head of the Canadian Government. I ask | 
{ ator whether he knows that Sir John MacDonald declares that 
t no « mination against us in those canals? 

GEORGI I can not find anything about that canal in the | 
t there is the other one mentioned; and then there 
are State and all that sort of thing over which we have no juris 
di li, 

dent, I have proven the necessity for the passage of 

an | presume when the Senator from Maine and every other S¢ 
ato ll look critically at the act of 1887 they will see that this toll | 
busi t one of the cases under which and through which and on | 
W i the President of the United States can institute any act of retalia- | 
tion under the act of 1887. We must settle the question now as to the | 
events or contingeacies under which the act of 1887 may be put in force. 
Now let us see what can bedone when it is putin force. I was calling 


the Senate to the means of redress or the acts of re- 
ich the President was authorized to take or use under the 
act of 1887 I had shown before that as to one, and that a very grave 
cause of complaint, that is, the inequality of the tolls levied by the 
Dominion of Canada—that act of 1887 provided no means of redress for 
that wrong, that is, it could not be put into operation-—the retaliatory 
provided in the act of 1887 could not be put into operation on 
account of that wrong. I now desire to show what means of redress 
are provided for by the act of 1887 for the difficulties to which I have 
betore alluded which exclude the inequality of tolls. The act author- 


tion of 


the tten 
taliation wh 


measure 


izes the doing of these things and no more: 
First. To deny entrance to any vessels of the British Dominion to 
our ports, 
econd. To deny entrance to fish or any product of said Dominion. 
Third. To deny entrance to any other goods coming from said Do- 
minion to the United States. 


The President may apply this denial to any part or to all of the above, 
but that is all he can do. He can not, as has been asserted on this 
floor, do any more than this. He can not deny the right of transit over 
American territory to goods coming from foreign countries going into 
Canada. Therefore this measure that the President asks for is not al- 
lowe ad by pre sent law . 

will read from President Grant’s message of 1870, to show that he 
regarded the identical measure recommended by the President asa 
most efficient means of retaliation on Canada. In that message, dated 
5th day of December, 1870, President Grant, after making complaint 
against the Canadian authorities for their treatment of our fishing ves- 
sels, uses this language as to the mode of redress: 


Anticipating— 
Said President Grant— 
that an attempt may possibly be made by the Canadian authorities in the com- 


ing season to repeat their unneighborly acts toward our fishermen, I recom- 
mend you to confer upon the Executive the power to suspend, by proclama 


tion, the operation of the laws authorizing the transit of goods, wares, and 
merchandise in bond across the territory of the United States to Canada; and 
further, should such an extreme measure become necessary, to suspend the 


operation of any laws whereby the vessels of the Douinion of Canada are per 
mitied to enter the waters of the United States, 


_ So that President Grant recommended the very thing that President 
Cleveland recommends in his message now before the Senate, and he 
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| think I have 
| dian authorities against the people of the United States which do not 


a 
| means of retaliation provided for by that act are insufficient. 
tl 
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recommends it, too, in addition to the measures which are provided 
act of 1887. That act provides for the su 
operation of any laws whereby the ves + Deminion of Canada 
permitted to enter the waters of the United States So P 
in the exercise of his duty to recommend to Con 
measures as he deemed the public welfare demanded, has r 
exact thing which President Cleveland re in the 
now under consideration. 


spension of tl 
sels of 
reside) 
Tess 
commend 
ommends mes 
Tiursday, August 30, 1888. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, in the argume 
honor to submit to the Senate I have endeavored to prove, 
proven, that there are wrongs committed by the ( 


nt which I have ha 
and | 


the 


ana 


I have also en- 
these wrongs the 
I proved 

3 of the act of 1887, and I have 


} . 
fall act of 1887 


within the retaliatory clauses of the ° 
that for 


eavored to show, and I think I have shown, 
the consideration of the terms 
ven by the messageof President Grant, dated December 5, 187 
in which he recommended the very retaliatory measure, almost in the 
recommended by the President, that these two eminent 
Presidents on “= s subject occupy precisely the same ground. 

It is alleged, that there are other means of ae m in 


the power of a President not embraced in the act of 1887. Ideny that 


iat by 
also pre 
Line 


word $, 


howe ver, 





| One of the Senators who took this position is the Senator from Verm¢ 
[Mr. EpMUNDS I read from his speech delivered August 24, in whi h 
| he seys that Congress took the view 
That if Great Br the treaty 1 . in foree, violated it on her side and 
de a right that we had under it, we were no longer under any obliga- 
tion to grant to her a1 that she had under it. 


To which proposition I agree. But the Senator proceeded further: 
lid not need a st todo that. There 


d are gentlemen within the 
hearing of my voice now who have occupied positions 


as Cabinet ministers 


And ‘ rtute 


| Presidents of the United States, there are others who have not who have be« 
students of public law, and my friend from Alabama[Mr. MorGan] I can appea 
to as one of the best of them,and they know that when one nation having : 


it or to refuse or refrain from carrying 
other nation is nolonger bound; and itis 
is to see that the laws are faith 
shall stand up for the rizh 


another chooscs to break 
and equal effec . the 
Executi whose 


treaty with 
into reciprocal 
t option of her 


the 
fully executed, and that nothing else is executed, 


ve. business it 


| of the nation that is thus wronged, just as the Senator from New York [| M: 
Evanrs| did under a treaty with some power of whom we are now speaking 
who told them that if they chose to puta certain interpretation upon that treat 

| then he would regard under the direction of the President of the Unite 
Statics, as an end of the treaty. 

‘o I understand the proposition of the Senator from Vermont to bi 


if there be a violation of any treaty rights which we have unde 

treaty of 1871, it is competent for the President of his own motion, 
mut any action of Congress, to declare the treaty at an end, and to 
deny to the other side rights secured to them under the treaty. This 
proposition I deny; it has no foundation in American constitutional 
law. I say both by the speculation and the writings of our eminent 
statesmen and by the acts of Congress themselves this assumed or alleged 
power stated thus bv the Senator from Vermont to be in the President 
of the United States is shown not to exist. That power rests solely in 
the Congress of the United States. 

Thetirstauthority I shall read in contravention of the position taken b: 
the Senator from Vermont is from a very high authority, Mr. Madison, 
who says: 

Treaties, as I understand the Constitution, 
stitutions and laws of the particular States, and, like a subsequent law of th: 
United States, over pre-existing laws of the United States; provided, however 
that the treaty be within the prerogative of making treaties, which, no doubt 
has certain limits. 

That the contracting powers can ann il the treaty can not, 
questioned, the same 1ority precisely being exercised in annulling 
making a treaty. 

Thata breach on one side (even of a single article, each being considere: 

a condition of every other article) discharges the other is as little questional 
but with this reservation, that the other side is at liberty to take advantag« 
not of the breach as dissolving the treaty. Hence I infer that the treaty wi 
Great Britain, which has not been annulled by mutual consent, must be r 
garded as in full force by all on whom its execution in the U nited States d 
peed, until it shall be declared by the party, to whom a right has acerue od | 
the breach of the other party to declare, that advantage is to be taken of t! 
breach, and the treaty is annulled accordingly. In case it should be advisal 
to take advantage of the adverse breach, a question may perhaps be start 
whether the power vested by the Constitution with respect to treaties in t 
President and Senate makes them— 

That is the President and the Senate— 

the competent judges, or whether, as the treaty is a law, the whole legislat 
are to judge of its annulment, or whether, in case the President and Senat« 
competent in ordinary treaties, the legislative authority be requisite to annu 
treaty of peace, as being equivalent to a declaration of war, to which that a 
thority alone, by our Constitution, is competent. 

Mr. MORGAN. From what do you read ? 

Mr. GEORGE. I am reading from a letter of Mr. Madison to Mi 
Edmund Pendieton, dated January 2, 1791, contained in Wharton's 
Digest of International Law, section 138. 

It will be seen that Mr. Madison, in discussing who is to determin 
ihe breach of a treaty and the release from its obligations of the United 
States on account of this breach, alludes to two parties only as com- 
petent to declare the breach and the release. One 1s the President ani 
the Senate. As they made the treaty it has been argued that they 


the 
with 


are made supreme over the co 
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may annulit. Thatis one of the competent authorities which | 
possibly might, as some allege, havethe power. But that powe 
puted as between them and the Congress of the United States 
the firm ground that the t: y, being the supreme law of the] 
not be annulled except b aw which annulsit 
are the only two authon Constitution, 

to Mr. Madison, can | claim to this pow‘ 
one then pretended that ud the pow 


Llere is no express power vested 


( 
States in the President and Senate to simply annul a treat 





power granted to them by the Constit iake a treat 
course in the exercise of t ir power ties they 1 
rogate all former treaties or any part of former treaties betwe 


, 
United States and the particular government with 





] ht ley 
the new treaty, but that results not from their power to declare a 
annulled for a breach of its conditions, beca that is not g 


them by the Constitution, but it results from their power 


new treaty which can only be made by the consent of the other n: 








and thus by mutual consent abrogating a contract al ly exis 
tween the I irties 
So, then, we are ! “d to tl her itive pre ted 
Madison, and that t ( y id : 
seq nt < } 1co 
to the ¢ ent cta 
land instead of t 
h le ‘ ] ‘ } Ve 
l es 
» abi : 
] ) | 
by the Constitution WV i 
trea s by the United §S S ¢ t oft 
the other party. I call the attent 
our statute-books, the only act « h ry ¢ 
so far as I have been able to lea t 
gence—by which the United St yk of the own 
without consulting the adverse par 1d 





1g treaty upon the ground that the other party had 1 ut 
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there be any other instance it has ¢ aped my oO 

tance is the act of Congress of July 7, 1798, which 

} ; } i ‘ 7 + y + 
Senate as showing the earliest con tion of t of ( 
; am : . ; 

tution with reference to the abrogat 1 oF treat y the 
the United States, made at an early day when t oat stat 
formed the Constitution itself were controlling th incl 
tion 

Whereas the treaties concluded betw 1 the United St and 
been repeatedly violated on t part of th I 1 Government, and t 
claims of the United States for re t 3 80 ¢ 
refused, and their attempts to ne; t an amicable adjusts 





plaints between the two nations have been re 

Whereas, under authority of the French 
against the United States a system of pred ce, 
treaties, and hostile to the rights of a free and independent nat 

Be it enacted, etc., That the United States are of right freed and ex 
from the stipulations of the treaties, and of the consular convention 
fore concluded between the United States and France: : rat t ens 
not henceforth be regarded as legally obligatory on the Government or 
of the United States, 





lied with indign 








This is the only instance, so far as my researches extend, whe 





United States ever undertook to decide for themselves that th 
no longer bound by a treaty with a foreign country 1cCoul 





failure of that country to observe its provisions. That was don 


DI 
pI 
act of Congress approved by Mr. Adams in 1798, and from tha 


to this there has not been the assumption of power by any 
of the United States to annul a treaty upon his mere belief t 
other side had not complied with it. That disposes of tha 

I think. 
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between two ports of the United States, as from Buffalo in New York or 


Oswego in New York to Chicago in Illinois, That is a very remarkable 
proposition; and the Senator from Massachusetts seems to have thought 
that it was necessary to support it by authority, and he produced two cir- 
culars of the Treasury Department for this authority. The Senator 
from Massachusetts claims that this very power asked for by the Presi- 
dent, which is a power to prevent goods coming from England, for in- 
stance, or France destined for Canada going through the United States 


to Canada, or goods coming from Canada destined for England or France 
and going through the United States—he claims that this power has 
been asserted by the President and Secretary Manning in two circulars 
which he read to the Senate. Now let us see. He read first circular 
102, dated July 2, 1885: 
CIRCULAR. 
TERMINATION OF CERTAIN ARTICLES OF THE TREATY OF WASHINGTON, 
1885. Department No. 102. Division of Special Agents. ] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 


Washington, D. C., July 2, 1885. 
To collectors of customs: 


Notice having been given by the proclamation of the President, dated Janu- 
ary 31, 1885, of the abrogation— 

Of what? Article X XTX, which authorizes this transportation from 
Canada to France through the United States? No; but— 
of Articles X VIII to XX V— 

Which are the fishery articles— 
and Article XXX of the treaty of Washingion— 

Which was the article admitting the British to our coastwise trade. 
But I proceed with reading the circular: 
collectors of customs are hereby notified that article 844 of the Customs Regula- 


tions of 1884, which is identical with article 19 of the Regulations of March 30, 
1875, made pursuant to— 


To what? Pursuant to Article X XIX, which I will read in a few 
moments, which he says the Secretary understood was abrogated? No; 
but —_ 
pursuant to Article XXX— 

It has no more to do with the transportation of exports from Canada 
to Europe or from Europe to Canada across the United States than it 
has to do with the transportation of goods from Liverpool to Hong- 
Kong. The circular goes on—I have read the ground or reason for the 
issuing of the circular— 

Article XXX of said treaty, will cease to be in force from and after this date. 

Shipments of merchandise in transit from one port or place within the terri- 
tory of the United States— ‘ 

Following exactly the provision of Article XX X— 
to another, by a route a part of which is by land carriage through the Domin- 
jon of Canada,and a part by the Great Lakes and the rivers connecting the 

me,or by the river St. Lawrence,in either British or American vessels, from 

orts on the northern frontier of the United States to ports on the Canadian 


i 
frontier for transshipment to railway cars, and from points on the Canadian 
frontier, at the termini of railway transportation, to ports on the northern fron- 
1 
I 


rof the United States, will hereafter be treated in all respects as ordinary im- 


vortations from foreign contiguous territory. 
DANIEL MANNING, Secretary, 

I desire to call the attention of the Senate and the attention of the 
country to the fact that in the recitals of the trade or navigation about 
which this regulation is made the Secretary follows almost verbatim 
\rticle X XX and has no reference to Article X XIX. But I willread 
from the Senator from Massachusetts his comment on that: 

Now, it will be seen that the Secretary of the Treasury, conceiving at the time 
that the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of 1871 was terminated— 

Yet there is no reference in the circular to Article X X LX, and what 
is more, there is no reference in the circular to any operation of com- 
merce authorized by Article XXIX. It refers solely to operations of 
commerce authorized by Article XXX. I will go back and read this 
comment all over again so as to do the Senator no injustice: 

Now, it will be seen that the Secretary of the Treasury, conceiving at the time 
that the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of 1871 was terminated, instantly exer- 
cised his authority under the statute of 1866, re-enacted by the Revised Statutes 

s section 3006, and declared that all merchandise coming from Canada as a part 
of the joint transportation routes should be subject to the ordinary customs 
duties, showing the opinion of the President and the Secretary who was the 
head of his Treasury Department that he possessed the ample power to accom- 
plish this thing. 

Well, now, there is not a single reference in this circular to any com- 
mercial transaction or transportation which could take place under Arti- 
cle XXIX. The circular is based expressly in terms, on its face, on the 
fact that Article X XX had been abrogated, and it refers alone to com- 
mercial and navigation operations which were authorized not by Arti- 
cle XXIX but by Article XXX. It makes no reference to any sort 
of operation which was legalized or authorized by Article X XTX, and 
what is more remarkable in this argument is the language which I shall 
now repeat from the Senator’s remarks: 

instantly exercised his authority under the statute of 1866, re-enacted by the 
Revised Statutes as section 3006. 

The act of 1866, section 3006 of the Revised Statutes, as I have stated 
and as is plain on its face, has reference only to the coastwise trade of 
the United States where the goods start from one port in the United 
States and land at another port in the United States, on their way, 
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however, going through Canada. It has no reference whatever to a 
shipment or a transportation starting from Canada, as is specified in 
Article X XIX, intended for Europe, or Africa, or Asia, or South Amer- 
ica, or anywhere else, which needs simply to go through the United 
States from its port of departure in Canada to its port of destination in 
one of these foreign countries, That is the argumentation, that is the 
clear authority on which this Senate, having committed itself to reject 
all further negotiation, having committed itself to right our wrongs by 


retaliation, is asked to deny the just power asked for by the Presic: ut 
to make effective retaliation, following exactly the example set by Presi- 
dent Grant in 1870. 

There was an error in the circular I have just read; there was a mis- 
take made by the Secretary of the Treasury in reference to the coast- 
wise trade of the United States, provided for in Article XXX and also 
sanctioned by our statutes. The Secretary of the Treasury forgot that 
the only power to make this coastwise trade through Canada did not 
come from Article XXX. He forgot that there was a statute of the 
United States which authorized any American vessels—not any British 
vessels, as provided for in Article XXX, as well as American vessels, 
but only American vessels—to convey goods from one port to another in 
the United States through Canada. So in this circular, intended to 
forbid all operations under Article XXX, the Secretary went too 
far in prohibiting the transportation of goods from Oswego, for instance, 
to Chicago, where it went a part of the way through Canada over the 
Welland Canal and in American vessels as well as British vessels. Arti- 
cle XXX gave the right to carry on this trade to both British and 
American vessels. The statute which remained in force after Article 
X XX was abrogated by the notice given for that purpose gave the right 
only to American vessels. In afewdays thereafter, discovering his mis- 
take, he issued the other circular, which the Senator from Massachusetts 
commented on and claimed to have been an exercise by the President 
of the very power which he asks Congress to grant to him. I will read 
that: 

CIRCULAR, 
[Department No. 116. Division of special agents. ] 





TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Vashington, D. C., July 24, 1885. 


To collectors and other officers of custom 

Under the authority contained in section 3006 of the Revised Statutes, im- 
ported merchandise, in bond or duty paid, and products and manufactures ot 
the United States, may, with the consent of the proper authorities of the British 
provinces, be transported from one port in— 

Canada to a foreign country, as is argued here and is the very ques- 
tion before the Senate? No, sir; but— 
from one port in the United States to another pert therein over the territory o 
such provinces, by such routes and under such rules, regulations, and condi 
tions as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

Therefore, so much of Circular No. 102 of this Department, dated the 2d in- 
stant, as rescinded article $14 of the Customs Regulations of 1884 is revoked, 
and said article is hereby amended in such manner as to restrict the transporta- 
tion therein referred to to American vessels. Customs officers will be governed 
accordingly. 

The salaries of officers stationed in Canada to supervise transshipment from 
vessels to cars, and vice versa, must be reimbursed to the Government by the 
transportation companies interested. 

DANIEL MANNING, Seerctary. 

This, sir, is the law under which the Senator from Massachusetts 
claims this power of the President, and these are the two constructions 
of this law which he claims have been made by the President and the 
Secretary of the Treasury, asserting the power which the President 
now asks for; and that is the unstable foundation upon which that 
claim is based. 

Now, Mr. President, I come to another important question, and one 
which several Senators on the other side said was the main question, 
and that is whether Article X XIX of the treaty of 1871 is now in force 
or not. The President claims that Article X XIX fell with Article 
XXX and the articles from XVIII to XXYV, inclusive. Iwish the Sen- 
ate to understand that the sole point here is whether this Article XX1X 
is in force or not. 

Of course we can abrogate article X XIX if we see proper to do so by 
an act of Congress, but if it is in force and we abrogate it by virtue of a 
Congressional act, then this results, and this wide difference exists be- 
tween abrogating it by an act of Congress and acting as if it were not 
in force, it being in fact not in force. In the extract which I read 
from Mr. Madison some time ago we find a very clear statement made 
of the law upon the subject, that where there is a breach of one part 
of acompact between two parties there is a breach of all, and if the 
party against whose rights the breach is made takes advantage of it 
he does not take this advantage by abrogating the particular article oi 
the treaty which he complains has been violated, but he abrogates all 
the compact. If there is anything settled in international law it is 
that if you proceed for the annulment of a treaty upon the ground that 
some substantial provision in that treaty has been violated by the other 
party the annulment goes to the extent of annulling the whole treaty 
and not any particular article in it. 

You are not allowed to say upon a breach of a substantial treaty 
right, ‘‘ I acknowledge all this treaty to be in force except just this 
part, and as to that I annul it.’’ The language I read from Mr. Mad- 
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from Maryland [Mr. W1ILson] well knows, and as the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY] well knows, it appears so plain to me that it 
can not be made the subject of reasonable dispute or argument. 

My proposition is that whilst Article XX XIII provides for the birth 
and for the death of Articles XVIII to X XV, and Article XXX, it 
contains no provision for the death of Article XXIX. How, then, are 
we to get rid of it, because Article X XIX itself says that it shall live 
as long and no longer than the term of years mentioned in Article 
XXXIII? Now letus see. I read: 

For the te ears mentioned in Article XX XIII of this treaty, goods, et« 

There is also a provision in behalf of Canadians in the second clause 
of it . 


It is further agreed that, for the like period— 


That is for the same term of years mentioned in Article XX NIII 
certain other rights exist. 

Article X XIX provides for its own life; it measures the years of its 
own existence. It says for the term prescribed in Article X XXIII 
Article X XIX shall have effect. 

Mr. President, all you have to do in order to find out the life of Ar- 
ticle X XIX is to find out if there be a term of years mentioned in Ar- 
ticle XX XIII, because Article X XIX itself says for that term this ar- 
ticle shall live and no longer. Here it is: 

Shall remain in foree for the period of ten years— 
From when ?— 


from the date at which they may come in operation; and, further, until the ex- 
piration of two years after either of the high contracting parties shail have 
given notice to the other of its wish to terminate the same, 


That is the term. 


When we find out what that is do we not find out the life of Article 
X XIX. On this hinges the controversy as to the proposition of the 
President’s message that we can enact new legislation without vio- 
lating our treaty rights. Article X XIX came into this world with 
a label around its neck stating, ‘‘ Your existence here, your opera- 
tion, shall be for a term of years mentioned in Article XX XITI.”’ 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator what he 
thinks the term of years mentioned in Article XX XTIIT is? 

Mr. GEORGE. There are two constructions which might be put 
upon it. I have considered both. Iam very glad the Senator called 
my attention to it, and I shall answer it now. A very strict and nar- 
row construction of it might say that it was ten years plus two. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ten years from the time these articles went into 
operation plus the two years for which the notice was to run before they 
were to die. But I @o not think that is the proper construction. I 
think, according to an old law maxim, Jd certum est quod cerium reddi 
potest, that when the notice was given after a certain number of years, 
the term of years was fixed; so that the term of years in Article 
XX XIII I take to be not only the ten years in which notice could not 
be given and not only the two years in addition which the notice was 
to run, but all that period of time which elapsed from the commence- 
ment of the operation of these articles by the passage of the necessary 
acts by the four Legislatures, and the time which should elapse before 
these articles died under the operation of the notice. That is my idea 
about it, and you can not make it anything else. 

Mr. TELLER. IfI do not interrupt the Senator—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to the Senator from Colorado ? 

Mr. TELLER. If it is objectionable to the Senator, I do not wish 
to interrupt him. 

Mr. GEORGE. I believe I would prefer to go on a little further in 
my argument so that I can present my idea fully to the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. I will not interrupt the Senator if it is objection- 
able to him. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iwould prefer to haye the interruption afterwards, 
although I have no desire to shirk any discussion about this matter, 
because I feel absolutely certain that I am right, and absolutely cer- 
tain that there is no amount of ability possessed by any man God ever 
created that can disprove the plain proposition made by the treaty 
itself. 

I ask the Senator from Colorado to state when he comes to reply to 
me, and I hope he will take notice of it, if there is any other term of 
years mentioned in Article XX XIII except the term of years which 
marked the life of Articles XVIII to XXV and Article XXX? If there 
be no other term of years, then, that must be the term of years which 
fixes the life of Article X XTX, or else in violation of Article X XTX 
vou fix its life by a term of years not mentioned in Article XX XIII. 
it shall be alive, says Article X-XIX, ‘‘for the term of years men- 
tioned in Article XX XIII.’’ That is its own provision. You may 
call it suicide or carrying within its bosom that deadly weapon which 
automatically destroys it, but it lives, it lives only, for the term of 
years mentioned in Article XX XIII. There isno human power which 
can give it one moment’s longer existence except a new treaty between 
the same contracting parties which shall lengthen its existence. That 
is what they agreed to then, and there is no earthly power under the 
Constitution of the United States to give to this treaty, this article, or 
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any other article of any treaty an operation or effect which it does not 
possess within itself. 

Treaties are made by the President, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, and when they are made they are what they are 
as written and as they mean at the time they are made, and it is not 
in the power of a committee of the Senate, it is not in the power of a 
President of the United States, it is not in the power of a Secretary of 
State, it is not in the power of all these combined to add one jot or 
tittle to the legal force and effect ofa treaty, or detract from it one jot 
or tittle of its inherent strength. 

If that is not right, let us.see what the other view is. Sometimes 
one of the most effective means of destroying a fallacy is to apply the 
argument which the mathematicians call the reductio ad absurdum. 
Article X XTX says it shall have life for the term of years mentioned 
in Article X XXIII, as I have so often stated. Ifit has life and exist- 
ence independent of Articles XVIII to XXV and Article XXX, then 
let us see what will follow? As I have shown already, Articles 
XVIII to XXV and Article XXX required the assent of four distinct, 
independent legislative bodies before they could have life. None of 
these bodies was bound by this treaty ever to give assent to these arti- 
cles or to pass the laws necessary to put them into operation. 

Suppose the legislature of Prince Edward Island or the Congress of 
the United States had perpetually refused, either of them or either of 
the other two, to pass the laws necessary to put these fishery articles 
and Article XXX into operation. If Article X XIX had an independent 
life and existence, if it was not bound by the very terms prescribed in 
itself as to the time when itshould begin and when it should end, we 
would have had this extraordinary result, that Articles XVIII to XX V 
and Article XXX, never having received the assent of all the four 
legislatures, would never have gone intooperation, and Article X XIX 
would have been in operation all the tim>. If that be so, then how 
can you square that with the language ‘* for the term of years men- 
tioned in Article XX XTII,’’ for which it shall have existence? Under 
that view of it, instead of having existence and force and effect forthe 
term of years mentioned in Article XX XIII it would have had a per- 
petual existence in direct contravention of the term of years mentioned 
in Article XX XIII. Certainly you can not put a construction upon a 
treaty which thus-turns and twists and reverses its plain meaning and 
language. 

But if that is not correct, how are you going to get rid of it? Cex 
tainly it is to die some time; certainly it contemplated only a tem- 
porary existence ‘‘for a term of years.’’ How are you to get rid of 
it? Can you give notice? Suppose we do give notice that Article 
XXIX is terminated, Suppose we give it to-day and in two years from 
now, say the Ist day of September, 1890, that is to be terminated. 
Suppose we give it life, then, from the 17th day of June, 1873, when the 
treaty was ratified and when all the other articles went into force, up 
to the Ist day of September, 1890, it would have a life then from 1875 
to 1885, and from 1885 to 1889, four years more, which would make 
four years or more longer than the life of the fishery articles and Article 
XXX as fixed by the notice under Article XX XIII. How can you 
make out that proposition consistent with the treaty? You can not 
inject into this treaty something that is not init. You can not, ac- 
cording to this treaty, give Article X XTX an operation longer or shorter 
than the term prescribed in Article XX XIII, and then it must fall. 
The only term of years mentioned in Article XX XIII is the term o! 
years during which Articles XVIII to X XV and Article XXX shal! 
live. Besides, and this is conclusive, there is no provision in Articl 
X XXIII or elsewhere in the treaty for giving notice of the termination 
of Article XXIX. If you undertake to give this notice you go outside 
of the treaty, you interpolate a provision not in it, and you measure the 
life of Article XXTX, not by a ‘‘term of years mentioned in Articl 
XXXIII,”’ as it requires, but you measure it by an act not author- 
ized by that article nor by any other part of the treaty. 

There are two other arguments supplementary to this. One is th 
copy made by the President in his message from the memorandum 
made by the joint commissioners who negotiated the treaty. That is 
in these words: 

The transit question was discussed, and it was agreed that any settlement that 
might be made should include a reciprocal arrangement in that respect for th 
period for which the fishery articles should be in force. 


These joint high commissioners, when they started out to make this 
treaty, started out with a declaration in writing made by them that 
they were going to do one thing. They, as I have shown, have done 
that thing, and yet it is insisted that they have failed to do what the: 
declared they would do and have given a life to the transit arrange- 
ment different from and longer than the life of the fisheries articles. 

There is another argument which was referred to by the President. 
Iam here only repeating his views. The act of March 1, 1873, pro- 
vides: 

That from the date of the President's proclamation authorized by the first 
section of this act— 


That was the proclamation authorizing the President to put in force 


the fisheries articles and Article X XX upon the assent to those articles 


given by Congress and by the other three Legislatures to which I have 


called attention. 
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both that period of ten years and whatever further period of time might 


elapse until a notice of termination was given and took effect. 

Th then, must be the period during which Article X XIX re- 
mains in force, and, as no notice of a wish to terminate it has been 
given by either power, it must still be in force to-day and can not be 
abrogated except after two years’ notice or upon the ground that the 
other country has so utterly disregarded it as to justify the American 
nation in disregarding it also. 

Chat Iam not alone in thus dissenting from the opinion expressed 
by the President will appear from the opinions expressed by others, to 
which I shall now call attention. 


While the present interstate-commerce act was under consideration 
the committee of conference which draughted it gave attention to the 
difficulty encountered in applying its provisions to the Canadian rail- 
roads. The question of how far we were hampered in our proposed 
legislation by our treaty obligations with Canada was raised, and in 
our search for information inquiry was naturally made of the Depart- 
mentofState. This inquiry was made by the Senator from Texas [ Mr. 
RkAGAN]{, and the reply of Mr. Bayard, which the Senator placed on 


nm 


the files of the Interstate Commerce Committee, was as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, January 7, 1887. 
Sir: I bad the honor to receive late yesterday afternoon your telegram ask- 


ing to be informed “ when was the treaty of Washington between the United 
States and the Dominion of Canada abrogated? When did its provisions cease 
to operate , 

fhe information you desire is found in the accompanying document, contain- 
ing the correspondence which took place between this Department and the 
Iiritish minister in 1885, and the President's proclamation in regard to the ter- 
mination of the fisheries articles of the treaty of Washington. 

his décument is reprinted in full in the recently printed Executive Docu- 
ment in relation to the rights of American fishermen in British North Ameri- 
can waters (Executive Document No. 19, House of Representatives, Forty-ninth 
Congress, second session, pages 199-210), a copy of whichis also inciosed here- 
with. 

lhe treaty of Washington between the United States and Great Britain did 
not relate solely to the Canadian fisheries. Only the fishery articles thereof 
were abrogated, as enumerated in the President's proclamation of January 31, 
i885. The remaining articles, comprising those which relate to commercial in- 
tercourse between the United States and the British North American posses- 


sions, are still in force. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
T. F. BAYARD. 
Ilion. Jounw H. REAGAN, 


U. 8. Senate. 

In this letter Mr. Bayard distinctly states that the articles of the 
treaty ‘‘which relate to commercial intercourse between the United 
States and the British North American possessions are still in force.’’ 
Mr. Bayard is the President’s adviser in such matters. It is to him 
that the President would naturally turn for information in respect to 
the matters discussed in his message, but this letter, in which it is 
stated, without any qualification whatever, that Article X XIX remains 
in force, confirms my statement that the President’s discovery of the 
termination of Article X XIX must be original with himself or have come 
from outside of his own Administration. The opinions expressed by 
the President in respect to Article X XIX certainly could not have been 
communicated to him by his Secretary of State, unless the latter has 
recently changed his mind on a subject about which he did not enter- 
tain the least doubt whatever last year. 

In the report of the majority of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
upon the treaty recently rejected, submitted May 7 last, it is dis- 
tinctly stated, although in an incidental way, that Article X XIX of the 
treaty of 1871 is still in force. But there can be no mistaking the lan- 
guage used in respect to this article in the accompanying report of the mi- 
nority of thecommittee. That minority report bears the signatures of the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN], the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. 
SAULSBURY ], the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown], and the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE]. These gentlemen represented the Adminis- 
tration in attempting to defend its one-sided and un-American fisheries 
treaty, and will be expected to uphold the views of the President as to 
the termination of Article X XIX of the treaty of 1871. Let us see 
what they say. 

Referring to the abrogation of the fisheries articles the minority re- 
port says: 

Article X XTX was not terminated, but it never had the least reference to the 
fisheries treaty of 1518, to enlarge its scope, change its meaning, or in any way 
to affect any right to which that treaty related. Yet, if that is not the true 
meaning of the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of 1871, this present treaty in 
no way affects that article, and it stands for all that it was ever worth in favor 
of our fishermen, 


Mr. President, there is not the slightest difficulty in our distinguished 
friends on the other side of the Chamber changing as often as the Presi- 
dent of the United States himself sees proper to change, and therefore 
it is that when the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN], whosigned 
the minority report, a part of which I shall quote in a moment, was 
asked the other day if he believed that Article X XIX was still in force, 
he said it is not, and of course the Senators on that side will all in- 
dorse the position the Administration has so recently taken. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is the minority report? 

Mr. CULLOM. That is the minority report of the committee mak- 
ing the report on the fisheries treaty and the language as incorporated 
in it by the Senators on the other side of the Chamber. 

Evidently the views now expressed by the President in respect to 
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Article X XTX were not communicated to him by the Democratic me 
bers of the Committee on Foreign Relations of this body, for in May 
last those Senators believed and stated that Article X XIX was stil] i 
force, 

Both Governments have understood and have acted upon the si 
position that this Article X XIX remains in force at the present tiny 
and additional evidence of the correctness of this view could be p1 


| sented if necessary; but in order to avoid any charge of *‘ offensive pa 


tisanship ’’ in taking issue with the President on the subject, and 
venturing to question his infallibility upon questions of internationa| 
law, I am content to rest the case, so far as the question of this artic 
being in force is concerned, by placing against the declarations of t! 


| President on the subject those of his own Secretary of State and of t! 


Senators representing his party upon the Committee on Foreign lk 
lations, leaving them to reconcile the opposing views they have ey 
pressed as best they can. 

The laws which the President now asks authority to suspend th 
operation of were passed prior to the treaty of 1871 and are still i: 
force. They are found in the Revised Statutes, and are as follows 

Sec, 3095. All merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Boston, Port- 
land in Maine, or any other port specially designated by the Secretary of t 
Treasury, and destined for places in the adjacent British provinces, or arriving 
at the port of Point Isabel in Texas, or any other port specially designated | 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and destined for places in the Republic of Mexi 
may be entered at the custom-house, and conveyed, in transit, through the t« 
ritory of the United States, without the payment of duties, under such regula- 
tions as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

Sec. 3006. Imported merchandise in bond, or duty paid, and products or man- 
ufactures of the United States may, with the consent of the proper authorities 
of the British provinces or Republic of Mexico, be transported from one port in 
the United States to another port therein, over the territory of such provinces 
or Republic, by such routes and under such rules, regulations, and conditions 
as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe; and the merchandise so trans 
ported shall, upon arrival in the United States from such provinces or Republic 
be treated in regard to the liability to or exemption from duty or tax, as if the 
transportation had taken place entirely within the limits of the United States 

As the existence of these statutes and the President’s sudden anxiet 
to suspend their operation seem to be the only public reason for his 
message, they are worthy of some consideration. 

In the first piace, it must be clear upon examination of these statutes 
that a very large part of the shipments in bond through our territory 
to and from Canada, which the President now wants power to stop, are 
not authorized or carried on under these statutes. Section 3005 au- 
thorizes importations arriving at New York, Boston, and Portland, 
Me., and destined for Canada, to be carried through our territory free 
of duty, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
prescribe, but it does not authorize shipments to be made from Canada 
through our territory for exportation, nor does it authorize importations 
to be made at any ports except the three named, unless such other poris 
are specially designated by the Secretary ofthe Treasury. It is plain, 
therefore, that section 3005 does not authorize all the shipments in ; 
bond that are now made, and if the President believes, as he says in 
his message, that Article X XIX of the treaty and section 3 of the act 
of 1873 are no longer in force, it might be in order to inquire by what 
authority he now permits any shipments to be made in bond from 
Canada. 

Mr. President, when I conclude my remarks I think I shall intro- 
duce a resolution calling upon the Secretary of the Treasury to inform 
the Senate whether he is to-day permitting any shipments from Can- 
ada through the United States to our ports for export, or what other 
shipments he is allowing that are not authorized by section 3005 of the 
Revised Statutes. I know of no law except section 3005 under which 
he can authorize these importations to the United States and through 
our country to the provinces of Canada, and I know of no law, if tl: 
law of 1873 has been repealed, that authorizes him to permit ship- 
ments from Canada through the United States to our ports for expo: 
tation. a 

In the second place it will be observed that section 3005 is simp]; 


RPG aR Nas 
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permissive in its terms, and that its operation is placed entirely within Bs 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury.. It provides that t] a 
privileges specified may be granted under such regulations as the Secr 8 


tary may prescribe. z 

We have been discussing the fisheries treaty here for a number « 
months. It has been before us since some time in the early sprin: 
Recitations of outrages in connection with our fisheries have been give: 
to us by the President of the United States. Yet in all this period o! 
time since the act of 1887 was passed giving the President the powe! 
of retaliation as to outrages on account of the fisheries we have had » 
information from him that there has been any wrong done on the part 
of the people of Canada upon the people of the United States in con- 
nection with our commercial relations. 

As I say, the act provides that the privileges specified may be granted 
under such regulations as the Secretary may prescribe. It is entirely 
within the discretion of the Secretary to grant or continue these priv 
leges. Evenif it should be claimed that in this statute ‘‘ may ’’ means 
‘*shall,’’ the whole matter is still practically within the discretion 0! 
the Secretary, because the transportation must be carried on unde! 
such regulations as he prescribes; and under this power, which no one 
can question, the Secretary can, if he pleases, make regulations whic 
would practically be prohibitory. In other words, if he pleases, the 
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vants authority to ! 
pend the operation of section 3005, and we tind that the operat 
that section rests entirely in the discretion of the Secretary of I 
Treasurs If the President is right in his contention that Ar S 
X XIX of treaty and section 3 of the act of 1873 are no | 
force—that is what he says in his message—the authority whi 
asks ( to give h ind all the authority he needs, is t] | ( 
thority to make his own Secretary of the Treasury do his bid t 
‘ f the situation that can et ad 
with the President or disagree with him, no action by C t G m 
necessary in order to suspend the operation of the statutes ol pt é I 
The simple fact of the matter is that the President asks for aut t 
which ought not to be exercise 1, ind cou now 4 honorably \ ( the p 
X XIX of the treaty remains in force, or which he does t need ! thie ( 
if itis not. That is the sum 1 substance of the whole matt » himse¢ \\ 
One word about the discrimination against American vess« some mean 
the Canadian canals to which the President calls attention Chis « ‘ th Canada 
criminati ’ nst « tizens must be stopped, and th ou ppl l | ind u 
be no difficulty whatever in stopping it if this Administration 1 | treatment of our fis 
be induced to m The right to the use of those t ‘ in-Am un t t 
on equal term h the Canadians themselves is expressly secu Y ved | to ma ‘ 
us by treaty stipulations, if these are violated, as P t sting upon the ratiti 
says they have been, the natural, common-sense course would be to rrender of Ameri 
the attention of the British Government to the matter in the« h 1 de 1 uj 
way. In all probability this would result in the immediate d n plainly marked out 
tinuance of the discrimination. If it did not, it would be time ¢ ir of their tribula 
to ask for legislation on the subject, but we have no evider that ulvisers do? What 
course always pursued under such circumstances has been resort \ its 1 plans and pr 
in this instance. ey usually have been | 
When we have applied this message to the situation as it exist l of the Repub 
see how little excuse there is for it, the fact that it was inspired | s the Presiden 
litical necess by becomes more and more apparent In fact, tl since the passage ol 
sage may be regarded as Mr. Cleveland -ce ed letter of ‘ tic the Democra 
ance of the Democratic nomination for the sidency., I use it be 3 | 4 id the pow nd of which 
so clearly his anxiety for another term of office and his fear that he Pre t’s me J 
not be elected. His complete change of front on the fisheries question M s did not mean tree 
shows that Mr. Cleveland and his party are in desperate straits polit- | they | be insisting that 
ically, that they see defeat staring them in the face, and that they » | Republican party itself 
seeking to divert attention from the one issue upon which they deliber- Ch ’resident’s mess s 
ately staked all their chances of success I e repeatedly bee 1aGe I 
In my judgment this whole mover 1r-conti d neglect | 
ment, and I desire to call the atten int n hav heen 
to the proof of what I say upon that que ( ce to their int 
pers of the country a dispatch on the day « ( é to st the situation 
to Congress, dated Columbus, Ohio, Augu th If he w ready to a 
Have prominent Irishmen l congratulat« | e beta t ! 
I his ge on th ry treaty, and ge s ~~ but he onlv se 
LY for s 1e t 1e il 
I hear also that this mat ’ ee ee 
partner of the distinguish I I —— eee ‘'S 
lieve, in the city in close conter th tl t t . ue = Z dn, ae 
message was issued, and who had undoubtedly informed his law part ; : 3 Mr. ; 1, aa “3 ; 
ner, who was chairman of the State Democratic committee of O : as ie laa — ees 
what was going to happen, and notified him to do what Mr. Town i . ; : nie” ph , 
proceeded to do, to get up demonstrations and have prominent It teenie ea oa 
men send telegrams to the President of the United States and congrat xh it has ix Of the & 
ulate him upon the delivery of his message. ; «hts and interests of At 
I find here a few dispatches that were the result of thatorder. O ae en - , 
of them is dated New York, August 24, and reads tee algae egy 
I ongrat ilate you on behalf of the entire business « } ty ‘ i“ a m 
sage is a masterpiece of dignity and statesmansh ent now « tot 
HERMAN OI! RICHS t ation Wit! e custo 
[dor nuch of an Irishman he is, but the name do ’ Mr. ( 
not quite sound like « I believe that he is one of the captains that — an 
is ID ic national committee in New York along vo ne 
with Mr | in favor of retaliation and 
I find another from my own State, as follows: he retaliation act of 1857 
a ‘ of action to be pursued by t 
Your message is received with universal approval by the peopk I< r | be necessary, and when he b 
late you | land now professes to be 
ERSKINE W. PHELP | fisheries trouble by the last ¢ 
He is another member of the national Democratic committee, and he ict, and the course of act 
is undertaking to re-elect the present President of the United States. upon by Congress { 
I do not think that Mr. Phelps is very much of an Irishman. They | Stances That act was s 
were the only class that were appealed to by the chairman; but the | ing his immoderate l 
national Democratic committee have been unable to get up demon- | must be presumed toh th 
strations so far. |} and is believed , t tl 
So I could go and give a list of chairmen of Democratic clubs and « | upon the Pre ent by tha 





Democratic county committees, all of them sending congratulatory dis- | outrages perpetrated upon our 
paiches to the President on account of that tremendous message which | That act provided that whe: 


he sent here, that was to startle the country and attract, if you please, 


that American fishing vessels « 


the attention of the people of this country from the great issue that | or abridged in the enjoyment « 


they are determined to adhere to to the end in this campaign, whether 
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of the United States, in his discretion,’’ to deny to Canadian vessels any 
entrance into our ports, ‘‘and also to deny entry into any port or place 
of the United States of fresh fish or salt fish or any other product of said 
dominions, or other goods coming from said dominions to the United | that Administration showing us what the evils are that he has talked 
States.’’ about in his message. I want the President or his Secretary of the 


sut Iam not willing to concede to the President because he sends 
While the words ‘‘in his diseretion’’ are used in the act, they apply | Treasury to inform the Senate why he has been allowing goods in 

j 

| 

| 


a message here talking about grievances that, if they exist at all, have 
been going on for years, when we have not the scratch of a pen from 


rather to the particular modes of retaliation prescribed than to the | bond to go from Canada to Boston or to New York or to Portland for 
question of enforcing the act, and it will be observed that the act con- | the purpose of exportation and to tell us under what law that has been 
tains the mandatory provision that ‘‘it shall be the duty of the Presi- | going on. I am not able to find any, and if it has been going on it 
dent’’ to deny to the Canadians the privileges specified whenever he | has beea going on without any authority of law whatever. 

shall be satisfied that such a state of facts exists as he says in his mes- I believe in the warning words of Washington in his farewell address 
sage has existed. It is now about a year and a half since the law went | to the American people, when he said: 

into force, the condition of affairs which made it the duty of the Pres- 
ident to act has existed during that time, his statement of the situa- 
tion shows that he is satisfied of the fact, and yet none of the steps 
which the law required him to take have been taken. 

(fter ignoring the existence and requirements of this law for a year 
and a half he now comes to Congress atthis late day and asks for more 
power, because he is so anxious to enter upon a policy of retaliation. 
No reason is given for his failure to exercise the great powers already 
conferred upon him, but the pretense is made that a further grant of 
poweris necessary. Itis the same sort of pretense that was resorted to 
by this Administration in regard to the payment of the public debt in 
order to pile up a surplus as an argument for free trade. The President 
doubted the authority to buy bonds, although nobody else did, and de- 
layed action on the pretense that further legislation was necessary. In 
a matter of such importance Congress was willing to gratify his whim, 
and sent him the desired legislation, but it contained restrictions he did 
not like, and rather than accept them he abandoned his pretense of 
want of power and concluded the law gave all the power necessary, as 
everybody knew. 

This Administration has been from first to last one of sham and pre- 
tense. It has made a pretense of economy, but has been the most ex- 
travagant one we have ever had for very many years. It has made a 
pretense of favoring civil-service reform, while there never has been one 
that so utterly disregarded it, as the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], Section 3005 of the Revised Statutes authorizes the transportation 
the chairman of the seiect committee on that subject, has shown by his | through the territory of the United States without the payment ot 
statements here and by discussions which have taken place. Ihave in | duties, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
my hand a newspaper, which I shall not take up the timeof the Senate | prescribe, of merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Boston, 
to read, but which gives an account of civil-service reform in the great | and Portland, in Maine, or any other port specially designated by th« 
city of Chicago, in my own State, in connection with the post-office there, | Secretary of the Treasury and destined for places in Canada. 
where the law partner of the postmaster put a card upon his door and This does not authorize the transportation through the United States, 
sent cards to the various employés, telling them to come over and see | without the payment of duties, of merchandise shipped from Canada 
him, and the account says that the ante-room of that distinguished | to our ports for exportation, nor does it authorize the transportation 
lawyer, the partner of the postmaster at Chicago, was full of people | through our territory to Canada of merchandise imported on the Pacific 
knocking at the door to get in to make the contributions, so that they | coast, unless such port on the Pacific coast is specially designated foi 
might not lose their places. | such purposes by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

This Administration made a pretense of an anxiety to reduce the sur- This section covers only one kind of transportation across our te1 
plus, but allowed it to accumulate for nearly a year before a dollar was | ritory, and that is of articles coming from abroad to our ports on the 
paid out in the payment of debt which then was due. In its anxiety | Atlantic coast and going to Canada. 


‘Against the insidious wiles of foreign influence I conjure you to believe n 
fellow-citizens, the jealousy of a free people ought to be constantly awake, sinc 
history and experience prove that foreign influence is one of the most banefu! 
foes of republican government. 

I agree with that, and as I say I agree to-day to any legislation that 
may be necessary to protect the rights of the American people. Sodo] 
agree that if it can be shown that the twenty-ninth article of the treaty 
of 1871 has been utterly disregarded by the British Government, by 
the Canadians, I agree that we shall disregard it, also, without waiting 
the two years necessary in order to abrogate it by formal notice. 

But so far as that article is concerned, I can not believe that there is 
any question but that the twenty-ninth article is in force, so far as 
the terms of the treaty are concerned, or any law that has been passed 
under if is concerned, and that the term means not only the ten years 
as specified in the article itself, but also the two years after this Gov- 
ernment or the other shall see proper to give notice of its abrogation. 

Mr. President, with these remarks I shall not detain the Senate fur- 
ther, but I shall ask leave to insert a synopsis, with a reason or two in 
connection therewith, of section 3005, section 3006, the third section 
of the act of March 3, 1873, and also the joint resolution of 1883, which 
applies to the subject as well, and also Articles XXVI, XXVII, 
XXVIII, and XXIX of the treaty of 1871: 


SECTION 3005, 





to reduce the terrible surplus of which we hear so much the Adminis- | SECTION 3006. 
tration has succeeded in securing the passage elsewhere of a tariff bill) ection 3006 is for the benefit of American rather than Canadian 


that would increase the revenues instead of decrease them, and has con- shippers. It provides for the transportion of imported merchandise in 
trived to conduct the purchase of bonds in such a blundering way as to | ,ond, and products or manufactures of the United States, from one port 
unnecessarily enhance their price and to needlessly pay out large sums | ;, the United States to another, through Canadian territory. 

to speculators as premiums. 

One thing, however, this Administration has done, and it is entitled 
to whatever credit it can claim for such methods of financiering. It 
has transferred many millions of dollars from the Treasury to the cus- 
tody of favored national banks. These banks undoubtedly find it profit- 
able to hold and use these millions of dollars of the people’s money. 
The interest or profit they receive on its use is not paid to the United | 
States, but it will be surprising if a liberal slice of this ‘‘swag’’ does-| 
not tind its way into the coffers of the Democratic national committee. 
That committee, it seems, does not hesitate to make those employed 
in the civil service ‘‘ stand and deliver.’’ 

And the President’s pretense that he needs further power in order ta | 
undertake a policy of retaliation against Canada is on a par with those 
that have characterized his whole administration. He has not used 
the great powers already granted him, but pretends that he wants | 
more, 

I should like to see the President exercise the power that has now 
been given him more than a year and a half to protect our American 
citizens in connection with the fishery trade. If he uses that power 
discreetly and shows a disposition to protect American citizens, unless 
we can correct other evils by law I am for giving him other powers in 
order to correct whatever other evils may exist. 

Mr. President, the questions involved in our commercial relations 
with Canada are important and can not be dealt with carelesssly with- 
out danger of doing great injury to our people. Many millions of peo- 

le in the West and Northwest, with their vast crops of grain and other . ee : z 
alkeell about ready for the markets of the world, com be remembered | €xPired by limitation, is not affected by that resolution. 
in the consideration of our duty here. I am for doing anything and ae ee 
everything that we can do consistent with honor and the interest ef our Article X XVI of the treaty of 1871 relates to the navigation of the 
people if on investigation it shall be found that any legislation is nec- | St. Lawrence River. : 
essary. Article X XVII relates to the use of the Welland Canal, the St. Law- 


THE ACT OF 1875. 

The act of March 1, 1873, was passed to carry into effect the treat) 
of 1871. The third section of this act provided that so long as the fis): 
| eries articles of the treaty remained in force goods arriving at our port 
| from foreign countries might be conveyed through our territory inte th 
British possessions without the payment ef duties, under such regu! 
tions as the Secretary of the Treasury might prescribe. 

So far this section is similar to section 3005, but in addition it con- 
tained a provision authorizing the shipment of goods, wares, and me 
chandise, under similar circumstances, from Canada through the ter- 
ritory of the United States for export. 

This section, by its terms, provided that the shipments which it an- F 
thorized might be made from the day on which the treaty of 1871 too Fs 
effect and so long as the fisheries articles of said treaty remained i: L 
force. This section would therefore appear to have expired by limit 
ation, unless it has been saved or extended by the joint resolution o! 

March 3, 1883. 





JOINT RESOLUTION OF 1883. 

The joint resolution of March 3, 1883,was passed to terminate the 
fisheries articles of the treaty of 1871. 

By the third section of this resolution the provisions of the act o! 
1873, which was passed to convey the treaty into effect, were repealed 
so far as they related to the fisheries articles of the treaty. As sec- 
tion 3 of the act of 1873 did not relate to the fisheries articles, that sec- 
tion was not repealed by the joint resolution of 1883, and, if it has not 
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\ LA relaies ipment through our ter! ! 
ch ined to ¢ r from Canada, and its terms ( 
stant same as t : f section 3 of the act of 1873 

j DENT po rhe question—— 

Mr »M I offer the resolution which I send to t de 

‘I IDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in th 
resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Whereas the President of the United States in his message of Augu 


concerning our reiat IS With Canada 


the treaty of Washington, which provid 


merchandise in bond over the territory of the Unit 
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is no onger In torce; and 

Whereas in the same message lent also t 
tion 3 of the act of March 1, 15 to carry - 
said Article X XIX is no long 1 

Whereas section 3005 of t tutes e t 
through the territory of the I ted States of merel Ca 
and arriving f abroad at New York, Bos ar é 
such other ports as : y desig it I 
ury rherefore 

Resolved, t t é tary of tl Treasury be, and he is hereby, di 
to inform the Sen e transit in bond over or across the te« 
the United States, w ayment of duty, of goods, wares, and 
dise coming from Cat I mitted since July 1, 1885, v LA 
XXIX of the treaty - 5 oO e act of M \ 
are said to have ce i r und yt u% exte 








authority of law 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will lie on the 
and be printed. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ides the adoption of the resolutio1 It 
resolution of inqui 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
go over and be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the « 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8310) to provide for 
disposal of the Fort Wallace military reservation, in Kansas. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS 

On motion of Mr. HARRIS it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the fi f 


papers in the case of Hugh L. Brinkley and Annie O ‘Sno wden t! e 
ing been no adverse report thereon. 
FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PLUMB, 
of the bill (H. R. 10998) making appropriations for fortification 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procuren 
of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
Whole be proc ded to consider the bill 








I move that the Senate proceed to the consid 


i 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriati 
amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless there is objection, the for 
reading wil! be dispensed with and the 
ment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask that the amendments of the Committee on 
propriations may be considered as they are reached in the readir 
he bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That course will be followed 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was 
sert, as section 1: 


hill 
j 


bill will be read for an 








That the ay ions h iafter provided for shall be available u 
pend 1, and > expend under t lirect supervision of a board t 
sist of the commanding gens l the Army, an oflicer of engineers, an < 






‘ 
of ordnance, and an officer of artillery, to be selected by the Secretary 


to be called and known as the board of ordnance and fortification: and 
board shall be under the direction of the Seeretary of War and subject t 
supervision and control in ail respects, and shall have power to provide s 
able regulations for the inspection of guns and materials at all stages of n 
facture to the extent necessary to protect ful 


and generally to provide such regulations concerning matters wit! 
board’s operations as shall be necessary to carry out to the best adv 
duties committed to its charge. 


Mr. HAWLEY. 
charge of the bill for a moment. 
his consideration and the consideration of the Senate. In line 6 of 


Ai 


I 


ana 


new section I propose to strike out the words “‘ an officer ’’ and to ins 





“two officers;’’ so as to read: ‘‘ two officers of ordnance:’’ 
board consist of an oflicer of engineers, two officers of ordnance, and 


ficer of artille 


I move the amendment as the result of along conversation with ¢ 
eral Schofield, now the commanding general of the Army, who thin 
as this work is chiefly ordnance work, a single ordnance officer will 
overburdened with his share of the 
in which I very earnestly and heartily coincide. 
board of ordnance and fortification, chiefly advisory, will to a la 
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I think, on the whole, in starting this matter as we propose to do by 
the bill, the most important thing which we do in it is really to make 
sure that we have the combined co-operation of all the branches of the 
Army, not only in determining upon the plans, but in working them 
out, and that I think is satisfactorily accomplished in the constitution 
of the board as proposed. If it shall seem after we get into this thing 
more largely, as we shall do, and after we try the plans which are pro- 
posed, that they are not what they ought to be, that they are not being 
worked out properly by reason of incompetency or jealousy,or anything 
else, we can reconstruct the board in such a way as to make it answer 
to what may then seem to be the needs of the service. 

Mr. TELLER. The trouble with thesuggestion of the Senator from 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| words ‘‘hundred thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ two”’ and insert 


Kansas is that we are to go on with a system here and after we have | 
gone on some time he suggests that if we find it isa failure then we can | 


bring into the board some other talent. Ido not wish myself to say 
anything that will be regarded as derogatory to the character of the 
officers of the Army with reference to these things, but I know itisa 
fact, which everybody will admit who has looked into these questions 


at all, that if we were selecting for great enterprises as a general rule | 


we should avoid the engineers or any other department of the Army of 
the United States. The Engineer Corps in the United States Army has 
never distinguished itself above the civilian engineers of the country, 
as everybody knows. 

The questions to be presented to the board will be very largely ques- 
tions of engineering, and it seems to me (though I have not any idea 
that the Senate will depart from the report of the committee; I want 
to express my view of the subject, however), that it would have been 
wise to have given the President an opportanity to select some emi- 
nent civil engineer to be put in here. 


| serting after the word *‘ for’’ the words ‘‘ the purchase of.’’ 


Especially is that true if the | 


system is to remain as it is contemplated, which I understand is to | 


have outside parties come in and offer to the Government guns, I 
think that it would have been no more than fair to the outside people 
who are expected to offer to make guns that there should have been 
some eminent civilian engineer selected by the President. Ido not 
suggest, of course, that the legislative department should designate 
who should go in, but there are a great number of engineers in this 
country from whom the President could select. As this is to be a mat- 


ter of long standing it would be practically, if a good selection were 


made, a life duty for some great engineer in this country, and I am 
very confident that the results attained would be very much better 
than will be attained under the present plan. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] 
to the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to further amend the amendment by adding 
at the end of the section, after the word ‘‘charged,’’ in line 17, the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That subject to the foregoing provisions the expenditure shall be 
made by the several bureaus of the War Department having jurisdiction of the 
same under existing law. 

That simply provides that the agencies which now exist in the De- 
partment for the transaction of the various classes of business, if I 
may so term it, shall be continued the same as now, only under the 
direction and supervision of the board. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. May I ask the Senator trom Kansas whether in line 9 
the words ‘‘and control’’ should not be inserted after the word ‘‘ di- 
rection?’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. Those words should be in; and the Senator will see 
that the word ‘‘control’’ occurs in line 11—‘‘supervision and con- 
trol.’ That settles it. 

Mr. HALE. That is correct. 
in line 11. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations as amended, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to change ‘‘ Sec. 1”’ to ‘‘See, 2.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 7 of section 
2 as follows: 


Sne. 2, That the sums of money herein proyided for be, and the same are 
hereby, appropriated out of any moneys in thé Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, namely 

lor the protection, preservation, and repair of fortifications and other works 
of defense, $100,000. For the construction of sea-walls, and for earth embank- 
ments, $117,000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to makean inquiry just there of the Senator 
in charge of the bill as to the fortifications. There is nothing here that 
provides a dime for the improvement or renewal of fortifications as well 
as preservation and repair. These fortifications cost us some twenty 
or thirty million dollars, and $200,000 is a comparatively small sum. 
I wish to inquire whether the estimates of the War Department are 
not larger than the amount here named ? 


AvuGUST 30, 


Mr. PLUMB. 
War Department. 

Mr. HAWLEY. For their preservation ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir; that paragraph, commencing in line 4 and 
ending in line 7, is not only the amount but in the precise language of 
the estimate of the War Department. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It has been the custom for many years to recom- 
mend large sums for continuing the building or building new ones, but 
they have given that up I presume. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment ofthe 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 2, line 15, before the 
“"mve;’’ 


No; the sum given is precisely the estimate of the 


so as to read: 

For torpedoes for harbor defense ; the purchase of submarine mines and nec- 
essary appliances to operate them; for needful casemates, cable-galleries, and 
appliances to render it possible to operate submarine mines; for continuing 
torpedo experiments; for practical instruction of engineer troops in_ detail of 
the service, and for movable submarine torpedoes propelled and controlled at 
will by power transmitted from shore stations, $500,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now move to amend,in line 13, of section 2, by in- 
That is 
the intent of the section, but Iam somewhat afraid that the purpose 
is not expressed with suflicient clearne&. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated from 
the desk. 

The Secretary. In section 2, line 13, after the word ‘‘for,”’ it is 
proposed to insert ‘‘ the purchase of ;’’ so as to read: 

And for the purchase of movable submarine torpedoes propelled and controlled 
at will by power transmitted from shore stations, cte. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section [2] 3, line 6, after the 
words ‘‘service guns,’’ tostrikeout ‘‘for machine guns;’’ so as toread: 

Sec. 3. For the manufacture or purchase and test of cannon and carriages, 
including two 10-inch carriages maneuvered by power, one of which shall be a 
disappearing carriage, and also including those for the field and siege services; 
for the alteration of carriages on hand toadapt them to improved service guns; 
for projectiles, ete. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I can not permit that to go without a protest, 


| though the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] in private conversation 


The question is on agreeing to the 


has told me something about the amendment. 

The Government buys every year more or less of machine guns to 
supply tothe State militia. The well-organized militia of many States, 
among them Massachusetts and Connecticut and New York and New 


Jersey and Pennsylvania, have Gatling guns attached to their regi- 


ments. In short, there is a little trade every year in that particular 
weapon. The Government buysthe guns and the demand is made fo: 
them by the States under the law giving $600,000 a year for supplies 
to the militia. I should hope the committee would permit those words 
to remain in the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Really, this provision is covered, though not by 
name, in a subsequent provision of the bill; but still, if the 
from Connecticut feels any special interest in having it retained at the 
present time, I shall not make any contention about it. The discre- 

ionary power finally lodged with the board in another part of the bill 


eenator 


| covers this, but it is not specially mentioned. 


Mr. GORMAN. I hope the Senator from Kansas will state that it 
was the purpose of the committee to exclude all the different classes ot 
guns by name, leaving the selection to the discretion of the board. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The committee is quite right in not naming any 
description of guns. I did not mean to criticise its action in that re 


| spect. 
i 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations to strike out the words “ for ma- 


| chine guns.”’ 


I did not see that the words occurred | 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of th 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section (2) 3, line 14, after the 
word ‘‘ employed,’’ tostrike out ‘* and to test and, if found satisfactory 
to purchase two breech-loading field gans of three and two tenths inch 
bore, of aluminum bronze, four,’’ and insert ‘* five;’’ so as to read: 

For the manufacture or purchase and test of cannon and carriages, including 
two ten-inch carriages maneuvered by power, one of which shall be adisappear- 
ing carriage, and also including those for the field and siege services; for the 
alteration of carriages on hand to adapt them to improved service guns; for 


projectiles, powders, fuzes, and implements, their trial and proof; for experi 
ments in the means of protecting torpedo lines; for compensation of draughts- 


| men while employed in the Army Ordnance Bureau on ordnance construction, 





and for the necessary expenses of ordnance officers while temporarily employed 
at the proving-groundand absent from their proper stations, at the rate of $2.50 
per diem while so employed, $500,000, and not more than $10,000 of said sum 
shall be expended for providing increased facilities for the manufacture of pro- 
jectiles. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [2] 3, line 19, after the word 
** projectiles,’’ to insert: 

For examining, testing, and experimenting with pneumatic or other dyna- 


mite guns, gun-carriages, acrial torpedoes, dynamite shells and ammunition, 
and batteries for coast defense, whether sunken, counterpoise, or otherwise, 
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brought to the notice of the Secretary of War, $100,000, or so much t f 
he may deem proper 
Mr. HAWLEY. The from Ka s will pardo e if I 
a verbal criticism there. vision is 
For examining, testing, a é ow pn¢ or ot ‘ 
mite guns, g ges t pe s,d mite shells and ar 
and batteries fo detense, whether sunken, « yunterpoise, or oth r . 
That means really gun-carriages, ‘‘sunken, counterpoise, ¢ 
wise.’”’ I should myself strike out the words ‘‘ whether sunken, « 
terpoise, or otherwise,’’ because the word ‘‘sunken’’ has no ret 
to the character of carriage. take it the committee is endeavoring 


to provide for the purchase of the disappearing carriages that drop with 
the gun behind the parapet. They are all disappearing, some otf tl 


counterpoise and some of them make the gun balance a certain 


the carriage and get the gun out of sight. 
I should strike out the words ‘‘whether sunken, counterpois 
otherwise’’ and insert, after the word ‘** gun carriages,”’ tl 


appearing and other.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. That language,.I think, is embraced in the estimates 
now, though I am not quite certain about that, but it is found on] 
2Lofthe Army bill, and the phraseolo 
as the Senator from Connecticut now criticises it, was very consid 








gone over; and therefore the committee in providing for tl ime \ 
of expenditures here transferred the language b y. I thin y 


likely the criticism may be right. 
Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will allow that to stand over, Iw 


consult some technical authority about it; but there is no such thing 
asa battery ‘‘sunken, counterpoise, or otherwise ’’ in the way it is stated 
here. 


Mr. PLUMB. I think that refers to the word “‘ carriages.’’ 
Mr. HAWLEY. It does; bi iY i 
lines back. However, 

better shape. 

Mr. HALE. Do not those words refer to all the enumerations pre- 
ceding, and do not the subsequent words, ‘‘ brought to the notice cf 
Secretary,’’ refer to ull those? So it strikes me. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not think they do 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Che Chair does not understand that 
the Senator from Connecticut offers any amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not move any amendment now. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is an amendment which I think ought to 
nade there. That section, as I said, exactly as it 
Army bill, and was, of course, inserted before without any reference to 
the expenditures being made by a board. I think that perhaps as it 























is it may be out of harmony with tl l tha 
the woftls ‘‘ brought to the notice ( ‘ 
board ’’ should be ted, and the | i 
be qualified in the same way. I L the 
amendment, in line 23, by striking of 
War ’’ and inserting ‘‘ said board.’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. But if they are brought t no of the | 
the board reports them to the Secretary of War. 

Mr. PLUMB. Itl , perhaps, it is well the word i 
board,’’ leaving out ‘‘ the Secretary of War.”’ < that is corr 

Che PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend be stated from 
the desk 

Phe SECRETARY. In line L to st e ou é 
**the Secretary of War’? ; rd so as to read 

Brought to the notice of said bo 

The amendment to the a was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now, th ”? in line 24, should be ch ged 





to ** they. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The boardrecommend and the Secretary buy 
he pleases. He is not absolutely bound to buy. 

Mr. PLUMI 


> Thatis true, but that is qualified in the first se 


tion. Nothing can be done but what he recommends, and what he 
practically himself does. 

Mr. HAWLEY. To change the word ‘‘he’’ to ‘‘ they ’’ will be to 
buy ‘‘so much thereof as they may deem proper.’’ He has final 
diction on the committee’s theory. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will suggest an amendment that I think will cover | 
the Senator’s criticism. I move to amend it to read: 

Or so much thereof as may be deemed proper 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is right. 

Mr. PLUMB. That leaves the question of authority open. 

The PRESIDING OFFICEI The amendment will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. In line 24 it is proposed to strike out the word 
**he,’’ and in line 25 to strike out ‘‘deem”’ and insert ‘‘ be deemed;’’ 
80 as to read: 


> 
ve 
‘ 

* 


Or so much thereof as may be deemed proper j 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill wasresumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was to strike out section 3, in the fol- 
lowing words: 


Sec. 3. To complete the guns now under fabrication by the Ordnance De 
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reference to the immediate operations of this factory, but meanwhile 
Congress will presently reassemble and what then may be found to 
answer for the expenditure of ‘the amount of money provided in this 


bill can be embraced in another bill which will undoubtedly follow at | 
| erto made,’’ ete. ? 


the next session of Congress. Still, I have no doubt, as the Senator, 
says, we shall have to expend considerably more money. 

Mr. DOLPH. 
machinery for the manufacture of a 16-inch gun will answer also for a 


12-inch gun, and whether it would not be economy to provide the larger | 


machinery—the machinery having the greater capacity? 

Mr. PLUMB. That would be true as toa portion only. We in- 
quired about that carefully from the ordnance officers. Of course the 
same forging machinery would be used for both purposes (if we were 
going to make forgings), and some of the minor machinery, but the 
machinery for handling the guns and the lathes necessary would all 
have to be entirely different. In addition to that, it is contemplated 
by the Ordnance Department to build the wing of the building for the 


making of 16-inch guns entirely different from the part of the building | 
For the fabrication of a | 


which will be used for the smaller calibers. 
16-inch gun according to the idea of the Ordnance Department, the 
operations would be carried on practically distinct, although under the 
same roof. They would be in a part of the building made larger and 
wider and provided with heavier machinery for handling, and also 
having separate lathes for finishing. 

Mr. DOLPH. It would certainly be economy to purchase the ma- 
chinery necessary for the construction of 16-inch guns at once, which 
may be used independently for 16-inch guns as well as any other. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not understand that that is the case, or that 
sucii machinery will be used independently. The officers object. 

Mr. DOLPH. I thought the Senator said a portion of the machinery 
would be so used? 

Mr. PLUMB. A portion of it would be, that is true; but, in regard 
to that point, no lathes of this kind have ever been made yet in this 
country. Patterns would have to be made for them. No doubt the 
manufacture of lathes, etc., for the construction of 12-inch guns will 
suggest improvements to our mechanics. It is the idea of our ordnance 
officers that the moment our mechanics get hold of this kind of ma- 
chinery and get to manufacturing machinery for the fabrication of 
guns and all other things relating to this general question of defense 
they will make improvements of a most valuable character. There 
will be a gain, therefore, perhaps, in beginning with guns of the smaller 
sizes. At all events it will be a very long period of time before the 
Government will expect to make, by a very lavish expenditure of money, 
machinery for the manufacture of a 16-inch gun. That is not contem- 
plated. Steel is not provided for in this gun, the limit of the caliber 
being12 inches. It is also to be remembered that guns above 12 inches 
do not exist in any number anywhere. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 4, line 16, before the word 
‘*million,’’ to strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘‘ two;’’ so as to read: 

For the purchase of rough-finished, oil-tempered,and annealed steel for high- 
power coast-defense guns of 8, 10, and 12 inch caliber, in quality and dimen- 
sions conforming to specifications, subject to inspection at each stage of the 
manufacture, and including all the parts of each caliber, $2,500,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 

Provided, That no money shall be expended except for steel accepted and de- 
livered, and no contract shall be made hereunder for gun steel at a greater 
average price per pound for each caliber than the lowest average price charged 
under contracts hitherto made by the Government for forgings of like caliber. 

Mr. HAWLEY. A question arises there, Mr. President. The only 
contract made in this country for heavy gun forgings of that character 
has been made with the Bethlehem Steel Works by the Navy Depart- 
ment—I will not say the only one, but substantially the only one (be- 
cause there have been some bits of work done elsewhere)—the only 
large contract. There was a contract made with another establish- 
ment to build an 8-inch gun, and there have been purchases made to a 
considerable amount and especially for the tubes—for the heaviest 
parts of the heaviest guns—from British manufacturers. It was in- 
dispensable. I do not know whether the proviso just read means that 
we shall not pay more than we have paid Whitworth & Co. or whether 
it means that we shall not pay more than we have paid the Bethlehem 
Works. 

Mr. PLUMB. That ought to be amended, I think, by inserting ‘‘of 
American manufacturers. ’’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. That would make it clearer, because they have 
been able to buy of others at a lower price than anybody here can 
make it. 

Mr. PLUMB. What was in mind was the contract that the Gov- 
ernment had recently made for steel for the use of the Navy. That 
steel for the use of naval guns has cost about33 cents a pound. That 
is regarded as a perfectly safe limitation, and it is believed by those 
who have given the subject particular attention that in a short time 


Will the Senator be kind enough to state whether the | 


The question is on the amendment | 
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we shall be able to get it much lower. But it was in contemplation 
to limit it to the price which has been paid to American manufacturers. 

Mr. HALE. Should not that word ‘‘ charged,’’ in line 20, on page 
5, read *‘ paid ’’—*‘ the lowest average price paid under contracts hith- 


Mr. PLUMB. Itshould be “ paid.’”’ I move thatit be so amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
read. 

The SECRETARY. On line 20, after the word “‘price,’’ it is proposed 
to strike out the word ‘‘charged’’ and insert the word ‘‘paid;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 

No contract shall be made hereunder for gun steel at a greater average price 
per pound for each caliber than the lowest average price paid under contracts 
1itherto made by the Government, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend, in line 21, by inserting after the 
word ‘‘Government’’ the words ‘‘ with American manufacturers.”’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. Or it would be suflicient to add the word ‘‘Amer- 
ican’’ before the word ‘‘forgings.’’ Would not that answer? 

Mr. PLUMB. That will do just as well—‘‘ for American forgings.’”’ 
I modify my amendment by moving to insert the word ‘‘American’’ 
between the words ‘‘ for’? and ‘‘forgings.’’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. That would do, but I doubt the wisdom of it. | 
would leave the Government free to contract, because I do not wish to 
pass a bill in such shape as to throw these forgings into the hands of 
one company that has already got the plant established. I highly re- 
spect and compliment and honor the Bethlehem Steel Works for the 
magnificent enterprise they have shown in investing money as they 
did far in advance of Government contracts, so that they will have in 
two or three months a plant for heavy forgings. But to limit it in this 
way has a tendency, at least, to throw the matter into their hands as 
being the only people who can bid, because the others have not the 
plant ready. They can say, ‘‘ We will furnish you steel at 35 cents, 
and deliver in four months.’’ A new man will be obliged to say, ‘‘I 
will furnish it at 35 or 36 cents if you wait a year for me to put the 
plant in.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB, We should lose undoubtedly more than we should 
gain if it were to bave the effect to prevent competition, but I hardly 
think it will. The amount is large, though not so large as has been 
heretofore proposed; still it is large enough to induce the erection of 
plant for the purpose of supplying steel. The provision as worded was 
contained in the bill as it came from the other House, and on reflection 
the committee thought they would not change it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not move any amendment. 
suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
read, 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, line 21, after the word ‘‘for,’’ it is 
proposed to insert ‘‘ American;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


I only made the 


The amendment suggesteg will be 


Under contracts made by the Government for American forgings of like caliber. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. To go back for a moment, in line 3 of page 4, should 
not the clause read, ‘‘ for assembling and finishing heavy ordnance,’’ 
instead of ‘‘ for finishing and assembling ?’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. Ithinknot. I thinkthe word ‘‘assembling”’ is used 
there with reference to bringing together the parts after they have been 
subjected to the lathe. 

Mr. HALE. This is for an army gunfactory. It is only a question 
whether it should not be ‘‘assembling and finishing.’’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. No, the fine boring, etc., is first done with the 
lathe, and then the men, with great delicacy, put the parts together. 

Mr. HALE. ‘‘Assembling,’’ then, is the last operation? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 4, line 30, after the word 
**made,’’ to strike out ‘‘unless already so provided;’’ and after the 
word ‘‘shall,’’ at the end of the same line, toinsert ‘‘have, or;’’ soas to 
read: 


The material for the guns provided for herein shall be purchased in accord- 
ance with section 3709, Revised Statutes, for which purpose the Secretary of 
War is authorized to make contracts with responsible steel manufacturers, who 
shall be resident citizens of the United States. after proper advertisement, con- 
tinuing not less than thirty days, in the newspapers most likely to reach the said 
manufacturers: Provided, That each bidder with whom such contracts shall be 
made shall have, or agree to erect, in the United States a suitable plant, includ- 
ing the best modern appliances, capable of making all the steel required, and 
of finishing it in accordance with the contracts, and shall further agree to de- 
liver yearly a specified quantity of each caliber, the time of the delivery of the 
steel for the smaller calibers of heavy guns to commence at the expiration of 
not more than eighteen months, and that for the largest calibers, specified in 
the advertisement, at the expiration of not more than three years from the date 
of the acceptance of the contracts; and that all the tools, machines, and mate- 
rial for said guns shall be manufactured in the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
section 5, line 1, after the words ‘‘ purchase of,’’ to strike out ‘‘the 
material for, and the manufacture of;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Sec. 5. For the purchase of 12-inch breech-loading rifled mortars of cast-iron, 
hooped with steel, of about 32,000 pounds weight, ete, 
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there is nothing in section 5 or in section 6, the first paragraph of which 
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Mr. GORMAN. No, it is limited to one hundred. There is not an 


pertains to mortars, inviting any competition or any bids. ‘The De- | officer of the Ordnance Department, and I may say generally not one of 


partment is authorized to buy $250,000 worth of cast-iron hooped 
mortars, and authorized conditionally, in section 6, to expend $650,- 
000 more, a total of $900,000, for an inferior weapon. I do not mean 
to say that a cast-iron rifled mortar, whether breech-loading or muzz'‘e 
loading, or whether hooped or unhooped, is not of some value. It is 
of some value. The modern mortar is not the mortar we see in the 
navy-yards around here. It is really ashort cannon. It stands up 
several feet in the air; it is a very heavy gun—a short, thick gun. I 
do not pretend to say that a cast-iron hooped mortar will not stand fire, 
but I say that no ordnance department in the world would think of 
building such weapons and going ahead to renew the defenses of a coun- 
try with such a weapon. But rather than not have anything, rather 
than depend on the old round mortar, which was a very uncertain 
weapon, as I know, for I have handled many a one, I would consent 
to take some cast-iron steel-hooped mortars; but I call the attention 
of the Senate to the fact that we do not in this bill provide for the con- 
struction of one hundred breech-loading rifled mortars. In section 5 
the Department is authorized to expend $250,000 to buy them, going 
where it pleases, and there is nothing said about bids for them. ‘The 
ordinary careful safeguards of the law are dispensed with. ‘This 12- 
inch breech-loading mortar now at Sandy Hook is furnished by the 
South Boston Iron Works, and I suppose it is contemplated to invite 
the South Boston Iron Works to make the thirty more for $250,000. 
Then section 6 says: 

Whenever any party shall present for test a complete cast-iron breech-loading 
mortar of 12 inches caliber, of about 32,000 pounds weight— : ’ 

The same weight as the cast-iron steel-hooped mortar of the previ- 
ous section— 
with a proper supply of ammunition therefor, not exceeding two hundred 
rounds, such mortar shall be tested in the presence of the party presenting the 
same, and should it be shown to the satisfaction of the board by such tests to 
be equal in accuracy, range, power, endurance, material, and general efficiency 
to the 12-inch cast-iron steel-hooped breech-loading mortar now at Sandy 


Hook 

The one which has been fired one hundred and eighty-three times— 
the mortar and ammunition shall be paid for, including cost of transportation, 
and contract be made for a further supply of not less than fifty and not more 
than one hundred. 

Who will furnish that mortar? The South Boston Iron Works is 
ready, and can do it before anybody else can or will. They will fur- 
nish one of those mortars. I doubt very much if they can present a 
mortar as good as the one hooped with steel and having the same ac- 
curacy, but they are the only parties that can do it who are ready. 
‘This looks like giving $900,000 to a particular concern for a gun that 
the civilized powers do not care toduplicate. Thatisthetruth. Ido 
not like to say it, but itisthetruth. As far as I can read this bill with 
a telescope I can read ‘‘South Boston’’ in it as far as I can read any- 
thing. Still I would rather have these mortars than nothing. 

Mr. GORMAN. The statement of the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAWLEY] is entirely erroneous. I have no doubt that he has 
not critically examined the bill, and that that is the reason why he 
has made the statement. 

‘The provision is simply this and nothing more: Manufacturers, and 
not only one but more than one firm, in the United States believe that 


oO 


they can make a cast-iron mortar of the same weight and endurance | 


that shall have every quality of the standard mortar now at Sandy 
Hook, which the War Department thinks the best in existence, and 
which is bound with steel—that they can furnish such a mortar of 


cast-steel or of cast-iron at half the price, and this section provides | 


that if there be any firm in the United States, one or twenty, that 
will at its or their own expense, without the cost to the Government 
of a dollar, produce such a gun, and in addition furnish to the Gov- 
ernment $10,000 worth of ammunition to try it, or two hundred rounds, 
and then, if it comes up to the standard of the test-gun now at Sandy 
Hook, the Government agrees to take not less than fifty nor more than 
one hundred, and weshall save on the transaction one-half the amount 
on the steel-hooped mortar. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I say right there 

Mr.GORMAN. Justone moment. It is true, I believe, that there 





are, as it stands to-day, two establishments in this country that would | 


attempt to compete for such a gun—the South Boston Iron Works and 
the West Point Foundry. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Why not, then, say ‘‘the Ordnance Department 
shall advertise for 100 cast-iron mortars of an average weight of about 
32,000 pounds, to be capable of passing such tests as the Ordnance De- 
partment may lay down,’’ or make the test whatever you please; or 
provide that the board referred to shall lay down the requirements, and 
then ask for bids, just as you ask for bids in all other cases, as the law 
provides that you shall. Ask who will build, for the least price, 100 
cast-iron, breech-loading mortars of a certain standard of excellency. 

This does not say that. It says whenever any party presents one of 
these mortars, which he can do (he may have it ready now for all I 
know), contracts shall be made with that one party; but suppose four 
present themselves, does it mean that each one shall have a contract 
for one hundred ? 
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| 





the Army experts, who believes that the conditions placed in this amend- 
ment can be complied with by anybody; but there are two manufact- 
uring establishments who believe that they can succeed in complyiaog 
with the conditions, and if there are a hundred others they have the 
same opportunity to present their guns and have them tested. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Does the Senator—— 

Mr. GORMAN. One word more. The Government will not be com- 
pelled to purchase under that provision unless the guns come up tothe 
standard. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But suppose that each one of a half a dozen firms 
furnished a mortar that comes up to the standard, is each one to havea 
contract for one hundred ? 

Mr.GORMAN. Unquestionably not. In the discretion of the board 
the firm presenting the best will have the contract. I think the Sena- 
tor will find by careful reading that that isthe interpretation. If the 
statements of such an officer as Captain Butler, Who has argued all this 
question out, be correct—and he differs from all his comrades ex- 
cept one or two in high canmand—this is a proper thing for us to do. 
He says it is feasible, that it ispossible. If it is, the Government runs 
no risk whatever, but saves half a million dollars. Under the provis- 
ion as it stands the authorities are required to advertise for bids under 
section 3709 of the Revised Statutes. I think the provision is such as 
to give everybody an opportunity without cost to the Government. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will look a little further down in 
Captain Butler’s article he will find that he is an advocate of steel; and 
he would have nothing else but steel if he could have his own way. 
All the officers are of that way of thinking. Captain Butleris like some 
of the rest, he will take the best he can get, but I do not think that 
Captain Butler said that he approved of this. I do not think he will 
say that. Nevertheless it is better than nothing. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is onething that the Senator from Connecticut 
ought, I think, to bear in mind in discussing this matter. What he 
means by a steel gun is, of course, a built-up steel gun. I think he 
understands that considerable attention has been directed to the man- 
ufacture of cast-steel guns, that some people who have given the mat- 
ter considerable attention think it practical to make a gun of that kind 
which will haveall the merits and none of the demerits of the built-up 
guns. It is also true that by reason of recent discoveries there is every 
prospect that cast-iron is to be so treated with aluminum as to make 
it a great deal better metal, stronger, more durable, and closer grained, 
possessing more of the qualities necessary for the ideal gun-metal than 
iron has heretofore had according to any authority, and there are an- 
ticipations that it will be even better; and yet I suppose that it would 
come under the designation of ‘‘ cast-iron’’ according tothis bill. So, 
then, in entering upon this expenditure, if this should be adopted, the 
Government would be giving a stimulus to the production of a better 
grade of iron by reason of its treatment with aluminum which may lead 
to very important results. 

Mr. DOLPH. I meant to say to the Senator from Kansas, when 
I was on the floor before, that if he threw the responsibility upon me 
of taking the bill as it came from the House, or taking it as amended 
by the Senate committee, I should certainly take him at his word and 
take it as it came from the House. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 

Mr. DOLPH. ButI again call attention to the fact that there is 
nothing in this section or in the bill requiring that the mortars shall be 


| manufactured in the United States or that they shall be furnished by 


citizens of the United States. The same criticism applies to section 6, 
which provides for the purchase of cast-iron mortars and of steel built- 
up breech-loading guns. In all the legislation heretofore, I think, had 
upon this subject as to guns for both the Army and for the Navy we 
have required all materials to be of domestic manafacture, and I would 
suggest that an amendment be made, either to this section or to the 
bill, so as to cover everything provided for by the bill, and require the 
guns and mortars to be made in this country. I think this point was 
overlooked by the committee. 

i wish to say with regard to mortars, also, that I do not think they 
are so important as the Senator from Kansas evidently thinks they are. 
They areof but secondary importance. Their range islimited. They 
fire in the airand are designed to drop a shell on the deck of a vessel, 
and as a matter of course they can not be so effective as a gun having 
a horizontal fire or nearly so. An enemy’s vessel could get within 
range of such a battery before it was of any use. My own impression 
is that it would be wiser, instead providing first for mortars, to provide 
first for guns of the greatest range. I should like to see an appropria- 


| tion made for even a larger gun than 16-inch guns. I would like to 


see an appropriation made fora gun of 20 inches—larger than anything 
manufactured in the United States or in any foreign country to my 
knowledge. 

I can not see why there should be such extraordinary economy in the 
matter of appropriations for coast defenses, while we have been so lib- 
eral in appropriations forthe Navy. Ihave stated before, and I repeat 
what I have said upon other occasions, that I do not believe it is prac- 
ticable to defend our coasts by a navy. We have already provided for 
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ae e armored ships at great cost. hat, in my judgment, is three too 
many. It would be more judicious to have expended the money for 
fast « cae rs carrying effective guns and in coast defenses 

We never can defend the coasts of the United States with a navy 
there are too many points to be defended. An effective d: by a 
navy would require at least as many guns at every port to be defended 
as could be brought against that port by the enemy, and as we could 
not know le enemy would attack we must d to de 


sfense 


where tl be prepare 








fend each port on both coasts of the United States if we are to defend 
our coasts by a navy. 

Now, the comparative cost of defending our coasts by navy and by 
coast defenses, land fortifications, is decidedly in favor of the latter. I 
will send to the desk to be read a statement made bya gentl man 
thorou shly informed on this subject as to the cost of one of the vessels 
of the Navy which has gone out of service—her original c ast and t 


cost of maintaining her. 


Che PRESIDING OFFICI The statement will be re: 





desk. 

TT “hi , aa fn)! roe 

rhe Chief Clerk read as follows: 

As an instance of the cost of making and keeping of war vessels perpetually 
in service, we need give but a single instance, and for this we will take tl . 
of the Tennessee, a vessel about the size of one of our new cruisers, but w h 
cost more, as she was made twenty years ago 

The Secretary states the cost of this ship, in 15 57, to be $1,856,075.81; the stof 


repairs put up “=. her from 1869 to 1875, at $1,443,513.21; and for repairs from 1575 





to 1887, $577,716.17; making together for first cost and repairs, $3 305.19. The 
interest on these sums at 5 per cent. is $3,00C,000, making, for the costand repairs, 
with interest thereon, a total of $6,877,305.19. She brought, when sold in 1887 
$34.525, leaving as the net cost for construction, repairs, and interest, $5,842,780.19 





» Secretary states that this vessel was inactive service aboutten years, The 
ce lement of officers and men for such a vessel is about four hundred. The 
yearly pay of these officers and men, together with their expenses, their clot 
rations, ete.,and a fair allowance for the equipment of the vessel, for the stores, 
, will amount to fully $360,000 per year, which for ten years would be $3,& 
which, added to the above cost of vessel, repairs, and interest, makes over 
$9,442,000 as the cost of keeping this vessel in active service about ten years 
$944,000 a year, asum which exceeds one-half of the first cost of the vessel and 
asum which isalmost double the cost it will be to us to keep these twenty 20- h 
guns in service, and a sum fully equal to the yearly cost of keeping the sixty 14, 
16, and 20 inch guns in service, without our ever paying for them at all. 

It will be noticed that no armament was provided in the above estimated cost 
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the life of your floating battery, your ship, upon an average is, say, 
twenty years. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations to strike out certain 


words in section 5. The amendment will be again stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. Insection 5, line 1, after the words ‘‘ purchase 
of,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘the material for, and the manufact- 
ure of.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask that that amendment be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 5, line 7, after the words 
*‘New Jersey,’’ to insert ‘‘said mortars to be subject to inspection in 


all stages;’’ and in line 8, after the word “‘stages,’’ to strike out 
‘five hundred ’’ and insert ‘‘two hundred and fifty;’’ so as to read: 

Forthe purchase of the material for, and the manufacture of, 12-inch breech- 
loading rifled mortars of cast-iron, hooped with steel, of about 32,000 pounds 
weight, similar to and equal in range, power, and accuracy of fire to the 12-inch 
breech-loading mortar, cast-iron, steel-hooped, now at the Ordnance proving- 


— Sandy Hook, N.J., said mortars to be subject to inspection in all stages, 
250 000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 9, after the word ‘‘ dol- 
lars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ to be expended under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of War in accordance with existing laws.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. Does the Senator from Kansas desire that the last 
amendment should prevail ? 

Mr. PLUMB. We have madea general direction about the expend- 
itures in the first section of the bill. That covers that point. I will 
propose later on in the bill an amendmentcovering the point made by 
the Senator about the place where this material should be acquired. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was to insert a new section as section 6, 
which the Secretary proceeded to read, as follows: 


Src. 6. Whenever any party shall present for test a completed cast-iron breech- 





loading mortar of 12 inches caliber, of about 32,000 pounds weight, with a proper 
supply of ammunition therefor, not exceeding two hundred rounds, such mortar 
shall be tested in the presence of the party presenting the same, and should it 
be shown to the satisfaction of the board by such tests to be equal in accuracy, 


range, power, endurance, material, and general efficiency to the 12-inch cast- 
iron steel-hooped breech-loading mortar now at Sandy Hook, the mortar and 
ammunition shall be paid for, including cost of transportation, and contract be 


mace for a further supply of not less than fifty and not more than one hundred, 
at sich reasonable cost as the board herein provided for shall determine, not to 
exceed $6,500 each. The entire number to be delivered in one year from date 
of contract, Said mortar and all which may be contracted for under this pro- 
vision shall be subject to inspection at each stage of manufacture. 


Mr. HAWLEY. The first part of the section provides for a test of 
two hundred rounds at the expense of the manufacturer. That will 
not be the number of rounds that the board will require, I am pretty 
sure, because it is requiring of the first mortar, the one now on the 
ground, referred to in section 5, four hundred rounds. I would move 
an amendment, except that this board, if thisshould become a law, will 
undoubtedly require every mortar to be fired four hundred times, but 
perhaps only two hundred times at the expense of the manufacturer. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not think that is material. The point of put- 
ting that in was that we could not have on hand a large supply of am- 
munition which probably we should not need. In other words, there 
could only be furnished theamount deemed necessary for experimenting. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I haveexpressed my dissatisfaction with this char- 
acter of legislation; but I have said I would rather have a cast-iron 
mortar than none. That is all I wish to say about it. I do not be- 
lieve in any of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to be inserted will be continued. 

The Chief Clerk continued the reading as follows: 

Whenever any party shall present for test a completed single-charge breech- 
loading stee! gun of 10 or 12 inches caliber, with the proper supply ofammunition 
for the test of the same, such gun shall, in the presence of the party presenting 
it, be subjected to such tests as the board shall have prescribed; and should 
such gun be shown to thesatisfaction of the board by such tests to fulfill the re- 
quirements previously prescribed in respect to accuracy, range, power endur- 
ance, and general efficiency, the gun and ammunition shall be paid for at a fair 


The reading of the section proposed 


valnation, including cost of transportation, and contract shall be made ata 
price reasonable in the opinion of the board, withthe party presenting the best 
of such guns, for a further supply of similar guns, to be subjected to the usual 


service test before acceptance, the experimental gun and all guns purchased 
hereunder to be subject to inspection at each stage of manufacture, as follows, 
namely: For not less than fifty 10-inch steel guns; and for not less than fifty 
12-inch steel guns. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thisis another extraordinary provision. 'When- 
ever the Government desires to have private manufacturers furnish it 
anything whatever it is a general rule that it shall advertise, specify- 
ing minutely the qualifications, the requisites of the article in question, 
and shall invite the manufacturers of such articles to compete. This 
does nothing ofthe kind. It is an entire departure. 

I shall make less trouble about thissection than I would if I thought 
there was any possibility of anything resulting fromit. Butjust look 
at the character of it: 


Whenever any party shall present for test a completed single-charge breech- 
loading steel gun of 10 or 12 inches caliber, with the proper supply of ammuni- 
tion for the test of the same, such gun shall— 
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be tried and if it be satisfactory the man shall have a contract for 
from fifty to one hundred guns of 10 or 12 inc: caliber. In order to 
make one of these guns it is necessary for a. manufacturer to expend 
not less than a million and a half of dollarz” Is anybody in the world 
going to expend that sum of money in a dstly, elaborate plant to make 
a steel gun for the Government, the o.ceptance of which is altogether 
uncertain? Is he going to make that with the uncertain hope that he 
may get a contract for a hundred of these 10 or 12inch guns? Is there 
anything in the history of scores of contractors for iron-clad ships, ships 
of all classes, and war supplies of various descriptions, that should en- 
courage any manufacturer to such simple and childlike experiments ? 

I do not think there is a manufacturer in the world who will put up 
his plant for that purpose, and there is only one concern in the country 
that can make a gun or will be able within a year to make a gun of 
that description. 

This is an entire departure from the universal policy of the Govern- 
ment, and one, in my opinion, unfair to the contractors and the great 
steel-men of the country and unfair to the Government. Why not 
say ‘‘ We want so many guns, who bids?’’ and let any manufacturer 
say, ‘* I can not spend a million and a half of dollars in the making of 
these guns unless you give me such and such a price; I will not then 
get my money back, but I shall have my costly plant on band for fur- 
ther commercial uses and I will get something out of it, and possibly, 
I hope, I may make a steady business out of it, but I willnot build one 
gun for you to try, with no promise that you will ever give me another 
job like it.”’ 

Why put such legislation upon the statute-book? Every practical 
man tells me it is good for nothing. I think the committee itself will 
say what the Senator from Maryland said with regard to the previous 
provision for one hundred cast-iron mortars, that the restrictions and 
qualifications are such that it is not believed by anybody, by any ord- 
nance officer or any man familiar with the subject, that it will be done; 
but he thinks there are two concerns in the country that will try those 
cast-iron mortars. That is a comparatively small experiment. It is 
nothing to cast a few tons of cast-iron; it is nothing, comparatively 
nothing, to put 16 tons or 20 or 25 tons of cast-iron into one casting 
and make a mortar; but it is a tremendous work to build up the mill- 
ion and a half dollars of plant necessary to make one experimental 
steel rifle of 12 inches. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishould like to call the attention of the Senator from 
Kansas to something further in regard to section 6. As has already 
been said by.the Senator from Connecticut, thereis no competition pro- 
vided for here. It provides: 

Whenever any party shall present for test a completed cast-iron breech-load- 
ing mortar of 12 inches caliber, of about 32,000 pounds weight, with a proper 
supply of ammunition therefor, not exceeding two hundred rounds, such mor- 
tar shall betested in the presence of the party presenting the same, and should 
it be shown to the satisfaction of the board by such tests to be equal in accu- 
racy, range, power, endurance, material, and general efficiency to the 12-inch 
cast-iron steel-hooped breech-loading mortar now at Sandy Hook— 

Mortars of that character shall be purchased. 

Ihave already stated that in my judgment the cast-iron steel-hooped 
mortar is not the best gun. It is only as strong as one of the metals 
contained in it, probably the cast iron, but in this provision a cast- 
iron, steel-hooped mortar is made the standard of excellence. 

Whenever any party produces a gun of a given weight and caliber 
that is equal to the gun already on hand, one of those mongrel guns, 
then we are to purchase the gun and others like it. We do not say 
we will purchase the best gun that is offered or the best gun that any 
party offers, but that we will take a superior gun to the mongrel gun 
at Sandy Hook, and will purchase such guns whenever a party offers— 
the first party that offers—although this cast-iron mortar may be al- 
ready constructed. 

As soon as it is offered, if it is equal in material and endurance and 
efficiency to the 12-inch cast-iron steel-hooped breech-loading mortar 
at Sandy Hook, then the Government is to purchase a quantity of such 
guns. There is no opportunity for competition. The standard fixed 
is a gun already constructed and in the possession of the Government 
at Sandy Hook. We propose to take gunsof that efficiency and power, 
whether they are the best guns of the kind or not. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me say with regard to what the Senator from 
Cregon has presented that we have given in this bill the money nec- 
essary to make what is called a type mortar of steel. Following the 
theory of the Ordnance Department, no steel mortar will be purchased 


nor would the Department purchase any steel mortar until the type of 


gun it purchased had been made and tested. It will occupy two or 
three years of time, in all human probability, to make this type gun; 
certainly two years. Thatis an experimental gun. In other words, 
they are to determine just the kind of gun we ought to have in order 
to realize the greatest degree of efficiency. It will therefore be two 
years before we can enter on the manufacture of steel mortars. In the 
mean time the Department has provided a type cast-iron mortar, steel- 
hooped, to wit, the one at Sandy Hook, and that has been tested to 
an extent which makes it desirable, according to the Department, that 
it should have more possessing that same degree of efficiency. [ol- 
lowing that theory, we simply say that if any one will bring and fur- 
nish to us a gun at a price $2,500 more than the gun at Sandy Hook 























or others like it can be purchased for we will let them furnish them 
It isa mere temporary expedient, Iadmit. The Department do not 
regard this as the best, but they havegot the merit of knowing exa 
what they ll do 

I'he Senator said a few moments ago that I had said in a previ 
debat m this subject that I did not think there would be a hosti 
gun fired on this continent again. That is my opinion; but I do not 
expect to overcome the adverse opinion of the Senate. So farasIha 
been conc 1 in the preparation of this bill, I have been instru 


in the first place by the vote of the Senate, I have been instructed by 
the iews of th artment and of General Schofield, and | 


anaes 
Urdnance 





have been instructed by » feeling in the country, which has ma 
fested itself in various ways in favor of doing something, and so far 


[can I have labored to bring this bill within the compass represente 
these various opinions of which I have spoken, and I believe, taki 


th rard to the necessity of doing someth 
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there will be a greater feeling of safety than there is now about 
York Harbor, at all events, and in other places, if mortars migh 
placed in them and were there to-day. 

So, I only stand for this as in the line of that which accords wv 


, 1 


what is deemed to be the be of those who are most com 


tent to express an opinion abou iat relating to steel, and on t 
other line of doing something as early as possible of a kind which 
not the very best possible that can be done, but is, according to 
same opinion, better than nothing. 
Mr. DOLPH. TheS& tor did not understand me exactly, It! 
If we are going to take cast-iron mortars, why not get the best 
pose it should turn out that I am correct, that a cast-iron bod; 
steel hoops is not as good as all steel or all iron or all of one m 
Why not advertise and let parties come in and the board take the 
gun that is offered, provided that it shall not be of less efficiency and 
power and shall not be of inferior material to the gun at Sandy Hook 
Mr. PLUMB. for the reason that this isa temporary expedier 
We are proceeding upon the theory of purchasing guns which shal 
in accord with the type that has been used for this character of guns. 
is not known that it will be deemed advisab] I 
subject to manufacturers of guns with the idea that we are to pur 
of them indefinitely, as is expected in the latter part of this 
providing for the purchase of guns. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the section proposed 














e to open up this gens 


to be inserted will proceed. 
Mr. MORGAN. I donot care about participating in this del 








particularly on the special merits of the proposition that is befor 
Senate, but I think it is perhaps my duty to say a word about 
question of our progressing in the direction of getting cast-steel or « 
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iron heavy guns. They are, of course, very much less expensive 
wrought guns. They will not cost on an average, I supp 
than one-half the money. 

I wish to be able to demonstrate now, when we are starting in o 
coast fortifications and in the building and arming of a navy, tha 
can make as good or better guns and n 
else at half the cost. It t is ve yr 
attention. Without pretending to know much about it, I hav i 
some little observation on the subject of the strength of 1 
wrought metals, and I go upon the theory that nature does 
better than art can do it in respect of giving strength to 
through the er ization or natural formation that is g 
them. 

I believe if you take a ton of i ree it from all the impu 
and get it into that condition of 1 where you can cast it th- 
out its having occlusions of air entire body of the ca 
be free from all interruptions by known as air-holes o1 
holes, and if you will allow it to arrange its crystallization in that 
of slow progress which nature itself has employed in the product f 
metals, I suppose you get a stronger metal than any human hand 
make by any machinery that can be devised, and one that is 
more homogeneous, and less liable to crack 1 interruptio1 
breaks than any other metal that can be made. 

So I have always believed that iron brought into the cond 
steel, iron which possesses the requisite amount of carbon to 
steel—for that is the only difference we know of between iron and 
teel— when it is cast in a degree or state of fluidity which will } 
the contact of the crystals of that metal to ) ect 
and then when it is allowed to cool gradual ij 
will arrange itself in a natural way, wi ti 
any man can make with any ki of 1 t 
art; and I think that is the prevailing opini re y 





gaged in the higher ranges and branches of metallurgy. 
If that is all so, there is no reason why we should at this mon 


, aka i 
of time abandon our effort to get guns, the project of getting guns, eith« 
of cast-iron or cast-steel, but the greatest reason why we should co 
Unue our experiments in that direction, for the mechanical and metal- 


lurgical world is coming around to the proposition which I am stating | 


now, and we have had some rather striking examples of it in recent 
castings that were made, I believe, in Pittsburgh, which are being 
turned down in the navy-yard here, at our gun factory. I understand 
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and that they have a range perhaps of something like 10,000 or 12,000 
yards. 

Here is a gun not to be disregarded or discarded; and if we can make 
an experiment and test the matter, as it seems to have been thoroughly 
tested already at Sandy Hook by a gun of similar construction and sim- 
ilar material, only I believe it is steel-bound—if we can make this ex- 
periment and test the matter now on these very favorable conditions, 
it seems to me that we ought to doit. We ought to be able to saveto 
the Government of the United States, if we can do it, half of the cost 
of these mortars. We have an immense coast to defend and we shall 
want a great many guns first and last, if we put it in a state of actual 
defense, or rather if we put the guns where they are available upon 
their carriages, and then we go with our spades and build the very best 
breastworks that can be made by throwing up earth and sand. If that 
is to be our course of fortification we can save enormously to this coun- 
try by having cast-iron guns, if they are good enough mortars; and I 
suppose in the test of one of them in connection with the tests which 
have been made already of the one at Sandy Hook we should be able 
pretty well to determine whether it be necessary to go further. 

it seems to me that that is really the only open door of experiment, 
for we have tried compression. J do not mean that we have done it, 
but Krupp has, Armstrong has, and others. We have tried these im- 
miense compressors; we have tried hammers and everything of that 
sort so as to get up a homogeneous metal for a built-up gun of steel, 
and we find in the experiments that have been made at various places 
that they are not the safest guns in the world. Thereare iron guns in 
existence to-day which have done twenty times the work of the steel 
guns made by Mr. Krupp which haveexploded. The iron gun is still 
good. A good many of the Dahlgren and the Rodman guns are in ex- 
istence now and just as strong as they can be. They are just as strong 
as they ever were after having been fired an immense number of times— 
I forget now how many, but perhaps a thousand times. So we must 
not merely for the following of a fashion discard an opportunity of 
making a final experiment upon this thing when it can be done as 
cheaply as is proposed to be done in this bill. 

At first I thought I was in favor of having this House bill passed 
just as it came over, for the reason that when the House want to do 
anything in this direction I am in favor of meeting them on half-way 
ground and making as many steps towards the point as we can get, but 
I think that this is a valuable amendment tothe bill. If we have 
only two or three establishments in the United States that can make 
them, it is our misfortune. I suppose that they can be made after all 
as cheaply in the United States as they can be made in Germany and 
in England, and if we can get them at a fair price it seems to me that 
is all that ought to be required. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I am one of those who believe that 
this country ought to be placed in a better condition of defense, both 
as to the strength of the Navy and the improvement of our fortifica- 
tions, as well as the preparation for building a sufficient number of a 
better quality of guns than we have. Looking at the sixth section of 
the bill I desire to call attention to the question as to whether it will 
render any aid in securing additional means of defense. The first 
clause in the sixth section provides that— 

Whenever any party shall present for a test a completed cast-iron breech- 
loading mortar of 12 inches caliber, of about 32,000 pounds weight, with a proper 
supply of ammunition therefor, not exceeding two hundred rounds, such mor- 
tar shall be tested in the presence of the party presenting the same, and should 
it be shown tothe satisfaction of the board by such tests to be equalin accuracy, 
range, power, endurance, material, and general efficiency to the 12-inch cast- 
iron steel-hooped breech-loading mortar now at Sandy Hook, the mortar and 
ammunition shall be paid for, including cost of transportation, and contract be 
made for a further supply of not less than fifty and notmore than one hundred, 
at such reasonable cost as the board herein provided forshall determine, not to 
exceed $6,500 each. The entire number to be delivered in one year from date 
of contract. Said mortar and all which may be contracted for under this pro- 
vision shall be subject to inspection at each stage of manufacture. 

If there were fifty such mortars furnished they would cost about 
$325,000 ; if one hundred were furnished they would cost about $650,- 
000; but can we expect to geta single mortar under that provision? Is 
it not a delusion and a snare to those who hope for real preparation for 
the defense of the country? Who can point to the person who will 
manufacture the plant to build the mortar and furnish the ammunition 
and have the gun tested without knowing whether he is going to geta 
contract or not? 

Then the next clause of the same section is a great deal worse. It 
provides that— 


Whenever any party shall present for tesia completed single-charge breech- 
loading steel gun of 10 or 12 inches caliber, with the proper supply of ammuni- 
tion for the test of the same, such gun shall, in the presence of the party pre- 
senting it, be subjected to such tests as the board shall have prescribed; and 
should such gun be shown to the satisfaction of the board by ruch tests to ful- 
fill the requirements previously prescribed in respect to accuracy, range, power, 
endurance, and general efficiency, the gun and ammunition shall be paid for at 
a fair valuation, including cost of transportation, and contract shall be made, at 
a price reasonable in the opinion of the board, with the party presenting the 
best of such guns, for a further supply of similar guns, to be subjected to the 
usual service test before acceptance, the experimental gun and all guns pur- 
chased hereunder to be subject to inspection at each stage of manufacture, as 
follows, namely: For not less than fifty 10-inch stee] guns; and for not less than 
fifty 12-inch steel guns. 


lf we take the maximum number of steel guns to be provided under 
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this clause, estimating the cost of a gun at $40,000 (and I understand 
that $40,000 to $45,000 is about what a gun will cost), there would be 
$2,000,000 appropriated under that clause. If there is to be the maxi 
mum number of 12-inch guns, costing about $55,000 each, there would 
be $2,750,000 to be applied in that way for the actual cost of the guns, 
making $4,750,000. 

Is there a human being who believes that one gun will ever be ob 
tained under that provision of the bill, and is not the clause an entir: 
delusion? If we desire to have the country put in a condition for d 
fense, if we expect to obtain the making of guns which will meet th 
necessities of the Government, are we to obtain it with such a p: 
vision as this? 

It seems to me that if Senators mean anything they had better chang: 
the form of this proposed legislation so as to produce results. If the 
mean anything, if they mean to hold out the idea that they are appro- 
priating about $5,000,000 for preparation for the defense of the coun- 
try, and know it will not effect it, then in common fairness we ought 
to strike out these clauses. They have no business in the bill if th 
are there simply a delusion, if they must be ineffective; and I take it 
there is no Senator here who will assume that there can be a gun ob- 
tained under either of these provisions. 

Then, beginning in line 49, the sixth section provides— 


hat under the provisions of this section of this actthe board shall not expend 
or enter into contract or contracts involving the Government in an aggregat« 
expenditure exceeding $6,000,000 nor an expenditure on the part of the Govern- 
ment in any one fiscal year in excess of $2,000,000, 


It seems to me there is no use in putting such provisions in the bil). 
We can make a provision that will secure the construction of such guns. 
Surely we are capable of employing language that will carry out the 
purpose and secure the construction of the guns; and if we mean that, 
why not put in the bill language that will give us the guns we need 
and not language that produces a mere delusion, and that we know in 
advance will never produce a gun? 

I trust if the language is not improved that this section will b 
omitted. The truth is it seems to me that the bill ought to be recom- 
mitted to the committee, and let them reframe the language so that it 
will be calculated to produce real results. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, in regard to the first paragraph of sec- 
tion 6, the committee bad what we regarded as satisfactory assurances 
that a gun would be produced for test in accordance with it. The ord- 
nance officers, I think, do not believe the gun will respond to the test 
they do not think it will be as good as the type gun to which referenc: 
is made and which is set up as the standard; but that some respousib!: 
manufacturer will present for test within a brief period a mortar which 
he thinks will stand the required test, I have no doubt. If he should 
be mistaken, then we shall not get them, of course we shall not want 
them, but we shall have at least furnished the opportunity to the m« 
who think they can make just as good a gun out of cast-iron as the Go, 
ernment already has from a combination of cast-iron and steel,and th: 
will have been satisfied at least that they are wrong, and we shall knoy. 
alsothat they are wrong. If we get them, then weshall havea weapo: 
which, while not the very best perhaps that can be had, at the sam 
time, as I have before stated, will be better than nothing. 

In regard to the second paragraph of the sixth section I do not 
know, nor do I have any very strong assurance, that we shall get 
reason of its adoption finished guns from the hands of private manu 
facturers, but we shall at least have made the effort, and we shall hav: 
made it under a proposition which I think is entirely reasonable. | 


there is any manufacturer in the United States who has the machine: + 
or whocan be induced by a reasonable contract to provide the machine: Ri 
we give him the opportunity to do so, and we encourage him to dos bs 
I think it is fair encouragement. It may prove not to be so, but lik 


a good many other things there will be some demonstration which 
will make us wiser. Ei 

Now, suppose we do not getanything. Itisnot fair to say, it wou! 7 
not be fair for the Senator from Texas tosay, even if that were disc!os: 
by the experience under this bill, that it had been a delusion and 
snare. I do notthink he means tosay that the committee has desig: 
to put something in the bill which it knew would be ineffective. 
doubt very much if he with all his resources could frame a provisi 
which would be more likely to accomplish the results, unless he 10) 
ered the standard or largely increased the number of guns to be | 
chased under it in such a way as to offer extraordinary inducements 
somebody to engage in the manufacture of these guns. 

It has been a standing complaint for many years that the Ordnan 
Bureau of this Government was non-receptive, that it was determin 
that no guns should be made for which it did not first furnish the ty} 
and prescribe what should be done at every stage of the manufactur: 
in such a way that all the guns we have should be credited to the: 
It is claimed by persons of high and low degree that they do not 
consideration for their inventions, for their enterprise, for their genius 
for their determination, for their skill at the hands of the Ordnance 

3urean. I donotsay whether thatis true or not; it is not necessary {o! 
the purposes of this argument, but I only say that an opinion of tha 
kind exists very largely in this country. bi 

Now, here is an answer to it. We say to these manufacturers, “1! 
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you think you can make a better gun or as good a gun as the United | of the Ordnance Bureau, and s yw it cs. At 
States Government can make, here is your opportunity. Show your | we shall have disarmed t * ( sm of w I 
h by your works.”’ It will probably excite some m osay W 
Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator permit a question? will not do this; and I am not ] ired to believe t 
Mr. PLUMB. Certainly be found a manufacturer who e loo oO trac 
Mr. HAWLEY. Has the Senator ever heard by word of mouth or | ert it as a direction in wl ( é S$ cay 
letter from a single steel manufacturer in the country that he has | b ise the manulactur w th l Gover 
the slightest idea of doing any such thing as he is invited to do | upon an expenditure of t to cont 
| , é con we 3 <0 it 3 é 
Mr. PLUMB. I have not myself individually, but I have been told | being 
by members of this body and by at least one member of the House of So while I do not say t 
Nepresentatives that it was altogether probable that the Government | Texas, that we are going ] ‘ 
W | get satisfactory propositions under sections similar to this. of these provisions, I believe eel perit 
Mr. HAWLEY. No — has been made ? will be presented for test a ila 
Mr. PLUMB. Yes; I have been told so. if that mortar does answer to thet ¢ ved, that t 
Mr. HAWLEY. I have seen a large number of the leading steel | disobeyed and that the fifty absolutely required to | 
I ifacturers, and have visited their establishments and talked the | not be purchased 
tover with them. Inpever heard one of them say anything like [ am encouraged to believe that e ! ; 
it. Itisa very strange thing to me that they are willing to spend a facturer will press or test é wh é 
I n dollars for a plant to produce a gun to be tested. he presents it (and that belief, « u i 
j PLUMB. If I were in the place of the Senator from Connect cture it) that 1t will prove t i t 
cut and possessing the authority be does, I would not discourage b gun which the Government is 
m nage on this floor the manufacturers from engaging in just this Suppose, however, he does 1 do t é é 
k ork. Hecertainly admits thatit is desirable to doit. Why | ion and a half dollars’ worth « W 
yuld he characterize them in advance as being fools if they und: solutely get withe ny contin y what ‘ 
ta it ? factory provided for, which 1 ) l a et 
Mr. HAWLEY. Ican not instruct men in their business. | much of the work we are sure of, anyho Two 
peaking of what they have told us. Nothing in the world that the | dollars’ worthof steel forg d the te 
Senator or m) self or anybody else says here will have any influence | « ers in the Ord ce Burea l u 
upon their investment or non-investment of a million dollars. The tories would cost ]} i three-quar of a } 
now all about the business. Iam only telling what they have . | the gun would be finished and assembled « ng two ye 
any one of them has privately said, when none of the others stood | within three years of tir 
y, ‘‘ If you will pass a section like this, I shall goto work, at an So I think my friend X th v 
us expense of a million or a million and a half, and produce a gun | of doing something in the e of 
nder the chance that I may get a contract,’’ I will confess it isa man t even if these t swh \ 
I do not know. prove entire effective i rt 
Mr. PLUMB. I have been told on what I believe to be perfect! lelaying its pa re for a m¢ 
good authority that the largest steel manufacturing concern in Mr. REAGAN. I did not stat 
country is now putting up a new plant, expected to be the larg: Mr. HARRIS. I should | to in I t > 
t most complete and perfect in appointment that there is in th does not think that a part of to-n 
United States, and that it would engage in gun-making under a ] in considering this | t ean ( 
vision similar to the one we are now discuss That may be a mis Mr. PLUM! Is t « l fora 
take; Ido not know. I donot know that I am aware of a l eC bill this eve p 
ifacturer in the United States whose establishment is i: Mr. HAWLEY. I e to 
tion to verify anything I have heard. Mr. REAGAN L de 
Mr. HAWLEY. There is only one establishment in { i \ 
States to which that language will apply. It will soon be ready to The PRESIDING OFFI t 
ke large guns. from Tennessee - 
Mr. TELLER. What establishment is that? Ir. HARRIS. I yield t suge 5 
Mr. HAWLE} The Bethlehem Works, which has nearly « who desires to submit some 
pleted a plant for the manufacture of heavy gun forgings. W! Mr. HAWLEY 1 I \ 
expressed my incredulity as to whether anybody had done so, I based it | passes over, as undoubtedly i I t 
partly on the very latest information I had from that concern, from a ely after the morning business to 
n deeply interested in their enterprise. They have made no propo Mr. PLUMB. Yes, at one 
sition. ‘They may have, nevertheless, a concealed purpose to be ahead Mr. REAGAN Mr. President, I stat broa 
of anybody else in making this costly plant. not iin ider either « e of se I 
Mr. PLUMB. The company to which I refer is not the company | should get any guns or mo Id t 
about which the Senator is speaking because that reason had been Lb Si 
Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not knowany of their business secrets, butit Mr. HAWLEY [ mer to t 
is an amazing piece of news that anybody will make that calculation | an expenditure in plant t CO eX} 
upon having a contract with the Government of the United States | engage in without some c ( My ‘ ‘ 
hereafter. the plant 
Mr. PLUMB. Iwas considerate myself of the Senator, because if The Senator from Kans I yn t 
I was engaged in manufacturing steel and had half way a notion under | bill that it is more importa ( we p t 
an opportunity of this kind, his expressions here would undoubtedly | obtain guns. That is my deduction f 
induce an abandonment of the enterprise. it was the production of a comn ( some 
The Senator will bear in mind that sometimes after a man looks over | would have a market and compe mn for impt 
a thing he changes his mind. TheSenator was led to believe, as I was | be all right; I would have 1 ection to the polic 
led to believe, three or four years ago when we considered this ques- | Senator from Kansas; but if we expect to get gun the 
tion, not exactly together but at the same time and in connection with | Gover we must bear nind that the Gover 
the preparation of a bill, that we could not get manufacturers to erect | possi ston nd i st incur the expense ar f 
the necessary plant for the production of steel forgings for guns « f a | the necessary plant for the construction of t h 
caliber of 10 or 12 inches or make a contract for $10,000,000 worth of | made by the Government or by privat lividua 
steel. We now know thata quarter of that sum will produce a atl i think from my mode of reasoning that th ) 
Manufacturers, conservative and interested as they are, grasping as | way of securing the construction of gut 1 morta I 
they are, gain in knowledge by process of time. It sometimes hap- | ducement held out here in these two clauses of section 
pens, I have no doubt, that if they can not get everything that is ; furnishing mortars and guns for test that they w e 
ing around loose they will take an analogous proportion of it, and so | in any way for the expense they may go to the te 
it may prove that while the manufacturers would not do that at the | developing proper mortars and proper guns 
date of the investigation which the Senator made carefully and th¢ It seems to me ler such circumstances, that it is no 
oughly and which he had in his mind, they may do something a great | able, as I said before, that one gun prodaced 
deal better now. from Kansas suggests that mortars ivy be produced ut 
But I do not speak of this as a certainty. I do not regard this my lause of the sixth section. » not hat a plan 
self as anything but a tentative proposition. I want to open the door | I take it the Senator from Kansa much better inf 
just as far as it may be opened safely to the private enterprise of this | but it will cost a million or a m mn » half de 8 
country to do what we are now prepared to do only through the medium | all feel certain that there are no private parties going toi 
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or a million and a half dollars and censtruct a gun at a very large ex- 
penditure, and furnish the ammunition and put it in position for test 
in order to take the chance of possibly getting a contract to construct 


a number of pune. 

These were the objections I had, and I repeat that my conviction 
is that every interest in this country requires that it should be in a 
better condition of defense, that it should have a better navy, that it 
should strengthen its fortifications, that it should provide more and 
better guns, and more and better material of every kind for the defense 
} 


ne 





ol t country. 

The Senator from Kansas thinks that there is no danger that there 
will ever be a hostile shot fired here. I think it is assuming a very 
great responsibility for the lawmakers of this country, for those who 
have charge of the dearest interests of this country, to assume that 
with all the complications which surround us, with our position in the 


world, with our position as a nation, being mixed up with all the com- 
mercial and political relations of the world, that there will be no hos- 


tile shot fired. 1 trust that may be so. No one would dread more 
than I would dread tosee a war inaugurated. Noone would go further 
than I would, on terms of honor and propriety, to avoid a war. But 
if we would avoid it, we onght to have that sort of statesmanship, that 
sort of prescience, that sort of knowledge which would qualify us to 
prepare for such contingencies and to sustain our negotiations by the 
proper means of sustentation. 
As I had occasion to say once before here, I believe unorganized 
power, I care not how great it is, is totally inefficient in the presence 
of organized power. A great Government like ours, charged with the 
responsibility which it has of protecting the population and the inter- 
ests which it must protect, owes it to itself, owes it to its people, owes 
it to every interest, if it would place itself in the position of a first-class 
power of the earth, to enforce the principles of right, which are neces- 
sary to the protection of its people and its honor. It is for that reason 
that it seems to me the committee ought to make more efficient pro- 
vision for securing the construction of guns. 
FORT WALLACE RESERVATION, 
Mr. PLUMB. 

conference report. 

The PRESIDING 
ceived and read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8310) to provide for the dis- 
posal of the Fort Wallace military reservation in Kansas, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 3,4, and 5. 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
lieu of the matter stricken out by said Senate amendment insert the fol- 
low ing: 7 

“Src, 2. That the Union Pacific 'ailroad Company is hereby granted the pref- 
erence right, for the period of three months after the appraisement herein pro- 
vided for, to purchase the southeast quarter of the northeast quarter of section 
24, township 13 south, range 39 west, and fractional blocks 44, 49, 50, 51, 36, and 
48, according to the town plat of the city of Wallace, the same being now occu- 
pied by said railroad company for depot and other purposes, at $30 per acre.’’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


Before moving an adjournment, I desire to present a 


"D> 
sik. 


OFFICI The conference report will be re- 


In 


P. B. PLUMB, 

H. M. TELLER, 

JAMES H. BERRY, 
Managers on the part of the Senale. 


WM. S. HOLMAN, 
J. E. WASHINGTON, 
E. J. TURNER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. PLUMB. _ I move the adoption of the report. 
The report was concurred in. 
AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. CALL, Mr. TURPIE, and Mr. PLUMB submitted amendments 
intended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BECK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON, 


Mr. PLUMB. Now I move the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before submitting the motion, the 
Chair will lay before the Senate the unfinished business, the title of 
which will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. ‘‘A bill (S. 12) te provide forthe formation and 
admission into the Union of the State of Washington, and for othe: 
purposes.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the motion 
of the Senator from Kansas that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 38 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, August 31, 1888, at 12 
o’clock m. 
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OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


HOUSE 
THURSDAY, August 30, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. Curuperr, ; 
D. D. ; 
rhe Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. ; 
JACOB BLOOMSTEIN VS. THE UNITED STATES, . 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the assistant 


clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting findings of fact by the con 
in the case of Jacob Bloomstein vs. The United States; which was re 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 
COMMITTEE 
The SPEAKER also Jaid before the House the following communi 


SERVICE. 


tion: 
WASHINGTON, August 29, 1588. 
Sr: I hereby tender my resignation as a member of the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroads, and also as a member of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. I request that the resignation be accepted. 
Very respectfully, 
CHARLES TRACEY, 
lion. Joun G, CARLISLE, 


Speaker House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York will be acceded to, and he will be excused from 
further service on these committees. 

There was no objection. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (8. 3234) to abol- 
ish circuit-court powers of certain district courts of the United States, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WILKINS, indefinitely, on account of very important business. 

To Mr. LAIDLAW, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BREWER, indefinitely, after Tuesday next, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. Bynum, for fifteen days, from Saturday, September 1. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask leave of absence 
for myself for fifteen days. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the leave of absence will be 
granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WISE. I also wish to ask leave of absence from Monday next 
for sixteen days. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

PRINTING OF CERTAIN TESTIMONY. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forp], the 
chairman of the select committee on the alleged violation of the law 
as to the importationof contract labor, etc., asks thatan order be made 
to print the testimony so far as taken by that committee. The Chair 
will state that the request of the gentleman does not specify the num- 
ber of copies to be printed. 

Mr. FORD. The request is to print the usual number of copies; 
1,900, I believe. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. To be distributed amongst the members ? 

The SPEAKER. They will be printed of course for the use of the 
House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Inorder that there may beno misunderstand- PS 
ing, I would suggest tothe gentleman from Ohio that when an order Ss 
is made to print in this manner the number printed do not go to mem- 
bers by the usual method of distribution. 

The SPEAKER. They do not of course go to members as other 
documents which are printed for the use of the members; but they go 
into the document-room, where they are accessible to the members. 

Mr. BRUMM. I think in a case of this importance there ought to 
be some understanding that the members shall each have the right to 
go there and secure a copy. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is a very pertinent suggestion. It 
not infrequently happens that members go to the document-room to 
secure copies of documents and find them exhausted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is the reason I suggested to the gent! 
man from Ohio that when the order is made to print the usual num- 
ber of copies they are not distributed pro rata amongst the members. 
If it is designed that they shall go to the members it is necessary to 
introduce the resolution in another form; and I would suggest in this 
case that it had better go to the Committee on Printing, if that is the 


purpose. 
The SPEAKER. 
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The Chair will state that if the resolution is 


referred to the Committee on Printing it can report the cost of print- 
ing an extra number for distribution amongst the members. 
If there be no objection, the request of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan will be acceded to and the usual number printed in this case. 
There was no objection, 
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( i l ) t t] a sua moer allows i b 
I will n to i luce a concurrent resolution 
I SPEAK I h cceeds $500. But the Cor 
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Mr. BLAND. I make the point that no question of privilege is pre- olasville, Irvine and Beattyville Railroad Company; which was referred ‘ 
BCL { Hous to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
Mr. \ [did not intend to reflect personally upon my colleague. | with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
Mr. YOST, That is all I de —" to ae ae oe MATILDA SPANGLER. 
The SVEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri P. i . ‘ - . . : 
1 sh a int that oe eieutian: af eetetionn tn — to | , Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
th Som i J oa favorably the bill (H. R. 10106) to place the name of Matilda Spangler 
PAYSON. The matter is all settled between the gentlemen. on the pension roll; which was referred to the Committee of th he 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
RELIEF FROM CHARGES OF DESERTION. ordered to be printed. 
Mr. STEELE. I ask unavimous consent that there be a reprint of ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
the bill (IL. Rh. 6106) for the relief of certain volunteer soldiers of the The SPEAKER protempore. ‘The hour for the consideration of bills 
late wa The edition already printed has been exhausted. commences at twenty-five minutes to 1 o’clock. 
the SPEAKER pro tempore.. There being no objection, the order Mr. SPRINGER. I move to dispense with that hour for to-day. 
will be made, 


MRS. GENERAL WARD B. BURNETT. 


Several members called for the regular order. 


The SPEAKER pro fempore. The regular order is the consideration 
of two bills which, by previous order of the House, were postponed 
until to-day immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. STRODLE. In regard to the first of those bills—the bill (S. 
Gal) to increase the pension of Mrs. General Ward B. Burnett—it was 
especially agreed that its consideration should not interfere with the 
bill now pending for the organization of Oklahoma. I had sincerely 


hoped that this pension bill might be disposed of this morning, but in 
view of the fact that it conflicts with the bill already pending, I ask, 
as a further favor at the hands of the House, that Senate bill No. 681 
may be allowed to be called up for consideration during the session of 
Thursday 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. Strv- 
BLE] asks unanimous consent that the consideration of the bill (S. 681) 
to increase the pension of Mrs. General Ward b. Burnett be postponed 
for one we ek. 

Mr. HOOKER. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move, then, that the further consideration of 

hill be postponed until one week from to-day. 
Che motion was agreed to, 
MARGARET STAFFORD WORTH, 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent that a similar order of 
postponement be made with reference to the other bill fixed for con- 
sideration this morning—the bill (S. 867) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet Stafford Worth. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I hope that the same order may be made with 
reference to this bill as was made just now in the other case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
DocKERY | asks that the same order be made with reference to this 
bill as was adopted in regard to the one just acted upon by the House. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered, 

INTERNAL REVENUE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. 11308) to subdivide the internal revenue collection district 
of Florida; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


BUSINESS, 


next, 


the 


ORDER OF 

Mr. ROGERS. TI rise to a parliamentary inquiry; has the morning 
hour for the presentation of reports been dispensed with? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, It hasnot been. Objection was made 
to that request, The regular order is now the call of committees for 
reports 

HENRY A. RAMSAY. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11197) for the removal of the political dis- 
abilities of Henry A. Ramsay; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WRITS OF ERROR IN CAPITAL CASES. 

Mr. ROGERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with an amendment in the nature of a substitute the bill (S. 3234) to 
abolish cireuit court powers of certain district courts of the United 
States, and for other purposes; which was referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DEED TO SAMUEL I. GUSTIN. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10919) to make valid a deed to 
acertain tract of land in Bibb County, Georgia, made and delivered by 
Brig. Gen. Davis Tilson, acting assistant commissioner of the Freed- 
man’s Bureau, to Samuel I. Gustin, his heirs and assigns; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS KENTUCKY RIVER. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 11262) to authorize the construction of bridges 
across the Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Richmond, Nich- 


There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
OKLAHOMA. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of resuming the consideration of the Oklahoma bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. DoCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thecommittee resumes the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 10614) to organize the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other 
purposes. 

The Clerk will read the pending amendment, which was moved by 
the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. ANDERSON]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the word “acre,” in line 14 of section 5, the follow- 
Ing: 

* Provided, Thatall honorably discharged U nion soldiers, sailors, and marines, 
who served in the war for the suppression of the rebellion, shall, in making en- 
tries for actual settlement under the provisions of this act, be, and hereby are, 
exempted, in consideration of said service, from the payment of the purchase 
price provided for in this act; and proof of such actual service for a period of 
at least sixty days, and of honorable discharge therefrom, by such former sol- 
dier, sailor, or marine, shall be accepted by the United States in payment in full 
of the purchase price of the lands so entered upon, and all fees in connection 
with said entry. And ail land ofiicers of the United States are directed to give 
preference to the persons making entries under this provision.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Whenthe committee rose the point of noquorum 
was made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON]. The vote 
will be again taken on the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 38, noes 51. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint astellers the gentleman 


from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] and the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr, AN- 
DERSON ]. 4 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 72 3 
noes 92. a 
So the amendment was disagreed to. a 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will proceed with the reading of th: is 
bill. é 
Mr. HOLMAN. I offer the following proviso to the section. a 
The Clerk read as follows: : 3 
Provided further, That no person shall be authorized to enter land under any ig 
provision of this act who at the time of applying to make such entry isthe owner q 
of 160 acres of land or more in any State or Territory, or who shall have sold 160 4 
acres of land or more within ninety days before applying to make such entry @ 
The Secretary shall prescribe rules to carry into effect this provision. No land 4 
warrant or scrip of any kind shall be located on any land embraced in this 4 
act. # 
Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that amendment will not be adopted. S 
Mr. PAYSON. I move to strike out ‘‘ 160 acres,’’ wherever it oc- : 
curs, and insert ‘80 acres.’’ x 
Mr. PAYSON’S amendment to the amendment was agreed to. ‘ 
Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I move to strike out that part of the Fy 


amendment relating to any sale within three months. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the portion proposed to be 
stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Or who shall have sold 80 acres of land or more within ninety days before ap 
plying to make such entry. 

The amendment to the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. WEAVER, I wish to make a remark and offer an amendment. 
It ought to be a voluntary sale. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is what it means. 

Mr. WARNER. It can not mean anything else. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is it in order to move an amendment making 
it one year instead of ninety days? 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘There isno objection to that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If it is to have any effect it should be made 
one year. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. WEAVER. Oh, no; that is going to an extreme. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. WEAVER. I ask only to speak one minute on the amend- 
ment, 

Che CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE 
reply. 
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Is there objection ? 
I will not object if Iam allowed a minute to 
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try as their own they are as much concerned in its welfare and pros- 
perity and the country is as much concerned in them as if their fore- 
fathers had landed on Plymouth rock from the Mayflower. I regret 
that the committee has seen proper to extend to these future citizens 
of our common country this stepmotherly greeting, which is likely to 
sow in ‘their breasts the seeds of disappointment and dissatisfaction from 
their very arrival amongst us. I believe the proposition to be contrary 
to the liberal spirit which has formerly prevailed on this subject, and 
to be a sharp entering wedge to the recognition of distinction between 
different classes of our citizens. I bespeak for my amendment favor- 
able consideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Section 6 of the bill was read, as follows: 

Src, 6. That whenever the Cherokee tribe of Indians shall signify their assent 
to the provisions of this section, in legal manner, to the commission provided 
for in this act, and the President has issued his proclamation fixing the time as 
herein provided, the unoccupied portion of the lands west of the ninety-sixth de- 
gree of west longitude, ceded to the United States by the said tribe of Indians by 
the treaty concluded July 19, 1866, shall be open to settlement, except the sixteenth 
and thirty-sixth sections of said land, which shall be reserved for school purposes, 
and shall be disposed of to actual settlers only, in quantities not to exceed 160 
acres, in square form, to each settler, at the price of $1.25 per acre. All persons 
who are heads of families or over twenty-one years of age, and who are citizens 
of the United States, or have resided in the United States two years and have 
declared their intention to become citizens thereof, shall be entitled to become 
actual settlers on such lands. An accurate account shall be kept by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior of the money received as proceeds of the sale of said lands, 
and said money shall be placed to the credit of the Cherokee Indian tribe inthe 
‘Treasury of the United States, after deducting the cost of the sale by the United 
States and the amount heretofore appropriated ard paid to the Cherokee tribe 
as part compensation for said unoccupied lands: Provided, That nothing in this 
act shall be construed to authorize any person to enter upon or occupy any of 
the lands mentioned in this or the preceding section, for the purpose of settle- 
ment or otherwise, until after the said Indian tribes and the commissioners 
herein authorized have concluded an agreement to that effect as provided herein, 
and laid the same before the President of the United States, who is thereupon 
authorized and required to issue his proclamation declaring such relinquished 
lands open to settlement, and fixing the time from and after which such lands 
may be taken. Any person who may enter upon any part of said lands con- 
trary to the provisions of this act, and prior to the time fixed bythe President’s 
proclamation, shall not be permitted to make entry upon any lands or lay any 
claim thereto in said Territory. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I desire. to offer the same amendment to this sec- 
tion—to strike out, in lines 16 and 17, the words: 

Have resided in the United States two years, and. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That was agreed to before in the other section, 
and I hope there will be no objection to it now. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BARNES. I desire especially to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that the language of the sixth section clearly mis- 
represents the history of the case. It reads: 

That whenever the Cherokee tribe of Indians shall signify their assent to the 
provisions of this section in legal manner to the commission provided for in this 
act and the President has issued his proclamation fixing the time as herein pro- 
vide!, the unoccupied portions of the land west of the ninety-sixth degree of 
west longitude, ceded to the United States by the said tribe of Indians by the 
treaty concluded July 19, 1866, shall be open to settlement, etc. 


sy reference to the treaty it will be seen that there never has been 
any actual cession of these lands. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to an amendment, ‘‘ agreed to 
be ceded to the United States.”’ 

Mr. BARNES. It was not agreed to be ceded to the United States. 
It was agreed to be ceded to the Indians settling thereon. I move to 
amend by striking out the words ‘‘ceded to the United States,’’ in 
lines 6 and 7, and make it read, ‘‘agreed to be ceded as provided by 
the treaty of July 19, 1866.’’ 

Mr. RYAN. Let it be read as amended, so we may see how it will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 6and 7 strike out the words “ceded to the United States’? and in- 
sert “as agreed to be ceded according to the provisions of the treaty concluded 
July 19, 1866,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOOKER. Before going from that section I desire to offer the 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words “in legal manner to the commission provided for in this 
act”? and insert “until the consent of said Cherokee tribe of Indians shall be 
first obtained by a commission to be a by the President of the United 
States, and when said commission shall have reported that said consent of said 
Cherokee tribe of Indians has been obtained.”’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. The eleventh section provides for a commission, 
and this simply anticipates it. Let your amendment be offered to that 
section. 

Mr. HOOKER. No; I want it to go right in there. 

If it be true that under the provisions of this bill you are going to 
get as a condition-precedent their consent, then it ought to be done 
and reported before any organization of the Territory is attempted to 
be established there. and that is the reason why I offerthis amendment. 
It will be observed that the language used in the bill of the eommit- 
tee is exceedingly vague and indefinite in its character. It says ‘‘that 
whenever the Cherokee tribe of Indians shall signify their assent to the 
provisions of this section in legal manner,’’ without stating what that 
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manner is to be, or in what way that assentisto be obtained. The pro- 
vision should be made to appoint a commission to visit these tribes in 
the first instance and obtain their consent to the institution of a Terri- 
torial government there before anything is attempted to be done. It 
should be a condition-precedent before establishing the Territorial gov- 
ernment there, and especially before the Government appoints the ofii- 
cers of the government and all the paraphernalia of a ‘Territorial goy- 
ernment and then obtain the concession of the Indians. 

If the parties who are in favor of this bill are in earnest about re- 
quiring the consent of the Indian tribes, and especially of this tribe, for 
they are the owners, as I have shown on a former occasion, and have 
patents to the land embraced in this proposed Territory, it ought to be 
had as a condition-precedent. To create a government there, without 
any expression of opinion had before from the tribes and the fact that 
the consent should be obtained afterwards, would, in my judgment, be 
an expensive operation. I do not know how much it will take, Mr. 
Chairman, to carry into effect this Oklahoma bill. I venture the asser- 
tion that it will not cost the Government less than ten or fifteen mill- 
ion dollars to establish this Territory. If you are in earnest about ob- 
taining the consent of the Indians, all this expense of the appointment 
of officers, and instituting all the paraphernalia of instituting a Terri- 
torial government can be avoided, because it will all be nugatory and 
worthless unless the consent of the Indians be obtained. Is it not, 
therefore, wisdom on the part of the United States if a Territorial gov- 
ernment is to be established there to send a commission first; and is it 
not best that this consent should be obtained as a condition-precedent, 
before the Territorial government isestablished? The tribes have never 
asked for it, and none of them have asked for its establishment there. 
I submit, therefore, that there ought to be added to this section a pro- 
vision to indicate that the President of the United States ought to ap- 
point a commission, and that the consent of these people should be hid 
before the establishment of this government. It has been said that 
this bill was not designed or intended to go into effect until the con- 
sent had been obtained of all the Indians in it. 

Several MemMBERS. Oh, no! 

Mr. HOOKER. If that is true, that it shall not operate except upon 
the consent of all these tribes, ought not that consent to be had betore 
the Territorial government is established, so that it may be ascertained 
what the restriction by the consent of the Indians will amount to? i 
will ask, simply as a business proposition, would it not be wise an 
prudent to obtain the consent of these Indians in the first instance, be- 
cause unless it is obtained your government would amount to nothing, 
and you would have had all the expense of establishing a Territorial 
government over these Indians, and yet no Territorial government es- 
tablished at all? Therefore 1 hold that the consent of the Indians 
should be had before any action is taken at all; that is, a provision 
ought to be adopted in every section of this bill that the assent of the 
Indians ought to be obtained in the first place. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. If the gentleman from Mississippi wil! 
allow me in this connection, I desire to suggest an amendment tocome 
in at the end of line 1 of section 6. It is one which is pertinent to this 
subject and proper to be considered in connection with the amendment 
of the gentleman from Mississippi. I propose to insert after the word 
‘*Indians,’’ in line 1 of section 6, the words ‘‘and any other tribe o1 
tribes having an interest therein,’’ so that it will read, ‘‘ that whenever 
the Cherokee tribe of Indians and any other tribe or tribes having an 
interest therein shall signify their assent,’’ etc. Now, it is a fact, as 
my friend the chairman of the committee well understands, that the 
other civilized tribes have, or claim to have, some interest in these Jands 

Mr. WARNER. Can the gentleman tell us what Indians among tl: 
civilized tribes claim to have any interest in the Cherokee Outlet? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. All the tribes. 

Mr. WARNER. But upon what is that claim founded? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It is asserted and claimed by the rep- 
resentatives of the Indians. If they have no such right or interest, 
then of course the commission will so determine. 

Mr. WARNER. There is an assertion of that kind, but I ask tlic 
gentleman from New York, as a lawyer, is there any Jaw or any treat) 
upon which such a claim can be properly founded ? 

Mr. HOOKER. If there is none, then the gentleman’s amendment 
will not hurt. 

Mr. WARNER. But it will do no good and it is unnecessary. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I tis distinctly asserted before the Com 
mittee on Indian Affairs and before this House that the other civilized 
tribes have an interest. 

Mr.SYMES. Iwill ask the gentleman this question: Did it appeai 
in any way before the Committee on Territories that any Indians on 
this continent had any interest whatever in these lands except the 
Cherokee tribes? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. There was a memorial presented in he 
half of all the civilized tribes protesting against this bill, and they ail 
claimed an interest. 

Mr. SYMES. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. We had plenty o! 
testimony before us showing the rights of the Cherokees, but nothin 


whatever showing that any other tribe or tribes of Indians had or 


claimed to have any interest in these lands. 
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Mr. BAKER, of New York. My friend will undoubtedly conc 
that if there are any vested interests in any other tribe or tribes of In 
dians, they ought in justice to be protected. 

Mr. SYMES. But there are no such rights, and I do not think 
comports with the nity of the American Congress, passing an im- 
portant acter, to be talking here about a claim w 
has never been p! among ail the wild claims that 
urged before the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. WEAVER. And by talking about it an 


to create su 





ee ; 
bill of this chi 





i even 


| putting it in tl 
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Mr. SYMES. Yes, to create such a claim in the visionary 1 
sentimentalist 

Mr. BAKI of New York. Conceding that the gentleman 
rect, it is only fair that this commission should be vested with | 
to pass upon the claim of any other tribe or tribes. 


Mr. SYMEsS. That is to say, the gentleman wants to send « 
roving commission to look up Indian tribes and Indian agents an 
dian attorneys, and see whet 


inative brains they 





er or not in the corruption of theirima 


will not present some kind of a claim which ha 





foundation in fact. 
sion and destroy the decent progress of this 
Mr. WEAVER. Andin case th 
you have to get their consent before 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. 
Mr. WEAVER. 


Such a course would make a farce of the et 





ose Indians should 
this law can go into operatio 
Oh, no. 
That is the meaning of the amendn 
Mr. RYAN. my friend from New York that I do 
not think he is warranted in making the statement to this H« 
any tribe of Indians on the face of the earth claims any int 
Cherokee Outlet except the Cherokges themselves 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. 
that the assertion is made. 
Mr. RYAN. Ido not think the gentleman has any paper, any i 
morial, or any sort of petition, on the part of any other Indians on t 


rent 


I want to say to 


Perhaps 1 am not. Still, it is 


face of the earth, asserting that they have any sort of a claim on this 


Cherokee Outlet. So that my friend’s amendment is simply and « 
tirely without color or shadow of foundation. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I differ with my friend on that ] 

Mr. WEAVER. Will the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Ba! 
permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. WEAVER. Suppose that Sitting Bull should claim that 
this treaty he had a right to petition the United States to be settl 
this land as a “‘ friendly Indian,’’ and that 
necessary ? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Well, if Sitting Bull should make 
a claim, the wise commission which will be appointed by the wise | 
ecutive of the United States would examine the claim, and if he co 
establish any rights, of course they ought to be determined and ex 
tinguished. 

Mr. SYMES. And the gentleman from New York proposes to send 
out a commission—— 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Ido not propose it; the bill proposes it. 

Mr. SYMES. The gentleman proposes to send out a commission ap- 
pointed by this wise Executive, and have these wise members of this 
wise commission sitting there by the month, and have Indians come 
from all over this country to say whether or not they still claim all this 
continent. I have myself heard ministers of the gospel practica 
contend before the Territorial Committee that all the land west of th 
Missouri River belongs to-day honestly to the Indians, and that is ab 
the kind of farce that you would get up by your amendment. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I did not suppose that in offering this 
amendment it would excite so much opposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
expired. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BAKER] be allowed five minutes more, as nearly 
his time has been taken up by others. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I say, Mr. Chairman, I did not suy 
pose that an innocent little amendment like this would excite such 
violent opposition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that this is not offered as an amend 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi [M1 
HooKER ]. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. 
tion with it. 
Territories 
{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the amendment be 

The Clerk read as fol'ows: 

After the word “Indians,” line 1, 
tribes having an interest therein.”’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. That amendment does not have any relation 
whatever to the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. 
Hooker]. 

Mr, HOOKER. 


; 


therefore his consent 


The time of the gentleman from New Yo 


t)- 


No; but to be considered in conne 
I really thought that the chairman of the Committee on 
and the committee would consent to this amendment 


read 
insert “and 


section 6, ny other tr 
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upon the title and claim of any tribe or tribes to any portion of these 
lands. If it appears that no such claim is well founded, the commis- 
sion will so report, and that report will naturally be conclusive upon 
the question. Lut the rights of the Indians under the treaty, as has 
been well stated by the gentleman from Mississippi, are to be considered. 
If they have any rights under these treaties, any court in the land would 
recognize them; and certainly the highest legislative power of the Gov- 
ernment will not refuse to recognize the just claim of any tribe or of 
any man. [Cries of *‘ Vote!’’ *‘ Vote !’’] . 

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say a few words on 
this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted; but if there be no objec- 
tion the Chair will recognize the gentleman. 

Mr. SYMES. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BARNES], who is a member of the Committee on Terri- 
tories, may speak for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Chairman, the construction which is put upon 
the treaties by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SyMEs] is entirely 
erroneous, ‘The five tribes were located on what is now known as the 
Indian Territory, and the whole of that Territory was granted to them, 
in pursuance of a policy of the Government adopted in 1830, by which 
they were to be located on a certain area of territory in compact form, 
free from the intrusion of the white man. And one of the provisions 
of those treaties was that no State or Territorial government should 
ever be created over them. That provision was in each treaty. But 
the homes were located as homes for all the Indians. It was not in- 
tended at that time that there should not be any State or Territory or- 
ganized outside and independent of that area, because such States or 
Territories were even then in existence. The intention, in pursuance 
of that policy, was that this area of territory on which these five tribes 
were to be located should be a separate Indian home over which no 
State or Territorial government should beestablished. And, Mr. Chair- 
man, if this was to be such a home, over which no State or Territorial 
government was to be created, eich tribe located thereon, with its 
boundaries confined to a certain limit, had an interest in the integrity 
of the entire Territory. And they have that interest to-day, except 
so far as modified by the treaty of 1866. Itis for this clear reason that 
each tribe has an interest to-day in the preservation of the integrity of 
this whole area of country. On this ground, and on this ground espe- 
cially, I insist that the amendment ought to be adopted. 

Mr. SYMES. ‘The gentleman says that the provisions of the treaties 
to which he has referred maintain his position, except so far as they 
were modified by the treaty of 1866. Now, did not the treaty of 1866 
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modify the position that these tribes before occupied with reference to 
the control over the whole Indian Territory ? 

Mr. BARNES. Those treaties did not modify the previous position 
of those tribes one jot or one tittle beyond the point that other tribes 
of friendly Indians were to be located there. The original policy of 
preserving that Territory free from the intrusion of the white man was 
firmly adhered to and carried out in the treaty of 1866; and Mr. Cox, 
Secretary of the Interior under General Grant, in a report on this sub- 
ject in 1870, insisted that this policy should be firmly adhered to. 

Mr, SPRINGER. I hope the committee will allow me one minute 
in reply. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, this section relates simply to ced- 
ing the ownership or whatever claim the Indians may have to this land; 
it has no relation to Territorial governments or anything of that kind. 

Now, will the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] give me his 
attention? When this treaty of July 19, 1866, was made between the 
Cherokee Nation and the United States, a treaty which stipulated that 
the Government might take these lands at a stipulated price and settle 
friendly Indians upon them, was the consent of the other tribes asked 
to that treaty? Was their consent necessary? Of course not; every- 
body understands that. 

So this bill follows the precedent of that treaty, in which the Cher- 
okees alone were parties, and no other Indians were asked to consent; 
they can dispose of any portion of land which belongs to them only, 
ani not to any other tribe. That is all there is of this. 

Mr. BARNES. The gentleman is mistaken, because by the treaty 
of 1866 the policy of settling other friendly Indians there was pre- 
served. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Cherokees were alone consulted in regard to 
disposing of their lands. 

Mr. BARNES. ‘The policy under which all the tribes had an inter- 
est was preserved. 

Mr. WEAVER. Does the gentleman insist we should get the con- 
sent of every Indian tribe? 

Mr. BARNES. I insist we should have the consent of the five 
tribes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted, and the question recurs on 
the amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER]. 

The amendment was again read. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 21, noes 44. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I make the point of no quorum. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will not make the point of 
no quorum. It is difficult to get a quorum of the House, and time is 
only wasted. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. The amendment is an important one, 
and I must insist upon a quorum voting upon it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am perfectly willing to give the gentleman a 
yea-and-nay vote on his amendment in the House. 

Mr. HOOKER. If the gentleman withdraws the point of no quo- 
rum, I will renew it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have never asked a favor of the House, and dur- 
ing the fourteen years I have been a member I have never been absent 
from the deliberations of the House except on one occasion for two 
weeks, except when absent on committees under the order of the House. 
I wish to be absent for a few days, but can not do so until this bill has 
been disposed of or isout of the way. It would accommodate me if a 
vote could be taken upon the amendments and the bill disposed of. It 
would be a great accommodation to me if that could be done, and I know 
the public interest will be subserved by the disposal of this bill at an 
early date. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I can not resist the appeal of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, although the amendment I have submitted isan 
important one. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As I have said, I shallagree the gentleman shall 
have a yea-and-nay vote on his amendment in the House. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. HOOKER. I renew it. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr.SPRINGER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] 
desires to make a report on the fisheries matter, and for that purpose 
I ask the committee informally rise and go into the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to submit a conference report, and I do not 
agree to the committee informally rising merely for the purpose of re- 
ceiving a report ‘rom the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection having been made, the question will 
be put on the motion of the gentleman that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLAND having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DocKERY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had according to 
order had under consideration the bill (H. R. 10614) to organize the 
Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


FISHERIES. 


Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs to report back the bill (H. R. 11257) to empower 
the President to carry out the purposes of an act to protect and defend 
the rights of American fishermen, approved March 3, 1887, with a 
substitute therefor. I ask that the original bill be laid upon the table 
and the substitute be treated asa new bill, and read a first and sec- 
ond time, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and it is 
ordered accordingly. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I now give notice to the Hotse that 
under the privilege granted to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, I will 
call up this bill for consideration on Saturday next, immediately after 
the reading of the Journal. - 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the consideration of the bill continue for 
longer than one day? 

Mr. McCREARY. It is impossible for me to say, but I believe it 
will consume more than one day in its consideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I Siope the members who are absent from the city 
will feel enough of interest in this important question to be present on 
that occasion and help to dispose of it as soon as possible. 

Mr. HEARD. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky that 
he cali it up on Monday next instead of on Saturday. Every member 
is aware of the fact that it is impossible on Saturdays always to get a 
quorum, and I hope he will agree to postpone calling the bill up till 
Monday or Tuesday, and when so called up we can then dispose of it. 

Mr. McCREARY. I have been instructed by the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs to report the bill as it has been stated and to give notice 
that thesubstitute reported by the committee, and which is to be treated 
as a new bill will be taken up for consideration on Saturday next im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal. I am not certain whether 
the bill will consume more than one day. 

Mr. DUNN. I risetoaparliamentaryinquiry. I think it has been 
held heretofore that when the special privilege to report at any time 
has been given to a committee it loses that special privilege when re- 
port has been made and it goes upon the Calendar for consideration. 
The gentleman from Kentucky therefore had better report back his 
substitute and move to recommit, which motion can be called up by 
him at any time. ie 

Mr. McCREARY. I think the privilege goes with this bill until it 
is considered, and for that reason I do not agree with my friend from 
Arkansas. 


bsg eos 


L 
| 

| 
4 












































OO ‘ yN ‘prc 1Y¥ NA! RECOR 1} TYQTL , > 
1888. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—H(¢ MN. [2] 
Mr. DUNN. I merely raised tl 1 so that there may Y ‘ 
doubt about it. = 
Mr. MCCREARY. I think when t J agreed that the | that tl 
might be reported for consi tion at any time, it is w y 
of the House to agree that the | y be « i jor consideration 
mediately after the reading of the Jour 1 the day I have nat {8 
Mr. SPRINGER, it Simpiy amounts, In the pre ent ‘ € ( 
postponing the consideration \ lis 
Mr. NELSON I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will : 
with his suggestion a request that the bill and the report be prin \ . 
the REcorD. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I want to suggest to the gentleman f ! 
tucky that it is a rule of uniform practice, and has been so hel ' ‘ 
House without exception, as I understand it, that when a1 Mr. HOL? 
this kind goes to the Calendar, whatever privilege it had is lost member 
must be recommitted to the committee; and then, of course t \ 7. 
within the power of the committee to report it at any ti for ¢ Di time 
sideration. » SPEAK] 
Mr. McCREARY. Then I will add to my request that the , . 
be printed and recommitted to the Committee on Foreign At 3, - . 
authority to report for consideration on Saturday next. endments of the Sena 
The SPEAKER protempore. ‘That will be the order. the + 
: > ony . . 2 t ave 
Mr. HEARD. They have that privilege already. , ation Bi aaa 
The SPEAKER pro te mpore, The bill will be printed and re the S te re 4 
mitted. et coe 
Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Kentucl email : > ; 
still gives notice that he will ask to eall this bill ip on Saturday > That thet Pa Ra i Compan ‘ ‘ 
Mr. McCREARY. Yes, sir; immediately after the reading of ' rignt! { fterthe app 
Journal. : i 
I will further ask, Mr. Speaker, that the bill be printed in 
RECORD, and that it be recommitted to the committee. ¥ Saic 
Mr. NELSON. That is the substitute proposed by the committee nf ‘ 
and the report ? f 
Mr. McCREARY. The substitute is what I referred to; and ’ , 
the same be recommitted to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. a “: 
Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman from Kentucky Mw. TI 
if there is any objection to printing the report in the RecorD. JAMES H 
Mr. CANNON. By all means let the report be printed. = . 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the request to mana m the part the 110 eport 
the House. Is there objection to printing the proposed substitute d 
the REcoRD? + \" ae te aaa Oat aaa 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered ‘ ent in explanat e effect 4 
Mr. CANNON. What was determined about the report ? amended by the ¢ — 
7 7 rrp vat ‘. sie : ie bill as it ss the H < | | Com- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Che Chair will cause the report ; y the 1 iis . t ' Det ag rin of 
also printed in the EcoRD, if there be no objection. t nds within the « fWa eo Kane wn - 
Mr. CANNON. Thereport and the substitute are both to be printed iny for depot and other purposes, at such pr xed, without 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, that order will be |e eee eee eee te. Ae tem ee wee ee : Sere 
made. ( ‘ uny is i the , a i i 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. the price secret Ss given to S$ ar 
The substitute proposed by the Committee on Foreign Aftairs is as Ee ne ree eee Wa. S HOLA? 
follows: 2 ING 
A bill (H. R. 11309) toempower the President to carry outthe purposes ofa ” zd. a | 
entitied ““An act to authorize the President of the United States to protect a er ¥ I 
defend the rights of American fishing-vessels, American fishermen, America Mr. HOLMAN I a st me can be! le briefer than the 
trading and other vessels in certain cases, and for other purposes,’’ approved | , ‘ ' ati i 1 ’ , . : 
March 3, 1887. ; .. , a : ms , ze . enemeneend 
Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the President may deem it his duty to AnCH OF 15, pa hehe eaten 4 ow - eo 2 - I 
cise any of the powers given to him by an act entitled “‘An act to authoriz ‘ tion rhe r: oad compa had established it cl 
President of the United States to protect and defend the rights of Ar ‘ a ts on the reservation and was occupving al ) Lr 
fishing vessels, American fishermen, American trading and other vessel ON Re Es eae —s e+] 
certain cases, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 3, 1887, it shall be ‘ Abe Olli In MS general § pow ve . , Of WHC 
ful for the President in his discretion, by proclamation to that effect, to suspend reservation to be sold u the homestead lav i he yuse ided 
in whole or in part the transportation across the territory of the United States that the land occupied t Union Pa Railroad t ld at 
in bond and without the payment of duty, of goods, wares, and merchandise to } ; ; 7 1 
ported or exported from any foreign country, from or to the British Price WO Be CeLcEmINed DY uit v , , . 
ions in North America, ) ¢ re. ihe sx rucnK ¢ at pl » ti 
Sec. 2, That whenever the President shall be satisfied that there is any dis- left this 40 acres in t position of not r the p ete red 
crimination whatever in the use of the Welland Canal, the St. Lawrence River In il = ce 5 4 : 9" 
canals, the Chambly Canal, or either of them, whether by tolls, drawbacks 0 & comien nee it has been agreed ” 7 , a ol 
fund oftolls, or otherwise, which is or may be detrimental to the interests of the | the price being determined by the Secretary of the t iall be 
United States, or any of its citizens, it shall be lawful for the President in his | fixed at $30 an aere I am not entirely sat ( | on 
discretion to issue a proclamation to that effect, whereupon there shall be col- ived at but I feel that after t} ay : 
lected a toll of 20 cents aton ypon every foreign vessel and her cargo passing | “!T!Y©G@ at, a a on ene oe report 
through either the Sault Ste. Marie Canal or the St. Clair Flats Canal, and the | Should be adopted 
Secretary of the Treasury may authorize and direct any of the customs officers The report of the conference committee was adopted 
to collect the tolls levied under this act, orthe President may, in his discretion Mr. HOLMAN 1 lin . » thea } . ‘ 
when he is satisfied there is any such discrimination, prohibit the use of said _ eee, BONE ee ee eee ee : , rt Ol 
canals to any such foreign vessel. The President, when satisfied that su 4 the conference committee w wiopted, and ] 4 ie mo 
crimination has ceased, may issue his proclamation to that effect, in his dis« tion to reconsider lie on the ble 
tion, whereupon the tolls authorized by this act shall no longer be collected The latter motion v . 
and such prohibition, if ordered, shall cease. ne iatter motion was agreed to. 
Src. 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to make any regula OKLAHOMA ¥ 
tions needful to carry this act into effect. M el I 7 . 
/ . Mr. SP iv rinke f the | é resolve it to tie 
The report (by Mr. McCREARY) is as follows: Committes of the Whok Siem cruniienatl, Olah, 
Mr. McCreary, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, submitted the f The motion was agreed to: and the Hou cordin t into 
lowing report: Cental 4 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ' Mr. | 
The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred H. R.11257,'" A l VEREEEECOS OF SES WEIS ON CHE SUA UL UNC A, SAE. 4 x in 
to empower the President to carry out the purposes of an act to protect and de- | the chair. 
fend the rights of American fishermen,’ approved March 3, 1887, report favora The CHAIRMAN | ntl M Mr. ] KER] 
bly a substitute therefor, and recommend that H. R. 11257 be laid on the ta idl Mak cecilia ' + 
and the gentlemar m I 1 take Lces 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. is tellers and resu 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced The committee aga le eport ‘g 18, 
that the Senate had passed without amendment the following bills noes 60 
A bill (H. R. 5670) to provide for the construction of a revenue-cutter M Task t M M KER) 





for New Berne, N. C., to replace the revenue-cutter Stevens; and 
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Mr. HOOKER. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I ask that the roll be called. 

The rol] was called, and the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 


Allen, Mass. Dingley, Kerr, Reed, 
Arnold, Dougherty, Ketcham, Robertson, 
Bankhead Dunham, Laidlaw, tock well, 
Jarry, Finley, Landes, Rowell, 
Belden, Fisher, Lawler, Russell, Mass. 
Belmont, Fitch, Long, Rusk, 
Biggs Flood, Macdonald, Seymour, 
Bianchard, Foran, Maffett, Sherman, 
Boothman, Ford, Maish, Simmons, 
Boutelle, Gaines, Martin, Sowden, 
Bowden, Cay, Matson, Spinola, 
Brown, O] Gibson, McAdoo, Spooner, 
Buchanan, Giover, MeCormick, Stephenson, 
Buckalew, Granger, McKinley, Stewart, Tex. 
Burrows, Greenman, McKinney, Stewart, Vt. 


sutterworth, 


MeMillin, 


Tarsney, 








Campbell, Ohio McKae, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Campbell ,T.J., N.Y McShane, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Candler, Merriman, Thomas, Ky. 
Catchings, Milliken, Thomas, Il. 
Clardy Mills, Thompson, Cal, 
Clark, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Cockran, Moore, Turner, Ga, 
Collins, Morrill, Wade, 

Cooper, Morse, Weber, 

Cox, Hopkins, Il. Norwood, West. 

Crain, Hopkins, N.Y. O'Donnell, White, N. Y. 
Culberson, Tiouk, O'Neill, Pa. Whiting, Mich. 
Cutcheon, Hovey, Owen, Whiting, Mass. 
Dargan, Howard, Peel, Wickham, 
Darlington, Hudd, Pidcock, Wilber, 
Davenport, Hunter, Plumb, Wilkins, 
Davidson, Ala. Johnston, N.C, Pugsley, Wilkinson, 
Davidson, Fla. Jones, Randall, Wilson, W. Va. 


De Lano, Kennedy, Rayner, Woodburn. 

The committee rose; and Mr. Crisp having taking the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DoCKERY reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, having found itself without a 
quorum, had caused the roll to be called, and had instructed him to re- 
port to the House the names of the absentees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hundred and eighty-three mem- 
bers have answered to their names—more than a quorum; and the 
committee will, under the rule, resume its session without any busi- 
ness being transacted in the House. 

The committee resumed its session, Mr. DoCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIKMAN. The tellers will resume their places. On the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York emt. BAKER] 18 
gentlemen have voted in the affirmative and 60 in the negative. All 
members who have not voted will pass between the tellers. 

After completing the count, the tellers reported—ayes 36, noes 127. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. BuRNeESinthechair), The noes have it, and 
the motion is rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words “in legal manner to the commission provided for in this 
act”’ and insert “‘ by tbe consent of said Cherokee tribe of Indians, which shall 
be first obtained by a commission to be appointed by the President of the United 
States, and said commission shall have reported that said consent of said Cher- 
okee tribe of Indians has been obtained.” 

Mr. HOOKER. I would add to my amendment— 


and any other tribes having interest there. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask my friend to withhold his amend- 
ment until we reach the eleventh section of the bill, where the Presi- 
dent is authorized to appoint this commission. It is impossible to have 
everything in one section. I will read the section: 

Sec. 11, That the President of the United States is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to appoint a commission, to be composed of five persons, not more than 
three of whom shall be members of one political party, whose duty it shall be 
to open negotiations with the Creeks, Seminoles, and Cherokees, for the pur- 
pose of securing the consent of said Indians, so far as it may be necessary, to 
the provisions of section 5 and section 6 of this act. The commission is author- 
iged to enter into such agreements with said Indian tribes as it may deem 
necessary to accomplish the purposes of this act, and shall submit the same to 
the President for his approval or rejection. The compensation of the members 
of said commission shall be at the rate of $10 per day ; and they shall also be 
allowed, in addition thereto, their actual necessary traveling expenses, station- 
ery, and postage. They shall have power to appoint a secretary, who shall re- 
ceive a compensation of $6 per day, and such allowances for traveling expenses 
as he may actually incur. 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. It should be adopted, especially as you 
recognize that the Creeks and Seminoles have an interest in this land. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If he wants to make an amendment in this re- 
spect, I would ask the gentleman to withhold his motion untilit can 
be brought in at the right place. I want to get this bill so that if it 
pass it will read in consecutive order and the subjects will be in their 
proper sections. 

Mr. HOOKER. I think this is the appropriate place for this amend- 
ment. We have other amendments which will be offered in the section 
to which the gentleman has just referred. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the clause be read asit will appear if amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That whenever the Cherokee tribe of Indians shall signify their assent tothe 
provisions of this section by the consent of said Cherokee tribe of Indians or 
any other tribe or tribes having an interest therein, which shall be first obtained 
by a commission to be appointed by the President of the United States,and 
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when said commission shall have reported that said consent of said Cherokee 
tribe of Indians or any other tribe or tribes having interest therein shall be ob- 
tained and the President has issued his proclamation, etc. 

Mr. HOOKER. I offered this amendment prior to the amendment 
which was offered by my friend from New York [Mr. BAKER] to an- 
other part of the bill, and I gave way for its consideration as it came 
first in order in the bill. 

Now, it will be observed, Mr. Chairman, that section 6 of the bill 
provides, as it reads without amendment— 

That whenever the Cherokee tribe of Indians shall signify their assent to the 
provisions of this section in legal manner. 

There is nothing to say what the manner shall be. There is no pro- 
vision to say how that consent shall be expressed, and if it is indeed 
and in truth an honest expression of opinion on the part of these Indians 
whether they desire the construction of a Territorial government over 
the land which belongs to them under the most solemn treaties of the 
Government, then I say it ought to be obtained before there is any 
effort to create that Territory. 

In other words, as I understand the operation of the bill as proposed 
by the Committee on Territories, we are to go on and organize this 
Territory, and it virtually provides that this Territorial organization 
shall be operative over only the lands of those Indians who shall as- 
sent to it; so that at all times the non-assent of any Indian tribe may 
vary the boundary of the Territory and make it different from what it 
was. If gentlemen will look at the map which this Committee on 
Territories have prepared for the purpose of showing what proportion 
of the Indian Territory they propose to embrace in Oklahoma, they 
will observe that the dark part represents the portion of the Territory 
occupied by the five semi-civilized tribes, and the white part the lands 
now known as this Oklahoma Territory. It contains within its bor- 
ders about one-half of the Indian Territory which was conceded by the 
Government of the United States to the five semi-civilized tribes to be 
theirs forever. The patents and treaties of the Government make it 
theirs. 

Now, this bill proposes to take, I should judge, about one-half of 
this Indian Territory and constitute it into a Territory of the United 
States, with a regular Territorial government, and then, under subse- 
quent provisions of the bill, a commission is to be appointed for the 
purpose of getting the assent of the various Indians who by the con- 
sent of the semi-civilized tribes have been settled as friendly Indians 
in their territory, among whom will be found the Cheyennes, the Arap- 
ahoes, the Wichitas, the Kiowas, the Comanches, the Uncas, the Iowzs, 
the Chippewas, and various other tribes. These Indians are all settled 
upon this territory which it is now proposed to constitute a Territory 
of the United States, embracing, as it does, what is known as the 
Cherokee Outlet, which constitutes a very large proportion of this pro- 
posed territory. I say, therefore, that it is proper that the consent of 
these Indians should be had in the first place, and if the men who want 
to make a United States Territory out of these Indian lands are honest 
and earnest in their assertion that it is to be done with the assent of 
the Indians, then I say the obtaining of that assent ought to be pre- 
liminary to the organization of the new Territory. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mississippi has 
expired. The question is on the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to oppose the amendment. I understand 
the gentleman’s point in favor of this proposition is that he desires all 
of the Indians in the Indian Territory to be consulted and their con- 
sent obtained before this Territorial government can be established. 
Is that correct? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, there are five civilized tribes in that Ter- 
ritory, ani probably ten or fifteen other tribes living in various parts 
of it. The gentleman desires that we shall consult all of the Indians 
in the Territory. Of those other tribes one has only ninety two mem- 
bers and another eighty-nine. They are living in remote parts of the 
Territory, and are not affected in any way by the claim of title to these 
lands. 

It seems to me very unreasonable, and it is a thing that has never 
been done heretofore. When we acquired"titles to the lands of the In- 
dians in Kansas each tribe consented for itself; and it was so in Missis- 
sippi and in Georgia. These very Cherokees themselves agreed to re- 
linquish their rights in Georgia and in Mississippi, and no other In- 
dian tribes were consulted about it. This past winter we passed a bi!! 
allowing the Sioux Indians in Minnesota to relinquish a portion of 
their lands, 11,000,000 acres, and nobody claimed that their rights 
would be imperiled unless the bill contained a provision requiring a}! 
the other Indians in Minnesota, or in the whole Northwest to be con- 
sulted, 

Mr. HOLMAN. .But all the Indians on that reservation were con- 
sulted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. All that owned the reservation were consulted, 
and thereis thesame requirement here. Now, if you adopt this amend- 
ment it will simply enable other tribes of Indians that have no real 
interest in these lands to come to the Government and levy blackmail 
and demand that they shall be paid something before these Indians 
shall be allowed to relinquish the lands which they own and in which 
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the others have no right whatever. If the gentleman wants to protect 
the rights of the Indians why not let the Cherokees attend to their own 
business, and let the Seminoles attend to their business, and settle it 
inalegal way? And by ‘‘a legal way’’ I mean this: They have their 
Legislature and their Council, which the gentleman himself has e: 
tolled in the highest terms, and why not allow them to determine the 
manner in which the assent of these Indians shall be given? It 
Democratic to allow the Cherokee Nation to say for itself in what mat 
ner it shall dispose of its lands to the Government. It can sell to no 
other purchaser. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, the remark of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that this would make it po 


sible for some other tribe or tribes to levy blackmail upon the Gov: 














ment seems to me hardly justified, for the reason that before t 
tribes can have a status before the commission they must establis! 
fact that they have an interest—not merely that they clair i 
est, but that they have one. 

Again, Congress has already 1 cognized the fact that the Creek 
Seminoles have an interest in this land, for by th« ; rch 3, 1885 
it was provided— 

That the President is hereby authorized to open negotiations with the Creek 
Seminoles, and Cherokees rthe purpos¢ g to settiement und 
homestead laws the unassigned lands in said Territory ceded by them 
respectively to the United States by the several treaties of August 11, 1866, M 
21, and July 19, 1866; and for that purpose the sum of 95,000, or so I 
thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, his action hereun 
be reported to Congress. 

NT h; ; he law in he tha 
Mr. WARNER. Is there anything in the law just read by the gen- 


tleman which requires one tribe to consent for another, or which con- 
templates that each tribe can not consent for itse Itt ? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. The law expressly recognizes the 
that these Indians are interested—— 

Mr. WARNER. Willthegentlemananswer my question? Is there 
a word or a syllable in the law which the gentleman has read that 1 
quires the consent of one tribe to be dependent upon that of another? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. This is a quotation from the act of 
1885—— 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman answer that question ? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I will answer it. I have read from 
the act of 1885, providing for the appointment of a commission by the 
President of the United States to treat with these Indians; and that 
act recognizes that these Indians have an interest 

Mr. WARNER. A joint interest in each piece of land? | 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Whatever the interest may be 

Mr. WARNER. I ask the gentleman to treat this question as a law- 
yer. Let him read the law and answer whether there is a word in it | 
which makes the consent of one tribe dependent upon the consent of 
another. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It recegnizes the fact that under the 
treaty referred to these Indians have an interest in this Territory, and 
that interest, as specified in the treaties, consists in the right to object 
to the Government of the United States throwing around those lands 
a State or Territorial form of government. 

Now, the amendment suggested by my friend from Mississippi pro- 
poses to recognize what has already been recognized by the Congress of | 
the United States in its treatment of these Indians. 

Mr.WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I submit that the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Mississippi goes to this extent: that although 
the Cherokees may consent, although the Creeks and Seminoles may 
consent, although the Chickasaws and Choctaws and every tribe or | 
band of Indians interested in the proposed Territory of Oklahoma may | 
consent, but if a band of 92 Indians should fail to give its consent, the 
proceedings under the commission, althoug@ all other tribes consented, 
would be nullified. That is the effect of the amendment, stripped of | 
all verbiage. It assumes that each tribe has a joint interest with all | 
the other tribes. I say that the treaties were made with each tribe | 
separately. There is not a word or a line in any treaty making the | 
disposition of land by one tribe subject to the consentof any other tribe | 
or band. In the law read by the gentleman [Mr. BAKER], although 
several tribes are mentioned to be treated with, there is no intimation | 
that the consent of the Cherokees should depend upon that of the 
Choctaws or that of any other tribe named. 

This bill simply provides that the Cherokees, who have an interest 
in this outlet (and what may be the interest of the Cherokees it is un- 
necessary at this time to discuss), shall have a right to dispose of that 
interest in the same way as they had a right to dispose of the 800,000 
acres that they sold to Mr. Joy. So with the Creeks and Seminoles; 
the bill assumes that they have a right to dispose of their lands with- 
out the interference or consent of the Cherokees. 

Mr. Chairman, we have heard some talk of corporation influence in 
this matter. Iam not here to cry out ‘‘robber’’ against the cattle 
syndicates or any such organization; but itis a fact that a syndicate 
does occupy a domain equal in area to the State of Massac husetts, and 
it occupies it comparatively without money and without price, with- 
out the payment of a cent of taxation upon any property there. Ifthe 
amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi should be adopted, that | 
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syndicate will have an interest in encouraging these sm and f 
Indians, by argumentor by something more persuasivé in arg 
to stand out against any proposition which may be made by the ¢ 
mission or any terms which may be acceded to by t tl bes, | 
ever just The amendment will simply have the effect of blocking the 
to the opening of this territory. It is a measure the etlect ot 
W h I will not say it i » intended—will bedirectly in the interest 
of the men who say that this territery s l not be opened to actual 
setliers, whatever cons t may be obtained i the Cherokees, the ‘ 
vs, the Chickasaws, or othe b ‘ 4 
5 oun itll « i { 
h PERKINS y ‘ 
negotiating with the Cheroke to one { 
to other India 1 fr ‘ 
Ind i t ‘ | 
Mr. WAR ! é 1 t 
Cherokees and ¢ to i y 
) 1 t IK Te 
I those tribes t ( ral ¢ é en I ~ ce l 
, in : 
» tl Tr th ] 1 { ds 7 Ww yu i < i 
to the Liel otf irien y iree en ranyb 
[t was ceded w ho cond ) t é stat 
of the Cherokees, Creeks, S« or any other dia 
ked, nor s there ever an 1 that the ‘ \ 
y validity of the ces n \ 1 so wa regard to U ‘ 
\ 1 the Creek 1 Se ited Vv v t ‘ 
1 as to Ok! » Te It t suggested other Ind 
be settled : or that the ¢ it s I vith 
indians to get their consent to tl 
Here the hammer fell. | 
Mr. BARNES. I move to strike out the last word. I do not pro- 
pose to make a speech; I propose merely to read the oy m of Carl 
Schurz, Secretary of the Interior, in response to what has just fallen 
} 





from the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNE! 
this very cession he says: 








The title acquired by the Government by the treaties of 1866 was ed in 
pursuance and furtherance of the same purpose of Indian settlement wh 
the foundation of the original scheme That purpose was the removal of In 
in tribes from the lim is of ¢ pele State, and Terr itorial organizati« 


is sufficient for the needs of ea 


and their permanent location upon other land i 
tribe. These lands being ausple 1 in area for the purpose, it has become a settied 
policy to locate other tribes thereon as fast as arrangements can be made, and 
provisions have been constantly made by treaties, agreements, and acts of Con- 
gress to effect the se objects. The purpose is expressly declared in the said 
treaties. Thecessions of the Creeks and Seminoles are stated to have been made 
“in compliance with the desire of the United States to locate other Indiansand 


freedmen thereon.”” These words must be held to create a trust equival 
’ 





what would have been imposed had the language been “for the purpose 
cating Indians and freedmen thereon.”’ T ands ceded by the Choctaws and 
Chi kasaws were by article 9 of the treaty of June 22, 1555, leased to the United 
States * * * forthe permanent settlement of the Wichita and su 


tribes or bands of Indians as the Government may desire to locate t 










I call attention to these words: 

For the permanent settlement of the Wichita and such ot! t *s or bands 
of Indians as the Government may desire to locate there 

He continues: 

The treaty of 1866 substituted a direct purchase for the lease, but did 
tinguish or alter the trust. 


It could not do so, because the lease which was made in 1855 was 
made for permanent and not for temporary settlement 

Mr. WARNER. Let me ask the gentleman a questic sala 
I lease from him a house, occ te ig it for a certain purpos 


Mr. BARNES. That is not i 

Mr. WARNER. Let me ask the gentleman a question as a law 
I lease from him a house for oa years for acertain purpose, and be! 
the expiration of the time for which the lease runs he makes me a war- 
ranty deed without any condition, can not I occu 
purpose I may see fit? 

Mr. BARNES. That is not this case 

Mr. WARNER. It is just this cas¢ 

Mr. BARNES. Itis not this case, because in the treaty of 1855— 
I came, Mr. Chairman, very nearly sayin | 











under the suggestion of the gentleman e We iking a le 
argument—but unde sr the treaty of 1855, ease Was ma it was 
understood that it was made for the purpose of si 1g @ permanent 
home, and not fora temporary purpose. In fact, it nota » The 
treaty of 1866 me rely converts the rm “‘lease’ to ‘‘purchase.”’ It 
could not change the character of the hor prov led for the tribe lo- 
| cated thereon from a permanent home » Carl Schurz, Secre f 
the Interior, in passing on tl 
The treaty of 1366 substituted a I 1 4 t 
tinguish or alter the trust 
Mr. WARNER. The gentlem Secretar the |] 
says it was a lease. 
Mr. BARNES. No, I do not s 
Mr. WARNER. How was it t \ D ] é , = 
Mr. BARNES. The Secretary of the In the treaty 
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of 1866 substituted a direct purchase for the lease, but did not extin- 
guish or alter the trust.’’ That is the opinion of the Secretary of the 
Interior, Carl Shurz, and that has been the ruling and construction of 
the Government ever since the treaty of 1866 wasmade. The relation 
which existed between the C hoctaws and Chickasaws of the one part and 
the United States Government of the other part under the treaty of 
1455 was the relation of lessor and lessee. The relation which existed 
between the same parties under the treaty of 1866 was vendor and ven- 
dee, but whether the Government held as lessee or vendee, it never- 
theless held these lands as a trustee—holding the same as a permanent 
home for the Wichitas and such other tribes or bands of Indians as the 
Government might desire to locate thereon. The lease became a deed, 
but the trust remained the same under the deed which it was under 
the lease. I repeat, then, in the language of the Secretary, that while 
the treaty substituted a direct purchase for the lease, it did not extin- 
guish or alter the trust. The ruling of the Department of the Inte- 
rior has always been in conformity with this opinion. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I rise toreply to what has been said 
by the gentleman on the other side as to the purpose of this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I should like first that consent should be given to 
limit debate upon this section. 

Mr. HOOKER. I shall object to that at present. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will not object. We have 
been on it for a long time. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. HOOKER. I shall confine myself to the five-minute rule. 

Mr. SPRINGER. By that rule the debate is already exhausted. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Mississippi for five minutes. 

Mr. HOOKER. The wordsI propose to strikeout in the original bill 
of the committee are the words ‘‘in legal manner to the commission 
provided for in this act,’’ which are found in the second and third lines 
of section 6, and insert instead of them the words: 

By the consent of said Cherokee tribe of Indians, or any other tribe or tribes 
having an interest therein, which shall be first obtained by a commission ap- 
palates by the President of the United States; and when said commission shall 

1ave reported that said consent of said Cherokee tribe of Indians, or any other 
tribe or tribes having an interest, has been obtained, etc. 

Those words I propose to insert in place of the vague, uncertain, in- 
definite, and if I may be permitted to so designate them, inaccurate 
terms employed in the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Allow me a moment. 

Mr. HOOKER. Not now. 

But the gentleman on the other side, the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. WARNER] certainly leaves out of view in the discussion of the 
amendment I have offered the very gravamen of the amendment itself, 
as well as the object it has in contemplation, for even your own bill, 
gentlemen, proposes to obtain the consent of every Indian tribe. 

Mr. WARNER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is all that is required. 

Mr. HOOKER. And he says that one tribe can not consent for an- 
other. 

Now, I say it is a violation of the treaty stipulations with these tribes 
to undertake to enact this legislation, because you make a Territory of 
lands contiguous to the five civilized tribes, and you do it without 
their consent at all, and yet according to your own admissions they 
have an interest. But taking the view of those gentlemen supporting 
the bill, and those who have reported it, that it is essential to get the 
consent of each tribe to be affected by this provision, you can not avoid 
the effect of your own bill in this respect, that each tribe must consent 
for itself, and that you must have the consent ofall of them, for every 
foot of land in the Indian Territory that you propose to place in this 
Territory of Oklahoma is subject to the provisions of the treaties in 
which they are interested, and since the Cherokees own this outlet, 
necessarily you must get their consent. Hence, before you go to the 
extent of creating the Territorial form of government there, over this 
Territory, with all of the machinery and appliances belonging to a Ter- 
ritery of the United States, you should appoint a commission first to 
obtain the consent of the Indians interested in this matter, and your 
own bill shows that you intend to do that if you are in earnestin your 
assertions. The difference is that I hold this assent should be obtained 
first. You claim that it may be obtained afterwards. 

My proposition is that the President of the United States shall be 
authorized, through the commission proposed to be appointed, to ob- 
tain thisconsent inadvance. Let the Indians assent to the proposition 
first to establish this Territory. Primarily and necessarily you must 
obtain their consent to it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let me interrupt the gentleman to ask a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HOOKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Do you say that we must get the consent of the 
five tribes before this can be done ? 

Mr. HOOKER. Before you can organize a Territory ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; before we can establish a Territory west of 
them on lands they do‘hot own ? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir; I do. I say that you are violating the 
spirit of the treaty when you undertake to establish a Territory there, 
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without their consent, over any portion of this land which, under the 
policy of the Government, has been, since the very first of these treaties 
with the Indians, set apart to be known as the Indian Territory and to 
be exclusively used for that purpose. 

There is no foot of land in your proposed Territory of Oklahoma, ex- 
cept a little part of this Public Land Strip, a small parallelogram up 
here, shown on this map, containing 3,672,640 acres of land, but that 
belongs to the Indians under these treaties; and I insist that of the 
lands belonging to the Indian Territory which was to be theirs forever 
and which was granted to them expressly by the terms of the treaties, 
you have no right to take possession and undertake to form a separate 
organization over it in the shape of a Territorial government without 
the consent of the Indians themselves. I say that they have not re- 
linquished an interest in the Territory because they have settled act- 
ually only that portion of the Territory which is covered on this map 
by the dark lines; and the mere fact that they have not occupied the 
entire Territory is not a forfeiture under any conditions of the treaties 
of their interest in the balance of the Territory. All of that land re- 
mains to them, and they can not be divested of it without their own 
consent. All of it remains subject to the condition to have settled on 
it by the Government only friendly tribes, and even then by the con- 
sent of the five civilized tribes. If your bill means what you claim it 
does, and what it appears on its face to mean, you have got to get their 
consent. 

My amendment is, as I have already said, that this assent shall be 
first obtained in advance of any action on the part of Congress forming 
a Territorial government over this land; that the Indians shall be con- 
sulted; that their consent shall be obtained before their lands can be 
organized into a Territory of the United States. In contradistinction 
to that amendment we have the bill of this committee which proposes 
to take possession of these lands, which by the solemn policy of this 
Government in all of its treaties from 1793 to 1866 say was intended 
to be devoted exclusively to the settlement of Indians and to the ex- 
clusion of white men. That is the main object of my amendment, that 
the assent of the Indians shall be obtained before you undertake to or- 
ganize this Territory. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. The Chair will assume 
the pro forma amendment to be withdrawn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I renew it for the purpose of making a few sug- 
gestions in response to what the gentleman from Mississippi has said. 

I wish to ask the gentleman a question. Whether the gentleman 
says this as I understand him, that we can not organize a Territory of 
this Government over these lands without the consent of the Indians? 

Mr. HOOKER. You mean with regard to this Oklahoma Territory ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOOKER. Why, you say so yourself. It is in your own bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have reference now to the right of the Govern- 
ment to organize a Territory over the five civilized tribes. 

Mr. HOOKER. You ought to have the consent of these tribes be- 
fore doing it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has not my friend himself favored the organiza- 
tion of a Territory there without the consent of the tribes? 

Mr. HOOKER. No, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I say the gentleman has, and beg his pardon for 
so flatly contradicting him. 

Mr. HOOKER. I think the gentleman isin error. Iam in favor, 
if you make it a Territory at all, of making itan Indian Territory, with 
representation here on this floor. But Idosay that you have no right, 
in view of our treaties with these Indians, to take possession of their 
lands without obtaining their consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We_.can organize an Indian Territory over the 
whole of it without their @onsent. 

Mr. HOOKER. Oh, no; not except in violation ot your pledges. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘The gentleman himself has favored a bill to that 
effect. 

Mr. HOOKER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I never did. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think I can show the gentleman that my as- 
sertion is correct. 

Mr. HOOKER. I think the gentleman will find some difficulty in 
doing that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hold in my hand a bill which was introduced 
in the Forty-fourth Congress, and which was reported unanimously 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs by the gentleman from Arkansas, 
Mr. Wilshire, then a member of Congress. 

Mr. HOOKER. What is the bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It provides for organizing the Indian Territory, 
and says: 

The Indian country west of Missouri and Arkansas, bounded on the east by 
the lines of those States, on the south by that of Texas, and on the north by 
that of Kansas,and on the west by that of Texas, etc., shali be and is hereby 
erected into a province to bear the name of the *‘ Province of Oklahoma.”’ 

At that time the gentleman and his committee, for he was then a 
member of that committee, did not undertake to call it a Territory; 
but it provides a Territorial government for the whole of the Indian 
Territory without the consent of the tribes; and here isa report unani- 
mously submitted from that committee in favor of that organization. 
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Mr. HOOKER. Read it. 
Mr. SPRINGER. ‘The report joes on, after describing the Territory 








which it is proposed to create, to explain the reasons for the use of th: 
word ‘* Province,’’ and gives an apology in the report for using that 
word instead of ‘‘ Territory,’’ by stating that the Indians had a pre 
udice against the word ** Territory,’’ being under the impression t! 
it would give some sort of control over them that they were unwil 
to have exercised, and hence it was calleda ‘‘ Province.”’ In this« 
nection the report goes on to say: 

Chis just pride, this high and honorable sentiment,is respected by th 
which we submit, and its provisions in no degree diminish or aflect the nat 
ality of the civ zed tribes; and respecting even their prejudice against the 
word tory which seems to them to contain a menace, and against 
corporation whe nto they deem themselves guarantied by treaties, w 
po ill the p tical organism contemplated by the bill, as the R ans 
called Gaul and Britain, ‘* Provinces, 

{ Laughter and applause. | 

And the gentleman from Mississippi, a member then of the Commit- 


tee on Indian Affairs, assented to that report. Not only that; but in 
the latter session of that Congress the gentleman assented to another 
reporton a bill which proposed to organize a Territorial government fo1 
that Territory under the name of the Territory of Oklahoma. 

Mr. PAYSON. Is not that barred by the statute of limitations 
[ Laughter. ] 


Mr. SPRINGER. Thisis a bill to organize the Territory ’’ of 
Oklahoma. Itdoes not stop ata ‘‘ provinee,’’ butit ‘‘ goes the whe 
hog,’’ and proposes to organize a ‘‘ Territory,’’ with a governor, three 
judges, and all the usual officials, to be appointed by the President o 
the United States. That Territorial government was tobe put in op: 
ation without asking the consent of any tribe in the whole Territor 
and I have here the bill reported from the Committee on Territories 





at the last session of that Congress, to which the gentleman g S 
assent. Does he deny that? 
Mr. HOOKER. I will reply to the gentleman 
Mr. WARNER. I think something has been said during this d 
} 


1 ? 
i 


cussion to the effect that the breaking up of the tribal 
violation of treaty obligations. Now, every one of these reports 
that the only salvation of the Indians is the breaking up of the t: 
relation, and the allotment of lands to them in severalty. 
Mr. SPRINGER. One of the provisions of this bill gi 
the right to dispose of its own lands without consulting 
There was a report submitted on t } 


relation 


veS eacn tril 
anyb nd y € 
this subject in that Congress which 
was written by a very distinguished gentleman, Professor Seelye, who 
was a member of the Forty-fourth Congress, and also a member 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. I have in my possession a copy of the 
report written by that distinguished gentleman 

thropist, and submitted to this House in favor of the organizati 
the Territory of Oklahoma, and it contained no proposition to ask tl 
assent ofanybody. To that report, which I will have printed wit 
my remarks, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HooKER] 
consent. Am I correct in that statement? 

Mr. HOOKER. We will see about that when we get there. 

Mr. SPRINGER. es, we will see about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 

SPRINGER] has expired. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that the gentleman 
from Llinois [Mr. SPRINGER], when he looked at this report, if he 
had read the whole of it, would have found that the bill to which it 
relates proposed to organize a Territorial government for those Ind 
because they were civilized and capable of conducting and carrying on 
a civilized government. Why, sir, there is not a treaty made with the 
Indians that does not provide that they shall have the right to a Ter 
ritorial government for themselves whenever they want it, and it was 
not in opposition to the views of these Indians, but with their cons 
and because they desired it, that any proposition of that sort was ma 
here. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. They sent a peti- 
tion to the next Congress remonstrating in the most earnest and sol- 
emp terms against the proposition. 

Mr. HOOKER. On the contrary, sir, it will be found by the very 
terms of the report itself that it proposed to create these lands into a 
Territory for those Indians because they were in a civilized condition. 
I beg to call attention to some portions of the report which the gen- 
tleman from Illinois did not read. 

Mr. SPRINGE 


and eminent phila 


FAY 


time of the gentleman from Illinois [| Mr. 








> 


t. I did not read it at all, 





but I will print it. 


Mr. HOOKER. No; you referred to it and endeavored to create the | ‘ 


impression that there was an attempt to set up a government over these 
Indians against their objection and remonstrance. 
I read from the report: 


The Cherokees, Creeks, Seminoles, Choctaws, and Chickasaws are neither 
n‘mads, barbarians, nor pagans. They are civilized and Christian peoples, liv- 
ing under settled government and laws wisely adapted to their simple needs 
rhey are peaceful, law-abiding, orderly,and moral, freer of vice or crime than 
almost any other people in the world. They have been more than forty years 
neighbors of the people of Arkansas and Missouri, and in allthat time the laws 
of good neighborhood have not been broken on either side, nor has the power 
of the United States ever had to be called upon to keep the peace upon that 
frontier. 


The men of these five tribes are agriculturists, having comfortable homes | v 
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See. ll. That the provincial council may create corporations for purposes of 
internal improvement and manufacturing, but shall charter no bank and create 
no provincial debt. It shall pass such laws as may be recessary to preserve 
peace and harmony among the nations and tribes, secure the apprehension 
and delivery of criminals and fugitives from justice, and fraudulent debtors 
from any State or elsewhere, rid the province of vagabonds and worthless and 
desperate persons, and protect the general rights and interests of the people; 
but shall have no power to levy taxes or impose excise or other duties or im- 
posts under any guise or pretense whatever. 

Sere, 12. That the governor shall have the whole executive power, and shall 
seo faithfully executed, everywhere in the province, the laws of the United 
States in force therein and the laws of the provincial council, and in each nation 
or tribe its local and domestic laws, customs, and usages, to which end he shall 
have power, whenever it may be necessary, to call for aid upon the military 
force of the United States, to act under the direction of the marshal or other 
officer appointed by the governor, and in other respects the governor and pro- 
vincial secretary shall have the powers and perform the duties, so far as may 
be consistent with the purposes of this act, of the governors and secretaries of 
state of any State of the Union. 

Seo, 13. That there shall be created for the said province a provincial circuit 
court, to be composed of a chief judge and two associate judges, citizens of the 
United States, each appointed by the President, with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, commissioned for six years, and removable only by impeachment, 
each of whom shall reside at the seat of government of the province, and 
receive a salary of $3,500 per annum, payable quarterly, out of the Treasury of 
the United States; a provincial attorney and a marshal of the province, to be 
in like manner appointed, and removable at the pleasure of the President, 
each of whom shall reside at the seat of government of the province; the sal- 
ary of the attorney shall be $1,500 per annum, and the salary and compensation 
of the marshal shall be the same as that allowed the marshal of the Territory 
of New Mexico. 

Src. 14. That the said provincial circuit court shall have the powersand juris- 
diction of both a district and circuit court of the United States, within and for 
the whole of said province, so far as the laws of the United States may be in 
force therein, in civil and criminal matters, and in matters of seizure and ad- 
miralty jurisdiction, and to enforce the laws enacted by the provincial council, 

Src. 15. That each of the nations above named may, as a body politic and cor- 
porate, sue any persons, not its own citizens, in said district court sitting as a 
circuit court, upon any cause of action, legal or equitable, upon contract or for 
tort, and have such judgment, decree, and relief as of right it should have. 
And the said court shall also have jurisdiction of civil suits at law or in equity, 
by one of said nations against another, or between citizens or a citizen ot one 
of said nations and a citizen or citizens of another; and this jurisdiction shall 
attach, although of two or more plaintiffs all may not be of a nation or nations 
different from that of all or part of the defendants, if one plaintiff be a citizen 
of one nation and one defendant of another. But the said court shall have no 
jurisdiction of any suit by an individual or individuals, or by a corporation, 
against either of said nations, 

Sec. 16. That the said court shall also have jurisdiction of suits at law or in 
equity, instituted by e ther of the said nations or tribes, or any of its citizen or 
citizens, against any corporation not domiciled in said province, but having 
franchises, property, or interests therein, and between either of the said nations 
and tribes, and a citizen or citizens of the United States or a corporation; but 
no corporation or citizen of the United States shall have right of action in said 
court against any citizen or citizens of said nations or tribes, except on con- 
tracts made, and other causes of action arising, after the passage of this act: 
Provided, That the said court shail not have jurisdiction of any suit at law or in 
equity between individuals, or between a corporation and an individual or in- 
dividuals, unless the amount in controversy, or the value of the thing in con- 
troversy, is not less than $500. 

Sec. 17. That the rules of practice and modes of procedure in the said provin- 
cial court, and the forms of writs and modes of summoning and compelling at- 
tendance of witnesses and jurors, shall be the same as in the circuit court of the 
United States for Missouri; and the fees of bailiff, witnesses, and jurors shall be 
the same as in that court, with the same allowances for traveling expenses as 
are allowed by law therein. 

Sec. 18. That the whole province of Oklahoma shall constitute one judicial 
circuit, divided into three judicial districts: First, the Cherokee district, consist- 
ting of all the province lying north of the country owned by the Choctaws and 
Chickasaws and Creeks in 1850; second, the Creek district, consisting of the 
country owned by the Creeks and Seminoles in 1850; and, third, the Choctaw 
district, consisting of the country owned by the Choctaws and Chickasaws in 
1850. 

Se, 19. That there shall be six terms of the said provincial circuit court (any 
two of the judges constituting a quorum) holden in each year, each to continue 
not more than thirty days: two at Tahlequah,in the Cherokee district, on the 
first Mondays of April and October; twoat Okmulkee, in the Creek district, on the 
first Mondaysof May and November; and twoat Atoka, in the Choctaw district, 
on the first Mondays of June and December; and each of said courts shal) pro- 
ceed in civil and criminal matters in all respects as the cireuit and district courts 
of the United States, and appeals and writs of error from the final judgments 
and decrees of said provincial district and circuit court may be taken or prose- 
cuted in the same manner and with like effect as appeals and writs of error are 
taken and prosecuted from the United States district and circuit courts of the 
State of Missouri. 

Swe. 20. That the judges shall appoint a clerk of the court for each district, 
who shall reside aed have his office at the place therein where the court for his 
district is held. The marshal or a deputy marshal shall attend each session of 
the court, and the marshal shall have such number of deputies, and no more, 
as the court shall, upon his application, authorize; and no deputy shall act until 
his appointment is approved by the court or one of the judges thereof. The 
judges may also appoint a bailiff of the courbin each district, and fix his com- 
pensation, and as many np per as may be necessary, and fix their compen- 
sation; and the accounts of the marshal, for all costs, allowances, and expenses 
paid, shall be settled and approved by the court, and be paid upon the certifi- 
cate of two of the judges. 

Seo. 21. That the marshal and his deputies and bailiffs shall be citizens of one 
or other of the nations or tribes of Indians inhabiting the said province; and 
all of such Indians who can understand the English language when spoken 
shall be competent jurors, grand and petit, of the said court,in all cases what- 
ever. 

Sec, 22, That civil suits at law or in equity inst individuals shall be in- 
stituted in the court of the district in which the defendant or one of the defend- 
ants may reside or be found; and when, of several defendants, some reside in 
other districts, process may be served upon them where they reside or may be 
found. Criminal prosecutions shall be instituted in the districts where the ac- 
cused may reside, if he have a residence in the province, and, if not, then where 
he may be found, 

Src. 23. That so soon as the clerks of said courts are appointed and enter upon 
the discharge of their duties, the clerk of the district court of the United States 
for the western district of Arkansas, on being notified thereof, shall transmit to 
the provincial secretary all indictments and other papers in criminal cases in 
that court pending against any and all persons charged with the commission 
of offenses in the Indian country, and exemplifications of the record in each 
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such case, which shall have the same force and effect in all respects as the origi- 
nal record if authenticated by the certificate of the clerk and seal of the court; 
and the provincial secretary shall transmit such indictments, papers, and exem- 
plifications to the clerks of the courts in the respective divisious in which the 
defendants resided when the offenses were committed; or if they did not reside 
in either, or if it is not known in which they resided, then to the clerk of the 
court for the first division; and on receipt thereof by such clerk of either di- 
vision, the district court of the province sitting for that division shall be pos- 
sessed of, and have complete and full jurisdiction of, the case, as if the parties 
had been indicted therein. 

Sec, 24. That persons so indicted, who may be in custody, shall be so held 
until duly demanded by writ of habeas corpus, for the purpose of trial or oth- 
erwise, by said district court of the province; and persons so indicted who may 
have been bailed and be at large on bail shall appear at the first term of the 
court for the district to which their cases may thus have been transferred, or 
their bail be forfeited; and all witnesses summoned or recognized to appear in 
such case shall in like manner appear before the court to which the jurisdiction 
of the case in which they are to testify may be transferred, held for the division 
in which such cases are to be tried. 

Sec, 25, That the records of the courts of general and appellate jurisdiction of 
the Cherokees, Choctaws, Creeks, Seminoles, and Chickasaws shall have the 
same faith and credit, and their judgments and decrees the same force and ef- 
fect everywhere, as the records, judgments, and decrees of courts of the Terri- 
tories of the United States; and exemplifications of the records and proceed- 
ings of such courts, when authenticated like those of the courts of the States, 
under the laws of the United States, shall have the same force and effect as those 
of such courts of the United States. 

Sec, 26, That the courts of the said nations shall have power and jurisdiction 
to enforce the civil and criminal laws of their respective nations, except as to 
offenses punishable under the laws of the United States alone, within the terri- 
torial limits of each, against all persons found therein, and all corporations there 
domiciled, having property, contracting or offending, with like power to en- 
force their judgments and decrees as the courts of general jurisdiction of the 
Territories of the United States. 

Sec, 27. That the governor shall appoint such notaries public in each nation 
as may be desired, and fix the fees to be charged by each, and the provincial 
council may define their powers, and their acts done in pursuance of such laws 
shall be valid and have the same effect as those of notaries public in Louisiana. 

Seco, 28. That the notaries public so appointed, and the judges of the severa! 
courts of said nations, shall have the power to solemnize the rites of matri- 
mony. 

Sec, 29. That until the provincial council shall enact laws to prevent the in- 
troduction for sale into said province of spirituous and intoxicating liquors, any 
person who shall, from any place beyond the limits of said province, introaucc, 
carry, or send into any part of said province, any spirituous and intoxicating 
liquors, intended to be sold and retailed therein, shall, on conviction thereof in 
said district court, be punished under the laws now in force in regard to such 
offense; but it shall not be unlawful for any one to import into said province 
such liquors for his own use or for medicinal purposes; and no other provisions 
of the laws in regard to the introduction of liquors into the Indian country 
shall hereafter be in foree in the Cherokee, Creek, Seminole, Choctaw, or Chick- 
asaw country. 

Src, 80. That the United States will, at the request of either of said nations, 
cause to be surveyed the lands owned by it, and each nation may establish land 
offices, and thereat sell the same at such prices as its Legislature may fix, and 
may also establish offices of registry and record of patents, conveyances, wills, 
and other instruments. 

Sxc, 31. That inasmuch as the Choctaws and Chickasaws are joint owners of 
the lands occupied by both, the consent of both nations must be had before any 
of their lands can be sold or disposed of; and if they can not agree upon divis- 
ion of them, either of those nations may file in the district court of the prov- 
ince, sitting as a circuit court, its bill in equity, to have partition of the joint 
lands, according to their respective rights and interests, by commissioners, un- 
der decree of the court, to be proceeded in and carried into eftect as other suits 
and decrees in equity; service of subpcena or other process on the principal 
chief of the defendant nation being suflicient. 

Sec. 32. That the offices of superintendent of Indian affairs for the Sonuth- 
western superintendency, and of agents for the Cherokees, Crecks, Seminoles, 
Choctaws, Chickasaws, Senecas, and other small tribes in the second section of 
this act mentioned, are hereby abolished, and the papers of all such offices shal! 
be placed in the custody of the provincial secretary; and the agents for thle 
other tribes in said province shall hereafter be under the supervision and con- 
trol of the governor of the province, and report to him. 

Sxc. 33. That the governor of such province shall cause to be selected and desig- 
nated by metesand bounds reservations for the various bands of the Comanches 
or Neums, and of the Caiawas, in that part of said province that lies west of the 
ninety-cighth parallel of west longitude and south of the Arkansas River, and 
shall, if practicable, by negotiation,induce the said bands to settle thereon and to 
engage in shooke-oaleing; and agriculture; to which end he may agree, on the 
part of the United States, to furnish them with cattle, implements of husbandry, 
and other articles necessary to their comfort, and may employ proper persons 
to assist them in their agricultural labors, and physicians toreside among them, 
at such rates of compensation as he may find necessary to secure the serviccs 
of competent and fit persons, for which purpose he may draw from time totime 
the necessary sums from the Treasury of the United States, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec, 34. That there shall be erected, under the direction and supervision of 
the governor of the province, a house and other necessary buildings for the gov- 
ernor, and offices for himself and the secretary, at the seat of government of the 
province, and court-houses and offices for the clerks and marshals at Tahlc- 
quah, Okmulkee, and Atoka, of modest dimensions and at moderate cost, ac- 
cording to plans and estimates to be prepared by the Secretary of War or under 
his direction ; the account therefor shall be audited by the governor and pai: 
at the Treasury of the United States; and the necessary safes, furniture, books, 
and seats, stationery, and other articles for the several courts and offices sha)! 
be purchased by the provincial secretary, and the accounts be audited at the 
Treasury; and estimates for all salaries and other provincial expenditures sha! ! 
be in due time furnished by the Secretary of the Treasury, with those for ex- 
penses of Territories. 

Sxc, 35. That one Delegate, to be entitled toa seat in the House of Representa- 
tives of the United States, to represent the people of said province, with tlic 
same privileges, rights, and compensation as Delegates from the Territories, 
may hereafter be elected by the qualified electors in the said province. Sucl 
Delegate shall be a citizen of some one of the nations or tribes composing sai‘ 
province, and the elections for the same shall be holden on the first Monday of 
September, in the year 1876, and every two years thereafter, at the several 
places for voting in the several nations or tribes, in accordance with the elec- 
tion laws of each; and the returns of such elections shall be made to the pro- 
vincial secretary, who shall cast up and arrange the same in the presence 0! 
the governor of the province; and the governor shal! issue, under the seal 0! 
said province, a certificate of election to the person receiving the highest num- 
ber of votes for such Delegate, which shall be countersigned by the secretary of 
the province. 

Sec. 36. That when the lands of the Cherokees, Creeks, Seminoles, Choctaws, 
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ple of said nati Ss < 3, with tith each individual entit it ss fall 
same, after making reservation of one thirty-sixth part thereof for purpos is 
educi I ple « ud pro‘ min s3en  t i 
delegat rsuan c sto e |] 4 * al << 
cil, a Sta 3 . t el 
States iss a S ~ ns tion s or ¢ I 
for any v - e sha € 
Congress 
t will be observed, Mr. Chairman, that the r ¢ ee 
eration in tl orty-fourth Congress on the LS% the } 
' re Fie ) 
CONGRESSION RECORD, Forty-fourth Congress, first session, } : 
1945), was 1 whether the bill should pass or even be considere = * ( 
was up on a contest of jurisdiction between the Committee on Ter - : alia ; : 
ries and the Committee on Indian Affairs as to which should ha : aac 
jurisdiction he subject ; ‘ 
en thi to which one of these committees should ; = ‘ 
ance of this bill, the | ee on Territories or the Com { ; 
ian iirs Ss] the House, I submitted tl ; 
i “ i 
ry rema V i 1exa iC D | with tl § different. Mr. ¢ . 
3 expressed by me not four days ago, in this debate, as follow ; 
. Congre } it now p 
M ii ) I Lcdestt s S ;wo , t T pos mn pres¢ - ‘ , 
\Y a } 3 a ( I 
th 3 ! ) Mr. Southard It 
I thatt ; \ eT ] tains t I oO tal ) oO 
on Indian A flairs, for re that prime amongthes s ects <« ,? ~] 
commilitee 1s the mak g aking care of the so i . . 4 ‘ 
dians If this was sim] n to organize an or Ter . : 7% 
rovernment with a homo Is in population res dent in the T eo} 1 the U1 i states 1 l I ma 
tory, it would be very prope rnd right and seemly that the Committee on , nt In t es W made w + 
ritories should have exclusive jurisdiction of the subject But inasmuch as : 1 ae ted asaT ‘ th sine 
question of governing the I inus by constructin lerritorial form of \ , E , _— m7” — 
ment for th saqu , nd not like that referred to by f ry it i 1 Lerrit l i ni 
tlemian from Ohio in rege to organizing a Territory of homogeneous A : esentatives both i his H e and int other. a 
ean population with a view t ha sion as State, I think there « a 
no s stot - t ) indian Af ove 
} ‘ t ' irom New i e* 
l ery we k \ to iI House tl i y the ; , v ] I 
vari tribes of Ine s,aif ! a Sialion \ 
p 1 the y ’ ‘ I 
‘ » t ‘ : tliat 
1nd S i as is ord i ri te to t consid ation of the H« ‘ Ok } ’ e apprehen é 1 
upon a proposition too wuize a Territorial government up n the show of the reservation of t] Un States in it 
a cer! 1 Territory possesses f te amot oi population ihe pt 
t for the Indians should 1 gor Mr. Ch i 
i ter I cons ne € SPI N 2 a t desire ) i the mi 
I on trom that a uly pre ‘ } le « 2 . = iy test a 
ma it : i government be 
y considered by the Commit < I 1 li of 15.01m the rorty-to Congre i ( ropo 
of has been taken proandcon. Q : rve all the richts. laws. and < ens} ‘ t 
r the idelity to the Indiaz ‘ 
he whole t land some of t a ) 
ibave expressed with es, a express!y ‘ t tr 
ence to the question both « yandin writing tis we a. diff I } 1 ) to 
of Opinion exists among prominent and inteiligent i 3 4 
themselves and those who thoro yu rstand t I : ti not by the owners : . 
: icy of organizing the Indians into a Territoria! form of government. who, under this law, hav aeter to hav Lnis ry 
: Some conceive that the Indians have arrived at such a point of intellig« me other, though there a é { ( ol} 
with reference to their own affair id their own interests and the p ‘ ’ . 
of their own rights as t m to be organized under a Territorial for we pant 
: gove ment look:ng fi their admission into the Union. But it must b Che piea that this must be d In t nat of t] 
i remeinbered that the ve nations of civi i tribesint \ meless laborers of the y . . j » 1 
there are others whe can not probably be so classed. All the b 4 ; ion nine . . 4 . . 
i involved, the questi is to their representat in a Territor tie ¢ u ht ne uy , om 
' a subject which properly per the Committee on Indian th wrong may perpet c ind ¢ ort 
It wer to the rema f mry -nd from Ohio [Mr. So t . : eonveved to tl ; r ) g t 
: rules of the House give authority ove subject to the Comr I 7 is 
é tories, and that no rule g s it to the Committee on Indian Affairs, I may y poh ACEELWE aw . ' 
; properly say that the other day, when the Committee on Appropriations tinction of the lh ans. | CV be a wrong cor ut 1 by thest 
sided over with so much ability by my friend from Pennsylvania (Mr. RAN- | ao4j7 the we which 1 lleave a foul yt the nati ! 
DALL |, which seems to draw to itself almost every subject and topic of legisla se : mt s =) 5 ‘ 
tion that can be presented for the cor ‘ration of the House —when that cor 5,00 
; mittee rep. rted the other day in the reral appropriation bill a proposition to Mr. ‘R. I simply wanted to remind the gentlk 
: transfer the Indian Bureau from the Interior Department to the War Dey; in the Forty-fourth Congress he was in f Tr nizing a 
ment they were in my humble judgment trenching upon the functions « ! . ea Sistine re 4 ee a aoe 
Committee on Indian Affairs, who, though their special duties have not , | ment in the Indian Territory A Withdraw tne 0orma: am 
defined under the rules, have confided to their hands the great question o The question was put, and the Chairma reported t i 
interests and management of the Indians and the proper mode of carrying out ne i to have it , 
he faith of the Government as expressed in the treaties with the vari I ‘ - Saati “ : 
tribes. The Committee on Appropriations, I say, undertook to | : Mr. HOOKER. Ieall forad 
question to the exclusion, in my judgment, of the committee to which it pro; The House divided; and there wer ayes 11, moe 
ee ti | Mr. HOOKER. No quorar 
And now, when a bill has been reported, when proof has been taken and prs a DDINAYD - : ; 
‘d to the House,and leave asked that it be printed and recommitted for Ir. SPRINGER. ama ’ to gt 
reconsideration, I do not think the House will consent to take this mat and I hone the gentleman wil! not ma t U 
from the cc ttee to which properly pertain the management and contro! of . — ae 
this question and transfer it to the Committee on Territories, whose functions : ee ee 
are simply to present bills for the organization of Territories when the poy -| OF taining the views Oo! i : Une © 
tion is homogencous, not when it is swi generis, as is the case with the Ind . draw the point « f no quorum, | l acre I j i 
When the Indian Committee shall have passed upon this question, with a no vote in the House on his ame mer 
the proof it has taken and all the lights before it, it may conclude that a certain | * ; ch oan aie. tae. am 
form of government ought toexist. Butit can not besupposed that an ord y The CHAIRMAN rhe Ch i 
Territorial form of government would be adapted to the condition, the wants, ssippi r.H KER nd t! e! 
the necessities, and the respective rights of these various Indian tribes. W) aa) ara 
iz For the simple and obvious reason that if in the Indian Territory you orga ae ; = 
: a Territorial government in the ordinary form and manner, the contro! of t ihe committee a nh al i 
Ri government willin afew years be possessed, necessarily in a large degree, | ayes 19, noes 99 
bs those whoare not Indians. This, in my view, would be the effect of the orga Mr. SPRINGER I i ) f 
oe ization of a Territorial government in the ordinary form for the Indian Ter = a : oat 
“y tory. : I CHAIRMAN t t 
Es For these reasons I agree with my colleague on the committee in the m« tself without a quoru ( ( 
he has made to refer this question to the Committee on Indian Affairs, by ¥ _— ; oli « ’ 
t it has long been considered. : — , — 
fe Th r 


The honorable gentleman from Illinois has alluded in terms of great 
commendation to the position of Professor Seelye, of New York, w : 
was on the Committee on Indian Affairs at the time when the bill to | Alien, Mis Blan d 0 Cai r 
which the gentleman has referred was reported from the Committee on 5. tor 
Indian Affairs in the Forty-fourth Congress. Now, what was Mr. Seel- | )°)3°) aia eenemnaill ; 
ye’s position in reference to this bill? His views will be found on} } nt, B Bur ‘ Clari 
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Collins, Hayden, McKinney, Simmons, 
Cooper, Hayes, MeMillin, Sowden, 

Cox Hemphill, McRae, Spinola, 

Crain, Henderson, Il. McShane, Spooner, 
Culberson, Hermann, Merriman, Stahinecker, 
Cummings, Hiiestand, Milliken, Stephenson, 
Cutcheon, Hires, Mills, Stewart, Tex. 
Dalze Hopkins, 11. Montgomery, Stewart, Vt. 
Dargan, Hopkins, N. Y. Morrill, ‘Tarsney, 
Darlington, Houk, Morse, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Davenport, Hovey, Norwood, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Davidson, Ala, Hloward, O’ Donnell, Thomas, Ky. 
Davidson, Fla. Hudd, O' Neill, Pa. Thomas, Ill. 


De Lano, Hunter, Owen, Thomas, Wis. 
Dingley, Jackson, Peel, Thompson, Cal, 
Dorsey, Johnston, N.C. Perkins, Tillman, 
Dougherty, Jones, Peters, Turner, Ga, 
Dunham, Kennedy, Phelps, Vance, 

Finley, Kerr, Pidecock, Wade, 

Fisher, Ketcham, Plumb, Washington, 
Fitch, Lagan, Pugsley, Weber, 

Fiood, Laidlaw, Randali, West, 

Ford, Landes, Rayner, White, N.Y. 
Gaines, Lawler, Reed, Whiting, Mich. 
Gay, Long, Robertson, Whiting, Mass. 
Glover, Lyman, Rock well, Wickham, 
Granger, Macdonald, Rowell, Wilber, 
Greenman, Maffett, Russell, Mass, Wilkins, 
Grosvenor, Maish, Rusk, Wilson, W. Va. 
Grout, Matson, Seymour, Woodburn. 
Guenther, McAdoo, Shaw, 

Hare, McComas, Sherman, 

Hatch McKinley, Shively, 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee will now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having resumed the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DoCKERY, from the Committee of 
the Whole, reported that the committee had found itse!f without a 
quorum, had caused the roll to be called, and had directed him to re- 
port the names of the absentees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hundred and sixty-six members 
have answered to their names—more than a quorum, and the commit- 
tee will resume its session. 

The committee accordingly resumed its session, Mr. DoCKERY in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will announce the vote at the time the 
roll was ordered to be called. On the amendment of the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] there were—ayes 19, noes 99. The 
tellers will resume their places, and gentlemen who have not voted will 
please pass between the tellers. . 

fhe House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 20, noes 
109. 

Mr. PAYSON. I would like to suggest to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER] that while a technical quorum is here, there is 
not a voting quorum, and as it is near the time for adjournment, I 
think it would be wise to rise and adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to accommodate the gentleman. 
While a quorum will not probably vote upon this proposition we would 
be required to stay here until 5 o0’clock. But it seems to me that as 
only twenty gentlemen voted for the amendment, the gentleman ought 
to be satistied and let the vote which has been taken determine his 
amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. ROGERS. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. PAYSON. Regular order. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not see any necessity of staying here. If 
gentlemen will proceed with the consideration of the bill, I am ready 
to go on; but if not, I will move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. ROGERS. I will withdraw my motion. 

The committee according rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DoCKERY reported that the committee had 
had under consideration the bill H. R. 10614, and had come to no res- 
olution thereon. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be instructed to telegraph all members 
who are absent from the city, unless absent on account of sickness of themselves 
or their families, that their presence here is required immediately in order that 
the public business may be transacted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. This resolution is for the purpose of procuring the 
presence of members of the House, and the Speaker the other day de- 
cided such a resolution presented a privileged question when the ques- 
tion was up at that time. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman make a point of 
order? 

Mr. PAYSON. The question is whether a resolution of this kind 
could be adopted without first revoking the leaves of absence which 
have been granted. To telegraph for members who are absent on leave 
from the House seems to be entirely out of order unless the leaves al- 
ready granted them should first be revoked. And I make the inquiry 
whether that should first be done? 


I offer the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
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Mr. SPRINGER. Certain leaves of absence were revoked, and since 
that time other gentlemen have been excused. The House has the 
right to compel the attendance of its members at any time. 

Mr. PAYSON. Without revoking the additional leaves? 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is not a resolution to arrest the members, 
but simply a statement that their presence is required. 

Mr. PAYSON. I think they ought to be here; but as a preliminary, 
perhaps the additional leaves ought to be revoked before we go through 
the empty performance of telegraphing to members. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no penalty attached to this. I want to 
call the attention of the House to the fact that a certain important 
matter has been set for consideration on Saturday, and it is necessary 
that the members of the House should be here. 

This is simply an earnest request to members who are absent, and 
whose business will permit their attendance, thatthey should putin an 
appearance at as early a time as possible. I think no gentleman ought 
to object to it, because we have spent half of this day waiting for mem- 
bers to come in to make a quorum. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, 
Did not the last roll-call show the presence of a quorum? 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. It did. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Then, as a quorum is here, I see no 
necessity for the resolution of the gentleman from Illinois, unless he 
can couple with it some proposition which will compel members to vote 
when they are in the Hall. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This resolution is notoffered with a view of com- 
pelling the attendance of members. It does not propose the issue of 
writs for their arrest; that may become necessary after awhile. This 
is simply a statement from the House to absent members that, in the 
condition of our business, their presence here is required. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from Illinois be 
kind enough to refer the Chair to the rule under which he claims that 
this resolution is privileged ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will do so. 

Mr. WHEELER. In the mean time I wish to amend the resolution 
by substituting the word ‘‘requested’’ for ‘‘ required.’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No amendment can now be enter- 
tained. The question of order must first be determined, whether the 
resolution is privileged and is before the House for consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘This is a proposition, I believe, to send telegrams 
to absent members urging them to come here. That is the motion, I 
believe ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the substance of it. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I wish to ask the Chair and the House what 
efficacy there will be in sending telegrams to absent members? It has 
been proclaimed that there is need for immediate legislation to enable 
us to retaliate against Canada; and the ‘‘leader of the House,’’ the 
gentleman from Texas [ Mr. MILLs], stated the other day in Chicago, 
according to the report in the public prints, that ‘‘the British lion was 
to be taken by the snout forthwith.’’ Now, if such an announcement 
as that will not bring him here, do you suppose that a poor little tele- 
gram will doso? I think the sending of telegrams as proposed woul 
be only a useless expense. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. 
charged to the absent members. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution submitted by the gentleman from IIli- 
nois ? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I submit that this is a question of privilege. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I object, because telegrams were sent members 
one week ago and when members had answered those telegrams by 
their presence the very day of their arrival leaves of absence were 
granted to others. It seems to me to bea futile proceeding to summon 
members here by telegraph and then at the same time keep on granting 
leaves of absence. 

Mr. WEAVER. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is this resolu- 
tion subject to objection? Is not the resolution in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was inclined to think the 
resolution could not be entertained except by unanimous consent. ‘The 
gentleman from Illinois, however, said that he would refer the Chair to 
the rule under which the resolution is in order. Gentlemen will bear 
in mind the marked distinction between the present case and the con- 
dition of business when less than a quorum is endeavoring to secure 
the attendance of a quorum. 

Mr. WEAVER. - The Chair can request members to come in from the 
cloak-room and vote; and certainly the House can request members to 
come from any part of the country. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no doubt that the House 
can do so; but the question is whether this resolution is in order at this 
time. The rules provide that resolutions shall be referred to commit- 
tees; and unless there is something that takes this resolution out 0! 
that ordinary rule, it is clearly not in order now—not privileged. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘The Speaker held the other day that a resolution 
to send telegrams summoning absent members was in order, and also 
that a resolution revoking leaves of absence was in order. 


Let the expense of the telegrams be 


I object. 
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Mr. CHEADLE There was no quorum pt it at that time é We can not « t ‘ ‘ 
were operating under a call of the House, and t purpose wa ee dhe co es 
cure yuoru : 
Mr. NELSON. 1 1 from Illinois [Mr. § stomed 
to yield for a1 @ ¢ ), in 1 t yi the passa of a é 
[ Lar rht a 
Mr. SPRINGER this qu 1 disposed : 
Mr. NELSON ibis ill for ¢he r lef ofa i I ‘ : 
nesota, whose hous I 1 and who that y | : 
dollar United States bonds. I ask unanimous consent - s of y,t i As s ef! 
Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to know whether 1 the opi . x : F 
the Chair, this resolution is privileged. Janes, Dav 
The SPEAKER pro pore. TheChair is inclined to k i : ! ( \ 
yrivileged. whem Fah sehede ee a 
Mr. SPRINGER. Then I move a call of the House. Ss ‘Vain on 
The motion was rejected; there being—ayes 32, noes 63 t 3 A. Be We , foreg 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. I move the House do now ad : . . ~ = M. i a 
Mr. McCREARY. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (H. | D ™M ~ WSs < ‘ : 
11309) set apart for consideration on Saturday be fixed instead for phia; J ‘ walader, ( ¢; ¢ 
Monday, immediately after the reading of the Journal. ‘There is so —aauens Wein = , 


doubt of the bill being printed in time. f taxes; Frank | ‘ . H. K 
Mr. DUNN. That is suspension day. | sheriff; Geo. Ph esid First Na il Ba 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has the right ‘de 5 ee . ae at ; ae a = 
the order of the House, to call it up at any time. P lelphia ist; § t. Shipley, president Provide 
Mr. SPRINGER. But the gentleman has given notice that h r. Company; S. A ld we president Fidelity 1 

‘ pany bin as ( i Sicle ( tee T. ¢ 


call it up at a particular time. WW Ry ‘ ; ae ait? ; 
Mr. McCREARY. I give notice I will call the bill up on M G. M. Troutraan, pre t Cent N al Bank; J 


next, A i . i ‘ ( k I 
Mr. SPRINGER. If the bill had been recommitted, it could have Paitnke’ Weamaha Bk Maemo. of avin & C 
been reported back at any time Ww J ad . . . - 4 ; ‘ eg" 
Mr. McCREARY. In order that there shall be no mistake about it nut t t Phila ui Geo. H.S 

t B Art ae 


I ask, by unanimous consent, to call the bill up on Monday next ; : - 


al : 
Mr. DUNN. I object to that, as it is suspension day. ke ¢ ( 3. 3 f( 3] Oceans % 
Mr. McCCREARY. Does the Chair rule that unanimous co t is Haas& H 1. es 










































necessary ? . : (cs 
The SPEAKER pro t re. [he present occupant of tl Straw e & t ( D 
thinks the gentleman has th rht to call it pon Monday nex : “ Nat j ‘ . loel J 
course the question of consideration can then be raised - 
Mr. BLAND. If the bill had been recommitted and the m ( 
reconsider entered, it could have been called up at any time Mr. HOO oo ’ 
was postponed until Saturday, and it must be called up on th the Oklal 
unless it is postponed until Monday. SPE A] 
Mr. McCREARY. I ask that the bill be considered on M 1 ais. saa ie ise eae eal , ‘ 
3 stead of Saturday, and from day to day until disposed of. here was no obie . ; 
Mr. DUNN. I object to Monday. rf. NET SO 1 ; ' . 
| ae Mr. WARNER. We are not in danger from the Can: ns in t 
if g ting it off for one day longer. — COP = tas 
| oa \ t . } ‘s . . ‘ , , 
; ae Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. L object to Monday, as that iss l M 2PRING I ‘ ‘iw , 
+ aa * ‘ . . : . bivl rhuin 
a sion day, and I hope to get in some labor bills. ‘ 
} 2 ¢ - +t ° . tO- 
% Mr. BINGHAM. I have had placed in my hand for presentation hh, , 
< to the House, by the secretary of the Pennsylvania Auxiliars t — ‘ 
z > ’ . = a . . . . ‘ 
2 American Peace Society, a memorial praying for suc legis } 
; will lead to the establishment of a system of arbitration, especia 
; between this country and Great Britain, for the settlement of all d PRIVA IN DA . 
: putes without a resort to war. ow 4 — 
. °49 . e . Haet rie e pi é 
4 I ask that the memorial, with the names, may be printed in 1 i id 
. : ‘ =. : i i | I i 
3 ReEcorD and referred to the Committee on loreign Afiairs By M BI TT 4 I ( 
; There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. WW s @ thee Connankite ( 
: The memorial is as follows: * MORFT 1 pe 
is To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Stati lames Metcalf—to the ¢ 
4 The undersigned citizens of Pennsylvania have been appointed—five by Mr. C. A USSELL | H. ] 
, by the governor of the State and five by the Pennsylvania Branch of ‘ f 1 to ¢ . \r Y ( 
; . } S101 l Gl wi, i f 
ican Peace Society—for the purpose of endeavoring to further the ado, 
the United States Government of the proposition emanating from over one-t j | 8100s, 
of the members of the British House of Commons for the permanent aba : By Mr. TOWNSHEND } H a8 
Ls ment of war a means of settling differences between the two countries ir ——_ 1 { | 
We need not 1 yunt the arguments which have already been addressed Tt hae ‘ . D> 44 
you from different quarters in favor of this measure, nor the evidences i », @ OU (rh. de 
from seores of s ‘ful experiments and covering half a century, that war ca ( ttee on Invalid 
be pre‘ arbitration whenever a nation is just in its intention 4 bill (H Gas ; ‘ ( 
In m aif of these cases the United States has been one of the parties 7 a 
and |} »ble example to the rest of the world, which is more i t { yn invalid ren 
appreciated and followed as the years pass by. It iseminently fitting t ‘ By Mr. TURN] ) 
industrial, commercial, and professedly Christian country should be the | Oe Mae hon di 
in this moveme 30 becoming the nineteenth century and so consonar . 
the teachir Prince of Peace; and, in our opinion, it is more ap 
ate that she should take the initiative in the present forward step in fay a 
permanent treaty of n than that any other nation should. 
: It has been urged by; ’ objection that there is no necessity for this |} f ice ‘ . 
s tween the Uniied States and the United Kingdom But two disastrous w g : 3 . : 
; occurred between those ms since the middle of the last century, and t under the rule, and rele 
have been at least two narrow escapes from war between them w it . Mi ( R. BRI INKED 
e quarter of a century It is also significant that these were both averted ‘ ( ma fa ; ¥ ’ ‘ 
bitration. nty ; 
The fact, however, that there is less likelihood of the » ti Co iittee on Co 
tween other nations affords the very reason why : temy | Mr. COMPTO?> Petit rd 1 
made with reasonable hope of success, Henrv St f ‘ ' ‘ -_ ( 
It would be most ungracious and would present the appearance of unfriend- er 6a et lagged tak _ , 
liness on the part of this country if a proposition,so commendable on genera the Committee on War Claims. 
grounds, advocated by so considerable a portion of the British Parliament, a By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: R lution of prov 
number of whem crossed the ocean as a deputation for the express purpose of | , ty of Per | . fan » te 7 
presenting it. should be treated with the discourtesy, either of silence or reje pe 2 Us cS ya, Lid., 1 Per , — , 
u mn, by a nation between whom and their own exist the strongest ties of kin- | to the Committee on Appropriat 
ship and commerce. | By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of F. B. Hinson an for a land 
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district in Northern New Mexico—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. O’'FERRALL: Petition of Lewis F. Moreland, heir of Sam- 
uel Moreland, of Clarke County, Virginia, for reference of his claim to 


Committee on War Claims. 
Petit ion of £. F. Redfern and others, in favor 


aims—to the 


HWAITE: 


the Court of Cl 
By Mr. OUT 


of gr: unting pension to Norah Lohr—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
810ns 
By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of Peter L. Feeger, of Tipton County 


Tennessee, for reference of his war claim to the Court of Cl 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Remonstrance of William A. Quarrier and oth« 
citizens of West Virginia, against the passage of Senate bill No. 32: 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

sy Mr. WHEELER: Petition of William Gullatt, of Jackson County, 
Alabama, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


aims—to 


=9 
4 
= 


The following petition, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they 
were in the service, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions 

By Mr. C. 8. BAKER: Of H. G 


; Thayer and 44 others, citizens of 
Monroe County, New York. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, August 31, 1888. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. MITCHELL. I present a petition of the Tacoma Bar Associa- 
tion, of the cityof Tacoma, Wash., praying for the creation of two addi- 
tional judicial districts in that Territory, and providing judges therefor; 
also a similar petition signed by members of the bar generally of Pierce 
County, Washington Territory. I move the reference of the petitions 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of W. E. Bonner and 25 other 
citizens of Freestone County, Texas, praying that increased compen- 
sation be allowed fourth-class postmasters; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (11. R. 10122) granting a pension to Margaret Quinton; 

A bill (H. R. 7912) for the relief of Frances P. Vernon; 

A bill (HL. R. 2716) granting a pension to J. W. Leight; 

A bill (H. R. 10738) to increase the pension of George C. Quick; 

A bill (1H. R. 10241) increasing the pension of Richard Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 10907) granting a pension to Henry Mitchell Young- 
blood; and 

A bill (H.R. 6309) for the relief of Mary A. Covey. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 

the bill (H. R. 9557) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Longshaw, depend- 
ent mother of William Longshaw, late assistant surgeon United States 
Navy, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the samecommittee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 5193) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin Franklin, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9358) to increase the pension of Rosalie O’Sul- 
livan, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2766) for the relief of Maj. James Belger; and 

A bill (S. 2055) for the relief of Mrs. Catherine E. Whitall. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 979) for the relief of Benjamin D. Lakin, submitted an ad- 

erse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3467) to prevent the introduction of contagious 
diseases from one State to another, and for the punishment of certain 
offenses, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
an amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. DANIEL to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon; and the 
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amendment was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
vas referred the bill (S. 1892) for the relief of soldiers who have been 
honorably mustered out of the service of the United States Govern- 
ment on surgeons’ certificates, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

’ EXTENSION OB APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 219) to continue the 
provisions of a joint resolution entitled a ‘‘ Joint resolution to provide 
temporarily for the expenditures of the Government,’’ to report it with- 
out amendment, and I ask unanimous consent that it may be consid- 
ered now. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
length. 

Mr. HOAR. For information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, eic., That the provisions of a joint resolution entitled a ‘‘ Joint reso- 
lution to continue the provisions of a joint resolution approved June 30, 1888 
entitled a ‘Joint resolution to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the 
Government,’ ” approved July 31, 1S88, be and the same are hereby extended ani 
15th day of September, 


The joint resolution will be read at 


For information, subject to objec- 


1883, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the joint resolution ? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3505) to amend an act entitled 
An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation 
of dutiable goods, and for other purposes;’’ which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committce 
on Finance. 


Is there objection to the present con- 


of the Whole, 


“ 


AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. CAMERON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDS IN COLUMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 239) confirm- 
ing titles to certain lands in Columbia County, State of Florida, which 
was reported adversely by the Committee on Public Lands on the 27th 
instant and indefinitely postponed, may be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order by which the bill was 
postponed indefinitely will be reconsidered, if there be no objection, 
and the bill placed on the Calendar, with the adverse report of the 
committee. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

TRANSIT OF GOODS IN BOND. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution coming over from 
yesterday, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. CuLLom Au- 
gust 30, 1888, as follows: 

Whereas the President of the United States in his message of August 23,1883 
concerning our relations with Canada advises Congress that Article XX!IX of 
the treaty of Washington, which provided for the transit of goods, wares, and 
merchandise in bond over the territory of the United States to or from Canad 
is no longer in force; and 

Whereas in the same message the President also advises Congress that s« 
tion 3 of the act of March 1,1873, passed to carry into effect the provisions of 
said Article X XTX is no longer in force; and 

Whereas section 3005 of the Revised Statutes only authorizes the transit 
through the territory of the United States of merchandise destined for Canad 
and arriving from abroad at New York, Boston, and Portland in Maine (or a! 
such other ports as may be specially designated by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury): Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate whether the transit in bond over or across the territory o! 
the United States, without the payment of duty, of goods, wares, and merchia 
dise coming from Canada has been permitted since July 1, 1885, when Arti 
X XIX of the treaty of Washington, and section 3 of the act of March 1, 1873, are 
said to have ceased to be in force; and, if so, to what extent and by what au- 
thority of law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 

Mr.GEORGE. Mr. President, I think the resolution is unnecessar: 
There are statutory provisions which have been in force since 1862 ani! 
1864 under which exportations from Canada to the United States have 
been exported to foreign countries. In other words, at the timeof t 
ratification of the treaty of 1871 all the operations of commerce which 
are permitted by Article XXTX of that treaty were permitted and in forc 
and in vogue and constantly practiced under the then existing statutes 
of the United States. 

On June 7, 1864, an act was passed which isnow incorporated in the 
Revised Statutes as section 3102, by which when goods arriving at 4 
port in the United States were destined to a port not on the sea or 
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Mr. HTAWLEY. 
Mr. CULLOM. 


It is the law. 

I am not fully aware, but I have always understood 
that to be the actual condition of affairs connected with the Govern- 
ment. That is all I have to say about those letters, 

So fur as my charge against the Administration of the violation of 
the civil-service law is concerned, as the Senator from Missouri has 
seen proper to call up what I said in regard to the Chicago post-office, 
I ask the Secretary to read a report of what took place in connection 
with the lawyer, a partner of the postmaster, who asked the employ¢s 
of that post office to come over to see him, so that we may know all 
about the whole situation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. From what is the Secretary to read? 

Mr. CULLOM. It is from the Chicago Tribune. The Secretary will 
please read what I have indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


[Chicago Tribune, Wednesday, August 22, 1858. ] 
PRESSING INVITATION EXTENDED TO POST- 

OFFICE EMPLOYES—THEY RECEIVE A POSTAL CARD FROM MR. E. P. ESHER, OF 

THE FIRM OF JUDD, RITCHIE & ESHER, AND WHEN THEY CALL ARE ASKED 

TO DONATE FROM $10 TO $25 TO THE DEMOCRATIC CAMPAIGN FUND—WUAT 

MR. JUDD SAYS ABOUT IT. 

During the last few days nearly everybody connected with the post-office re- 
ceived a postal-card to this effect: 

“Drar Sir: Please call and see me at your early convenience on a matter of 
importance. 


“COME OVER AND SEE ME’’—A 


“E. B. ESHER, 
“Room 38, Ashland Block.” 

Now, what was this matter of importance? A young man started out to pen- 
etrate the mystery. He went to Room 38 Ashland Block. Upon the door was 
neatly printed: 

“ Judd, Ritchie & Esher, law office.” 

* Judd, Ritchie & Esher,” mused the young man. ‘* Why, that is Postmaster 
Judd’s law firm, That'sfunny.’’ Then he went in and asked for Mr. Esher. 

* That is my name,” said the gentleman addressed, at the same time laying 
down his newspaper. Motioning the young man toa vacant chair he inquired 
the nature of his business. 

“T was told you wanted to see me,” 
land.”’ 

**Who told you?” asked Mr. Esher, eying the innocent looking stranger some- 
what suspiciously. 

** Ed Robinson.” 

“Who's Ed Robinson?” 

*“ He works over at the post-office,” 

* Do you work there too?” 

** Yes, sir.”’ 

“In what department?” 

“The Western mail room,” 

Mr. Esher took out a roll of manuscript and appeared for a moment to be 
searching for the name of his visitor. Finding the search tedious and fruitless 
he looked up from his desk and eyed the stranger in a manner that witnesses 
subject to the legal gentleman's cross-examination have had great reason to 
dread. 

“T don’t find your name here,” he said abruptly. 

“Mr. Wilbanks,” 
the inquisition. 

“Where's your card ?”’ demanded the attorney sharply. 

“Oard!"’ repeated the young man blankly, “ I don’t—that is— er—I have not 
got any printed cards—I mean to say”’ 

The attorney kindly came to the assistance of his evidently embarrassed vis- 
itor, and, dropping his stern “nisi prius’’ demeanor, he assumed a look in 
which patronage and kindness seemed to bubble forth from his every feature. 

‘Never mind. If you did not receive a card—a postal card, I mean—you will 
doso, Nowthat you are here, however, I may as well tell you what I wanted 
youfor. How much will you subscribe toward the Democratic national cam- 
paign fund?” 

He stammered something about not being able to do much, but supposed he 
would have to come in with the rest, 

FIXING ‘THE PERCENTAGE. 


o” 


**Let me see; what is your salary’ 
young man’s hesitation. 

“Only $75 a month, but’’— 

**Ah—I see—a good contribution,” broke in Esher gleefully. 
$75—shall we say $25? 
man in your position.’ 

At the same time he produced a book wherein a long string of names of con- 
tributors were inscribed, against each of which was set forth the amount prom- 
ised. The majority had inscribed $10, but many had named $15 as their limit. 
Perceiving that Holland was inspecting the list somewhat curiously, Mr. Esher 
hastened to explain that none of the signatures on that list were in as good a 
position as $75 a month, ; 

“T must tell you, Mr. Holland—I think you said that was your name—that 
the least you should give is $25.” 

* But I have a wife and family,’ began the young man, apologetically, “‘and, 
besides, as I am just going to housekeeping, $25 is a big sum out of one month’s 
money. By the way, when has this money to be paid?” 

** It should be paid by the Ist of September, but in your case I think we may 
call it the 16th; and suppose we say $20 instead of $25, how will that suit?” 

The visitor meekly acknowledged the condescension of his pseudo chief's 
partner, and, appearing to become bold by the graciousness of the attorney, 
ventured to suggest $15 as the limit to which his housekeeping fund should be 
taxed for the benefit of the present Administration. 

“All right, we will call it $15, but do not tell any of the boys that you only gave 
so little. Sign your name in this book and justsay ‘Payable by September 16.’”’ 

Thus requested, the young man nervously seized the proffered pencil and 
signed “J.P. Holland. Payable on or before September 16, $15.” 

*“T remember your name now,” said Mr. Esher, as he took the pen, 
sending you a notice to come and sce me, 
bade the young man good-day. 


said the newcomer; *‘my name is Hol- 


“Who is your superior?” 
replied the young man, growing somewhat nervous under 





Mr. Esher inquired, perceiving the 


“Let me see— 
Yes, I think $25 will about be satisfactory for a young 


’ 


“Trecollect 
You'll get it all right.””. Then he 


MR. ESHER SADLY PERPLEXED-—A SECOND CALL FROM THE YOUNG MAN WOR- 
RIES HIM, 


Something like an hour later the same young man called again at the law of- 
fice where Postmaster Judd is the principal partner. He asked for Mr. Esher. 

“* Mr. Esher is busy,”’ said a tall,funereal looking clerk in reply to the report- 
er’s inquiries. 

A glim through the half-opened door of Mr. Esher’s private office disclosed 
that gentleman seated at his desk expounding the law in its dual relationship 
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to civil-service reform and Democratic success to a couple of letter-carriers, 
His arguments seemed to be as brief and just as directly tothe point as they had 
been when he wasinculcating to *‘ Ed. Robinson's” friend the necessity of plank- 
ing down the cold dollars for the good of the cause. His hearers in this case, 
however, seemed to have a great deal more to say. ‘Their voicescould be heard 
considerably above a mild whisper and it sounded to the outsider much as 
though there was a kick being made, 

Suddenly there was a silence, a scraping of chairs as of some one drawing up 
to a desk to sign his name, and an instant later the two letter-carriers appeared 
in the doorway of the office. Their flushed faces and far from enthusiastic 
looks plainly told that the interview had not been a pleasant one, and that they 
were glad it was over. 

‘*Mr. Esher is disengaged now,” said the funereal youth. 

MR. ESHER 18 SURPRISED. 
Entering the office the young man handed to Mr. Esher his card: 


J. P. Holland, Chicago Tribune,”’ 


The lawyer motioned to his visitor to take a chair, at the same time bending 
over his desk to read the inscription on the card. 

As he did so bis hand mechanically sought the open subscription book which 
lay on the desk, and before he had taken his eye from the offending pasteboard 
the tell-tale book had been doubled up in the hand furthest from where the re- 
porter sat. 

**What can I do for you, sir?” said the lawyer at length, looking up. 

“ The Tribune would like to know something about the Democratic campaign 
fund,” the reporter began,when suddenly the look of horrified perplexity which 
began to creep over the lawyer's face caused him to stop. 

Perplexity, anxiety, indignation, dismay, and horror succeeded each other 
with lightning rapidity in the expression of the attorney’s mobile features. 

“The Tribune ?—er—I don’t understand,’’ he stammered, whenever the re- 
porter repeated the query for information. 

‘Impossible !’? muttered the attorney sotto voce; “it can not be—but 
yet——”’ and the remainder of his thoughts expended themselves in the region of 
his astonished brain. 

* Well, sir,’ suddenly drawing himself upand facing the reporter with an ex- 
pression in which could be read a determination to be as candid and outspoken 
as a deaf mute oyster, *‘ what can I do for you?” 

“ The Tribune would like to know something about the Democratic campaign 
fund,” repeated the reporter for the third time 

Again the look of agonized perplexity crept into the lawyer’s face, and, spite 
of his evident intention to show a bold front, he replied: 

**Haven’t I seen you somewhere before?”’ 

“ Yes, sir—about an hour ago.”’ 

‘*Chicago Tribune!” the puzzled lawyer repeated to himself, taking up the 
card which had been lying before him. ‘‘ Where did I see you?”’ 

** Right here.” 

‘But how can that be—didn’t you bring me a card?” 

‘No, sir; I didn’t have one to bring.” 

“Strange!” he replied, as if trying to recall the incidents of the interview with 
the reporter. 

“*Ed Robinson’ sent me, you remember,’ 
perplexity of his interlocutor. 

‘Oh, I see; you work at the post-office. Ah! that’s different,” as though a 
load of care had suddenly been taken off his mind. 

‘No, sir; | work at the Tribune office,’ responded the reporter. 


MR, ESHER LOCKS THE DOOR, 


The incipient smile vanished, and the astonished lawyer rose to his feet and 
walked towards the office door. 

Turning the key in the lock, he resumed his seat, and ran his fingers through 
his hair, as if trying mentally to grasp the situation before he proceeded fur- 
ther. 

Soon the ludicrous side presented itself,and he faced around, smiling, to his 
visitor, to whom he extended his hand. 

‘*Very clever,very clever, indeed. Now, whatare you going to do about it?” 

“Just as yousay. All I want is information,” the reporter replied, grasping 
the outstretched hand. “ First of all, how about that $15 subscription? ”’ 

“That was hardly fair. You see I have already remitted that money, or, at 
least, made myself liable for it.” 

** How so?” 

“T have checked it off as paid—see,”’ showing the book in which the report- 
er’s signature was already succeeded by a number of other signatures for simi- 
lar or less amounts. ‘By checking it off as paid I made myself liable to the 
national committee for that amount, and unless some one pays it I shall be just 
so much out of pocket.”’ 

**Isn’t this a pretty steep sum for a poor fellow only earning $75 a month, with 
a wife and family to support and just going to house-keeping?”’ 

‘Not very—at least as compared with the assessments paid under a Repub- 
lican administration.” 

“What was the rate of Republican assessments?” inquired the reporter. 

“Much higher, Iassure you. I should say, however, that this is not an as- 
sessment,” the lawyer explained. 





’ 


suggested the latter, noting the 


SUBSCRIBERS TO THE FUND-—-THE AUTHORITY MR, ESHER HAS TO ACT AS COL- 
LECTOR, 


“To whom were the postal-cards sent ?”’ 

“To everybody likely to contribute—Government employés and others.” 

“Would you mind showing me one of the postal-cards ?”’ 

“What good would it do you?” 

**My object is to learn if there is anything of the ‘stand and deliver’ about 
the message which the letter-carriers seem so reluctant to answer.” 

‘Nothing of the kind—there’s no reluctance on their part—they come will- 
ingly. I can give you the names of several who have called here, but whom [ 
have sent away without obtaining their signature because I didn’t think they 
could afford anything.” 

Mr. Esher fumbled among the pile of postal-cards as he spoke and presently 
drew forth one from the heap. Holding it flat in his outstretched palm so that 
the edges alone could be seen by the reporter, he continued : 

“This young fellow is a lad of sixteen. He came up here and would have 
signed his name for $10 willingly, but I told him to ask his father before doing 
so.”’ 

“What was the boy’s salary ?”’ 

“[ don’t remember,” replacing the card and throwing a blotting-pad over 
the pile. 

“We have several instances of the kind—young men of seventeen or eighteen 
who want to subscribe, but whom I send away to get their parents’ consent.” 

**Did any of them come back yet?”’ 

** Not yet—at least not to my recollection.” 

* About how much does each man subscribe?’’ asked the reporter, the mem- 
ory of that $15 still ranklingin his mind. ‘* Do they all prove as generous as re- 
porters?”’ r 

“T would rather be excused from answering that question. 
have a bad effect on future subscriptions.” ; 

**But can’t you give me an idea—was I generous or niggardly?” 


You see, it would 
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: LAWS . i wis j , 
Changing the subject, as further questions on this point only promised to iS so arra i. Mr. Es ‘ s t ‘ + mie ‘ 3 
out further denials of the postmaster’s complicity, tacit or expressed, in ‘ that n I ve w 
i matter, the reporter inquired: y sh i Mr. Es - 1 suc stoem] : 
* How about the civil-service t? Isthis nota direct violation of it i se tl t f 
The question seemed to please the lawyer hugely. He had « dently been of s f 
pecting it all through the unwilling cross-examination to which ] id f i 
himself in a measure compelled to act the part of candid wit: Sn ‘ ‘ s ve 
benignantly on the legally untutored scribe, he answered t w 10u ‘ 1 of th vat d 
I had studied that law thoroughly before I undertook any part in t the ‘ 
ter, and I would suggest that you do the same.” t £ 
‘he abashed reporter acknowledged his ignorance on the subject f rth I ‘ g I M 
strictly legal standpoint, and suggested that it would be well to enlig 1e W s 
public how the act could be so narrowly skimmed and yet successfully eva t s. He 
If you will consult the act you will find that it prohibits the collect himself with 
funds for party purposes from Government employés on two conditions. | Yo of t 
the funds must be collected inside a Government building; and, secondly, t tributions on t < yés through Mr. I 
i party making the collection must be a Government official Perfes - vi 
, ** Now you can clearly see,”’ he continued, “‘thatthis is nota Government office Mr.Judd said ls 
I pay rent for this place, andthe Government has no moretodo withit than you | had no tn t st-ofl 
have; so far Iam not breaking the law. Secondly, lam nota Governr 3 a I i 
ficial. I was employed at the post-office until last spring, but since the ! é ) 
found my legal practice all I could manage, so I gave up my Govern it t 
tion, If you can find any clause in the act which will bring me under its} 
provisions I would like to hear about it. 
Mr. Phelps alsois as free of Government fettersas I am,and I fail to se¢ . 
the act reaches him.” 
a * But Mr. Judd—he can hardly be said to be outside the prohibited cir ‘ 7 
j reporter suggested. > 
**T have already told you a dozen times that Mr. Judd has not x what r 
to do with this fund,”’ answered the lawyer in tones of vexatior 5 Ahrat 5 ft 
THINGS HE WOULD LIKE LEFT OUT. aw alti ' i Hous 
Quickly changing the tone and theme of the conversation, Mr. Esher rev« l licer of the | ed S 
to the scheme whereby he had given the whole business away to the reporter bureau of the t { 
“After all,’”’ he continued, ‘I don’t think it was hardly thesquare thing for Lis s, sha lirect 
to do—coming to me as you did, telling me the yarn about ‘Ed Ro lin so tin 
Now, as a favor to me I would ask you not tosay anything about thatinter v y i 
I would have been ready to give the Tribune al! the information I have ven | United States, or ar epa 
you, and there’s no use giving meaway.” - rece ng any or if ie ‘T 
As the reporter failed to respond with becomin rity to Mr. Esher's y of t United S - 
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quest to kill a good story, the gentleman redoubled his taff 











“Will you promise me one thing, like a good fellow?” the lawyer entreated irgeof off Luitie i is i 
“If it be in my power, certainly.” this act \ ur ‘ mar 
“Weill, as a personal favor, [ask you not to write anything of the scher ‘ ! t ( i f ‘ 
put up on me to get this information.” irpose wha 
The reporter's memory instantly reverted to the fact that the “copy ” of the : 13. Noo roremployé of eds ed in this 
first interview had been prepared before the second visit. irge, or promote, or degrade, « ‘ ‘ off 
“IT won't write a single line on the subject ‘ ompensation of y other office ‘ ‘ se OF rea 
“Thank you very much,” replied the gr led lawyer, unlocking the door lo, for g ng or withholding « ) t ie y 





and bowing the reporter out. | or other valuable thing for ar 
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14. That no officer, clerk, or other person in the service of the United 


Btat« hall, directly or indirectly, give or hand over to any other officer, clerk, 
or iin t service of the United States, or to any Senator, or member of 
the House of Kepresentatives, or Territorial Delegate, any money or other valu- 
able ing ona unt of or to be applied to the promotion of any political ob- 
wc, 15. TI any person who shail be guilty of violating any provision of 
the four f ‘ ctions shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, 
on « viction thereof, be punished by a fine not exceeding $5,000, or by imprison- 
m for a ter not exceeding three years, or by such fine and imprisonment 
bot ithe d Lion of the court, 
Mr. CULLOM. I have had that read for the purpose of showing 
that thi acting under the orders of the Democratic national 


committee, collecting money for national campaign purposes, and evi- 


dent he is selected for the purpose of calling upon the Post-Oflice 
Ci} S, had a list of them, as is shown there, for examination 
hi he might notify each man, as he seems to have done. ‘That is 
all J havé to say about that. 

[ desire to say further that as far as the Republican party is con- 
cerned it has never believed in muzzling anybody’s mouth in giving 
CX] ion to his political views, whether he might be in the employ 
of the Government or not; and that if a man in the employ of the 
Government desires to talk or to make speeches in a campaign the 


Republican party does not deny him that privilege. 
PLUMB. Mr. President—— 
Mr. ALLISON, Will the Senator yieldtomeamoment? I merely 
to call the attention of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] to 
t that this gentleman who was granted leave of absence was 
ited twenty-three days’ leave with pay and nine days’ leave without 
howing, of course, that he was taking simply his ordinary thirty 
days’ leave, which the law authorizes every clerk inevery Department 
of this Government to take in each year. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I understood the Senator from Missouri 
[ Mr. Vest] to say that the essential feature of civil-service reform was 
that public office, in the language of his chief, is a public trust, and 
that the time of the officer should be given to that public trust and 
not to political or partisan work. Apropos to this, I call his atten- 
tion, not to any old matters which I have hunted up in old reports, but 
to 2 modern instance. The New York Tribuneof August 18, less than 
two weeks ago, is responsible for a statement which I ask the Secre- 
tary to read. 
the Chief Clerk read as follows: 
MR, TRAINER DRAWS FEDERAL PAY, ALSO, 
[Special.] 





WASHINGTON, August 17, 

it may interest George William Curtis and other Mugwumpsto know that the 
foreman in charge of the document-room at the national Democratic committee 
rooms, at No. 10 West Twenty-ninth street, New York, is John B, Trainer, sec- 
retary of the Congressional Library Commission, acting under appointment of 
Myr. Cleveland’s Secretary of the Interior,and drawing a salary from the Goy- 
ernment of $1,800 a year. Mr. Trainer is one of the active ward politicians of 
Albany,and an intimate friend of Colonel Lamont’s, which explains his ap- 
pointinent as secretary of the Library Commission. 

Mr. HALE. I have had this read only to call the attention of the 
Senator from Missouri to what is alleged here asa gross violation of the 
President’s orders, and in order that he may at once, or as soon as it is 
convenient, make a pilgrimage to the Interior Department, where the 
Secretary, I have no doubt, will at once lay his strong hand upon Mr. 
Trainer and either bring him home or remove him, or promote him, as 
a friend near me suggests. If that should fail, then I think it would 
be the duty of the Senator from Missouri to lay this case before the 
President, who has issued very stringent and urgent orders prohibit- 
ing just such practices as this, and then I am sure that this evil will 
be remedied. 

Mr. VEST. Why does not the Senator from Maine, after his pecu- 
liar labors in behalf of civil-service reform, undertake the examination 
of this special case? According to the debate between him and the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN ], had here a few days since, 
he has overwhelmed himself with responsibility in this regard, and it 
is but a single item in the vast delinquencies of this Administration to 
examine the case of Mr, Trainer. 

I have not brought here the declarations of partisan newspapers. I 
would as soon quote from the writings of Tom Paine to a Christian 
congregation as to quote from the New York Tribune any statement 
which it might make against the Democratic party. It is simply im- 
possible for a sheet so partisan as that to do justice to the opposite 
party however great may be its delinquencies or its faults. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply desire to state that it was the Chicago 
Tribune from which I had an article read. 

Mr. VEST. I do not understand the Chicago Tribune to be a Dem- 
ocratic paper. If itis my political knowledge is very defective in that 
regard, 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly it is not. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Chicago Tribune is a good Republican paper. 

Mr. VEST. The New York Tribune and the Chicago Tribune are 
both Republican papers. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly they are. 

Mr. VEST. And Republican Senators quote them here in sustaining 
charges against the Democratic party! I would not, partisan as I am, 
from my place in this Chamber quote from a partisan Democratic pa- 
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per as to charges made upon these questions and statements of its re- 
porters against the Republican party. I quoted from ’the records of 
the Pension Office, but [ only did that—for my personal relations with 
the Senator from Illinois, as he knows, are of the kindest character— 
because he assailed my party, because he went out of his way in the 
discussion of an international question to assail the Democratic party 
and to declare that it was a party of sham, of frand, and of preten 
and had trampled upon civil-service reform. 

The Senator says, at the suggestion of some of his colleagues, that 
his man Cowperthwait, or whatever his name is, this member of the 
tepublican State Legislature of Illinois, simply availed himself of the 
allowance of thirty days’ leave of absence under the law. It is the 
strangest application for a leave of absence under the statute I have 
ever known, and there are certain expressions in it that rather militate 
against that construction, and I will read them. The first letter is 
dated July 17, 1883, and seems to have followed immediately on the 
appointment of this man, because the letter says: 


t 
J 





rit, whom you hare 
at home a few days to get 
ember of our State Legislat 
ein the State. I shall be very 


Permit me to introduce to you Hon. E. E. ¢ 
just appointed. He has been compelled to ret 
his business in shape. Mr. Cowperthwait is a 
and a man of very considerable political influen 
gratefulto you 






And here is the milk of this political cocoanut— 
I shall be very grateful to you for anv special favor you may be able to extend 
to him, as i of political use to have him in the State, if it can be so ar- 


ranged, after he gets familiar with the work. 


+ will 
t wiil 





That is to say, his official position is to be used in the State of Iili- 
nois for political purposes, for he is to be sent to Illinois, and he was 
taken from the State of Missouri and sent tothe State of Illinois after- 
wards in violation of that rule of the Department which puts the ex- 
aminers appointed from one State upon duty in another. This gentle- 
man was appointed from Illinois and sent to the neighboring State of 
Missouri, but at the special request of the Senator from Illinois, on 
September 15, 1884, he is taken back from Missouri and sent to Illi- 
nois for a month’s leave of absence for work in the campaign. 

I am the last man who lives in public or private life who objects to 
any American citizen declaring his sentiments freely upon all public 
questions, and giving his influence legitimately to the advancemen 
and upholding of any political system or any political principles. I 
have had occasion to express myself very decidedly upon that question 
during the present Administration as to appointees in my own State; 
but here is the case of a man asked to be sent to I!Jinois in order that 
his official position might be used for political service and political ef- 
fect; and if that is nota violation of the civil-service rules, then, though 
I am not an expert on those rules, I do not understand the first prin- 
ciple on which they rest. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I should like to inquire what matter 
is pending before the Senate? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ishould like to say a word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution of the Senator from 
Illinois has been laid over by consent until to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. I asked that the resolution should be laid over— 

Mr. VEST. I thought the resolution was pending now. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Missouri interrupted the pro 
ress of business by referring to myself, speaking of me, and I[ think | 
have a right to respond. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly you have. 

Mr. CULLOM. So far as I am concerned, I have nothing whatever 
to take back with reference to any letters that I have written. If the 
are genuine, I stand by them. The Senator knows that every man in 
the employ of the Government is entitled to thirty days’ leave, as 
other Senators have said here, with pay. I did not know at the time 
whether this gentleman was entitled to leave with pay or not; but | 
asked that he be given pay if it was allowable to be done, and it turn 
out that he was allowed twenty-three days with pay and the bala 
without; and that is all there is of it. 

The Senator has seen proper, because I said something about 
Administration yesterday, which I stand by, to drag my letters in | 
in the hope that he might deter me from asserting what I believe 1 
my right to assert on this floor or anywhere else. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator’s attention to the expression in 
first letter, which has nothing to do with any leave of absence 

I shall be very grateful to you for any special favor you may be : t 
tend to him, as it wiil be of political use to have him in the State if it can ! 
arranged, after he gets familiar with the work. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sir; I asked that whatever special favors ‘ 
Dudley could extend to him, consistent with law and the regulatio 
should be afforded; and I asserted what was true, that if the gentlem 
came into the State of Illinois he could be of use to the party in t) 
State on the stump, and I have nothing further tosay on that sub): 

The Senator complains that I and, perhaps others have brought 
publican newspapers in here to show the inconsistency of this Adm 
istration, the hollowness of this Administration on the questio 
civil-service reform. I will have another article read which proba’ 
may sit a little better upon hiseétomach. Itisa Mugwump paper tro!) 
the city of Chicago, a very brief article on the subject. Perhaps the 
Senator will like that article read. 


























elections this morning in order to make some remarks u 
conierence with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLuM 
cluded to wait until after this measure is disposed of. 
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tee of Ohio on tl i tne ge « e in 
other dispatches by members of the national commit i 
dent I read here, and I have rs that I might read 
this I came to the conclusion, as I think every man must 
simply an effort on the part of the Administration to dir 
from the question of protection or free trade to something 
they might not lose the great body of the laboring vote of t 

RDER OF BUSINI 

Mr. PLUMB. I that t : proceed to ( 
of House bill 

The moti« ras ag l to: and the Se 
Whole, resun the consideration of the Lt 
appropriations for fortifications and othe nst 
mament thereof, f pr rement of |! 
service, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PASCO. I gave notice that I would eall up tl 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] on tl 
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And first, it will be observed, it is stipulated in the beginning that— 

There shall be perpetual peace and friendship between the President of the 
United States and the King of Chosen, and the citizens and subjects of their re- 
Bpective Governments, 

But not only so; it is provided in the very next section, in Article I, 
as follows 

If other powers deal unjustly or oppressively with either government, the 
other will exert their good offices, on being informed of the case, to bring about 
an amicable arrangement, thus showing their friend!y feelings. 

In no part or portion of this treaty from its beginning to its end is 
the dependency of Corea upon the Chinese Empire referred to, much less 
recognized, either directly or indirectly. And inallitsstipulations the 
Kingdom of Corea is by our Government dealt with as an absolutely 
independent power in all its foreign relations. Not only so; it was 
stipulated that the high contracting powers might each appoint diplo- 
matic representatives to reside at the court of the other; and further- 
more, that each might appoint consular representatives at the ports of 
the other which are open to foreign commerce at their own conven- 
ience. 

In the treaty, then, taken as a whole, and in all correspondence con- 
nected with and accompanying it, while the fact was not attempted to 
be concealed by either government that Corea was in a sense a state 
tributary to China, and with which relation the United States had no 
concern, the idea that a state of vassalage existed or that Corea was a 
dependent or vassal state of China found no countenance or recognition 
whatever; but on the contrary it was understood, and all the negotia- 
tions proceeded upon the assumption that Corea had always in the past, 
notwithstanding her tributary relation to China as a state, exercised 
through her King full sovereignty in all matters of internal adminis- 
tration and foreign relations. And it wason this basis that our treaty 
relations with Corea were entered into, and consequently, notwithstand- 
ing the absence of express treaty stipulations to that effect, it is quite 
evident that by virtue of such treaty, as a whole, the claim of Corean 
vassalage to China was completely overthrown so far as our Government 
is concerned. And not only so; but*the Chinese Government in giving 
this treaty recognition, as it unquestionably did, after vain attempts 
while the terms of the treaty were sub judice between Corea and the 
United States, to secure, either by express or implied terms, recognition 
of the claim of a state of vassalage or dependency on China, expressly 
waived and abandoned, both in law and morals, any such claim. 

Professor Wharton, in discussing the effect of our treaty relations with 
Corea, in paragraph 64, volume 1, of Wharton’s Digest of International 
Law, makes this statement: 

The existence of international relations between the two countries (the United 
States and Corea) as equal contracting parties is to be viewed simply as an ac- 
cepted fact, and the independence of Corea of China is to be regarded by the 
Uniied States as now established. 

The late Secretary of State, Mr. Frelinghuysen, in his communica- 
tion submitting the Corean treaty to the President to be forwarded to 
the Senate for ratification, refers to the contingency of such an asser- 
tion er enforcement of Chinese sovereignty over Corea by the Imperial 
Empire as would destroy the independence of that kingdom as some- 
thing the very contemplation of which was not allowable. 

Me*eover, the diplomatic course of China with the United States and 
with other nations with which that Government is in treaty relation 
has heen such as to repel the assumption of the existence of a state of 
Corean vassalage or dependence on China. China has never claimed 
that the Corean Kingdom was embraced in treaties between other gov- 
ernments and the Chinese Empire; nor has the Imperial Government 
of China ever admitted in her negotiations and diplomatic relations 
with other governments or otherwise that the empire was responsible 
for or represented the Kingdom of Corea. 

The Chinese Government recognized the treaty, moreover, of Febru- 
ary, 1876, entered into between Corea and Japan, and yet the first arti- 
cle of that treaty contains the following significant stipulation: 

Chosen (Corea) being an independent state, enjoys the same sovereign rights 
as Coes Japan, and that their intercourse shall thenceforward be carried on in 
terms of equality and courtesy. 

The existence of the relation of suzerain and vassal between China 
and Corea finds therefore no warrant or support in any of the treaty 
stipulations between eitherof these governments and any foreign power, 
nor yet by anything in connection with the history of the two govern- 
ments, or that of their relations the one to the other for a century past. 
he one has not contributed to the other, either in men or money or 
#rms, in aid of the prosecution of wars, either of invasion or defense. 
Not one of the well-known badges of dependence or vassalage is to be 
traced in the present relations or status, or in the recent past history 
of the relations of the two governments; none of the disabilities or dis- 
qualifying conditions of the lack of power to enter into treaty negotia- 
tions, to send out embassadors, to establish consulships, to levy war, 
or conclude peace, without doing so through a suzerain, which must 
necessarily obtain in the case of a dependent or vassal state, is found 
to exist in the case of Corea. On thecontrary, Corea stands to-day in 
history and in virtue of international law as much an independent gov- 
ernment as do any of the great Christian powers of the world. She 
stands to-day in solemn treaty stipulation with several of the leading 
Christian powers. Her embassadors reside in the capitals of the most 
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important and influential nations in Christendom, including that of the 
United States. All these great governments, including our own, which 
(I mean the latter) regards with disfavor that principle of national 
serfdom which recognizes the right of one government or country or 
people to enslave another government or country or people, and which 
looks with favor upon the doctrine of home rule and self-government 
and control, and of independence in the fullest sense of that significant 
term, have stipulated with Corea that if any power deals unjustly or 
oppressively with the Coreans, then their good offices will be exerted 
in their behalf to the end that perpetual peace and friendship may be 
maintained. 

It is believed, and the correspondence called for by the pending reso- 
lution will doubtless show the fact, that for some time past the Impe- 
rial Government of China has, through its chief officers and represent- 
atives, and especially and particularly its representative at the city of 
Seoul, been contemplating the subjugation and entire absorption of 
Corea; that the conduct of that power and of its chief representative 
at Seoul has during the past two years, and especially more recently, 
been of such a systematically arbitrary, if not indeed wholly reprehen- 
sible character towards Corea and the Corean representatives, not ex- 
cepting the King himself, as to be grossly unjust, unneighborly, and 
oppressive; and that the ultimate intention is upon the part of China 
to dethrone the King, abolish the existing government, and assume 
complete and absolute dictatorship over the Corean peninsula. 

With a view, therefore, of securing reliable information in reference 
to this whole subject, and in no sense in any unfriendly spirit towards 
our minister resident and consul-general at Seoul, who is repre- 
sented as a most able and intelligent gentleman, and as demeaning him- 
self in a manner highly creditable to himself and all concerned, in view 
of the delicate subject with which he is called upon to deal, or without 
in any manner wishing by this to criticise the honorable Secretary of 
State, because I know of no reason whatever for any such criticism in 
connection with this matter, is the purpose of the introduction of the 
pending resolution. 

In this connection I desire to state that the Hon. Owen N. Denny, 
a citizen of the United States and of the State of Oregon, formerly 
United States consul at Tien-Tsin, China, subsequently promoted to 
the position of United States consul-general at Shanghai, China, which 
position he held several years, when he resigned voluntarily, a gentle- 
man of learning and experience, both as a lawyer and diplomat, 
thoroughly versed in international law and in political and commercial 
affairs in the East, and in all matters pertaining to the existing rela- 
tions between China and Corea, and withal an American in every fiber 
of his nature, has for nearly three years past been in the service of the 
Corean King in the capacity of ‘‘ adviser to the King and director of 
foreign affairs.’ I hold in my hand avery able and highly interesting 
brief prepared by Judge Denny on the relations existing between the 
two Governments of Corea and China, in which not only a careful his- 
tory of these relations is given, but also the great public question as to 
the precise character of the relations sustained by Corea to the Chinese 
Empire is diseussed with learning and ability. This relation is, as I 
believe, very correctly stated by Judge Denny to be that of a mere 
tributary state, in which none of the rights of sovereignty or independ- 
ence are eliminated or destroyed, and not that of a dependent or vassal 
government without any of the prerogatives of sovereignty attaching. 
I desire to incorporate this paper into and make ita part of my re- 
marks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLrH in the chair). Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The paper is as follows: 

CHINA AND COREA, 
[By O. N. Denny, adviser to the King and director of foreign affairs.] 


A vacancy having occurred in the position of foreign adviser to the King of 
Corea and inspector of customs, and His Majesty having requested his excel- 
lency Li Chung Tang to procure the services of another, I was in July, 1585, 
invited to the post. 1l entered upon the duty of adviser, the customs branch of 
the position having been placed under the customs of China before my arrival 
in the East, with the assurance that in my efforts to preserve peace and good or- 
der and in all that pertained to the prosperity of Corea I Should have the cor- 
dial support of the viceroy, an assurance which, I regret to say, has not been 
verified. On the contrary, from the very first, [have met with almostevery con- 
ceivable kind of opposition from Chinese sources, The failure of the viceroy to 
keep his promise in this regard I am at a loss to understand, unless it is due to 
the Pekin Government’s disapproval of his Corean policy. In view of this and 
the fact that China’s course seems so unwarrantable and unjust, as well as against 
the best interest of Corea and China, I determined to avail myself of the present 
occasion to publicly point out—all efforts of a private character having failed— 
the dangerous ground China is trying to oceupy, and to present Corea’s side of 
the controversy, with a view to correcting, if possible, some of the accepted fal- 
acies on the situation in the Peninsular Kingdom and its relations with the Celes- 
tial Empire, which have been so often misrepresented in the native and some of 
the foreign newspapers in China for the past two or three years, through design 
or under a misapprehension of the law as well as the facts. In doing this the 
Seees the criticisms may appear, the more it is to be regretted that they are 
merited. 

First I shall notice China’s claim to vassal or dependent relations with Corea; 
second, the former’s treatment of her so-called vassal; third, the charge that 
the King is weak and unfit to govern the country ; and before I have finished [ 
shall endeavor to show that the former isabout as fictitious as the latter is with- 
oui foundation. As Corea, in the exercise of a right which none but sovereign 
and independent states , concluded a treaty of friendship, navigation, and 
commerce with Japan, independently of China, and later on with Western coun- 
tries, in accordance with international usage, the rights acquired and the obl> 
gations assumed must be determined by the laws which have always governed 
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sponsibilities of a sovereign state and how vass relat re « 
well as into the duties and « tions a t state « 3 
in order to more clearly deter » t < status of Cor In t 
terms a sovereign or independent st ‘ y alm 
I \ ‘ 
1th ‘ 
po verelg yist = I 
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S st t wl 
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e eT i : 
+ if t 
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' i i 3 we t 
n its own way, free from the h rference « ition of a 
uridically independentand must be ranked inthe category of sover« 
unerring test, however, of a sovere nd ent s 
to negotia » conclude treaties of f navy ( 
exchatr ic ministers to ce ire Wa nd i 
nd el nt p s. Theseare rights 1 : 
sistent with sovereignty w! 1, When possessed by as g . 
family of independent nati Ww states w ido ! i 
rust be las semi-independ t or deper a , to 
terms o ree ent \ ivocate « ee or ( na i \ t r 
News, some months ago, in st used substa yt ~ 
wing language ‘At the end and f the ‘ 4 
centh cei ries the sanction of ror h ‘ . 
the successor chosen by tl Ki ex et ‘ Ss n + 3 N 
ent, i then could not assume ntil it was « ed s é \ 
by Pekin.’ tad 4 > ene ‘ 5 and 
The correspondent states the case much stronger than the facts ! Ss 1 x ‘ 
he had putit in the form of a request, a graceful act by a tributary st Im} \I sty’s « l “ 
than on the basis of an imperative obligation tothe Peking Governmen l i f t t 
have been more in accord with the facts, but whether over or ler sta i vay tor S t t ‘ his 
them makes no material difference, as relations of vassalage were neve gues for th tw ears t i ( 
lished by the commands of a superior in exceptiona ses or t 2 i s sed “ 
ilacts of an ferior. Liu Kiu, Anam and Buri ; the hist ort t st i ‘ Ss 
arious claims to Vas ge over those States, did the san i or t sos 
to-day the first named forms a part of the sovereig 
the second belongs to the Republic of France, whi s ! i 
to t sovereign cor yl of Great Britain. Whe iw of N $ 
states the case infinitely stronger against the corre e lat s i i 4 
in favor of China’s contention when he says rhe ‘ ‘pa is le gy en 
state is not impaired by its cCAslo! obedience tot ot l v v 3 ‘ 
or even the habitual influence exercised by them over its councils it ‘ i < t having shared in I la 
when this obedience or th ence assumes the form of express « pa 3 did : 
the sovereignty of the state inferior in power is legally affected by its red when the Li-Ito ¢ vent i ! 3 v ‘ 
tion with the other.” y lof what . i ' : 
John Austin, a modern writer of considerable ] to { t Ans as g 8 i 
in one of his able lectures delivered in London es of « 3s en rights w n 
clearness when he says: “‘A feeble state holdsi s ein ) I had bes , ) il, a 
at the will of the powerful states to whose agg i " | g 1 I s 
it is obnoxious to its aggressions it and the bull vedic ’ekin G 1e1 I ; st $ 
to commands which they occasionally express or grregat it on ¢ 
ence and commands are comparatively few and rare they i ( se service unde > pla I and 
constitute the rel: n of sovereignty and subjection bet mic y stered vd ! . 
states and the feeble states with its subjects. In spite of thos m \ i the chang v t ~ stly a 
of that obedience the feeble state and its subjects are an indep t ‘ «t il unde e change, yet no on ts 
society whereof the powerful states are not the soverei - t ted so o $ 1 | it 
the powerful states are permanently superior and although tlre ut 3 existir tw 1 China and Corea } 
permanently inferior there is neither the habit of commandn a the art of the Corean Government N f 
of obedience on the part of the latter; and although the latter is unable t ‘ sic Yuan idle, for it was ¢ it t t at 4 
i maintain its independence, the latter is independent of the I that: yle mis nerand s erfug . I 
rctice,”’ t way claimed to advise ¢ leven diz re K Ww 
vassal or dependent relations recognized by the law of nat e i upon publ id off l occasi 
t] alting from conquest, 1 greement, or convent 1 of } te of guest on the fl sy pret t that | is 
kind, and as such relations dor en the two countries by vir f ted that vassalag 3d k 
either of these requirements, anc all reasonable probability wi eve ‘ ‘ t »verland trade regula [ 3 
tablished by agreement or convention, it remair be seen whether the fidence that if that 4S 
exist in future by conques Corea, howeve i itary stat f Cl 
lations which | been sustained in the pas with the utmost ¢ l fa t vet ~ 
which Corea « in all sin ty to continue so long as China's treat = t 
generous, friendly,and just. But the tributary relations one state may hold to ( i 
another do not and can not in any degree affect its sovereign and independ 
rights. For this reason the tribute annually paid by Corea to China d ‘ se 
impair her sovereignty or independence any more than the t I sf s xe 
by the British Government to China on account of Burmah im [Il 
eign and independent rights of the British Empire; orthetri ‘ i t the the ot 
by the principal maritime powers of Europe to the Barbary St ‘ 
sovereign rights and independence of those European powers. | e IV |} ‘ 
W heaton says concerning the Barbary States that ‘‘ while they are anomalous t p v 
in character, yet their occasional obedience to the commands of the Sult ] y 3 
panied irregular payments of tribute, does not prevent them f re- oth 
i msidered by the Christian powers of Europeand America as ind ie er 3 
states with whom.the international relations of war and peace are maint ed h ! ‘ wsure 
on the same footing with other Mohammedan sovereignties rl ‘ d | provided with passp< 
and valid reasons why Corea desires to prefer the traditional relations of st Article VII provides for the dispatch ‘ to ¢ f aves 
friendship which have so happily existed between the two countries so o longing to the China Merchants’ ¢ | l > 
Their geographical positions under friendly intercourse make them a sou f | repair to the open ports of Corea for the I ij Chinese ; 
strength to each other, while the fact that Corea has drawn largely upon China’s | and other residents. 
population, language, religion, laws, education, arts, manners, and cu In the text of this treaty there is not only fer ‘ lage or 
which ve contributed so much to the sum total of Corean civiliza ency, but the demands and concessions ma ex ! ste @ « 
combine to strengthen the cLain of attachment and cause her to look to ¢ \ stions at the time it was ec ided, If China be ‘ 1 
as in the past for friendly advice rather than in any other direction; ar relations, can it be supposed that provisions 
judgment nothing willinterrupt this friendship but a continuati t! ul | torial priv e Ss for ¢ 4 ( ] 
and high-handed treatment Corea is now receiving at the hands « e ¢ € to have doneso would have presented the s} on state d 
and their studied and persistent attempt to destroy Corean sov« by ing exterrit | rightsa I eges ‘ s0V- 
sorbing the country. ere I su l Ls Lg 
It was due tothe faith which the King had in China’s pri ; lat ead of t n 
ship for Corea that induced His Majesty, when the advisabili eat ‘ the tim 
ies‘with western countries was pressed upon him, to take « I 3 Corea ha ¢ “ 
tinguished viceroy at Tien-Tsin, and I know of my own ki Ll obse ance i 4 
due toa similar faith in the king that induced the Chung ¢ . Can this yy 1 
establishment of such relatious, as the surest meat f eated, not to sign away the rights Ls t 
of the country and people,as well as preserving the sove1 3 | its intercourse with a neighboring stat 
kingdom; and later on, when the first of the western treati It seer ex parte assert y proof of t 
tiated—which was with America—the viceroy was vited lo ofa he closin Ss] unyt g. is 
king, having the broadest experience in such important mat the re rem: Itreads «i that the present rules 
negotiations, Two draughts were submitted to that convention for » | to > light of a fa y China toadependent stat . 
one by the viceroy and the other by the special envoy who conducted the ne- | n he category of favored 1ent applied to other stat it 





gotiations for the United States. The very first clause in the viceroy’s draught | a fayor to Corea for that state to grant exterritorial privileges to the 
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China while itter lays claim to vassalage over the former? Is it a favor 
to ¢ ea to permit Chinese men-of-war to repairto her open ports to protect 
Ch e consu's and other residents? And, finally,is ita favor to overrun the 
Ox in capital with Chinese merchants while there is not a Corean merchant 
in allChina? There is an additional reason why this preamble must be viewed 
wil i and that is this: as the viceroy was one of the plenipotentiaries 
wi led the treaty it is “quite out of the range of reason to believe that 
that distingu 1 official could have been a party to the assertion that the rule 
allucled to inthe preamble “ are notin the category of favored-nation treatment 
applied to other states,’’ for hardly five months before this he discussed and 
Sil oned as the professed friend of Corea the fourteenth article of the Ameri- 
ca ( h provides as follows: *‘The high contracti: powers hereby 
ny i lat any time the King of Chosen grant to any nation or to the 
mie nts or citizens of any nation any right, privilege, or fav < ected 
eit r with nay ation, co neree, political, or other intercourse 1 1 Is not 
conferred t 4 treaty such right, privilege, or favor shall freely to t 
ber tof the United States, its publie of s,merchants,and citizens,’’ Bu 
paid the n t iinent statesman of the Celestial Empire recently: ** Corea isa 
vaseal of China's, beca »upon the conclusion of treaties with western countries 
the King gave to the iipotentiaries who conducted the negotiatio - 
graph letters to be conveyed tothe heads of their respective governments in 
which such relations ‘re admitted.” 

Here again I must take issue with the assertion, even though it is made by so 
cn it a pe n LiChung Tang. It is true that jus rtos i th 
At can ft ) vh letter was handed down by the King to |! - 
live t to the President of the United States, but that letter ad ted 
not pret n the King now serts, namely, that Corea is atributary state 
of ¢ i hich, as I have endeavored to point out, does not affect, much 
les t reign righ fas vhile it asserts in langu ethatcan 
no m xl the sovereign and inde; dent characte h 
ream Gover lways maintained. Sul juent autogra Ie : 
by 3M t in effect, the same as the first one, so far at k is the re- 
lat is of € ture concerned rhe following is a correct translation 
of the letter « g to the President of the United States: 

- sM ng of Chosen, herewith makesacommunication. (¢ n 
has heen from ancient times a state tributary to Cl , yet hitherto full s - 
eignty has been exercised by the Kings of Chosen in all matters of internal 
ministration and foreign relations. Chosen and the United States in estab 
now by mutual consent a treaty are dealing with each other upon a basis of 
equality, The King of Chosen distinctly pledges his own sovereign powers for 
the complete enforcement in good faith of all the stipulations of the treaty in 
ace lance with international As regards the various duties which de- 
volve upon Chosen as a tributary state to China, with these the United States 
has no coneern whatever. Having appointed envoys to negotiate a treaty, it 


appears to be my duty in addition thereto to make this preliminary declara- 
tio: 

May 15, 1882. 
To the President of the Uniled States: 


Whatever interpretation the advocates of vassalage may choose to put upon 
the plain, candid, and unmistakable language contained in the above Ictter, or 
however much they may attempt to twist or pervertits meaning, it is perfectly 
clear that the American Government has given it a construction strictly in ac- 
cord with its phraseology as well as spirit, for they now hold that, under the 
treat y of friendship and commerce which accompanied it, the question of Corea’s 
vassalage to China has been definitely settled so far at least as that government 
isconcerned. In paragraph 64, first volumeof Wharton's Digestof International 
Law of the United States, the following language is used by the Government: 
** The existence of international relations between the twocountries (the United 
States and Corea) as equal contracting parties is to be viewed simply as an ac- 
cepted fact,” and *‘the independence of Corea of China is to bo regarded by the 
United States as now established.” Neither does the American Government 
stand alone in this regard, for at least two other great powers claiming relations 
to the peninsula, equal in importance politically as well as commercially to 
those claimed by China, insist on maintaining the same sovercignty for Corea 
that the United States does, while it is the solemn joint declaration of Japan and 
Corca, as expressed in the first article of their treaty, concluded February, 1876, 
which declares that, “‘ Chosen, being an independent state, enjoys the same sov- 
ereicn rights as does Japan, and that their intercourse shall thenceforward be 
carr ed on in terms of equality and courtesy.”’ Independently of the treaties 
which have been made with Corea, the historical relations of that country with 
China, under the present dynasty—at least for the last two hundred of its reign— 
do ot admit the existence of any such conditions toward each other as 
suzerain and vassal, 

\V hen these relations are held by states in the legal international acceptation 
of the term, that which disturbs the heart of the sovereign affects the pulse of 
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the vassal, and yet so far as is known neither the wars which have been waged 
against China by foreign states, nor her rebellions, nor internal dissensions have 
apparently disturbed or concerned Corea any more than if one nation had been 
7 


located near the north poleand the otherinthetropics. And yetit was the duty 
of Corea as a vassal of China to have furnished an army from her hundreds of 
thousands of soldiers which she has had or could have raised at any stage of her 
civi ization as well as munitions of war, to aid Chinain the hour of her greatest 
need; but not a soldier, gun, or dollar seem to have crossed over from Corea for 
that purpose. In addition to this important fact, if such relations ever existed, 
they ought certainly to have left their imprint on the civilization of Corea, either 
upon the national emblems, coins, laws, or in some other way as public notice 
r nations of China’s responsibility when grievances were to be redressed 
‘ongs atoned, as well as an acknowledgment on Corea’s part of the ac- 
ceptince of such relations. 
» those who are versed in international affairs Corea can not be considered 
a dependent state, for the reason that the law and the facts have placed her in 
the column of sovereign and independent states, where she will remain, unless, 
through the foree of superior numbers, she is taken out of it. Corea has the 
right of negotiation; a vassal state has not. Corea has concluded treaties of 
friendship, commerce, and navigation with other sovereign and independent 
states without reference to China, which a vassal can not do; and in virtue of 
those treaties has dispatched public ministers to the courts of her respective 
treaty powers, while vassal states can not even appoint consuls-general, but 
only consuls and commercial agents. Corea has the right to declare war or 
peace, which a vassal can not doexcept throughits suzerain. China under her 
treaty is represented at the Corean court by a diplomatic officer, and by con- 
suls at allthe open ports, and when the interests of the Corean Government de- 
mand it they will be similarly represented in China, or friendly intercourse 
wil! surely cease to exist between the two governments. The following lan- 
guage of Bluntshl& a modern international jurist of great clearness, is forcibly 
applied here. 
He says: “Inasmuch as sovereignty tends to unity, such distinctions be- 
tween vassal sovereignty and sovereign sovereignty can not subsistlong. His 
tory shows us the truth of this principle. During the middle ages a quantity 
of vassal states existed both in Europe and Asia. To-day they have nearly all 
disappeared because they have been transformed into sovereign states or have 
been absorbed by more powerful states. International law ought to keep an 
account of their development. It ought to respect it. It ought not to contrib- 
ute te retard it by sceking to perpetuate the unsustainable formalities of an an- 
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o Europe and Am , in order if possibls 
mene f the Chinese with Corean aff: 
h such stubborn opposition from the Peki yvernn 
icism in certain public journalsin the Fast, His Majesty empha- 
ie act his denial of this fallacious statement. Apparently t! 
1¢ tricks and d 1 to by the advocates of vassalage 
I nt of the Main 1. writing to tl} paper on the l7th of 
November last, seems to have fa 1 to one of these, for he says; ‘it 
appears that a convention on the tment by Corea of ministers in foreign 
countries been conclude and Chih, and that it consists of 
the fo ng three articles 





‘* First. The Corean minister of state shs 
ask advice of the Chinese minister in Co 
‘Second. Should the Corean minister abroad have occasion to communica 
e representative of any other foreign power in the same country ona 
f business heshall consult with the Chinese minister in that countr 


1], before sending a minister abroad, 














er appointed by them to a foreign country may be, notallow him total 
‘ the Chinese representative in the same country.”’ 

The only document which could be tortured into anything like the abov« 
articles is the following telegraphic instructions from the viceroy to Commis- 
sioner Yuan about the 5th of November last: 

‘** First. After arriving at his post the Corean representative has to call at tl 
Chinese legation to ask the assistance of the minister and to go with the Corean 
representative to the foreign office to introduce him, after which he may ca!! 
where he likes. 

““Secdnd. If there happen to be festivities at the court, or an official gathering, 
or any dinner, or the health of some one is drunk, or in meeting together, th 
Corean representative has always to take a lower place than the Chinese repre- 
sentative. 

‘* Third, If there happen to be any important or serious question to discuss, t! 
Corean representative has first to consult secretly with the Chinese minist¢ 
and both have to talk over the matter and thinktogether. This rule is compul 
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| sory, arising from the dependent relations, but as this does not concern othe 


governments, they will not be able to inquire into the matter. At present th 
question (sending ministers) has not been decided by imperial decree, Thx 
(the Coreans) have to be advised in a friendly spirit. China and Corea have to 
cherish for each other feelings of relationship. Ministers are selected fron: 
among the mandarins of reputation; therefore confidence and respect have to 
be shown them, and this is the way Corean representatives should treat the re; 
resentatives of China. This has to be communicated to the Corean forei; 
office, then to be handed over to the King, who must order his representativ 
to act accordingly.” 

But notwithstanding the above command the King did not ‘order his re; 
sentatives to act accordingly.”” His Majesty replied substantially that while h 
ministers would be instructed to show due respect and deference to the min 
ters of China, yet as he had appointed, in pursuance of all treaties with Corea, 
full ministers, he could not now change their titles without giving cause for ur 
favorable comment as well as unjust suspicions. Having, therefore, appoint 
full ministers, they should,in their presentation at court, be governed by t 
rules of etiquette which govern the presentation of the ministers from oth 
countries, Accordingly the original instructions to the ministers, which do: 
contain any of the above conditions, were permitted to stand. Asa matter 
fact the Corean minister to Washington was presented to the President b) 
honorable Secretary of State and to theSecretary of State entirely independ 
of the Chinese minister, which caused the latter to telegraph to the viceroy 
Tien-tsin, who, in turn, telegraphed to Yuan in Seoul, who, with his usual t 
tics, undertook to stir up the president of the foreign office, but all to no pu 

se. 

Neither will the minis‘erto Europe be presented at court by the Chinese mi 
isters, Even if such an anomalous proceeding were attempted it would 
hardly carried out for there is no country of respectability, jealous of its: 
tional honor, that will care to set the absurd and unprecedented example of 1 
ceiving a plenipotentiary,envoy,or minister of any sort from a vassal sta 
Even the so-called memorial (letter) which the King addressed to the Emper 
of China, in answer to questions from Peking explaining his reasons for as w« 
as his right to send ministers to Europe and America, is regarded by Chinaan 
by vassalage advocates as another link in the chain which they hope is to bin 
Corea to the Celestial Empire. The trouble seems to arise from this: the la 
guage used by the King to express his tributary relations is persistently and 
erroneously interpreted to mean vassal relations by China and her supporters 
When the King refers in the so-called memorial to the Emperor, to tributary 
envoys and plenipotentiaries, he is entirely consistent with international juris- 
prudence as applied by other nations in their intercourse with each other, wh 
China’s appellations of vassal envoys and plenipotentiaries is a misnomer | 
cause entirely inconsistent with the laws of civilized nations. 

Such laws do not recognize vassal envoys, plenipotentiaries, or ministers ‘ 
any kind, for the reason that vassal states have the power to create only con 
suls and commercial agents. In this connection there is another trick whic!) 
deserves attention, and that is this, letters or documents written or translat« 
to suit the occasion, are frequent'y published in the press of China purportin;: 
to be from the King of Corea, inferentially if not positively admitting Corea’ 
vassalage. In answer to such statements I am informed, upon the very bes! 
authority, that the King has never admitted, in document or otherwise, the ex- 
istence of such relations, and further, if anything has been admitted by an) 
official of the government at any time which even implies vassalage, it is with- 
out authority and void. The King knows only too well the object of the insid- 
ious conduct of China towards his country; aside from this, he can not be in- 
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pointment of publie ministers, opening ports for the convenience of trade, the 
collection of duties, or to the rights of citizens and subjects of the treaty powers, 
whether of person or property How long the treaty rights of other countries 
and the lives of their nationals are to be jeopardized and trifled with, or how far 


China will be pe itted to go in the direction she now seems to be headed be- 
) 


r 

fore a halt is called, depends entirely upon the faith and value other powers be- 
' 
i 


sides the United Stat attach to their stipulations with Corea. I say other 
powers besides the United States because that Government, with no political 
interests in t pe sula to protect, has through their distinguished Secretary 
of State, has i mind the faith pledged in the first article of the American 
treaty, informed China that asthe former has concluded a treaty of friendship 


and commerce with Corea on the basis of a sovereign and independent state 


they expect the rights and privileges so acquired to be respected 

Were the national autonomy of China endangered or the rights and immuni- 
ties of her subjects threatened with destruction by the continued independence 
of Corea, and China were for that reason to proceed openly toannex the country 
instead of assuming relations with it wnich do not exist and endeavoring by 
false pretenses to sustain the assumption, the case would be different. Forthe 
right of self-preservation is just as inherent in a nation as it is in individuals, 
while the most solemn and responsible obligation it owes to its people is the 
guaranty of all their rights under a stable and well-administered government. 

The King having appointed and dispatched public ministers to all countries 


in treaty relations with Corea—a course so fatal to the claims of vassalage—the 
time has surely come for China to quit masquerading with the Corean ques- 


tion and frankly announce in unmistakable terms her policy toward the Penin- 
sula. For Gntil the question is settled one way or the other it will not only 
continue, as now, to be a very serious and disturbing element in the polities of 
the East, but it will delay, if not prevent, internal development and the refor- 
mation of the long-established abuses in Corea. 

But with the question settled in favor of the continued independence of the 
country and entire responsibility for the duties and obligations already assumed 
thr ugh the government's international agreements, and with labor made hon- 
orable by royal decree, and idleness condemned as it is in Western countries, 
where the fact is recognized that the only key to real greatness, permanent 
prosperity, and national strength lies in the recognition of the truth that to 
engage in all branches of labor and business enterprises is not only respectable 
but it is more, it is laudable and worthy of the highest commendation and en- 
couragement. Then with theidle Yang Ban classes (so-called gentlemen) which 
are now feeding upon and exhausting the labor of the country, because it is 
considered dishonorable for them to do any work, compelled to earn the bread 
they eat, and the agricultural classes stimulated and encouraged by the protec- 
tion of their surplus products from the squeezing and other illegal exactions 
now made upon it—sure to follow sooner or later under settled political condi- 
tions—-Corea would then enter upon that era of prosperity which the natural 
wealth of the country so justly merits. 

\ few words in reply to the stale charge that the King is weak and vac- 
illating in character and I leave the subject of Corea’s sovereignty and griev- 
ances to those who are able to protect and right them; and upon this point 
two years’ experience as His Majesty's foreign adviser and vice-president of the 
home office (privy council) should enable me to speak advisedly, for during 
that time some of the most trying phases of the Corean problem have pre- 
sented themselves for solution, and through them all the King has showna 
firmness, cheerfulness, and patience worthy ofa ruler ofa great nation. Often 
his language and bearing have indicated greatanxiety, but never weakness nor 
anger. It is true that since Corea’s contact with Western people, dazzled by 
the glitter and novelty of the change and encouraged by the smooth words 
of some adventurers and some unscrupulous persons, the Government have 
been led into undertaking impracticable ventures, whose failures have created 
a reputation for extravagance and fickleness which will perhaps take years of 
prudence and economy to remove; but every Asiatic nation has had to pass 
through such an experience, and Corea must have hers also. 

After dispatching the ministers to Europe and America against the imperial 
protests of China, the King ought not to be longer accused of either fear or a 
want of firmness of character. His Majesty received the protest with that quiet 
dignity which had characterized his bearing in other important matters,and after 
hearing and carefully weighing China’s objections—relying on his right as ex- 
pressed in and . uarantied by the treaties, as well as by the law of nations—the 
ministers were ordered to leave for their respective posts, against the ultima- 
tum of the Peking Government, the positive conditions prescribed by the vice- 
roy, as wellasin the face of the blustering conduct and diplomatic antics of 
Commissioner Yuan, supplemented by the persistent efforts of a few cowardly 
Corean officials, whose well-beaten track between the palace and the Chinese 
legation indicate the character of their patriotism as well as their devotion to 
the King. No; from my own knowledge I slrould rather say that His Majesty 
is far too strong a character to suit those whose purposes it serves not to have 
it so. 

It must be borne in mind also that His Majesty has no kingdom to gainthrough 
an arrogant exhibition of strength of character, but he has one to lose through 
an exhibition of weakness or fear. The King’s character for universal kind- 
ness may have been mistaken for weakness. Even some of his subjects say 
His Majesty is too kind for the good of the public service. His habits are those 
of perfect sobriety and industry, and, being progressive in his nature, he is con- 
stantly seeking information which will aid him in directing his subjects into 
those pails that lead to the higher plains of civilization which have done so 
much to humanize and Christianize the western world. Unfortunately in this 
great work the King, with a few exceptions, stands alone. Those who are in 
sympathy with western progress are as a rule without influence or following, 
while those who possess both adhere to the traditions of the past with a loyalty 
worthy of better things. Under these circumstances the King of Corea surely 
deserves the sympathy and support of all good people. 

0. N. DENNY. 








Srovut, Cora, February 3, 188s. 


Since writing the foregoing another disturbance has taken place in Seoul (June 
20), but on a different tack from those which have preceded. This time it was 
substantially the old and absurd story of the Tien-Tsin butchery of innocent 
people over again that produced the riots, namely, that children were stolen 
and sold to foreigners, who used their eyes for medicine and then eat their 
bodies. These wicked rumors so excited the people that all that was necessary 
was for some street loafer, perhaps employed for the oceasion, to cry out “ there 
goes one of the child stealers,”’ when the victim was at once set upon, stoned, 
and beaten to death, although his only offense may have been leading his own 
child by the hand through the streets. 

The, King took promptand effective measures for the suppression of these 
rumors as well asthe rioters, measures in which His Majesty received the ener- 
getic aid of the foreign representatives, backed by the cordial support of their 
naval authorities. 

The appearance in the capital of squads of marines, landed from the Amer- 
ican, Russian, and French men-of-war then in Chemulpo harbor, produced a 
most salutary effect in the direction of law and order. The circumstances lead- 
ing up to the riots so pointed themselves that the diplomatic representatives in 
their conferences did not deem it necessary to have the Chinese representative 
present, so he was wisely left out. Anovhber significant circumstance is that, 
while charges were freely made against the Japanese of buying and selling chil- 
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| dren to Westerners for the purposes above named, yet no such accusations were 


laid at the door of the Chinese, notwithstanding the well-known fact that at 
least one Chinese merchant has for a long time been engaged in the traffic of 
buying and shipping out of the country forsale Corean children. These rumors 
worked so well that no doubt similar ones will again be putin circulation when 
the conditions seem favorable for more mischief, There does not seem to be 


} any doubt in the minds of intelligent foreigners in Seoul, who have closely 


observed events for the past two years, as to whose dastardly hand is at the 
bottom of this business or upon whom the responsibility would fall in case of 


violence, if the people in the country come to Seoul, as they have threatened 
to do, for the purpose of killing foreigners and tearing down their houses, 
Neither need the projector of the foul murders recently committed in the streets 
of the capital think fora moment that intelligent Coreans are deceived, for they, 
too, understand perfectly who is the moving spirit and the objects anaes 

0. N. D. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I now move a reference of the pending resolu- 
tion to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PRINTING OF A DOCUMENT. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that Senate Executive Document No. 176, Fif- 
tieth Congress, first session, being the message from the President of 
the United States, transmitting a treaty between the United States and 
Great Britain concerning the interpretation of. the convention of Octo- 
ber 20, 1818, signed at Washington, 'ebruary 15, 1888, be reprinted. 
The print is entirely out. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. GRAY. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to 
meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. ® 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 10998) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement 
of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes, the 
pending question being on the amendment proposed by the Committee 
on Appropriations as section 6. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now call for the completion of the reading of sec- 
tion 6, which I think was stopped at the end of the paragraph com- 
mencing in line 57. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the amendment reported from the 
Committee on Appropriations as section 6, commencing with line 37, 
page 8, and continued to line 48, as follows: 

The board is authorized to make all needful and proper investigations, exper- 
iments, and tests, to ascertain with a view to their utilization by the Govern- 
ment, the most eflective guns, projectiles, fuses, torpedoes, armor-plates, and 
other implements and engines of war; and are hereby authorized to purchase 
or cause to be manufactured such guns, carriages, armor-plates, and other war 
materials and artic.es as may, in their judgment, be necessary in the proper dis- 
charge of the duty herein devolved upon them: Provided. That the amount ex- 
pended and liabilities incurred in such investigations, experiments, and tests 
shall not exceed $500,000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Does the Senator from Kansas propose an amend- 
ment? 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to propose an amendment to the paragraph 
just read. I move to insert in line 40, after the word ‘‘fuses,’’ the 
word ‘‘explosives,’’ so as to authorize the board to experiment with 
explosives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 40, section 6, of the amendment reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations, after the word ‘* fuses,’’ it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘explosives;’’ so as to read: 

The board is authorized to make all needful and proper investigations, ex- 
periments, and tests, to ascertain with a view to their utilization by the Gov- 
ernment, the most effective guns, projectiles, fuses, explosives, torpedoes, armor- 
plates, and other implements and engines of war. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now move to strike out in line 41 the word ‘‘are,”’ 
and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘the Secretary of War is;’’ so as to read: 

And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to purchase or cause to b 
manufactured, ete. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to insert after the word ‘‘ judgment,’’ in line 
44, the words ‘‘of said board;’’ and in connection with the same 
amendment I move to strike out ‘‘their,’’ and insert ‘‘the,’’ in the 
same line. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be reported. 

The SecRETARY. In line 44, before the word ‘‘judgment,”’ it is 
proposed to strike out ‘‘their’’ and insert ‘‘ the;’’ and after the word 
‘**judgment’’ in the same line toinsert ‘‘of said board;’’ so as to read: 

In the judgment of said board, be necessary in the proper discharge of the 
duty herein devolved upon them. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not observe whether the Secretary read the last 

ph in the proposed section 6, commencing with line 4") 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That has not yet been read. The 
Secretary will read the remainder of the amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Appropriations as section 6. 
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Mr. PLUMB. I move to insert at the cl i 

And l nd materials purchased under : 

An iction and furnished by citizens of t es 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to suggest to the Senator from K 
other amendment in this paragraph from line 49 to line 54. 
been read ? 

Mr. PLUMB. It has been read and amended, an 
propos nothe mendm t the yas to mal it 

Phat s of this s t ull not be « i 
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rhe] t expend or ente t icts t 
Gove 

I propose to say that ‘‘ the contracts authorized by the proyisi f 
this section shall not involve the Government in an aggregate exp« 
ture exceeding $6,000,000. Is that the idea of the Senator 

Mr. PLUMB. Thatis the idea; only I intended to do it ( 
ent form otf lang iage, to make the clause read 

Phat under the provisions of this section the ~ not be « led 
t r muitracts € d into iny ving the ¢ er rentinan agg 
penditure exceeding ,000 000 

That covers the idea of the Senator from Connecticut. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to amend the clause so that 
read as follows 

That under the provisions of this section there ‘ ex] 1 
tract or contracts entered into involving t (rover lan age 
p nditure exceed he =» UU ON noranexpenditure on l t { the ¢ 
ment in any one fiscal year in excess of $2,000, ® 


Mr. REAGAN. To what section is that amendment? 
Mr. P 
8 That does not change the sense of the section. 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘That is in addition. 

Mr. PLUMB. In addition to‘all the provisions cont 
section 6. 

Mr. BECK. Read itagain. I could not understand it. 








E 
LUMB. In the clause from line 49 to 54 of section 6 on 


¢ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will again be 
from the desk. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to imend the clanse begir 
line 49 so as to read as follows: 
That under the provisions of this section there sha t ex 
tract or contracts entered into involving the G i t laggreg 
penditure exceeding $6,000,000, nor an expenditure on the part the G 
ment in any one fiscal year in excess of $2,000,000; a run 1 mat 
purchased under the authority of this act shall be of American | 
furnished by citizens of the United States. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. | 
Mr. TELLER. I wish to amend section 6, in line 39, by ii 
afterthe word ‘‘effective,’’ the words ‘‘small-arms and cartridges I 
understand there is no objection on the part of the committee t 


amendment. 


Mr. PLUMB. I think on the whole that will change the 


the remaining portion of the provision. If the Senator wou 
after the word ‘‘ guns,’’ in lin 
I think it would be better. e 

Mr. TELLER. ‘‘And cartridges.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from ‘ 
his amendment ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Theword ‘‘cartridges’’ is covered th« 
jectiles,’’ in line 40. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Hardly. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I suggest that the word “‘ cartridge 
ata different place. Say ‘‘including smal!-arms,”’ and tl 
word ‘‘cartridges’’ in another place. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ifyousay simply ‘‘small-arms 
jectiles,’’ that will answer every purpose 

Mr. TELLER. I will modify it in that way, by inserting 
after the word ‘‘ guns’’ instead of after the word ‘‘effectiv: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment v 
modified. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 39 of m 6 é 





39, the words ‘‘including sma 





“‘guns,’’ itis proposed to insert ‘‘ including small-arms and cart 


Mr. PLUMB. Leave out the word ‘in ling,’’ and 
arms, cartridges,’’ etc. 
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Department, United States Army, to the subcommittee on the forti{ 
cation bill in the Honse of Repres ntatives, a t of all the 
that a ait ior thes tus in po. re ito pur 
m ie t which it was said ’ ld ee 
} rope al t 200,090, and h a ) i ’ OSE 1} 
nt : ‘ tools would t that t 
$100,000. 
rhere are no people in the world who have excelled usin the makin 
of tools We make tools of all kinds. A man can make tools with 
certainty ofa market if he makes them for the Government under ¢ 
tract. It is not a question of trial; it is not a question of test; iti 
i. question of discretion in the board. He makes them according t 
t] description, according to their demand, and he has a certain sale 
I his LO00i8 
Why should it } >as much would be required to pay 
+h 7 J 


ce to buy themin Europe? Yet when 








it comes to guns this . cer says the guns can be obtained here 
for practically the same amount of money that they can be obtained 
for in Germany. If these estimates are true it would be much cheape 
to buy the guns in the United States than to buy them in Germany 
because the cost of transportation would be great. 

[ find that this officer says that for a 14-inch gua the price in th 
country ought to be $93,632; that fora 16-inch gun it ought to be $14 
000, and for a 20-inch gun $239,000. I find on the other page, sp 
ing of a 16-inch gun in Krupp’s manufactory, he says: 

The reported cost of ten Krupp 120-ton guns (16-inch) is given as 894,000 franes, 
o1 — 440 per gun. 

ret the same officer puts the cost of our 16-inch guns deliver 1 at 


$144, £00 0, and it is to be presumed that the cost of the 12-inch guns and 
the 10-inch guns wiil be proportionately lower than the 10-inch and 
12-inch guns made in Europe. I have here a memorandum showing 
that the 12-inch Krupp gun cost fifty-three thousand six hundred and 
some odd doliars. ‘This Army officer says that a reasonable price for 
one of those guns here would be $55,000. There is not anybody who 


does not know that that is impossible; that if those guns are properly 


onstructed in this country they must cost more money than they cost 
in Germany by very much more than he suggests. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask the Senator to repeat the figu 
he gave as to a 12-inch gun, 

Mr. TELLER. Fifty-three thousand six hundred and some dolla 


> 





is given as the cost of a 12-inch Krupp gun. I have a memorandu 


two or three year id in connection with bills of this kind which hay 
been proposed and which have not become laws, I ive wie up 
mind that t law ought not to prescribe in detail the tests to ] 
plied in « to th lisition « mun 

Thre ‘ ( { 0 17 { to ’ 
pose we é ild ] imu 
number « t to th or some 4 nd 
ne da ret ( 1 meh else . i 
Wilh as ve ol roject ( ‘ ight t i ) ) 
re We ¢ prescr la i osed to! ' 
it | d everything that is « in ¢ nt m 
tal men 1 we say to them ou shally: tests cove ( 
clen ray } el ecuracy. and ev thing of tha nd j i 
yo I lth tests if any! produc ha 1 
{£0 d tract with h 

rELI %. Thatistrue. There isa very limited provision of 
that kind in this bill, and that is in the first part of section 6. Che 
first provision is that there is to be a comparative test between t 
iron guns which are to be furnished and the Sandy Hook iron mortar. 
Then it provides further, when you come to the 10 and 12 inch breech 
loa runs, that 
i } ty presenting it, be subjected to 
‘ I and should such gun be shown 
to atisfi i of t ) d by s to fulfill the requirement 
vio re ibed in pect to accuracy, range, power, endurance, and 
icy eg nd ammunition ve paid for at a fair valu mh, 
nm x cost of transportation, and contract shall be made, at a price reason- 
ab! 1¢ opinion of the board, with the party presenting the best of such guns 
for ersupply of similar guus, to he ibjected to the usual service test be- 
fo ta he ex} c 1 gun and all guns purchased hereunder to | 

t to in 1 ach stage of manufactu as follows, namely: F 
Jems vn fifty nch stee] guns; and for not — than fifty 12-inch steel 

i well enough if only one person presents himself to this 
boat ha gun; but suppose a dozen } present themselves wit! 
yur ose a dozen men try to make guns. Iwill admit that I do 
Vort there will be any danger of a great number of people apply- 
in r it does not seem to me upon an examination of the provisions 
of bill and the circumstances which surround the dealing with the 

« rnment in these matters that anybody wiil present himself. But 
wh ught to do is to so provide by law as that there shall be a gen 
era! o ng of guns that the Government may have the advantage of 
all the best talent in the country in the king of guns. 

Jus the t place, the board will prescribe the test, but, as I under 
stand, they will not prescribe the price to be paid. ‘That is a subject 
mutter they are not required to provide in advance. Who is going to | 
it enn and bring it io iid Gewnineinn nt to test it in the hope that 
he will get a contract when he does not know whether he will get a 
contract at all, and if he should obtain a contract he doe not know 


what price will be fixed on the gun, and when fixed it may be such a 
sum that he would not be willing to make it at that price? 

lé xpe rimental gun, a gun that has to be tested, can not be made 
anil tested, I suppose, for any sum less tlian from $100,000 to $125,000 
Nobody could afford to make 1 ut one gun for $125,000. As wasstated 
here, I think by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] and 








others, it will require a very large expenditure of money to make a 
on In the first instance, there isa large plant to be provided, costing 
from a million to a million and a half ortwo million dollars to begin 
with. What concern will put up the plant and go toall that expense to 
p! e one gun as atest in the hope that it may then get from the Gov- 
ernment a contri Let for one hundred more? If one company should 
consent to do it another may, and then the two companies would both 
¢ here and but one of them could get the contract. 
h rgets the contract must depend entirely upon this} 1. 

As I said before, there is no provision in the bill as to what shal] be t) 
i: th ojectiles, the weight of the gun, the length of the gun, o1 
al ‘that general character. All that is absolutely essentia! 
he Senator from Kansas says that the | ened will ae tl 

le matter under consideration and that they will be required t 
p . fair compensation for the gun. Who will determine whet i 
f mpensation ? ‘ Of course the board will determine what will } 
at sation. 





lhe first one hundred guns that are made by any foundry ought to 
t more than the second hundred guns. I should say roughly, with 
out a carefal examination, that the one hundred and fifty guns which 
follow the first hundred guns ought not to cast any more than the 
Government will be obliged to pay for the first one hundred guns, o1 

yr whem in that neighborhood. When they have their plant and 
have made one hundred guns then they will be prepared to make an- 
other hundred ora hundred and fifty very much cheaper than they 
made the first hundred. 

Yesterday the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] made some allusion 
to the cost of these guns. The cost of the gunsissimply enormous; it 
is frightful to contemplate when you think about it. Some of these 
guns cost half a million dollars—not the guns provided for in this bill, 
I think, but some of the guns proposed by the different nations of the 
earth, and some that are in process of construction, the 20-inch guns 
for instance. p 
I find in a communication from Charles 8. Smith, captain, Ordnance 








| or capital to do it, who will not know that. it can not be done; an 


ua CC 


here showi ing that the Krupp 12-inch rifle, which is a gun of high 
power than is contemp Ihted in the bill, cost about 8: 53.000, I find in the 
report of the Arm; board of 1886 that th is put at almost $54,000 
It is considered th it $55,000 apiece, ther s a liberal price for th 
proposed 12-inch guns. 

I was looking this morning over the difference in prices, as published 
in the labor report, between the German iron works and our own, and 
I find that we pay more than twice as much for labor in all our steel 
and iron manufactories as is paid in Germany. I have no doubt that 
Mr. Krupp employs the very best of workmen, and he probably pays 
something higher than is paid for ordinary work. Perhaps the diffe 
ence would not be as great as that, but everybody must know that i! is 


a gun cost practically $54,000 in Germany, it can not be built in th . 
country for $55,000. ‘i 
It is not a matter of particular concern now how much these gu i 


will cast, and I do not mention this for the reason that there is any- a 
thing in the bill about the cost of them, but to show that when any ; 
outside parties come to deal with the War Department they will 
met with a statement that these guns can be made for this sum 
money, and there will not be anybody who is capable of gathering i: 
gether enough steel.to build a gun in this country, who has the brai: : 


aera 


practically the War Department or the Ordnance Bureau, which is 
control now practically of this board, will prevent anybody from 
tracting with the Government for these guns, because they will in 

forehand that the prices shall be such that nobody will dare to 
und if they did not, if they said néthing more than that, here is t 
itement that has gone out to the world, and that will be con 
a fair price for a 12-inch gun. 
Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him 
moment? 
Mr. TELLER. Certainly 

PLUMB. My under: standin x is thata 12-inch gun we 

tons, that is 50 long tons, 2,240 pounds to the ton. 
Mr. GORMAN. Fifty-one tons. 
Mr. PLUMB. Well, in round numbers. That would make a! 
112,000 pounds, and at 33 cents a pound would amount to over$:3:) 
We were advised by the Ordnance Bureau that there should be a 
for finishing and assembling (saying nothing now, of course, about 
use of the plant) about 20 per cent., which would make a 12-inch ; 
cost somewhere between $45,000 and $50,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ifthe Senator from Kansas will permit me, I h 
pen to have a memorandum of the cost of steel guns in my hand, wh! 
vill read. 

Mr. PLUMB. Well. 
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ir. PLUMB wi to say f regard tot price t 

De} me! uve been bu steel tro the Beth 
I understand, for about 33 cents a ] i for th 

guns they have been manufactu ind perhaps fo la 
Che Secretary. of the Navy told me some twel nths a - 
am very much mistaken, that he anticipated w 
should be able to buy oul eel as cl iply as the French Gover 
was buying the same article nd that was about 224 cent 
cents a pound. ) 

Mr. TELLER. How much would that be for D 

Mr. PLUMB. Idonot [h rade the 

the Senator must v that anufa rers ) 

miliar with this kind of mam l the mac \ 
for the purpose the price wi rodowv. There v 
soon competition growin ul t ! 





facture our guns, but I have very good reason to believe that 
men in this country expecting to e: »in the manufa 

for foreign governments, for the South American govern: at 
cially, and I will venture to say that the moment we offer induce 
enough to get our manufactu this kind 








rs enist« iis kind of 1 
they will seize upon it and fill the field as comp] e 
ally as they have ever filled the field for the m: te c 
If the Senator believes we are not likely to be! 0 , 





people, that is another thing, but he will see that we have ex 


the idea in the amendment of comparison with anybody, and t the ( 


simply authorize the board to buy at a fair valuation. Of course Ir. GORM 
























not know what they may consider to be a fair valu t 
for the purposes of this experiment we would sider 
element that entered into the actual cost of a gun that was pro Ir. PLUM 
whether it was just as much cost as might be expected t llo i“ 
1 subsequent production of a thousand, but to get I 
upon this manufacture, if he would, upon the prosp 

sonable profit, to be determined by the board. I | 

Mr. TELLER. Lagree with the Senator from K ‘ 
gun-making becomes a business in this country w all 1 
ible to make guns rea bly cheap; but we do 1 6 

Our manufactur ve never had t fo 

have never had any in¢ ents to ke gu I y 
have an inducement to buildagun. I want our peoplet 

ttention called to it; and when they begin to look about to 
the: 1 put their money together and create a } t, I 
have something bef n by which they may kno 
cun they have got to build, what its test is to 1 1 
th t ought to be the very hich } 
ought not to accept to-day in th { 
good service as any other gut I 

If we can not make as good a¢ 1is country as Krup; 
then we ought to go over there and buy from Ge if 





we can make as good a gun; there is not 
only a question whether there is sufficient ind nent 1 to t M RM 
manufacturers of this country to build guns. 








I have no expectation that the W ent ¥ ‘ d 
sufficient quantity of guns ox l ry 
that these guns can be made for any such be ‘ 
@ mere suggestion, for they have never made any of them for t M 








amount. I do not suppose they have ever made a gun that d ; nat 
cost twice as much as the sum they talk about here. They wil ‘ t L I : l had ree t 
make any guns that will not cost 100 per cent. more than guns ma penetration of a S; ield gur l L Stat t 


in private establishments, and they will not make them as good, if the | b byt t Ir. H 
private parties are given an opportunity, so that they will be paid for | LEY is prese 

their skill, for their intelligence, and for the discoveries that they will | that th tried at the t penet J 
make in gun-making. and th chesand had at i 
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the projectile against t] ron beyond, and that it would undoubtedly 
ha one through several more inches if there had been plank there 
instead of iron Che Springfield projectile weighed 405 grains; the 
{ | ti The Springtield rif a danger 
j kk { » 400 yar the Hurst rifle langer space of ove1 
RU lhe Springfield rifle has an extt range of about a mile 
and If; the Hlurst rile has an extreme f Smiles witha much 
lighter projectile. Mr. President, can anybody make a comparison be 
tween those guns that could be fa ble to the Spring ield riff Why, 
you could not afford to take the Springfield rifle as a gift, and what is 
true of a rifle is true of a cannon. 

Mr. PLUMB. But let me say that is not the only test to he applied 
toanarm. It must have ease and simplicity of operation; it must be 
durable; it must be good all around as well as good in the mere muttei 
of power of propulsion. Ido not know that this particular weapou 
ha t all the qualities which a weapon ought to have; but it seem 
to me that it has not yet been thoroughly investigated Meanwhile 
there has been very particular testimony from competent people show 


ing that the Springfield rifle, taking it altogether, in view of all thes 
qualities, isone of the very best weapons in the world, provided always 
that the present weight of projectile must be kept up. Meanwhile the 
European governments have been experimenting with a smaller 
jectile, and I think now it is very generally agreed upon by military 
authorities that there ought to be a gun for the arming of our Army 
which has a projectile having a less weight than the Springfield rifle 
carries. 
something of that kind after atime. Meanwhile we are doing what 
may or may not be the very best thing, and yet at the same time the 
military authorities recommend it. 

Mr. TELLER. Lonly mentioned it as an illustration. 


pro- 


I did not 


I have no doubt that we shall enter upon the manufacture of 


‘SIONAL RECORD—SE} 





IhuyT 


ATE. AvGus? 31, 





be the length of the gun, what shall be the weight of the gun, w] 
shall be the projectile, what shall be its speed, what shall be t 
strength of the gun, at least we ought to provide in this bill that th 
hoard shall adopt some rules of this kind which permane: 
and fixed, and not liable to be changed at any time after people ent 
into the manufacture of these guns. I submit the amendment 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the amendment offered as an 

dition to the section ? 


shall be 


1e 


Mr. TELLER. It is a substitute for all after the first paragraph o! 
section 6, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter Clerk. It is proposed to amend section 6 by striki1 


’? in line 18, and inserting: 
the standard weight for projectiles for test!ng 10-inch and 12 
than 500 and S00 pounds, respectively. 

That the standard weight of rifle guns to be tested for endurance, a 
mntracted for as hereinafter provided, shall not be m« 
tlhan 28 and 48 tons each, respectively, for 10-inch and 12-inch rifles; and ¢ 
length of these said guns, exclusive of the breech apparatus, shall not exce 
5) calibe rs, 

Sec. 9. That the said board shall authorize a contract, after due advertiseme: 
for two 12-inch rifle guns with such party or parties as shall to them seem best 
Phese guns shall be built up according to the plans now prepared by the Wa 
and Navy Departments for 8, 10, and 12 inch rifles, the principal parts being « 
forged tempered steel. The drawings and specifications for one of these guns 
shall be furnished by the War Department and for the other by the Navy D 
partment within two months from the passage of this act, or as soon thereafte: 
as may be, and the construction of these guns shall be superintended by offic: 
of the War and Navy Departments, respectively, whoshal! report progress from 
time to time, and upon the completion thereof, to the said board. The weight 
and lengths of these guns shall not exceed that provided for 12-inch rifles i: 


all after the word ‘‘ manufacture, 
Ec. 7. That 
riffe guns sh 

SEC, d 


ill not be less 


of service guns to bee 


| section 8 of this act, and the cost of these two guns, finished and delivered at 


mean to say that the Hurst rifle ought to supersede the Springfield | 


is no heavier than 
is much less than is al- 
Its 


rifle; but these are important matters. It 
Springfield rifle, I understand, but its recoil 


i 
lowed in the British army. Of course that is to be considered. 


the | 


recoil might be so great as to render it impossible for a man to hold it; | 


it might fly out of his arm. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is one other thing to be taken into account. 
The Hurst rifle, from what I have heard of it, is undoubtedly a very 
good weapon, at least in this one particular, but it has been generally 
believed for some time that we were to have a better explosive than 
powder. I understand that the British Government has adopted or is 
about to adopt—at all events it has passed through certain stages nec- 
essary to the adoption—an explosive which is a great deal better than 


anything heretofore known for small-arms; that it is impervious to | 


water; that water does not affect it injuriously; that one-half the 
weight of this explosive will perform more than the service of double 
the weight of powder, and soon. 
the arm to be used. 

Mr, TELLER. It is all true, of course, as the Senator from Kansas 
says, that discoveries are being made all the time, and that is why I 
suggested that if we made the proper inducement for manufacturers we 


should have their efforts in making discoveries, because we would pay | 
If a man knows that he can get $50,000 from the Government | 


them. 
for arifle of a certain character, and*that he can get $10,000 more from 
the Government for his skill, he is going to try to make the superior 
gun. That is why I wantasystem that shall tell the people what kind 
of a gun they can make, and which shall provide that when they have 
made what is admitted to be the best gun, we shall buy that gun; and 
if a man comes then with a better gun that it shall supersede his own 
gun if it is better than the former. 

I have here an amendment which is somewhat lengthy, which I de- 
sire to offer so that if it shall not méet the approval of the Senate it 
may at least go with the bill into conference, so that the Senate con- 
ferees may have the benefit of what I think are some very valuable pro- 
visions. The amendment has been prepared by some gentlemen with 
great care and attention, and while there are some things in it that I 
do not know ought to go into the bill, some things I admit Iam not 
familiar enough with the subject to really know whether they ought 
to go into it, on the whole it seemsto me to be a complete and perfect 
provision, and I believe if the Senate would adopt it instead of the sixth 
section the bill would then be in a very much better condition in hand- 
ling this subject, and I believe there would then be some hope that we 
might get a bill through Congress. 

Let me call the attention of the Senate to some of the provisions of 
the amendment, not in detail, but justfora moment. It provides that 


the standard weight for projectiles for testing these guns shall not be 
less than 500 and 800 pounds respectively; that the standard weight of 
the rifle shall be so much, and then it provides a great many other 


things. Every gun ought to be tested according to its projectile. That 
is to say, if one gun carries a projectile of 800 pounds and another car- 
ries one of 1,200 pounds, there might be a very great difference, the 
gun that fired the 800-pound projectile might be the most valuable after 
all. All these details ought to be worked up. Of course, the board 
may do it, it is possible they will do it, and that they will provide for 
that, although the bill itself should not have compelled them to pro- 
vide for it. If the Senate does not think it is wise to say what shall 


the place of manufacture, shall not exceed $200,000, 

That the said board shall also procure, by purchase or contract, carriages for 
use in testing these guns,either or both, unless the respective Departments 
which furnish specifications therefor shal! have carriages suitable for such tests 
These two guns shall each be tested under the directions of said board for accu 
racy, rauge, and endurance in competition with and for comparison with those 
to be furnished by private parties as hereinafter provided in section 10. The 
powder and projectiles for testing each of these guns shall be furnished by tl, 
Departments which furnish the specifications respectively therefor, and shal! 
paid for by order of the board The projectiles for these guns shall have tl 
weight of 800 pounds each, and shall be fired with a charge of powder suflicient 
to give a muzzle velocity thereto of 2,000 feet per second. 

These weights and velocities may either vary by the amount of 1 per cent. « 
that specified, but the average shall not be less than §C0 pounds and 2,000 f¢ 
respectively. 

These guns may either or both be repaired to an extent not exceeding 10 p« 
cent. of their respective costs, provided snch repairs are necessary to secure tli 
endurance of two hundred rounds or more from each. In estimating tlie « 
of repairs the transportation of the guns shall not be included. 

That the board may carry out the provisions of this section at a total « 
exceeding $360,000, 

Sec. 10. That whosoever shall, within the limitation provided in sections 15 
i6, and 17 of this act, produce one or more 10-inch or 12-inch single-charge 


¢ 
st nou 


| breech-loading rifle guns of weights and lengths conforming to section 8, whic 
| guns are to be made wholly or principally of stee!, and each supplied with 


Of course all these things may qualify | 





| 


carriage, projectiles, powder, implements, ordnance supplies, and including a 
incidental expenses of a test of two hundred rounds for each test gun so pro- 
vided, shall, for each test gun so made and so provided which withstands the 
test of two hundred rounds of projectiles fired with a muzzle velocity of not les 
than 2,000 feet per second on an average, and an average weight of projectiles 
of not less than that prescribed for the standard weight of projectiles for su: 
guns in section 10 of this act, without more repairs than can be put upon suc 
guns ordinarily for 10 per cent. of their cost, exclusive of transportation, be paid 
for the same by the direction of the said board, at a price for such guns, and 
supplies and tests, not including the carriage, not exceeding double the pric 
hereinafter fixed in this section as the price for service guns of that calibe: 
which money shall be due and paid as soon as any such gun has withstood thx 
prescribed test of two hundred rounds and it is found it is to be paid for as ci 
termined by section 15, which shall be in full payment for such gun and test 
including the powder, projectiles, repairs of gun-carriage and gun, and : 
other expenses of the test not hereinafter specified, except the cost of the car 
riage therefor, which if found suitable for use therewith shall be paid for at th 
price hereinafter fixed for carriages for service guns of such caliber by order 
the board or its authorized agent. 

Payment for any such carriage to be made as soon as the test has shown 
suitable for use with such gun or guns as it was made for, and without refere: 
to whether the gun for which it was made endures its test or not. 

That no such carriage shall be paid for at any price unless it is found suit 
for use with the gun for which it was provided. 

That no such test gun, or supplies therefor, provided or furnished for t 
under the provisions of this section, shall be paid for at any price, unless it sha 
endure the specified test of firing two hundred rounds with an average wei 
and velocity of projectiles equal to that specified and without more than t! 
specified amount of repairs. 

That all test guns so provided or furnished shall be delivered at the pla 
manufacture. 

That the Government, under direction of the board, shall furnish, fre« 
charge, the use of a proving ground or grounds suitable for testing any o1 
of these guns for range, accuracy, and penetration, and furnish, free of chars 
the necessary targets for accuracy and penetration, the butts to be used in { 
for durability, and bear all expenses of handling and transporting the guns 

That for these purpores, and for firing any such guns after they have !« 
fired the first two hundred rounds, the board is authorized to expend th« 
of $100,000, to be available on and after July 1, 1890, until expended 

That the plans of the guns of either kind, the breech-loading mechanism, th« 
system of rifling, the projectiles adapted thereto, and the kind of powder or 
powder and cases therefor, and all cartridges used in these tests, may be of t 
kinds heretofore approved by the War and Navy Departments, or may be ait 
original designs or plans and proportions satisfactory to the projector and pr 
ducer; and any gun furnished by any party, and all the supplies therefor, s 
be furnished without any cost to the Government until such gun has endur 
the above prescribed test of firing two hundred rounds of projectiles with tu 
weights and velocities prescribed. 

Thi firing of any such gun shallall be under the joint direction of the pai 
furnishing the gun and the said board, but the party or parties furnishing 40) 
such gun may at any and all times increase the weights of projectiles or charge 
ot powder above the standard prescribed to the extent he or they think best 

That should any gun or more than one gun of any of the calibers specified 1! 
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r for any of the test guns to be furnished under the pro- 
modified to the extent necessary to find out that 
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they are to be paid for consistently with all the provisions of this act. 

That at any time during the test of any of these trial guns or carriages the | 
producer thereof may withdraw the same, and in case of withdrawal no pay- 
ment shall be made therefor. 

That all trial guns, gun-carriages, powder, or projectiles furnished for test 
under the provisions of this act, and not to be paid for, may be withdrawn by 
the party furnishing the same 

Suc. 16. That itis hereby provided that all 10 and 12 inch rifle guns for com- 
petitive trial and tests to be made and tested as provided in this act shal! be 
fin | ready for test on or before January 1,1892: Provided, That if no 12-inch 
rifle gun made principally or wholly of steel has been completed and offered fo: 
test atthattime which shall withstand the prescribed test of two hundred round 
then the time for accepting such guns for competitive test as herein provi i 
shall be extended to January 1, 1893. 

Sec, 17. The board shall make all reasonable efforts to make all the tests pro 
vided for as quickly as possible after any such gun is ready for test; and all the | 
test experiments of guns shall be open to the inspection and observation of all 


parties furnishing ns of like calibers for test as provided in this act. 

That the Secr« ar and the Secretary of the Navy shall each assist this 
board by detailing any and all officersand men for its use which it may need at 
any and all times, aud by furnishing it, without charge, any and all facilities for 
testing any and ali of the guns and gun-carriages to be provided under this bil! 
to the extent that they are able so to do, and in general to aid the board in any 
way they can in carrying out the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 15. That all eastings and forgings entering into the construction of the 
armaments provided for in this act shall be of American manufacture. The 
board herein provided for shall annually report its operations tu the Secretary 
of War, for submission to Congress, at the beginning of each session, which re- 
port shal] state in detail the amount expended under each section of this act 
and the pregress made in carrying out its provisions, with such additional in- 
formation as the board may deem advisable. 

Sec. 19. To enable the board or Secretary of War to pay any premium that 
may become due to parties who may furnish service guns under the provisions 
of this act the sum of $1,000,000, to be available on and after the fiscal year end- 
ing June, 1894, and to remain available until used for this purpose if necessary. 

Sec, 20. That section 2 of an act making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, approved July 5, 1884, is h by re- 
pealed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations known as section 6. 


Mr. PLUMB. I desire to say a word in regard to this provision. 


ary of W 


g It 
is a very elaborate provision, going far more into detail than I think 
any legislative provision ought to go. Weshall have, when this bill 
shall pass, a board, comprising the skill and judgment of the Army, 
which will submit to us, if it becomes necessary to legislate on these 
propositions, something which we can act upon, I think, more intelli- 
gently than we can to-day. It is desirable now to make a start which 
L fear the adoption of this provision will prevent. I think, therefore, 
t 


adopted. 

Mr. GORMAN. I want toadd to what the Senator from Kansas has 
said, as to the general provisions of the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Colorado, that I think many of them are very wise, and will 
probably become absolutely necessary to be adopted by Congress if pri- 
vate enterprises decline at any time hereafter to enter largely into the 
manufacture of guns. 
tee with my friend from Kansas, I concur with him in saying that at 


present I do not believe it is possible to go to the extent provided for | 
I think the board | 


in the amendment of the Senator from Colorado. 
and machinery provided for in the bill as reported from the Committee 
on Appropriations is the best that can be had at this time. 

The PKESIJENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Colorado to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations as 
amended. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to move an amendment to line 21, page 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In which section? 

Mr. PLUMB. In section 6, after the word “‘caliber,’’ to insert ‘‘ and 
of weight and dimensious to be prescribed by the board.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the pro- 
posed amendment. 

The SECRETARY. On page 7, line 21, after the word ‘‘caliber,’’ it 
is proposed to insert the words ‘‘ and of weight and dimensions to be 
prescribed by the board.’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. [understood the Senator to say in private conver- 
sation that he expects the board will inspect this specimen gun during 
the process of its manufacture. I do not see how that is provided for. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think that is amply provided for on the top of page 


~ 
te 


; 8 The Senator will observe that this experimental gun, if it stands 
| the test which has been prescribed for its manufacture by the board, 
i shall be purchased, and he will find that on page 8 of the bill it is pro- 


vided that the ‘‘experimental gun”’ (by name) “and all guns pur- 

chased hereunder’’ shall be 

manufacture.’’ 
Mr. HAWLEY. 

that connection. 

: Mr. PLUMB. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 


I did not see the words “‘experimental gun” in 


The Senator will find them at the top of page 8 
I may have a different print of the bill. 


AE NW ie oo 


Mt ueecsn 


Fi 
Ls 


irrespective of any discussion of its merits it ought not to be | Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] would destroy the harmor 


| and reverse ali that the Committee on Appropriations, after due con 


But after careful consideration on the commit- | 


‘““subjeet to inspection at each stage of 


| isting provisions of law prescribing the dut 


AvaustT 31, 


Mr. PLUMB. I think perhaps the Senator may have the print that 
was made originally for the committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. You refer to the provision reading: 

And contract shall be made at a price reasor ] 
with the party presenting the best of such guns, for a further supply of similar 
guns,to be subjected to the usual service test before acceptance, the experi- 
mental gun and all guns purchased hereunder to be subject to inspection at 
each stage of manufacture. 





sin the opinion of the boa 





Senator means. I had not be 
sr copy of the bill. 
The Senator has had a copy that was made for 


I see what the 
I have had anoth 
Mr. PLUM! 
the committee. 
Mr. HAWLEY. 


fore seen the expre 


th: 
ol 


The experimental gun is mentioned. 


Mr. PLUMB. It says, ‘‘ The experimental gun and all guns pur- 
chased hereunder to be subject to inspection at each stage of manufact 
ure.’? 


Mr. HAWLEY. That is quite right, because they could tell 
anything about it unless they inspected it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further amendments ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have an amendment to offer as an independent 
section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question first is on the amend 
ment reported by the Committee on Appropriations as section 6 
amended. 

The amendment as amended was a 

Mr. HAWLEY. I now offer an ame 
of the bill. 


not 


pret “d 0. 


nea 


ndment to constitute section 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the - 
posed amendment. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill 

Sec. 7. Nothing contained in this act sha strned to alter or repeal ex- 


sand powers of any department of 


| the Army. 





Mr. HAWLEY. That, Mr. President, is by way of abundant cau- 
tion, because there are so many provisions here that might seem to 
differ from what is already laid down in the statutes as to the duti 
of the different Army departments, I do not wish them to be inter- 
fered with, because a body of Jaws of that kind that have been in ex- 
istence for nearly a century, many of them for fifty or sixty years, 
should not be changed without serious consideration. Ido not wish ; 
the officers to be anxious lest they are interfered with, nor do I wi 
to interfere with them. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the amendment of the Senator fro: 


IY 
ay 


of this bi 
sideration, have undertaken todo. That amendment provides that all 
the money appropriated under this act shall be expended as provided 
in section 1164 of the Revised Statutes, which says: 

t shall be the duty of the Chief of Ordnance to furnish estimates, and, unde: 
the direction of the Secretary of War, to make contracts and purchases, for pro- 
curing the necessary supplies of ordnance and ordnance stores for the use of th 
armies of the United States, ete. 

The framework of this bill and the real merit of it—and but for tha 
provision I do not believe it would pass; it certainly would not recei 


my approval—is that it provides fora board to consist of the gene: 


commanding the Army, an ordnance officer, an artillery officer, anda 
engineer officer to be selected by the Secretary of War, which board sha 


| expend every dollar of the money appropriated by this act, make th 


ee 


test. and carry out all the provisions of the act. 

Now, Mr. President, I feel that I am stating the exact fact wh« 
say that that was the unanimous opinion of the committee; that tl 
only way by which we might get out of the runt which we have been 
was by making this provision. The Senator from Connecticut { Mr. 
HAWLEY | now goes back and practically reverses all that we have don 
simply saying that six or eight millions of dollars is hereby approp: 
ated, to be expended under the direction of the Ordnance Department 

I find here this morning circulated, not generally but quietly—I hay: 
been fortunate enough to get hold of a copy of it—a statement pre- 
pared by one of the officers of the Ordnance Department who was be- 
fore the Committees on Appropriations of both Houses, who was then 
subjected to a thorough examination, or rather had full and free con- 
ference with the committees, who knew and could not but know all the 
provisions that were intended to be put into this act. When before 
the committee that officer placed his judgment against that of t} 
General of the Army, who did not hesitate to say that the provisi 
precisely as we have. it in the first section, providing for that board a 
bringing every branch of the service under its direction, is the « 
mode and probably the only mode by which we will have efficiency, 
economy, and honest results. 

I will say to my friend from Connecticut, taking notice as we a! 
bound to do from the public prints of occurrences elsewhere, and bein 
as anxious as he is to go on with this work of putting our fortificat 
in proper condition, it would be infinitely better that no appropriation 
whatever should be made at this session, and I do not believe that i! 
is possible io get so many millions of dollars, or one-half the amount.” 
or one-tenth the amount placed at the disposal of officers wifo have not 
accomplished anything in the past twenty years. We have attempted 
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i ve i 1é , ‘ ab 4 
pen led under this t. 

What objection has the Senator toit? Whyd refer 
Ordnance Department ild make these contracts Se 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck] asks me what the communication | 
The subcommittee had before it the general commanding the A 
and Captain Smith, and another ordnance officer, both on d 
O artment, and ferred with them fully an 
t] this Es 1ample opportu I 

‘ ns het 0 of] T op 
They we ( la the p y of parts « 

ver ob t ! were wel!’ ¢ sidered Lhe 

{ l of the c s ol 1 to 
‘ to tl 1 named did 1 < ( Lrse I l ae | 
UOrdnance ¢ e t 1S Sat ( tot l 
no official communicat tev the War Depart: t 
have found here to-day ite di ticising the bill 
They assert ‘‘ that the provision t ant the se ces of 
Ordnance) Department by a hastily devised board is harsh in tl 
treme, and in the absence of s cient reason t yI i t be 
fied as a mea necessary for the public good 

The author of this communication, I have good reason to 





Captain Smith, now in charge of the Ordnance Department 
tempts to instruct Congress and to criticise a committee of tl 


as having reported a measure which is not for the public good 





























insists thath und his board alone, should have the expe 
of th Phese cers h the right t 
tl I ly whe ( ed upon by a cor 
by ive I t to s the Gove mie 
to pr A iO! vate circ t n against the 
bill that Congre ma L pro] or t ta 1m I ) 
late 
It is an outrageous attempt to ( slation, a ’ ‘ 
that I hope the attention of the Secretary of War orof the |] 
will be called to the te1 In my 0} on an officer y yis e1 
in such work ought ve sent away from Washington and plac 
some remote part of Union. I have never known since I have 
connected with legislative bodies such an outrageous attempt on th a ; ; ’ 4 
of subordinate of As I have once before stated, these officers a1 } | and gun constr . ‘ 
the corridors and in the galleries during iga s i la 
and they send memorandums into the : : : 
their position, not to serve the Government, but to the enc 
000 may be placed in their hands to be exper l ‘dinarily and : > jus 
private life it would be regarded as showing i { oo es s 
Jarge appropriations to be made. The motive must be ascerta 3a t 
y are not content with sufficient appropriati vern! c tpro 
shop, but this captain declares that section 6 is th c Nie : 
ing laws. What he desires is to prevent private n cor ant te i» bes nanos ; 
ing. Why should capable, honest officers fear : ! in s to] 
est competition ? : aes a of ; 
I shall ask to have this document, which I brand n t 
coming it does fror{ an ofiicer of this Government, printed in 
RECORD, and by the side of it, with the permission of the Senate, | aecete deeeamalic : 
have printed a report of Colonel Laidley, an officer lately deceass ; ir 
was probably the brightest officer in the service, a man who Ars are overs ‘ 
courage to differ from those who are now in charge of the Ordna F ques 2 7 7 





1 ‘ : 
Department. He takes an entirely different view of the value of cast- 7 nated t t 
iron guns and cast-iron mortars. He takes the vi 
this bill, and as I have never |! 
k permission of the Se 


and memt 





w that is embrace y at t four ‘ 
een able to get but one copy of it, 
nate to print his statement, so that Senat ' 
: 


vers of Congress may have an opportunity to look at it. 


Papers are as follow 








COMMENTS ON THE A *MAKI> APPROPRIATIONS FOR FORTIFICAT 


OTHER WORKS OF DEFENSE AND ARMAMENT, FOR THE PR 






AND TRIAL OF HEAVY ORDNANCE IN SERVICE, AND FOR OTHER I I ~ ( a 
The provisions of section 1, as they relate to the powers and duties of ) . 
posed Board of Ordnance and Fort ations, is in direct conflict with 








1164 of the Revised Statutes, wh e “ duty of the C 
to furnish estimates, and, under 1 of the Secretary of War, to n 
contracts and purchases, for procuring the necessary supplies of ordnar 
ordnance stores, for the use of the Army of the United States; to direct t 
spection and proving of the same, and to direct the construction of a 


and carriages, ammunition wagons, traveling forges, artificers’ wagons 














every implement and apparatus for ordnance, and the preparation of all | 

of ammunition and ordnance stores constructed or prepared for said serv ; 
This section has been on the statute-book since February 3, 1515, and i 

organic law prescribing the duties of the Ordnance Department under the 


retary of War. This law has thus been in force about seventy-three years 

under a test of two wars has demonstrated by satisfactory working the wisdom 
of the enactment. No good grounds now exist for its practical abolishment, as 
proposed in the bill. Under existing law the only di ties that could be assigned Pe : 
properly to this board would be of an advisory nature in respect to the duties | “7 “PY P*ORE*men ame 
of the Secretary of War. But it is always competent for the Secretary of War, 
who is intrusted with the expenditures of the moneys appropriated, to convene 
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st be paid for, the part of the $6,000,000, allowed under 
devoted to the procurement of guns and mortars for 


and their ammunition, mt 
that section which shall be 




















the service is undefined 
If sections 1 and 6 were thrown out, the remainder would constitute a lozical 
and practical bill, free fro: certain and objectionable features, and closely 
resembling the bill as it d the House. 
16 passage of the bill exact form in which it passed the House would 
la c ind s factory solution of the question 
WATERTOWN ARSENAL, July 14, 1881. 
To Pre nt of the Board of Heavy Ordnan New York City: 
Sir: I} e the honor respectfally to submit for your consideration, together 
with my reasons therefor, the proposition to recommend as “‘ worthy of actual 
i amed guns 
cast-iron, rifled gun, represented in Figure 1, and cast as de- 
h cast-i 1, rifled gun, Figure 2, lined with a thin bronze 
cast n, rifled gun, breech-loading, Figure 3, and further 
i 
i ved that these guns are all cast-iron guns, depending solely 
uy this material for their strength, except only the breech-loader, which is re- 
inforced at t} vreech by a supplementary steel band 
t may be regarded by some of the members of the board an already settled 
question, as claimed by some, that cast-iron guns require to be strengthened be- 
fore they can safely be subjected to the strains whichthey have to withstand as 
rifled guns, and I shall therefore endeavor to show that this assertion, if true, 
has never been pr oved to be true, buton the contrary there are strong reasons 
for believing that it is entirely without foundation in fact. 
Che Ord ice Board of 1868, in giving its opinion on this subject, said, ‘‘ The 
f ess of the experiments with the 12-inch cast-iron rifle at Fort Monroe evi- 
dent demonstrates that further trials with cast-iron, reeommended by the 
Chief of Ordnance. in his annual report for 1867, should be made.”’ 
Phe board, which met in New York in 1572 todesignate what heavy guns should 


be tested, expressed the opinion that experiments should be continued by the 


Ordnance Department, “ with a view to obtaining such uniformity of pressures 
as shall render admissible the use of cast-iron in heavy ordnance construction.” 
The board evidently did not regard it at that time as an established fact that 
cast-iron would not answer for heavy rifled guns, and it must be borne in mind 
that no experiments have been made bearing on this question since that time. 
The board was of opinion that, as soon as our powdcr and projectiles had been 


s0 improved as to give uniform results,cast-iron would be available as a ma- 
terial for heavy guns’ General Rodman had expressed to a committee of Con- 
gress the same opinion, and in 1873 the Chief of Ordnance, General Dyer, in his 
annual report, recommended, “in the spirit of judicious economy,’ an appro- 
priation of $75,000 for the manufacture and trial of cast-iron 12-inch rifled guns. 
He gave in full the reasons for this recommendation, namely, that the improve- 
ments made in both projectiles and powder had bee n such that the former would 
offer a uniform resistance to the pressure of the powder, which in its turn gave 

increased initial velocity with ened diminution of pressure.”’ 

As Chief of Ordnance, he must of necessity have known whether the results 
of experiments had already proved that cast-iron was not strong enough to re- 
strains,and on this account would not answer for heavy rifled guns; 


Bist the 


that he did not know of any such experiments is clear from the fact that he said 
that ‘‘this recommendation is made in the spirit of judicious economy.” 

We have then the concurrent opinions of the Ordnance Board of 1868, approved 
by the Chief of Ordnance, the Board on Heavy Ordnznce in 1872, General Rod- 
man, and the Chief of Ordnance again in his report of 1873, that the question of 
the fitness of cast-iron for heavy rifles was not at that time determined, but was 
an open one, requiring further experiments; and as no tests have been since 


made it follows that the question is still an open one, not definitely settled, but 
remaining to be solved by further trials, 

I shall now proceed to show that the weight of evidence, from the endurance 
of cast-iron guns which have been tested, is in favor of this material as a suit- 
able one for rifled guns of at least 8 inches bore, and to bring together a por 
tion of this evidence, that you may impartially weigh it, and judge whether 
it be sufli cient to warrant further trials being made with rifled guns constructed 
solely of this metal, 


But whatare the enormousst rains that heavy rifled guns haveto resist? When 
} 


rifled guns of largecatiber first began to be used, the quick powder and imper- 
fect projectiles at that time used developed such enormous strains that it came 
to be generally believed that rifled guns were necessarily subjected to far greater 


strains than smooth-bore guns of the same size, and this opinion continued to 
obtain for many years thereafter. Even within a few years back, when the 10- 
inch converted gun blew out a large portion of the lining tube, tearing off with 
it the muzzle of the gun, it was accounted for by some by what was called the 
drag of the tile passing through the bore. This opinion has, of course, 
ceased to be entertained, 

Professor Bartlett and others have investigated thoroughly the strains brought 
on rifled guns, and it is now a well-established fact that these strains are only 

ightly greater than those borne by the smooth-bore gun. The 8-inch rifle pro- 
jectile leaves the bore with only 48 feet less velocity, as calculated by Bartlett's 
formula, than would be communicated to the same projectile if ithad no rotary 
motion. Powder and projectiles have been so improved that the action of each 
is as regular and uniform in the rifled gun as in the smooth-bore; and, as re- 
marked by Professsor Bartlett, the failure of rifled guns must be soughtin some 
other cause than the superaddition of the pulling and twisting strains to that 


projec 











which acts to split the piece; and so far as the principles of rifling are con- 
cerned, these guns may be made as safe as the common smooth-bores, The re- 
port of the Ch of Ordnance, 1878, page , gives the pressures on the bore ob- 





tained in the trials of three 8inch converted guns, the endurance of which is 
regarded as so highly satisfactory that the Chief of Ordnance, speaking of it, 
says, “Our success has been so consistent, so thorough, so complete, that we 
consider it an admirable system of gun construction.”” One gun endured amean 
recorded strain of 26,462 pounds per square inch, from 710 rounds; another stood 
the same strain from 776 rounds; and athird was subjected to a mean recorded 
pressure of 27,189 pounds per square inch, from 590 rounds. 

he gun first mentioned was not required to bear a single strain as great as 
29,000 pounds per square inch; the next endured three strains greater than 40,- 
000 pounds, the greatest being 43,000 pounds, fifteen of 35,000 pounds or more, 
and three hundred and twenty-two of 30,000 pounds ormore. The other, fired 
only five hundred and ninety times, bore strains of 30,000 pounds or more, fifty- 
six times; 35,000 pounds or more, thirty-four times; 40,000 or more, nine times; 
50,000 pounds or more, four times; and one strain of 56,000 pounds per square 
inch, The length of the cartridge was 22 inches, and the area of the bore in rear 
of the projectile 595 square inches, making the aggregate strain endured by this 
last gun 16,177,455 pounds, repeated five hundred and ninety times. 

Will an 8-incly rifled gun, made of cast-iron, endure these strains this number 
of times? 

This question is best answered by showing what cast-iron guns of this size 
have done. Only two cast-iron 8-inch rifled guns have been tested by firing 
with expanding projectiles. The record of the first I have been able to obtain 
enly this far, that it was fired at Fort Monroe in 1864; it burst at the one thou- 
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sand and forty-seventh fire, and of the last eighty rounds the pressures were ag 
foliows: 








| 1 round, the pressure was less than 20,090 pounds per square inch. 
| » rounds, the pressures were less than 27,000 pounds per square inch, 

52 rounds, the pressures were 30,000 pounds or more per square inch. 
|} 3 rounds, the pressures were 40,000 pounds or more pers juare inh, 
} rounds, the pressures were 50,000 pounds or more per square inch. ; 
| rounds, the pres<ures wer ), 000 pounds or more per square inch. 

5 rounds, the pressures were 90,000 pounds or more per square inch. 

| lL round, the pressure was 150,000 pounds per square inch. 
| The other gun was fired in 1866 eight hundred and forty-five rounds, sus- 
|} taining the following pressures 
| 25 rounds, the pressures were less than 20,000 pounds per square inch. 





59 rounds, the pressures were less than 7 1) pounds per square inch, 
765 rounds, the pressures were 30, 000 pounds or more per square inch, 
#49 rounds, the pressures were 40, 000 pounds orm per square lt 
222 rounds, the pressures were 50, 000 pounds or more per square inch, 
111 rounds, the pressures were 70, 000 pounds or more per square inch, 
13 rounds, the pressures were 125, VOU pounds or more persquare ine h. 
12 rounds, the pressures were 150, 000 pounds or more per square inch. 
This gun has since been fired nineteen times, making in all eight hundred and 
sixty-four rounds, and is still sound. 
The charge of powder was in most cases 15 pounds, occupying 
the bore, or an area of 300square inches. 
Here we have two cast-iron guns which have been fired a greater number o 


} 
ich, 





12 inc 


hes of 


| times and with greater strains per square inch of the bore pressed than eith: 


of the converted guns, 

W hat the equivalent of a pressure of 150,000 pounds per square inch may h< 
in terms of pressures of 27,000 pounds no one wili pretend to be able t 
rhe only experiments which have been made on this subject show that a slight 
reduction in the strain adds very greatly to the number of times that it may 
repeated. Thusa specimen of cast-iron subjected to a strain of 30,000 pound 
per square inch endured this strain one hundred and twenty-five times, and its 
duplicate endured a strain of 27,000 pounds two hundred and fifty times. From 
this it would be strains of 150,000 pounds per squar 


> SAY 








fair to infer that twelve 
inch would be equivalent to many hundreds of only 27,000 pounds. 

Aithough these two are the only rifled cast-iron guns which have been tested 
by firing expanding projectiles, several smooth-bore guns of the same exterion 
size have been fired from time to time, and a consideration of their endurance 
will be instructive, and can hardly fail to give us a greater respect for cast-iron 
as a material to be used in the construction of heavy ordnance. 

rhe first to which I shall invite your attention is lU-inch gun No 
1846, a chambered gun of imperfect model. It was fired— 

100 rounds, with 18 pounds of powder, and 1 solid shot. 

1 round, with 18 pounds of powder, and 2 solid shot, 
round, with 18 pounds of powder, and 3 solid shot. 
round, with 18 pounds of powder, and 4 solid shot. 
round, with 18 pounds of powder, and 5 solid shof, 
round, with 18 pounds of powder, and 6 solid shot. 
round, wita 18 pounds of powder, and 7 solid shot. 
round, with 18 pounds of powder, and 8 solid shot. 
round, with 18 pounds of powder, and 9% solid shot. 
round, with 36 pounds of powder, and 9 solid shot. 

It must be remembered that this powder was what is known as mortar-pow- 
der, and gave a strain with a single shot of over 70,000 pounds per square inch 
What the s rains were with the other charges can only be.conjectured, but it 
perfectly clear thatthey must have been very much more violent than any that 
modern rifled guns are ever made to bear; and that this gun should have en- 
dured the last charge of 36 pounds of quick powder and 1,130 pounds of 
without bursting, after having previously endured a number of enormo 
strains, shows that this cast-iron gun at least was not deficient in strength 

The next which I shall bring to your notice are 10-inch Rodman guns, Nos , 
362 and 363, F. P. F., one cast solid and the other hollow. These guns I fired in 
1858 2,450 times each, They were afterwards fired by Captain Dyer, at For 
Monroe 1,632 rounds more, making in all 4,082 times each, besides the 
rounds, with the following charges : 

2,396 rounds, with 14 pounds of mortar-powder, 1 shot and sabot. 

12 rounds, with 15 pounds of mortar-powder, | shot and sabot. 
14 rounds, with 16 pounds of mortar-powder, | shot and sabot. 
15 rounds, with 17 pounds of mortar-powder, 1 shot and sabot. 

1,645 rounds, with 18 pounds of mortar-powder, | shot and sabot. 

1 round, with 20 pounds of mortar-powder and wad. 
1 round, with 24 pounds of mortar-powder, 1 shell, sabot, and wad. 

The guns are still unbroken. The pressures with 18 pounds of powde r, when 
the guns were new, were 71,950 pounds per square inch, and at the close of | 
firing 39,793 pounds per square inch 

If we multiply the area of the bore in the rear of the shot by the maxim 
strain per square inch, we find that these two guns for 1,600 rounds resi 
greater aggregate of strains each round than any of the converted guns, 
several instances nearly twice as much. 

Here, then, we have two more cast-iron guns which have shown themse|l\ 
not only capable of enduring greater strains than the converted guns a1 
ject to, but also of resisting the molecular disturbance caused by firing 4,\>2 

ounds., 

The next 10-inch gun which was fired repeatedly with high charges w 
1442, S. B. F., 186 It was fired— 

1,000 rounds with 15 pounds cannon powder 
100 rounds avith 20 pounds cannon powder and solid shot. 
100 rounds with 25 pounds cannon powder and solid shot. 
100 rounds with 30 pounds cannon powder and solid shot. 
100 rounds with 30 pounds quick powder and solid shot. 


The pressures were with 25 pounds of cannon powder 39 
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and 1 solid shot or shell.* 





) pounds per squa 


inch. 

The pressures were with 30 pounds of cannon powder 54,000 pounds per squa 
inch. ; : 

The pressures were with 30 pounds of quick powder 61,900 pounds per square 
inch. 


This gun was 


At 


The last 10-inch gun which was tested is No. 542, S. MeM. & Co. 
supposed to be defective from having too great an initial strain in cooling 
was fired— 

18 rounds, with 18 pounds powder and shot of 127 pounds. 
17 rounds, with 20 pounds powder and shot of 127 27 pounc ds. 
2 rounds, with 22 pounds powder and shot of 127 pounds. 

456 rounds, with 25 pounds powder and shot of 127 pounds. 

125 rounds, with 26 pounds powder and shot of 127 pounds. 

4 rounds, with 27 pounds powder and shot of 127 pounds. 
1 round, with 28 pounds powder and shot of 127 pounds. 
8 rounds, with 


30 pounds powder and shot of 127 pounds. 
11 renneds, with 32 pounds powder and shot of 127 pounds. 
8 rounds, with 35 pounds Oriental powder No. 5 and shot 


os 


of 127 


pounds. 


645 total. 


* One-fifth were solid shot, the rest shells, 
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and tion left to you to decide ith t] rid 
of allt a e t pwn upon it by the latest experiments, sup 
me i i t se to make 
a LAIDLEY, Colonel « jrdn 
‘ I ap | to the Senator fi Connecticut, who I know 
earne t Ww to go on, that after two or three years 
patient and « est consideration of this question by the committees 
as to t pre of to p , and after having finally reached 
cor 1 ve believe makes it possible not only for the Govern 
ment to | n ‘ t tion of these guns, but where, also, the door 
t first time in twenty-five years is thrown open to the privat 
lanufacture J eal to the Senator not to obstruct this le i 
tion, not to destroy it, by 3 ing an endment which can have but 
that one ellect. : 
Mr. HAWLEY. Iam a good deal surprised by the remarks of the 


Senator from Maryland [Mr.GorMAN]. The bill as it stands now does 
not profess to take away the powers of any one of the departments of 
the Army, nor in my judgment does it really do so. I should be glad 
to have the honor of the Senator’s attention, because I am talking to 
him directly. I should like to know the paragraph of this bill which 
changes existing law—a thing that would be out of order anyhow it 





put in the bill. I do not know how the bill does change existing law. 
The appointment of boards advisory and supervisory isa common custom 
both in the Armyand in the Navy. I am glad in many respects to see 
the scheme started of having one, even a permanent advisory board in 
the Ordnance Department, a board to which all inventors and schemers 
if you will, may come with their devices, some good, some bad, som« 
wise, and some foolish, where all may come with their ideas and sub- 


n I 


mit the 
expend, 


im glad, too, that this board are to have this money to 
so that where they have a thing submitted to them they may 


try it, and if it be a good thing they can recommend it to the Secretary 
of War for further expenditure, and he can recommend to Congress the 
particular improvement, whatever it may be. But whenever they adopt 
an improvement or whenever they advise the construction of a gun and 
the expenditure of money, then that goes on under the ordinary stat- 
utes, even with the bill as itis drawn up. The bill says the money— 
Shall be expended under the direct supervision of a board to consist of the com- 
nanding general of the Army,an officer of engineers, two officers of ordnance, 
lan officer of artillery, to be selected by the Secretary of War, to be called 

i known as the board of ordnance and fortification. 
Now, how is the money expended? Ordinarily in most of these mat- 
ters they ask for “bids from private citizens, and contracts are made as 
aresult. Is it to be supposed that this board of five oflicers is to ap- 


pear in a contract as the contracting party, that they are to sign all the 






contracts requiring ordnance forthe Army? Notatall. Section 1164 
of the Revised Statutes directs that. The Secretary of War or the 
Chief of Engineers signs the contract, and the money will be expended 
in the ordinary way upon the proper certificates, vouchers, etc. 

The amendment I have offered is simply, from excess perhaps of 
caution, to provide that nothing should be taken from the engineers o1 
irtillery officers in their ordinary duties by this statute; nor do I think 
t very essential that my amendment should be adopted, because I do 

t think i done anyhow. This board has no powers that the Sec- 
retary of War could not put on a board at any time. 


\ word now with regard to the reflections of the Senator from Mary 
nee officers. His censure, Mr. President, is unde- 
So far as the presence of the officers is concerned about the 

the Senate, I say very frankly that as to the 
whole discussion upon the Army bill and upon this bill I have re- 
quested the attendance of an officer about this building to whom I 
might refer in a minute some technical question that might arise, for 
the benefit of the Senate as well as for my own information. 

I do not knowthat these young men have been here (sometimes one, 
sometimes two) on a single occasion except at my own personal request, 
either by my telling them or telephoning to them that the bill was up 
and that I wished them to come up to the Capitol, because questions 


land on the ordn: 


served, 


lara and rlleri . 
corridors and galieries ol 


might arise about caliber or cost or material or a hundred things bear- 
ing upon the subject that I might wish to be informed about. 

Mr. GORMAN. With that statement of the Senator, and of course 
[ must accept it, the officers have a right to be exonerated. May I 


ask the Senator whether he requested Captain Smith or any other ord- 
nance officer to be here to circulate, without signature, the statement 
of which I hold a copy in my hand? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not know what the statement is to which the 
Senator from Maryland refers, but the captain at my request and in 
my room made a memorandum of points that he had orally made to 
me, and I asked him questions about various provisions of the bill, 
which he answered with such rapidity and lucidity thatI said to him, 
** You must write those down; I can not remember them; they are 
points that are valuable.’? He gave meafterward a type-written state- 
ment, which I have here, in which I see nothing disrespectful what- 
ever. One page of it I quoted nearly literally in my remarks of yes- 
terday, and there are other remarks here in the form of comments on 
the appropriations made by the bill and stating that if section so-and- 
so were thrown out so-and-so would result, and defending the provis- 
ions of section 1 as related to the proposed beard of ordnance and forti- 
fications and all that. Now, whether this is or is not the one that he 
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1as printed Ido not know. He told me this morning he had given a 

paper to, I think, the Senator f Iowa [| Mr. ALLISON] and to the 

sena fro Iv 3 | Mr. PLUMB |} Ido not know whether he in 

led thes m Maryland | Mr. GorMAN] or not, but he named 

e or two other Senators to whom he had given the paper. I told 

1 to to the Senator from Nebraska | Mr. MANDERSON ], who 

Ln of the Military Committee. There is no mystery about 

Mr. Presiden r is there any intentional disrespect in any part 

ol it; none whatev I take the responsibility of the whole transac- 

tion, unless in the entirely improbable case (I venture to say that can 

not be so) that in printing the statement which he showed to me h 
added something imp r; and that can not be. In this that I ha 


Lipper 


hing whatever out of the way. 


Mr. GORMAN. W hen the fact is that these officers in the differ 
ent branches of the public service had the opportunity and were re 


} 

’ 
quested to make every suggestion that it was —— for them to 
with re ea to this matter to the Committee on Appropriations 
when the committee took this matter up, and when the legislation 
was pending between these two Houses—when, I say, these officer 
had the opportunity to make every suggestion that they desired to 
make, when they knew that the general | commanding the Army ha 
agreed that the provisions of this bill were the best that it was possi 
ble to make in the interest of the Government, I ask the Senato1 
whether he thinks itis right that afterward a subordinate officer of the 
Army should come here and circulate, partially, an argument agains 
the very bill that he know had been so considered, and when the only 
effect of his argument would be to place all the money that was ap- 
propriated in the coche of his bureau, and to exclude the possibility 
of private enterprise competing with them. Is it not an outrage? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator puts a construction on this matter 
which it does not admit of at all, if that statement be the one I have 
here, written with atype-writer. lam very glad to have the statement 
in the RecoRD, because it will itself be a sufficient answer to the Sen 
ator’s criticism. If the same as mine, it was written at my persona 
request, and given to Senatorsat my personal request, as criticism upo 
the whole of the pending I take the entire responsibility on m 
shoulders. 

Mr. BECK. In view of what has happened I give notice that at 1 
proper time I shall move to make the number of ordnance officers « 
this board not two, but one, and let it stand as the committee bro 
itin. There is some object why two ordnance officers want to g¢ 
many things into the bill 

Mr. HAWLEY. 1 made that motion myself. 

Mr. BECK. I know the Senator did. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ican tell the Senator what the object is. Th« 


inane 





hill 
Wlii. 
h 
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is no mystery init. I wish the Senator were not so quick to see mys 
tery in things. 
Mr. BECK. Iama member of the committee, and I do not think 


that private papers should be handed to some members that Senato 
generally can not see. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Ca 
bution of these papers. 
persons whose names I suggested. 


ptain Smith had no charge of the gener 
The persons to whom he gave the papers w 
Now, as to the point of hay 
suggestion of my ow 
Originally 
igineer Officer, and the comman: 
he board and consider the w! 


the commanding general of the Army. ord 


fi 
officer, one artillery officer, 
ral of the Army were to compos 
business of ordnance and supplies. 

It is evident that the ordnance officer would be the working y 
of the board, and it is evident that occasions would arise whe 
gineer and artillery officers would overrule the eoiee ince ofl 
is really practécally, as well as presumptively, entitled to m 
sideration than the others because ordnance is his life-protfession. | 

ral Schofield said to me that there should be two ordnance offi 
instes ad of one, and then an artillery and an engineer officer. 
posed that they would agree s, but it was « } 
that some time they might not agree, and he preferred that the o: 
officer might not beoverruled. So it was arranged thatin case of at 
commanding general of the Army could decide. He thought th: 
would be better done in every way by that arrangement, and 1 
the reason I moved that amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. Early in the x the 
the House of Representatives providing 
Boston Iron Works for cast-iron mortars and guns. I receive 
suppose every member of Congress received a printed brief, mac: 
a prominent attorney of this city, in favor of that bill, 
show Senators and Representatives why they should make a 
with this private company for the purpose of farnishing these gu 
the Government. Now, we have severe criticisms an 
the Ordnance Corps because, at the request of the chairma 
Committee on Military Affairs, he has made a statement which | 
submitted and presented to certain Senators. 

Mr. BECK. What! complain of is that they did not distribute th 
If an officer of the Army gives information to the Senate of the ! 
States the Senate has a right to have it as a Senate, and each mem! 
has a right to it. 


one 
one et 
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mem! 
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almost alway jnite } 


was a bill 
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been mentioned, however, I will now ha he Actir cre mort yas 
read at the Secretary’s desk. ib tted . 


The PRE ENT pro ten . Lhe communication w I nd ! 











WA i \RTMI a J iug \ a ip! 
s [ have the honor totransr f th, fi i ynsidera 
ec, a letter « s date 1 é x C)} oO < ‘ ' 
1e fortification : y 1 S 
t I > ‘ ( 
Very respect 
R. MA¢ re} ‘ 
{ ecre 























Chairman Committee {pp ! ed States Sena ile Y i 
oO Oo W DEPA t 
} ? D { i 
c ~ 16 hon . ‘ 
: jues ‘ 
) . 
th y ) 1 ft 3 
Man a i $ S 
ist ‘ i ( é 
en i I 
ort = } - i ar i i i }) 
\ - = _— 
CHAS. I SM I 
e De e t 1 
. ' ‘ ( i 
Mr. GO LN i W sk that is the entire « im i | 
Yil ALLISON i l St ( ita I « r) 
read, because I und I yw t ibje ‘ ‘ 
M GORMAN ] i p ~t ed a py tothe mre 
to know if this I 1 uded tha 
M DOLPH, I think s ena ent ¥ to s 
the part taken by the officers of the Ordnance Corps in 
question of fortifications. It is ti hat the jurisd ym of 1 
is with the Committee « 1 Appropriat ons: it I suppos they 
get their information in regard to it like othe: ibers t 
Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator permit me to ask thes 
Iowa another que stion—whether the comments I ded 
ficial communication were signed, or is this the only 
that is signed? © The copy I have is without signat 
Mr. ALLISON. This paper is without signature It is ) 
‘Comments on the act “Making appropriations tor i 
other works of dé se, for the armament ther: of, for c 
of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other | 
Mr. HALE. It is precisely the same pape r that the S 
Maryland [ Mr. GoRMAN | sent to the desk and had } 
Mr. GORMAN. Dol ‘ 5 





and in circulation in the Senate Chamber this morning are the pr 
of Captain Smith, now acti y 
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I should not have called attention to it if it had not been called 
otherwise. I have proceeded in all these matters with the uti 


| good-will toward the individuals composing that bureau, and with th 


of an p ite cor] ion. but I do think that, asIs iid ye ate rday, the | 
pro; { to pur \ cast-iron mortars and hooped mortars is all 
wi { ‘ ought not to be appr nriated 
] pro ons of t ill, 1am not criticising anybody 
( the I] am simply asserting that in my judgment 
) r i inane Corps has yo la right to be heard and to 
give an <« tI cnate as the attorneys of private parti 
M I to there be ad ’ if nto preve hese } 
i i 
ple { d,1 only t I but th Ww ent for 
Ola ) é never bee 1 inves i l e Con it 
t 0 } mit ect hout eordt eo s I 
t ly were th tened to with entire respect 
cyte eve th r bp it ect in hand so far a 
t f ‘ é i ere | to est their opin 
do n I of t I ed a icle t it } 
} 1 tl t ‘ t iti ved b i 
‘ , ecre ‘ VW t] if not onl: 
1 ( the ret ol i t V S lated prt ly beca 
thi Ol 1 lowa handed me a ¢ which was not sent through 
the imittee on Appropriations, and evidently was d ed for pri- 
( l ! Lil lie ) _ t tue view ola 
j i is notl r to get t ict nter to se 
] j I } ri pie ‘ t purpe ( 1AVID 
kno i that the Ordi e Bureau 3; working against this | ‘ That 
’ wit} { vil ( sequently the expenditure of the money 
doll vhatever the expense was, although en 
tirely i in my judgment and worthy of reprobation, was unne« 
essal Chis paper does not limit itself to a general description of the 
rop i amendments, but indulges in what I think impertinent criti 
cism of the Senate and of the committee which proposed the measure; 
11 I do not think it consistent with the relations that exist between 
and executive departments of the Government. 
( to say anything further about it; but going back to th: 
endment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], I wan 
) that, with all due respect to the Senator from Maryland [Mr 
GOR D it has been my idea all the while that the Ordnance Bu 
| ' 


1 and the Engineer Bureau and the Artillery Bureau or branches ct | 





thie rvice should, under lirection of this board, expend the mons 
to be expended within th diction of these various bureaus, I do 
not think it would be desirable that they should go outside of these 
b ius for the purpose of getting some new force to make this ¢ 
penditure D set of clerks, a new set of Army officers, and so on. 
Cherefo I do not think the amendment of the Senator from Con- 
necticut is necessary, and at the same time I am not unwilling that it 
s ula | | if upon the bill, inasmuch as he seems to wish it to be 
don 

I say tl because in the first place I believe we have a great deal of 
talent in all these branches of the service. I believe we have very ac- 
complished engineer officers, but I sincerely believe that they are not 








only not thoroughly competent for all this work, but I believe that 
Convress will not give it all to them to do, and that those who are in- 
terested a great deal more than I am in their representative capacity in 
what is called coast defense and in provisions for fortifications ought to 
be very willing and anxious that a board should be created which would 
have the confidence of Congress, as the present Ordnance Bureau has 
not, whether wrongfully or otherwise. 

Now, to show how frail this Ordnance Bureau is, and to how small 
things it can descend for the purpose of influencing legislation, let me 
read this paragraph from this anonymous circular—for that is what it is: 








A further serious objection must be raised to the creation of this board on the 
ground of economy in the expenditures of the Government. 


‘ 


There is a lecture for you ‘‘as is a lecture’’ on the subject of econ- 
omy—and from the Ordnance Bureau! 

The board practically constitutes a new bureau supplementary to the present 
Engineer and Ordnance Departments. 

Something that they will find entirely apart from the legal effect of 
the measure. It will not be ‘‘supplemental’’ to anything; it will be 
superior to everything, or else it will not be what it is intended to be. 

Although not provided for in the present bill— 


Of course from the incompetency of Congress — 








the certain outcome of this legislation wi make it necessary in subsequent 


years to provide a clerical force and all the paraphernalia of a new bureau in 
the War Department to enable this board to properly record and systematize 
t duties and acts which it has to perform. The Engineer and Ordnance 


Departments are now fully organized to carry out such work— 
Disinterested testimony, of course !— 
and their files contain the records of all previous work of the kind. The trans- 


fe transeription of these records, with which the new board must become 
thoro y acquainted to properly perform its duties, the creation of new clerk- 








ship th plication to a considerable extent of similar work which will 
remain in tl ausas at present organized, can only result in additionaland 
Ww ex € 

: ' 


(nother Daniel come to judgment! We are actually being lectured 
on account of our extravagance by these very bureaus of the Govern- 
ment that have been hounding us for years because we did not give 
them money enough to indulge in extravagance of the most extraordi- 
nary kind. I object to being lectured in that way. 








belief that it was not only wise but a part of the purpose of this b 
that they should carry cut those things which properly pertain to the 
duties, as a result of the duties whic! e to be performed by the bo 
that is created. That is all I have t on the sub t 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I received one of these circulars, wh 


( nents on the i ‘ »} i rd « 
we ense the ar t tl ! 
n for trial and service, and for oth es 


I read it over, not carefully, rath 














Pos ils i i » I 
that there was anyth in it t ited any d ect on the pa 
of the Ordnance Departmen getting it up, if it wa up by them 
I did not agree, and do not : ee, with ye of its crit sms, and 
passed the paper over to the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] 
who has taken a dee p interest in this bill, th king that perhaps it 
might be 1 th ] wl to { 1 sc t Was anvut fl 
in it of importance, while th ll was being discussed by the Senat 
In looking at it again I « ho t t] penat the Ce I 
on Appropriations, whose provisions t bill I think in man: 
rards will ace iplish good, ne be s¢ tiv outit. As the Se 
ator from Oregon [| Mr. Douritj | id, we get every day fi ; 
ide parties and from parties in t 1 rt its well, suggest 
ind nts upon pending bills | I did not look upon this: 
thing more than that. I donot i é t the met ft QO: 
nance Department intended in this matter tod iything that should 
be disrespectful to the Senat rtot ‘ mittec 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like toask tl enator from Ma whether 
in his long experience in the Senate, when the head of a Departmer 
or one of the subordinate officers of this Government has been be 

sC i Appror riations and had ample « pp rtunity to 

, he has ever known before such acriticism uponthea 

litte ifter they had reported a bill in this case ? 

Well, ves, I have iown instance here I have had 

tl t of bills myself, where the concl on I aa 
the committee finally in reporting the bill was not in accord with t} 
desires of the Department, where the D rent has sent up ob 
tions and criticisms on the course | 1, and I have not felt t 
there was anything disrespectful in their doing that. I would 
agree with their criticisms and would not perhaps modify the bill 


until the bill passed I take it that they may send in suggestion 

Mr. PLUMB. I will ask the Senator from Maine whether he ¢ 
before heard of one of the Departments complaining of the extra 
gance of Congress in enacting legislation ? 

Mr. HALE. I agree entirely with the Senator from Kansas in that 
regard. Congress is never able to keep up with the claims, requir 
ments, and demands of the Departments; no matter how much mon 
we appropriate, we are always behind what they want us to expe 
I donot suppose the Ordnance Department is any more economical than 
the others. 

Mr. BECK. TIonly desireto say as to the part I took in the matte: 
that I read over the article referred to by the Senator from Maryland 
{[Mr. GoRMAN]. I looked over my desk and over the desks around m 
here and I doubt whether a single copy of that paper has reached this 
side of the Chamber. 

Mr. PLATT. I have not had any, on the opposite side. 

Mr. BECK. I do not think any copy reached here, except that 
handed to the Senator from Maryland by the Senator from Main 
there is Gne here I have not seen it. These men have had an oppo 
nity of being heard before the Committee on Appropriations, and tli 
they send an anonymous communication here—for that is what it is 
it is notsigned byanybody. To be sureit comes alsothrough the W 
Department now, though that fact was not known to one of us unt 
the Senator from Iowa mentioned it a moment ago. . But that was ni 
a respectable way even for the Acting Secretary of War to treat a co1 
mittee of this Congress. I do not know any of these ordnance oftic: 
but I agree, after reading that thing and the lecture they saw [it t 
give us, that the Senator from Kansas did not characterize it too strongly, 
and I desire now to say that I will, unless I change my mind, when th 
bill gets into the Senate move to strike out two ordnance officers a1 
let one remain. That gives them all the power that I think they 
entitled to, or that this communication shows that they deserve. 

Mr. HALE. Iam not the advocate or defender of the Ordnance |) 
partment. I do not even know the officer who it is said prepared tl 
document. 

Mr. BECK. I do not know him; I never saw him. 

Mr. HALE. It did not oceur to me that there was anything secret 
about it, and I do not now think there was. I gave the paper ver) 
readily to the Senator from Maryland, and he had a perfect right to 
use it precisely as he has used it. It seems to me that in sending it 
to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, whatever may 
be said of any other mode, the Ordnance Department did the only 
thing it could do if it sought to bring to Congress or to the Senate any 
further views while the measure was pending; that is, to send the com- 
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munication to the cha 
charge of the bill, in order that the suggestions it go for wl 
were worth 


Mr. ALLISON. This communication, I wish to say, ¢ 











during the morning at my desk here. I called the atte 
Senator in charge of the l to the fact, and he i that | 
those papers. So I ywed the communication to 
that communication of the cretary of War OF « I 
posed that 1t was r of import stot ‘ 
cating or s tot »portance of having the t 
have bad them put in the RECORD early in th eba 

ir. PLUMB I vuld like to ask the S 
th it Is ie | ninor ex itive om il { 
t yarea 10 roplotion? Vo not ( l 
po it oul i Viiy nh WwW ch Co ess Ss 11D ) 
exert it) ‘ nt, ‘ d it i t i { ? 
pertin ! é itive o 
degre t ye | ) 
ad t of a ‘ 
he re « 

M A tl ) } res t + ) 
from i is, L W l t 3 ’ 
t 1, gro j ) i it I t 
which t hea 1) 
trust th » co ( L 
aown r ¢ i€ { ba S fo I t - 
the ( ( ‘ i ) ul i 
spec ; e « I ' 
something s 1 oy i i t 
ire ver t 1th 
and the i ) I 

pects the n se t » I must say 

i 
that I did t 1 I I 
It ove Ly é i l rt 1 

Com tt on Ap ) I l \ 
was ly Te | i - rN i \ 

t KHOW co De} ‘ his G 
sire ‘ t ) ; nti { t « ] ¢ 
wellt MS { lent 1 board would ‘ 
Ordnai | L had t respe 
that the t S i, tha I ward ¥ 
Vi ing vou i A weoara it t ‘ t 
they woul 1 U ( ( lil l I i Oo l Vi 
under the supe f the I ‘i 

Mr. HAWLEY And u tute ) 

Mi ALLISON. Ve had no ¢ <p 10 t GY I y 
Statutes, andt refore | am I t ¥ l t tt A t 
gested by the Senator from ¢ 1 ill pre ¢ 
ner il to c t certain hat < a ild 
pended in detail by these « it ireau Cha lt tte It 
that. lonted 

M MORGAN. ry uct Ziving powe! the ( I I iAWIi I I 
which, I believe, is the law under which he w proceeds, wa t é of t : 
in 1815, in February, at a time when we were in a good deal of M AN] co 1ing t Ord t ( | 
tary trouble and distress, and Congress emed then to have t ik he w ' Low le 
of conferring upon this officer, the Chief of Ordnance, very bro ij ‘ to t ) lan | 
arbitrary powers: when an ventor came i a Sad . 
It shall be the duty of the Chief of Ordnance to furnish estimates and J ve . 
the direction of the Secretary of War, to make contracts i j HH i 
procuring the necessary supplies of ordnance and ordnance stores f t y } 
of the armies of the United States; to direct the inspection and prov 


i t 
10n and carriages, amm 





‘ 
same, and to direct the construction of all cant 





wagons, traveling forges, artificer’s wagons, and of every implement a i isawv ele mode 31 i 
ratus for ordnat and the preparation of all kinds of ammuni n refer to t} Sing er] 
nance stores constructed or prepared for said service : - 
I do not suppose an officer of the United States Government in ! to the Ordnar 
subordinate character ever had broader powers than these in cont i | said [ see ) 


expenditures; but, after all, the Secretary of War is always supposed to | y fo his p i I ean t i the 











bea civilian, and he is not expected to have any particular militar » | man away and feels very i by 
especially in the scientific departments, such as « ance l ( é ent 
under the advice and largely under the influence, n uy the « ight to have a 
of the Chief of Ordnance. It must beso. There is no check st ng there « to 
between the Chief of Ordnance and the Secretary of War. The Ss perime! It is the ¢ 
tary of War has not, ordinarily at least, the sort of scientitic s] that | ter very largely I l 
wouid enable him to produce any impression upon the views of the « } right 1 nm « 
nance officer or to give him any material check in t] llowing upo stigate Lin 
wishes in regard to thecharacterof ordnance that should be made or pu ive bi f 
chased, or any of those very broad powers that he is to exercise. ted tl 
In later times, when the genius of the American mechanic ] I [ hope 
greatly stimulated by the patent system and also by the impr 
made in ordnance and arms of every description, there has grow tee t cs ) 


controversy between almost ever inventor and every mechanic in th { that he did not wv 
United States who has any interest in matters of th an | 
Ordnance Department. to the charge « : 
I have had no connection with any of the committees of this ly ' » be legislating and 
that enables me to trace thoroughly that 
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If we vs iting tl} great department of the tat., 341), which provides for the allotn is in severalty to the India 
G nn t had 1e in a separate statute and more de- | PO that reservation and the granting of its therefor and for other pur- 
123 ‘ | poses, and, in order to do this, providing for a commission to ascertain t! 
iberately. ; number of Indians on the reservation entitled to lands in severalty, the amount 
j hope the ar ' it will be adopted. | of land required to ike the allotments, and the selection of so much of th 
The PRESID J ) tempore The questior 3 on t] en = inds in said res on as will supply agricu tural lands for allotments 
an 7 so fe * ip mis | severalty, together with sufficient pasture and timber lands for their use, and 64 
of the Senat irom ¢ as ut | Mr. HAWLEY }. } a sfor an industrial school farm, such tract so selected not to exceed ** 120,000 
Mr. GORMAN. I ask for a division. | in the aggregate for all purposes,’’ I have the honor to state that und: 
The aque » I vw put. there were on a division ves noes 13. }andiny irsuance of t law a commission was organized in the latter part 
. . ; “i = 486, which proceeded to the reservation, secured the consent of the Indians t« 
Line i) pro tempe ihe vote disciosing tit ‘ isions of the law, took the required census of the Indians, and select 
aq ru i I ry will call t ol the Senate | rad i di r- servation, containing in the aggregate 119,364 ac 
Che Sect rv called the roll which, acc g t ensus of the Indiar 3 on the reservation, 74,800 acr 
" DDT ’ 4 ne ¢ ai 1. ~ were require i for allotment to the Indians for agricultural purposes : 
RESLUENL pro tem ; Lnirty-five Senators have answered lhe whole of the existing reservation ws ws ordered to be surveyed for the pur- 
1 ieir Dames, | poses of the law, the agricu inds selected for all ment to the Indians 
RIDDI i (a I it ib ) at to i in ru | } re ily : subdiv de 1as ec T his survey devel mi dl the fact that the 
{ f +} ’ ta 9 | diminished reservation as thus selected contained about 10,000 ac res less of lands 
sourteen of them were Democrats : | suitable for agricultural purposes than was required to make allotments to the 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks not | Indians as provided in the law. It therefore became necessary to appoint a 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then I never said it. [Laughter. ] second commutation $0 senivast the boundaries of the Giminished sesurvetion so 
M CALL entered the Chamber and answered . . as = bring within their limits a sufficient quantity of agricultural land to meet 
r. CA , enter ie ami and answered to his name. | the requirements of the law. 
‘I PRESII [ pro tempore. Thirty-six Senators have answered | _ Thissecond commission has made its report, which is now pending before th« 
to their name . 2 epartment, and the diminished reservation selected by them,and as defined 
as cae a i a a eed a 4 | a and described in the ir report and outlined upon the map which accompanies it, 
i rELLER entered the Gamber 1d respont ded to his nar | shows a tract of land selected for the reservation so irregular in its shape and 
Mr. BROWN entered the Cham! ber and respond led to his name | outline as would make it difficult for the Indians onthe reservation or the whit 
Mr. DOLVPH. As there appears to be buta small prospect of getting persons occupying lands adjoining it on the outside to know certainly and ex- 


a quorum, I move that the Senate oo 


> | a tly the location of the boundaries of the reservation. This irregular outline 
| of the boundaries of the reservation, running in a zigzag course, following th¢ 









































= M ALLISON. ] hope the Senator will not press that motion [ | line s dividing townships, sections, and quarter-sections, including parts of se( 
think in a few moments we shall beable to get aquorum. Itis rather | manent eee Se nes, © Ween ae tee commission to have i 
eee thie hill ; = ad a a : , | been necessary in order to secure within its limits a sufficient quantity of ay 
Ly ant that this bill should pass to-day , aS We have aire ady agreed | ricu its tral lands for the purp pose of allotment to the Indians, with a reasonabk 
to adjourn over to-morrow. quantity of pasture and timber land for their purposes; and in doing this it was 
Mr. DOLPH I pene ne adie t snd possible to loc ate the pasture and timber land as conveniently as might 
; : ! v een done had not the law restricted the diminished reservation to the 
Mr. ALLISON, ‘e shall have a quorum in a few minutes. ts of 120,000 acres. 
N CULLOM., r desire to state that the Senator from Vermont fhe commission no doubt selected lands of the several kinds required by the 
[ Mr. Epmunps | is detained at his home to-day on account of indispo- | !*'Y #" aeouee s thereof in the most regular and convenient shape found 
j / i to b a yy them under the restrictions and limitations prescribed. They, 
sition. | however, ate in their report that they were not able to include as much timber 
Mr. ALLISON. I think I —_ it to say respecting my colleague | Jand as they thought necessary within the reservation. And they further state 
[Mr. WiLson, of Iowa] that he was not feeling very well, and suppos- | that “while tie I lians are some better satistied with the present reservation than 
. . . S ney th the reservation fixed by the former commission, there is con 
i ere would be no important matter this afternoon, he left the | siderabledissatisfaction. They desired that all of the mountain lands in town 
Chamber half an hour ago and returned to his lodgings. h p2 north, 30 east, an | 2 north, 36 east, as far as what.is known as ‘ Meacham 
‘ir. FAULKNER entered the Chamber and answered to his name, | Cet,’ #5 well as the timber land in township 1 north, 35 east, and 1 north, 34 
: | east, remain in the reservation, claiming that this had been promised them when 
completing the number necessary to constitute a quorum. | the treaty was made, But sno agricultural land lies in these regions, it wo 
rhe followi: ing Senators answert d to their names: have been impossible to have arranged the lines to embrace these lands and th 
Allisor Cnt Bente —_— diminished reservation contain at the same time a sufficiency of agricultural 
7 a os F ee Ae Se ee lands for the purposes of the allotment. In order to have included these lands 
Beck, Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Riddleberger, the diminished reservation would have had to contain at least 50,000acres more 
Beck Faulkner, Mitchell, Sawyer, than the 120,000 acres to which the act of Congress limits it.’’ 
Be George, Morgan, SRCTmAnT, In view of the very irregular, undesirable, and unsatisfactory shape of t! 
= air st papa — eet Se tract of land which has been reported to the Department by the commission ap 
ow Hale, ig Stockbridge pointed under the law for the purpose as the diminished reservation, and thi 
Call i Hampton, Platt, Telle .. reported dissatisfaction of the Indiansin the matter, as above stated, I have he- 
Cockre!} Hawley, Plumb, Purpie, : tated to adopt the report and approve the tract selected as the diminished r 
‘ oke, Hiscoc k, Pugh, Walthall. vation for the Indians. Notwithstanding they have consented tothe provisio1:- 
Colquitt, Hoar, Ransom, of the Inw and to take their lands in severalty, I think their wishes to have th 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thirty-nine Senators nentng, an- | land designated by them on the east embraced in the peer enae i should b 
} espe d; ar is irpose I would suggest that the act of arch 3, 188 
swered to th _ umes, further - oceedings under the roll-call will be ~ pouteds and for putheriee the Doartanee to select, aoe, and defin 
dispensed with if there be no objection, and the Chair will again sub- | g reservation cot aining a sufficient quantity of land for the needs of the In 
m he question on the amendment of the Senator from Connecticu dians and in such regular shape in outline as that its boundaries may be « 
Mr. HAWLEY] ts y known. This can be done very speedily and I think accurately and s 
a — . isfactorily upon the results of investigations already made and reported upo 
The amendment was rejected. | by the commissions appointed under the act of March 3, 1885. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-| Isubmit herewith a draught of a proposed act to meet the suggestions above: 
a. 


. : . Very respectfully, 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bil ’ 


read a third time. 


' 
i 


H. L. MULDROW, 


Acling Se 


ments made as in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. | ma 
bill to be 


Hon. Joun H. MircHetty, 
United States Senate. 


Che bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments, and 
ask for a conference with the House of Representatives thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas move Mr. SHERMAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
that the Senate insist on its amendments, and ask fora conference. by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was ret 


| AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 
The motion was agreed to. to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 





By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to Mr. STOCKBRIDGE submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
ppoint the conferees on the past of the Senate, and Mr. DAWss, Mr. | posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
PLUMB, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred t 


ALLOTMENT TO UMATILLA INDIANS. the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3506) to ame nd an act en- 
titled ‘‘ An act providing for allotment of lands in severalty to the In 
dians residing upon the Umatilla reservation, in the State of Oregon, 
and granti patents therefor, and for other purposes;’’ which was 


DISTRICT TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE SERVICE 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the followi 
communication from the commissioners of the District of Columbi 
which was read: 
OFFICE OF COMMISSIONERS OF DistTricr or COLUMBIA 
Washington, Augus 188 


1 twice by its title. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I introduce this bill at the request of the As- 
: 1e Interior, and I hold in my h and a comn vunica- 
tion stating the reasons why the bill should become q law, and I ask 
hat it be incorporated in the Recorp. It is very short. I ask that 
the bill be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and also the 
communication 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, that order 
will be m: 
The lette: 


sistant Secre Sir: In compliance with the resolution of the Senate dated the 29th 
the commissioners herewith transmit the annual report of Henry R. Miles, s 
i rintendent of the telegraph and telephone service for the year ended J 
, 1888. 
Véry respectfully, 
W.B. WI! 
President Board of Commissioners 
Hon. Joun J. INGALLS, 

lent pro tempore of the Uniled States Senate. 





Presi 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will lie on t! 
table and be printed. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Should not the report of the commission 
ers go properly to the Committee on the District of Columbia? 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washingion, August 24, 1888, 
‘onversation of this date regarding the Umatilla Indian 





Six Ref 1 





reservation, an t complying with your verbal request for a statement of the 
proceedings so far had by the Department under the law of March 3, 1885 (23 
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Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear the bill read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be again read. 
The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to hear the report read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SPOONER 
June 13, 1588 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 953) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury and the proper accounting officers to restate, 
sett ind pay to the owners of private dies the balance of commissions due 
them, respectfuily submit the following report: 

A similar bill has been reported from the Committee on Claims of the House 


Representatives at this seasion. The report, which is adopted by this com- 
mittee, is as follows 

Prior to the year 1883 the Treasury Department withheld, from certain per 
sons who furnished their own private dies for printing revenue stamps, a part 








of commissions allowed by law. The Supreme Court of the United States 
had twice decided that the commissions so withheld were illegally withheld, 
first on appeul from a judgment repdered by the Court of Claims dismissing a 
petition on demurrer, and again on appeal from a judgment on the merits, in 
the same case 

After the first decision was made the Secretary of the Treasury recommended 
to Congress the enactment of a statute providing for the payment of the com- 
missions withheld, and transmitted to tne House of Representativesa draught 
‘ ichameasure, But at the request of the Assistant Attorney-General, who 


had concluded to try the same case upon atraverse of the petition, he subse- 


q ‘ pended his recommendation to await the seeule of the second tri! 


Phe see trial having resulted in a second judgment by the Supreme Court 
declaring the commissions to have been illegally withheld, the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue have both officialiy indi- 
cated their approval of legislation to authorize the payment of commissions so 





rhis case, then, isexceptional in character, Itis not the case of an ordinary 
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missions allowed by law had been illegally withheld. This case is Swift Com- 
pany vs. United States (111 U. S., 22). 

Since the rendition of the last judgment of the Supreme Court the Secretary 
of the Treasury has transmitted to the chairman of the Committee on Claims 
of the House of’ Representatives the following communication: 


“ > 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 23, 1886 

“Str; In reply to your letter of the 19th instant in regard to the bill (H. R. 24 
to authorize payment of balance of commissions due to owners of private dies 
I have the honor to say that the records of this Department disclose nothing 
whichis not fully set forthin the documents inclosed by you (herewith returned 
and in the two decisions of the Supreme Courtof the United States (105 U.S.R 
691, and 111 U.S. R., 102). Accepting these decisions, I coneur in the expressi 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue (whose letter to me of the 22d insta 
is inclosed) that I see no objection to the passage of the bill. 

* Respectfully, yours, 
“OC, S. FAIRCHILD, Acting Secretary, 
“Hon. WILLIAM M. SPRINGER, 
“Chairman Committee on Claims, Hlouse of Representatives.’ 





In the foregoing communication of the Secretary of the Treasury was inclos 
the following letter from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue: 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFfrice OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 


‘ Washington, March 22, 1386, 
“Srr: Referring to letter of Hon. WILLIAM M. SPRING! v, chairman of the ¢ 
mittee on Claims, House of Representatives, inclosing biil and other papers 
ative to claim of private die owners for the refund to them of certain com 


t 
sions withheld by this office, which were referred, under date of the 20th 
stant, by Assistant Secretary Fairchild, with the request that I return the pa; 
with report as to whether I would recommend the passage of the bill, I have to 
state thatthe records of this office show that certain commissions were wi 
held from owners of private dies for stamps purchased by them in excess of 


|; amount which the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of the Sw ; 
& Courtney & Beecher Company decided shouid be allowed, and I know of no Fi 
reason why the parties having such claims should not be reimbursed the f 


‘ n against the United States. The Supreme Court having pronounced the 

\ holding of the commissions illegal,the Treasury Department, which with- | 
held the commissions, finds itself without the means to refund them. There is 
n pro tion available for the purpose; and besides, the commissions hav- 
¢ iheld by [the] predecessors of the present incumbents of the Treas- 
of s, the account can not now be reopened, under the rules of the Depart- 

t, without authority of law. The Treasury Department therefore approves | 

e ¢ tment of alaw to provide the means for the payment of the commis- | 


rhe question presented is not whether Congress shall empower the Treas- 
epartment to investigate and settle an ordinary claim against the United 
t whether Congress will adopt the recommendation by the Treasury 


Department of such legislation as shall enable that Department to pay specific 
missions which have veen unlawfully withheld, which commissions that De- 

partment finds itself unable to pay for want of the necessary appropriation, and 

| ason of the Department rule which interdicts the opening of old accounts 
new officers,” 

Che following is a statement in detail of the facts of the case. The internal- 
revenue acts allowed a commission of 10 per cent, in certain cases in favor of 
persons who furnished their own dies and purchased ‘‘ at one time” stamps to 
the amount of “ over $500" (Revised Statutes, section 3425). But the internal- 
revenue oflicers, adopting an erroneous interpretation of these statutes, allowed 
and paid such commissions in stamps, which was equivalent to 9 per cent. only 

ich cases. One per cent. of the commission allowed was thus withheld, in 


violation of the provisions of the statutes. The pretext for this illegal action 
\ t the commission of 10 per cent. which the statutes allowed on the pur- 
stamps was payable, not in money by abatement from the face value 
of (he stamps purchased, but in stamps at their face value. 
rhe first decision of the Supreme Court disapproving of this construction of 
the statutes was made near the close of the term which commenced in October, 
ISSl,in the case of Swift Company vs. The United States (105 United States, 691). 
Soon after this judgment of the Supreme Court was rendered the Secretary of 
the Treasury sent to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of the 
liouse of Representatives the following communication: 





“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, June 8, 1882. 


‘Sir: I have the honor to inclose herewith the draught of a bill prepared by 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, authorizing the refunding of money to 
parties who have overpaid for their private die stamps, by reason of the former 
mode of computing and allowing their commission on purchase of said stamp, 
under section 3425 of the Revised Statutes, which mode, though in force about 
twenty years, has recently been decided by the Supreme Court of the United 
States to be erroneous, as you will see by the inclosed copy of the opinion of 
the court in the ease of the Swift & Courtney & Beecher Company, appellants, 
vs. The United States, The Commissioner has changed the mode of computing 
and allowing such comm ssions in conformity with this decision, and it would 
seem to be just that the amounts which have been overpaid should be refunded, 
as proposed by the Commissioner. If the inclosed bill meets the approbation of 
the committee, I would respectfully suggest that it be incorporated in some ap- 
propriation bill, or other appropriate bill, now pending, to insure its passage at 
the present session. 

“Very respectfully, 
“CHAS, J. FOLGER, Secretary. 

“Tion. FRANK Hiscock, 

“Chairman Commitiee on Appropriations, House of Representatives.”’ 


lhe following is the draught which was inclosed in the foregoing communi- 
cation of the Secretary of the Treasury: 

**The Commissioner of Internal Revenue is hereby authorized, upon proof 
satisfactory to him, to refund, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, and pay back to those proprietors of articles named in Sched- 
ule C of the internal-revenue acts approved July 1, 1862; Schedule C of the in- 
ternal-revenue act approved June 30, 1864, and Schedule A, following section 
3437 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, or in either of them, or in any 
amendment thereof, who furnished their own die or designs for internal-reve- 
nue stamps to be used especially for their own proprietary articles, all moneys 
received from such proprietors for such stamps imprinted from such dies or de- 
, which under a misconstruction of the statutes relating to discounts and 
commissions were in excess of the amount required therefor by law. But no 
claim for the refunding of such moneys shall be allowed by said Commissioner 
unless the same shall have been presented to him within one year next after 
the passage of this act.”’ 

The Assistant Attorney-General decided to traverse the petition in the Court 
of Claims, and to try the cause upon its merits. At his request the Secretary of 
the Treasury suspended the recommendation which he made in the foregoing 
communication until the ascertainment of the result of thissecondtrial. After 
the second trial the case went again to the Supreme Court upon appeal, and in 
1884 that court again disapprov rod the construction of the statutes which had 
been adopted by the revenue officers, and again held that 1 per cent. of the com- 


sions 








amount thus withheld, I therefore see no objection to the passage of the bill. 
The papers in the case are herewith returned 
‘I have the honor to be, very respectfully, i 
“H.C. ROGERS 


“Hon, DANIEL MANNING, 
Secretary of the Treasury.”’ 
On the 2Iist day of February, 1888, the Acting Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue transmitted to the committee the following communication: 
‘TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
** Washington, Feb: uary 21, is 
“Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the | 
instant, in which you ask that the Commitiee on Claims be furnished with 
estimate of the amount that would be required to pay claims a sf the pr 
visions of billinclosed (H. R. 1268), ‘to authorize tu.e Secretary of the Treasu 
and the proper accounting officers to restate, settle, and pay to the owners ¢ 


private dies the balance of commissions due them.’ 
* You alsoask for a statement of any facts in possession of this office touch 
the cause of the withholding of the commissions in the bill mentioned from t! 


different claimants for the same, and state that any suggestian [ may be plea 
to make concerning the propriety of the proposed legislation will be duly ap 
prec iated. 

‘In reply I state that the section 3125, Revised Statutes, provided for certa 
commissions to be paid to owners of private dies on purchase of stamps from 
their dies, as follows 

*On amounts purchased at one time of not less than $50 nor more than $500, 5 
per cent.; and on amounts over $500, 10 per cent. on the whole amount pur- 
chased. 

‘This office held that the commissions above referred to were payable in 
stamps, and they were so paid until the Supreme Court of the United States, in 
the case of the Swift and Courtney and Beecher Company, decided that th 
same should be allowed in money, and not in stamps. 

* The face value of stamps issued to owners of private dies up to May, 1882, wa 
$56,650,000, 





On which there was collected...... $51, 500,000 
The amount which should have been 1 collec te vd ‘under. the ‘dec cision ‘of 
Se I SU Milt rcreiesccnenesiccqnnsaranesecanetcscess 50, 985 


I TIONG ieicnsicsdcicaticetdensittnt sinciswinnssecsi sinightsiaanciasgusmubanabes 515, OO 


“It is believed that judgments have been rendered in the Court of Claims 
favor of a number of claimants for reimbursement of amounts paid in excess, 
and that some of the judgments have been paid; the amount outstand iy 
therefore, and for which an appropriation will be necessary in case of the pass 
of the bill, would be $515,000, less the amount paid on account of such judg- 
ments. 

‘This office has no record of the amount paid. The Supreme Court of 
United States, in the case of the Swift and Courtney and Beecher Company 
fore referred to, decided that the amount withheld by this office should be al- 
lowed. 

“Tt would seem to be equitable and just that the amount withheld from otl 
on account of such commission should also be allowed. 

“I see no objection to the passage of the bill. 

* Respectfully, 





“E. HENDERSON, 
‘Acting Commissioner. 
“Hon. FRANK T. SHAW, 
** Member of the Committee on Claims, 
** House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.” 
The amount required to pay these claims is $350,142.59, as follows: 


Excess collected by the Government, as shown by the Acting Com- 
missioner’s letter of February 21, 1888. == 
Less amount paid on judgments of the Court of Claims... 





Amount still due...... engnvecans pevponntsehigpaeniadsccitesssans comipinhendiiiniliness 359, 142 


The reason why these claims have not all been paid at the Treasury, since t 
final decision of the Supreme Court, is that, under the practice of the Tr reasut 
Department, the Comptroller can not, under the practice of the Department, allow 
an account which has been settled by a former Comptroller, even after a decisix 
by the Supreme Cort that such settlement was legal. 

On the 27th of October, 1885, the “irst Comptroller of the Treasury, in an official 
letter to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, relating to a stamp account 
which had been presented for settlement, said: 

‘*It appears from the records in this office that three of my predecessors have 
passed upon similar accounts, and one of them, Mr. Tayler, has passed upon 
the account of Swift and Courtney. 

** Although the Supreme Court of the United States has decided that his state- 
ment was incorrect, as well as the statements of other Comptrollers on similar 
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th ! a i Was pe rding x 5 irs,a wit ial ce ly 
the V one i ned to « y ou h of pr ’ ; . ad . , oan 
ee ‘ tions then | se cases in the ¢ | Mr. ALL IN, [y point { tl of the Ti ry 
| made this ment, and it ull be shown that my construction 
| 
\ I Where do you read from? | the tute is t a correct ons ll those who buy stamps here rw 
HOA I i ym t l ] { the report Of courss be entitled to the new construction; but surely no Secretary t 
{ ( I er ¢ d not t t for the reason which was | Treasury would be willing to go back and readjust an : unt 
t t ort ing $50,000,060 without a most c: 
whol tuation, and I can not concei which could Mr. HOAR. Let mecall my anoti 
} l ) in of hono f he were dealing with the case of | He speaks as if these were twenty The ( 
] } f » wer bu ess man, which could possibly be | anthorizes payment to those who cer 
m \ e ind stringent in its obligations in every sense, | of the |‘evised Statutes which was pa 1 in 1874, so that it 
a a claim of overta ‘cided by our supreme tribunal | baek of that. 
I ( yn and reconsid¢ yn, to be the Mr. COCKRELL. That was only a continuation of the old | 
Whether great manufacturers or litt Mr. HOAR. But whether it was or not, the bill limits the pa 
mable law or not, the United States owes that | to that period of time, and this comes up to May, 1882. If the « 
en justas much as it owes any dollar bill or any Gov- , l 


tion from the Senator be removed by an amet 


providing that no claims of this kind which were not presented t 


proposition; and the second proposition is that the | Treasury Department within a certain time, six years from May, I‘ 
| not sue in the Court of Claims is because the rep- | when the case was carried up, I have no obje fon to that; or i 
the | | States desired them not to do so, and agreed | Senator’s point is, as 1 understood him first to make the point, t 
1 not these cases should be the test cases. That | doubted whether there was any documentary evidence of this t 
and that is proved by the authority of two successive | that can be produced. Hs now says he is satisfied the em 





Seeretaries of the Treasury, one who framed the bill and the other of 
whom sends in a recommendation to pass it. 
Mr. HAMPTON. Is it a House bill? 


I 
M 
Mr. HOAR. No; it is a Senate bill. 


place. 
Mr. ALLISON. No, I2mnotsatisfied. I said 
place I knew nothing about it. I presume there may have been an 


t make 


if the agreement took 





There was a similar bill re- 
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reading, and heing read the third time 
Mr. DUNN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill y as pa I if SPEAK]! 

and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on t t Mr. CLI 
The latter motion was agreed to. Printing. The obj ) 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the bill (H. R. 10904 Mr. CANNON. I! the 

















on the same subje ye laid on the table. LDS } y to 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. | Mr. CLEMENTS. 1 





Ma 8, 


ichiemncuead 
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House is not fully informed. It is a matter which should be investi- 
gated by the committee, and I think it proper that they should act 


upon it hirst. 

Mr. CANNON. It is a matter that I have myself investigated. It 
passed on the 30th of July, and the corrections were made at the Treas 
ury Department on the Ist of August. The plates were stereotyped 


i 


before the resolution passed and but few corrections made, and I am in- 
formed there is no good reason why we should not have had it within 
a day or two after the resolution was passed. I had an inquiry made 





this morning and could get no information at the Bureau of Statistics 
when it would be delivered. It is a very important document, and we 
are all having inquiries for it constantly. My only object, I repeat, is 
to vet the document. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Iam not prepared to controvert the statement of 
the gentleman from Illinois, but it is a matter thatshould be inquired 
into. 


I 


The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the resolution will be re- 


ferred to the Committee on Printing. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed the joint resolution H. Res. 219, being a 
t resolution to continue the provisions of a joint resolution entitled 
Joint resolution to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. FORNEY. I call up the conference report on the sundry civil 
ypropriation bill. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 
ing of the report t has been printed for three or tour days, and | sup- 
p ll! members who desired to do so have obtained a copy of it. 
Mir. COBB, I object. 
ie Clerk proceeded to read the report. 


During the reading, 
} COBB said: I desire to withdraw my objection. 
HOLMAN. Let it be with the understanding that the state 
| be read, 
tatement, which has already been printed in the REcoRD, was 


RNEY. I move the adoption of the refort as to the amend- 


which have been agreed to in conference, and then we will in- 
pon a disagreement to the other amendments; and any gentleman 
who desires to speak on all matters to which we have disagreed will 
have ample time to do so. 
Mr. COBB. I desire to attack a part of the report to which the con- 
ference committee have agreed. 
Mr. NELSON. I desire to ask what is the motion ? 
SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion to agree to the | 
report Che Chair will state the situation. In this report the con- 
ees on the part of the House and the conferees on the part of the Sen- | 
ite have agreed to certain matters, while as to other matters they have 
disagreed. If the report is adopted the result will be that all those 
matters as to which the conferees have reached an agreement will 
] ttled and no longer open for further consideration, while those 
matters as to which the conferees have disagreed will be open for fur- 
ther conference and such further action as the Senate and House may 
take. Therefore any gentleman who desires to oppose any part of this 
report in which there has been agreement must oppose the adoption of 


the report, because it is one entire proposition. 

Mr. NELSON, I want to continue my question a little further. Is 
not this motion to adopt the report amendable? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. After the report has been agreed to or 
disagreed to further proceedings may be had, as the Chair has juststated. 
The report can not be amended. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, the part of the report to which I object 
is that action as to the amendmentof the Senate numbered 134. Isend 
to the Clerk’s desk certain papers to be read, after which I will state 
the ground of my objection to the report as it stands. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, August 28, 1888, 

Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication of 
27th instant, referring letter of Messrs. Lamar and Zachry, in opposition to an 
item in the sundry civil appropriation bill appropriating $40,000 to the Wea, 
Peoria, etc., Indians, for the reason that there would not then be left sufficient 
funds of said tribes to satisfy any judgment on certain claims pending against 
them, and asking to be advised if the statements made in said communication 
are correct,and what, if any, necessity exists for said appropriation at this ses- 
sion of Congress. 

in response thereto I transmit copy of a communication of 28th instant from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, to whom the matter was referred. 

Very respectfully, 
H. L. MULDROW, 
Acting Secretary. 
Hon. J. E. Cons, 
House of Representatives. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., August 28, 1888. 

Sir: Iam in receipt by your reference, for report, on the 27th instant, of acom- 
munication from Hon, J. E. Coss, inclosing a letter from Messrs. Lamar and 
Zachry, in opposition to an item in the sundry civil appropriation bill appropri- 
ating $40.000 for payment to the Wea, Peoria, Kaskaskia, and Piankeshaw In- 


AUGUST 31, 





| dians,and assigning as reasons therefor that H.R. 8074, which passed both Hous 

| of Congress at the present session, and which is now in conference, autho 

| those Indians of said tribes, who became citizens under the treaty of 
bring suit in the Court of Claims for an amount claimed to be due the: 
mated at about $73,000, on account of a fraudulent or erroneous dist: 
heretofore made; and that there will not be leftin the hands of the ¢ 
ment sufficient funds of said tribes to satisfy a judgment for the full 

; ¢ aimed 

| Mr. Corn asks to be : 
are correct, and what, i 

| sion of Congress. 


statements made in said com: ‘ 
ity exists forsaid appropriation at this s 





tt 





In reply I have to report that the statements made by the attorneys ars 
main correct, but that this office did not originate the amendment to the s 
dry civil bill for the relief of said Indians. 

it is known to this office that the delegates representing the bands nan 
based their petition for the payment of their invested funds on the gr« t 
they were greatly impoverished by reason of failure of crops and loss of cat 
etc., by disease. 

The tribes named have a general fund amounting to $77,300,andas 
amounting to $20,700, : g $ ), being investments in n 3 
State stocks, namely: Florida, Louisiana, \ orth Carolina, and South Caroli: 


The letter of Mr. Coss, with inclosure, is herewith returned. 
Very respectfully, 
A. B. UPSHAW, Acting Com» 

Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Mr. COBB. It appears from that communication that this : 
ment added by the Senate did not originate with the Indian Office, a: 
| it does not receive the assent of that office. ‘The circumstances of th 
matter are simply these: In 1867 there was a treaty between these | 
dians and the Government of the United States. By the provis 
that treaty those of the Indians who desired to do so were permit! 
| to become citizens of the United States and to sever their tribal rel 

tions. It was also provided that all those who became citizens should 
receive their pro rata share of certain funds which belonged to the tri 
as atribe. It was turther provided that there should be taken a |i 
of the Indians who became citizens and a list of those who were 
removed under the treaty to the Indian Territory. These lists wer 
taken, and those who became citizens under the provisions of 1 
treaty, about fifty-five in number, now complain that there was fra 
practiced in taking these lists. 

They say, and they are prepared, as they allege, to prove it, 
| there were only about fifty-seven of the Indians who removed to 





, 








+} 





rerritory, whereas the list taken showed one hundred and sixty-fou 
Now they say that this was a fraud, and that assoon as they discove 
it, which was some years after the transaction, they first applied to 
Indian Department and were told that no relief could be given the 
there. Then they came to Congress and applied for relief; and at 1 
very session a bill has passed the House and is now in conference p 
| viding that these Indians may go before the Court of Claims and m 
good, if they can, the assertion that they make of fraud in taking tl 


| lists. 

If they succeed in establishing their claim in full, they will be « 
titled out of the fund now in the Treasury to some $73,000 in addit 

| to the amount they have already received. The Senate amendment 

provides that $40,000 of the money now standing to the credit ot 

Indians be immediately paid to those who have removed, under 

treaty of 1867, to the Territory; and such payment would leave bu 

| small amount of money out of which the citizen Indians can be pa 

| their claim is just. 

They say that they are entitled to $73,000. If this sum of $40,0 

| should be taken from the fund, it will leave nothing comparatively to 

pay the amount which they claim to be due. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no necessity, as it seems to me, for adopting 

| this amendment. The Indian Department appears to think there is 

| 

| 

| 





; 


no necessity for it. That department has not recommended this pay- 
ment. The agent of these removed Indians went before the Senate 
and in some way got this amendment put on the House bill, and tl 
conterees have agreed to it; but it puts the citizen Indians in the att 

| tude of prosecuting a claim without the prospect of realizing anythii 

| if they are successful in obtaining judgment. 

The whole matter resolves itself into this question: Whether th 
Congress will allow these citizen Indians to prosecute a suit to est 
lish a fraud and at the same time by adopting this report deprive the: 
of any result to be attained bythe suit? If these men are right t! 
has been afraud committed, a palpable fraud, which oughtto bere 
by this Congress. If they are not right, the Indians who are now : 
ing the payment of $40,000 will only be delayed a Jittle while in 
ting their money. So that, looking over this whole matter, it « 
seem to me we ought to pause here and not pay this money to th 
Indians until this contention is settled in the courts. We have s 
the citizen Indians there, but we send them there in vain if this « 
ference report is to be adopted, because, although they may estab] 
their claim, there will be no money left out of which it can be satisti¢ 
For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will refuse to aco} 
this conference report. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I do not think the aitorneys then 
selves who represent these citizen Indians could have presented 
stronger case than the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Coss] has | 
sented for them. My information as to the origin of this claim agre: 
precisely with the statement of the gentleman from Alabama; that 
to say, that under the treaty of 1867—I think that is the date of th« 
treaty—the Peoria Indians were ner-itted, as many of them as chose, 
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ssent 1 
here by these attorneys that though these tribal Indians ha s ; : 
$100,000 to their credit in the Treasury 

Mr. COBB have not so much 
Mr. RY AN, Tr} y have $98,000. 
Mr. COBB. No, sir. Twenty thousand dollars of the fun 
Tre y « 10t be vac] d; tis an ¢ il fond 
Mr. RYAN It in educational fund it ist fund of t R 
Indians resulting from that treat l ) f Ss! 5 
which may | been erpetrated, if : ra ] - w h \ . : 
dians ‘ 
Mr. HER did the Court of ¢ sdo ont ‘ t I 
Mr. RYA of Claims. .as I 1 “ one 
vestigated th ' 
Mr. COBB the gen 3a tion to t ; ‘ ‘ : 
the twenty ind is not |] for the } that 
claim : 


x 


ir. RYAN. Why not? caro Tika 4 














Mr. COBB. Luise } 1 sé th ( ps : 
elf for educati purposes ali i v ti fund for t ‘ \ 
‘ “i 
B loes it not w out oi t same t t ae : ; 

Mit bb, It grows out of the s treaty; | : 7 D ai , , 
$40,000 you do not propose to use ar part of t it oz “Hu? Ve 

Mr. RYAN. That is true as to this propriatior ify Wa 
tion is correct, this claim is basels Itisac m that : 
ce ( i i I able cousid tion by any of tne iutl é t 

d it, and yetit maintained here that these | I 
ha en 540, ¢ t 
to rebuild their houses and tl t } Ct M t ‘ 
cy mn to ena the to t 
have died from Te . er ¢ ' 
t ompelled », OV ! ‘ ed caret 1 | 
t} , 2 [am rmed the ; , 
; th 3 su ect cal li « r ¥ 3 ‘ 4 | nat 4 

why ent eV \ Pp 
mount ove { ) Ina 4 CORT 
t Indians in t ndian ! 
an ¢ ) Our res ol nad o I t 
whit to ind the proceeds of whicl I 
any judgment that might be obtained the ¢ ( 
matter. ( I ’ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have stated all the infor 2] t H 
this subject [ do not believe there can | I ! 
these citizen Indians by making this provision for these t uttor1 
who are in the condition I have descri l I unde 
matter was examined in the Indian Off and this appr t f K 
proved. I understand further that it sexa f the | M RY A? I 
mittee of the Senate and approved, andalso that it. exan mating that 





formal way by the Indian Committee of the Hous la ove COl } ( t ed 
letter of the Department which has been introduced the fact that tl ] 
from Alabama [ Mr. Coss] indicates fromits date some degree of « Ir. RYA t | 





on the part of these attorneys in securing it, but in tl ter t ( nt that he 

no disapproval of this appropriation. I know nothing more a ( t ttor On t t t 
matter than what I have stated. I believe thestatement I ha 

to be correct. I have no more feeling about it than I have a t an ; COBB Id not und t ntler int r 


other amendment in the bill. We agreed to it because we under I 1 anv special interest or ar j that i t 


the facts to be as I have stated. The delegates here representing the that there a 
Miami and Peoria Indians handed me, before we went into conference, a | prejudice the case 
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1 i ore I 4 \ to 
a i. ' ‘ sin i 
} ( 
i 1 
iba 
r educatio ! ) 
) f t citizen | ‘ 
I a t 
) 1 I j ive no I n 
' { ‘ thin ; Che India 
e | € ap] riat rt sat 
a ( { t ( | i Dn l ( nt t 
73, } Oo tif th 510,000 ypropr ead you onl have QUO 
\ ! »T i ] 000, ‘T 3 t conalt 1 of 
it i 5 Ail ‘ t 
t ( nt whet! l wd right é Id en 
ot t ( f Indi ] NOLICY ¢ he ¢ V 
ment, M j 1 to « I t Indi t I 
i ! t i to | tiz the United Stat J 
\ } t cy tres of 1867 was entered into 
with t i I l I t W ] i out to ti 1to break tunel! 
bal t i to « ible t m »obtain citize ( rht th 
Gi ‘ the United States to practice a fraud or sanction a fraud 
wwainst 1 who have adopted the very policy which as urged 
pon t >» And tl s the que 1 hex 
l it ll not do to say such and such is the f 
wu we | | | e is not a scintilla of proof before us to 
) tion med by my friend from Kansas | Mr. RYAN 
Ol prool but on tl contrary, the evi lence presented, oO 
ive any, directly controverts the position heassumes. Look 
1 of the Government itself. 
‘ 1 a billnot longsince toa v these citizen Indians to go into 
) Then was the time for the ertion to be made that the: 
10 use of ling them to the courts. Then was the time to sa 


your claim has been investigated; your claim has been rejected by 
the Dep nt l he facts on record show you have no 
grounds on which to base an appeal to the courts of the country.’ 
Who made that point then? It was not made on the floor of the 
House, but we passed the act by which they were permitted to go into 
l t I ute their case, and to determine whether or not the 
frand cha i has been or has not been committed. There is the att 

tude in which we are placed. Wesaid to them, by the act passed, 


pi 





tment time and again; t 





there i ifficient evidence before us to make it reas 
that a fraud has been committed. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, after turning them over to the courts, is it proper 





it we should turn round and destroy the very fund out of 
which payment is to be made to them, if they are correct in the asser- 


You have sentthem tothecourt. You told them 








of their ciaim, 


ti may be heard there; and now you propose to turn over t » others 
the fund out of which they are to be paid if they recover judgment. I 
do not say 1 e citizen Indians are right in theirclaim. They say so, 
and we hav uflicient evidence to cause us to suspectit to be so, oth 


wise we would not have allowed them to enter the court 

Where is the necessity to pay this money over to the Indians claim- 
ing it? They say they are in asufferingcondition. We have no proof 
of it. I might enter a clear denial and demand proof. The burden is 


on them inthatrespect. They produce nothing but the document ju 








read, which is worth nothing. 

Mr. RYAN. I think it is hardly fair to say a document of that sort 
3 not worth anything. It comes from the duly authorized represent- 
ati of tl Indians. It makes out a prima facie case. The gentle- 
man has no right to say the representation made by their representa- 
tives as to their condition is not true. 

Mr. COBB. If we are acting in a judicial capacity-—— 

Ir, RYAN. We have the statement from the Secretary of the In- 
terior that their representatives have made the same representations to 
the Department as to the condition of these There is nothi 





to overthrow that statement, 

Mr. COBB. No; but, Mr. Speaker, I am not accustomed in my ex- 
perience in the courts to accept as proof the bare assertion of a party 
directly interested in the accomplishment of a result. If it is true as 
a matter of fact, then it seems to me that better and less suspicious ev- 


idence could have been produced. In fact, this is no evidence at all. 
It nply a part of the pleading. Now bring the proof. You have 


not got i I enter denial for the citizen Indians; and their represent- 
atic certainly worth as much as those of the other side. Butit 





is only a question of a few months’ delay, and that is all. 

If the bill which we have passed, and which is now in conference, 
becomes the law of the land, it will take but a short time to adjudicate 
the question of fraud. We will be prepared to act upon the matter in 
a very few months. There is not that condition of affairs prevailing 


| over informal! 








) | ) us 1 the i na rt n of f { 
t »ao is tl r del ed oO us, rather than delay fo 
ort ‘ ionth t I say the House will act ine 
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Mia ORNEY é i Ll you y Sj < upol is long as you 
| ik atter the adoption of this report. 
Mr. SAYERS. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman in 
‘ » of the bill to the one hundred and nineteenth amendment pro- 












l by the Senate. I believe that has not been agreed to yet, and I 
iply to call his attention and the attention of the House to tl 
t it involve t which may require an expenditure 
( ifty to o1 ns of dollars before the final 
u 1ation of th the bill 
Mr. FORNEY port adopted first, and then we can 
‘ 


Mr. SAYE! I this not « h ] rly ? 
Mr. FORNEY No t until 1¢ adoption of the report. 
Mr. HITT. Is that t rrigation re? 














The question being taken on the adoption of the re yn- 
fer committee, the House divided; and there y 1, 

So the report was adopted. 

Mr. FORNEY [ now! t the Hous t uy - 
ment to the S« ite na t is! bered this re¢ 
to a further conferen 

M PAYSON Mr. Sveak what NN : 
the gentleman’s proposition? 

] SPEAKER pro ? ore. All of them. 

Mr. FORNEY. There are twenty-seven amendments disag dt 








commencing with No, 105, all of which a1 


the report. 


e enumerated on page 13 of 








Mr. SYMES. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry—whether or 
not it is pi to or a di 1ora irate vote upon each prop- 
0 n where a motion is to be made to1 le with an amendment: 

> SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is entitled toa separate 
vote on any one of them. 


{ 
Mr. FORN]I 








119, I presur vhich he refers 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. that the House recede from its 
| disagreement to the amend en: No. 256, relating to 
proposed zoological garden, and agree to the same. At the p 
time I wish to be heard on that amendment 





[ yield now to the gentleman from Colorado, simply having 1 
} 





1 ion that 1t may be pending. 
h PEAKER pro Che Cl 
man from Alal that perl it will I 
in their order, as several suggestio 





t the House insist upon 
é numbered 105, 


ORNEY. Very well, then 
agreement to the amendment of t 


No. 105 was read, as fol 





Amendme 





ry of the Treasury to pay Mrs. Mary H.C. Bai 
Spencer F’. Baird, $50,000, in full con nsation for the serv 


»f the said Spencer F. Baird during his administration of the offi 


i To en le the Secret 
widow of the 1 


1d expenses 











of Com: er of Fish and Fisheries, including rent of rooms for the use 

said ¢ ion from February 25, 1871, to the time of his death, in Augu 
ur ur T Y » a om 41 & te ‘ rOT = 4} 
Mr. RYAN. uggest to my colleague that he pass that over for the 





present, as the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. B 
make some observations upon it. 
Mr.FORNEY. Very well; lask unanimous 
lig 


ERWORTH] desires to 


isent that it be passed 
Ve 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report 
ment. 


Amendments nt 





read, as follows: 
(106) UNDER THE DEPARTMENT OF STAZE. 


107) International boundary survey, United States and Mexico: To ena! 

the President to execute and complete the engagements of the convention 

July 29, 1882, between the United States of America and the United States 

Mexico, providing for an international boundary survey to relocate the exist- 
ing frontier line between the two countries west of the Rio Grande, $100,000), 
or so much thereof as may be necessary for the said survey and relocation of 
the monuments, to be performed by officers of the Army under the direction of 
the Secretary of War: Provided, That all records, maps, field-notes, and com- 
putations in connection with said survey shall be deposited in the Department 
of State as an international record; and the money hereby appropriated, or 50 


ibered 106 and 107 were 








reiease 


vention of 1882 t 





lia AE 


a 


8164 
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Mr URNES Phere are monuments there, but it does not follow | 
that iancant ognize t sill a iny part ilar point where he m Ly 
appen to strik No man can find even the line of hisown quarter 
section of land at ¢ particular point but within a given distance 
ther 0 ! existing which were deemed sufticient to 
mar ' ) 1da L¢ { wa y I xK1co, and by following from 
one « ‘ ients to ti other defined 

Whe ition Of one ! n or rather 
een 1 ed sO 3 to can 
ndary between thet ee hours 
rhe boundary micht person 
d and forv 1 across the imaginary boundary lit 





ue and find the boundary in a couple of hours any- 


Mr. ADAMS. Ofcourse. But if it is true, as the gentleman has 


said, that the reconnaissance is made, what remains to be done about 


that boundary line? And why did the gentleman say, as I understood 
him to-day, that something ought to be postponed until a further con- 
vention? What use for a further convention ? 

Mr. BURNES. Well, we have agreed with Mexico under the con- 
vention of 1882; and it seems to have been settled in the public mind 
and the Congressional mind that there ought to be some monuments 
marking t! I and that a considerable sum of money—estimat« ¥ 
I believe, as high as $100,000—should be expe nded in placing these 
additional monuments along the line which has been pursued and 
marked, Now, if we undertake to carry out this plan, which has 
been agreed upon between the two governments, one-half of the | 


i 
hich is to be paid by each—if we undertake to do this 
without a new convention, the old one having expired, where is the 
bligation which will justify usin demanding of Mexico a repayment 
yne-half of the expenditure? 
Mr. ADAMS, That isexactly what I wanted to have clearly brought 


out. Ifwe make this appropriation and go on under it, we shall get 





all the benefit for which the work is done except that we shall have | 


paid more than our share; and the object with which the gentleman 
would have action postponed until a further convention is not that we 
may get a better boundary line or betteror more numerous monuments 
on that boundary line, but that we shall be enabled to make Mexico 
pay a share of the expense 

Mr. BURNES. That is all there is init. Allow me to say there 
never has been any dispute between Mexico and this country with re- 
gard to that boundaryline. There is now nodispute between the two 
nations concerning it. The only question is whether by putting up 
more monuments we shall makeit more distinct, more readily discern- 
ible for the benefit of our people and the Mexican people and for the 
sake of the good neighborship which should exist between the two 
countries. To that policy we stand committed. But I say we should 
not go on carrying out that policy until Mexico has given her consent 
by some contract or assent. 

Mr. ADAMS. And what the gentleman seeks to gain by postponing 
the advantages of a good boundary line, well marked out, is that we 
shall get a certain sum of money from Mexico to assist in paying the 





Mr. BURNES. So far as that is concerned, let me say this to my 
friend from Illinois: We are not going to perish from the face of the 
h because we do not put up afew more monuments on this bound- 


| crs as may be necessary to car 


ary line within a month or two, or because we do not put them up | 


while the information in regard to the subject is certainly very incom- 
plete and imp rfect. As the matter stands at present, true business 
policy dictates that we should have a convention and settle this ques- 
tion with regard to the work, and then doit. Iam perfect! 
to have it done. 

But we can readily get those facts; the Secretary of State can furnish 
them, I have nodoubt. And before doing so he will have time to per- 
fect a contract by treaty or otherwise for the payment of the work. 


: 
ly willing 


Hence, I say that the policy pursued by the House conferees in the 


conference on this question ought to be approved by the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, the Secretary of State has for years 
been insisting upon this appropriation, and that without further treaty. 
He has insisted that if this money were at command, these monuments 
would be established and the boundary line at certain points relocated. 
I do not myself know the facts; but if there is any dependence to be 


placed upon the Secretary of State—and, by the way, our Secretary of 


State agrees in this matter with the former Secretary—if any depend- 


ence is to be placed upon the executive officer having special charge of 


this question, this survey can not be completed, the line relocated, and 
monuments established until the additional sum of $100,000 is appro- 


priated. An appropriation of $100,000 was made in 1885; but it is | 


not sufficient. 


Having said this much, I am, of course, perfectly willing that the | 


House should do what it pleases about this matter. My opinion is 
that the amendment is a proper one. The estimate has been coming 
in for years. Still I am perfectly willing that the next Secretary ot 
State should have charge of the expenditure of this money. 

Mr. ADAMS. Willmy colleague say what reasons were given by the 
Secretary of State in favor of prompt action in this direction ? 
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Mr. CANNON. Iunderstand ina general way that the Secretary 
State claims there was a treaty made, I believe, in 1882, and that 
treaty has not been carried out by the ¢ ishment of this line: t 
he desires tocarry it out, to plant these monument 
30 that the boundary may be well ascertained. I must confess tl 
im relying upon the estimate and recommendation of the Secretary of 
State. I knownothing about the matter cxceptas my knowledge: 
in this way. I might say further that, as to many of these a 


tions and estimates, Congress is forced to rely upon the recom 


and relocate t] 








tions of the executive officers. 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House ins 
upon its disag nent to this amendment and agree to the further co 


9 





ference 
The question was decided in the aflirmative. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the next amend 


ment. 


The Clerk read the one hundred and tenth amendment, as follows: 

Sirike out 

‘That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the Senat 
House of Representatives, acting conjo y, shall, within thirty days aft 
the passage of this act, invite from eminent architects, not exceeding five 
number, designs and general specificatio for a building for the Libra 
Congress, to be erected on the site purchased for that purpose in the 


Washington, the cost of building not to exceed $3,000,000; and the sum o 


000 is hereby appropriated to be ion of the 





expended under the direct 











named committees, to pay for the said designs and general specification I 
said committees shall jointly report to Congress its action in the premises « 
or before the 20th day of December, 1888. ‘That the work now in progres 
the building for the rary of Congress shal! be suspended, and the commiss 
authorized by act of Congress approved Apr 15, 1886, be, and the sar 


hereby, dissolved, That the property purchased for a site for the Library « 
Congress, including the buildings thereon, together with all plans, records, and 
other property ofthe United Statesconnected with building for said Li 
of Congress be, and the same is hereby, transferred to the l 





é 1d custody of 
the Interior Department, the expenses of such care and custody shall be paid 
out of any money already appropriated for the construction of the building fox 
the Library of Congress,”4 

And insert: 

** For continuing the construction of the building for the Library of Cx 
including the compensation of all parties employed in connection therewith 
follows: Architect, assistant architects, engineer and superintendent of 
struction, and skilled draughtsmen, civil engineers, and such other services 
the Chief of Engineers of the Army may deem necess iry for the prosecution 
the work, and shall specially order, together with such mechanics and labor 
ry into effect the appropriation herein ma 
construction of said Library building and to be paid from such approp: 
for the construction of the western front of the building and reading-room 
the book repositories connected therewith, as shown by sketch te ; 
No. 1,’ on file in the office of the Librarian of Congress, $1,000,000. This ay 
priation and all appropriations hereafter made, and all sums available from 
appropriations heretofore made for this purpose, shall be expended under t 
direction and supervision of the Chief of Ex eers of the Army, who 
have the control and management of all of said work and the employ me 
all persons connected therewith. And all contracts for the construction of said 
building, or any part thereof, shall be made by the Chief of Engineers of th 
Army, and the commission provided for by act entitled ‘An act authorizing t 
construction of a building for e accommodation of the Congressional I 
rary,’ approved April 15, 1886 




















»y abolished, and the duties of said « 
mission under said act are hereby devolved upon the Chief of Engineers of tl 
Army, and hereafter, until otherwise ordered by Congress, no work shall 
dene in the construction of said Library except such as is contemplated in 
sketch or ‘ Plan No. 1,’ herein referred to, and all contracts for work or 1 
rials outside of the space covered by said plan are hereby rescinded. And 
loss or damage occasioned ther« by or arising u ider said contracts may b 
justed and paid by the Secretary of the Interior out of the sums heretofor 
hereby appropriated. All sketches, plans, and computations heretofore m 


or hereafter made respecting said Library building, or any part of the sam 


shall be the property of the United States 


Mr. FORNEY. I move that the House further insist on its amend 
ment and agree to the conference asked for on the part of the Senat: 

Mr. ADAMS. I understand the gentleman from Alabama | M 
FORNEY ] in charge of the bill moves that the House further insist « 
its amendment 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS. I wish to ask one question. If the amendment 
the House be agreed to, the work will be suspended and the comn 
sion provided by the act of Congress will be dissolved, and the p 
erty will be turned over to the Interior Department for custody” Suj 
pose that amendment becomes the law, would the committee whic! 
required to report on the plans submitted by eminent architects on « 
before the 20th of December next, if the rules of the present Congres 
remain as they have been construed at this session—would any ap) 
priation for the new building for the Library of Congress be in or 
any general appropriation bill? The purpose has been authorized 
consequence of an act the result of diligent work on the part of tl 
Committee on the Library for the last ten or iiteen years. Finally 
succeeded in passing a law providing for the construction of a n 
Library building. As the appropriation is autherized by Jaw at t! 
time, an appropriation would bein order to an appropriation bill; 
if the provision put into the bill by the House should become a 
we would be exactly where we were ten or fifteen years ago. If 
committee should present an appropriation for the new Library bui 
ing it would not have the privilege of the Appropriation Committ: 
and therefore it would not be in order on a general appropriation b 
The work would have to be gone all over again. While I do not 
ject as to the proper way of erecting the building, yet I should regret 
to see the House take suchactionin reference to the new Library build 
ing, so much desired, as to put us back exactly where we were belore 


















r excavation h 


Mr. MAISH. 


tion of the H 


vhich considerable } 
Mr. HOLMAN, 
man that 


I wish to 
ana with refei } 





terra-cot 


y completed. 
yropound an inquiry 


matter. Dol understand th 


has already been 1 
not exac tly 
up to the time wl 
the Interior the buildir 
**Plan No. 2;’’ that 
The House unders 





ng constructs 


it embraced the 


») adandOoNn 


that. I will state to tl 


en Mr. Secretary 


A contract for 


to the gent 


entirely tne 
nade? 


Vilas became S« 
Ll upon the plan k 


entire building 


od, and the commission seem to have com 
on the same idea, that it would cost about $3,000,000. The ex 
of the entire site had been made. 
was entered upon, and also a contract for terra-cotta piping at th: 


time; but when Secretary Vilas came to look into the matter 


mined to confine operations to what is known as ‘‘ Plan No. 1, 


is the west front of the building proper and the reading-room 
He restricted the o 


ise known asthe ** I 
ion to this limited building and the balance of 


] 


vandoned. 


tions 
 € 


era 
r the 


nt< 


That action seemed to be within the scope of the law, and so 


ent the contracts are being fulfilled to the extent of that p 


; No. 1, involving, as I have said, the concrete foundation 


terra-cotta pipes. 


1 state of suspension. 
because the proposition of neither the House n 
»propriations heretofore made for that 
contracts referred to; but the effect will be to delay matters ex 


purp 


The balance of the work is in what may be 


There will be some money to be expen 


r the Senate re 


se or suspends 


in so far as I have already explained until the meeting of Congr 


Mr. HOOKER. 


at which time, if the provision of the House is accepted 
will be submitted and Congress can determine then with cert 
whether it will pursue this Plan No. 1 or adopt an entirely new 

I am not, as gentlemen know, in favor of constructing the bu 

I stand by the present Congressional Library in the Capitol, but | 
assuming that, in some form, Congress will 
Congress acts upon the views of those in charge of the great libr 
the country generally I think it will adopt a p! 
from that in progress, but it may be without any material « 
the character of the structure to be 
lishments. 





ro on with this wor! 


in materially « 


erected except as to costly 


to ask the gentleman from 


there is any proposition in the bill to interfere 


with the approp 


$2,700,000 heretofore made by a former Congress for this w 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


There has not been that much appropriated, $5' 

000, towards the erection of the building; the total amount to be ap 
priated for the purpose according to the plan as understood would 
about that sum, but only $585,000 has been appropriated for the sit 
and I believe $509,000 towards the erection of the building; but 
is nothing to interfere in either Senate or House proposition at lea 


concrete fou 
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ground ; out one-half of the expr nasmuch as the rotunda is 
a 1a 1d costly construction, 
PAYSON. Thatis only one step in completion of the Smith- 

m ry it ms to me a proposition ought to be submitted 
to t! HH and it ought to be settled whether or not the House of 
! es at this time to approve thi ae itis 
presen lhat is tosay, the construction of this building c onfes lly 
will over the expense of the site upon which it is located : 
‘ liture of n t leas than ten or twelve million dollars, and may re 
sixteen or eighteen oe m doilars,and running through a period of 

perhaps than an ordinary generation, as suggested by the 

leman from Penomivenia (hie KELLEY |. 

Vhether or not the House ought not to have information from gentle- 
men who know about this question, as I say I am giving information 
t [ have got, a piece here and there from inquiry and from the pub- 
| the conferees of this House in the next meeting of a con- 
ference | reflect not their own views but those of this body, as a 
‘ mittee should express it, in order that there shall be a full explana- 

utter. What have we got for the amount of money ex- 

dh now, or attempted to be expended? We have got a hole 

nd with an immense expenditure in money that has gone 

\ have a magnificent fence there, built better than the aver- 

the country in the State in which I live. One building 

east corner of the block has been reserved for the office of 

{ hitect and those associated with him. That building has been 
f up for the comfort and convenience of the architect and his corps 
of employés at an expenditure of about $2,000. I happen to know 
that building. In itat the time of its condemnation there lived an old 


ued friend of mine who for a number of years represented a 
trict in the State of New York on this floor, a man of 

1d means, and it was regarded as a first-class ‘residence. 

» lived for a number of years a distinguished Senator, and 


regarded as sufliciently comfortable for him. But just as soon 
purchased for this purpose it requires $2,000 to fit it up so as 
ike i ifficiently comfortable for Mr. Smithmeyer and his corps 
KELLEY. Vill the gentleman permit me to inquire whether 


t} nges were not those which would adapt this building, though 


t cientifie work neces 
national building, 
Mr. PAYSON. The ” uracter of the improvements I do not know. 

I LEY. Well, I do. 

PAYSON, Then the gentleman might be able tostate what the 
necessity for them was. 

Ir. KELLEY. 
this man. I suggest that they were made for the exigencies of the duty 
required of that officer. 

r. PAYSON. Then, if the gentleman knows, I would be glad to 
have him state what they were. 

Ir. KELLEY. I would like to state to the gentleman that if he 
will go over to that building he will see in large rooms, made by break- 

he partitions between small ones, tables on which have been drawn 
‘ prepared scientific plans for the construction of the building, at 
which he may look and see the shape of every stone that is to go into 
it, the size, the number which brings it into precise relation to the 
stone below, above, and on either hand. He will see the preliminary 
work executed as thoroughly and as scientifically as it can be done or 

ild have been done by any body of architects and engineers and their 
assistants on the face of the globe. 

Ir. PAYSON. I submit to the gentleman that is not shedding 
v muc h light upon the precise point. 

Mr. KELLEY. It is shedding light upon the necessity for the 

res ; nd showing that they were not made for the indulgence of a 
ybarite., but for the convenience of an architect. 

PAYSON. I was saying, Mr. Speaker, that it seemed to me that 
was a good deal of public money being expended in this matter in 
an extravagant and unauthorized manner. By looking at the same re- 
t I see that among other things thought necessary in the erection of 
this public building was the purchase of a pair of horses and a coupé, 
at an expense, with some livery charges added, of $1,408. There are 
other things of like character, and it looks to me as though this entire 
me which the House of Representatives has been committed to by 
its action in the last Congress is designed to fit up a ‘‘soft place’’ for 
an architect for the rest of his natural life. 
{ do not believe that any architect who ought to be employed to erect 
a stable, let alone a great public building, should be retained in any 
‘ loy who presents to his employer a detailed plan for a building 
which he asserts will cost at the utmost $2,300,000, and then, within 
a year, states that it will cost over $10,000,000. That is to me utterly 
and absolutely inexcusable. Other gentlemen may not regard it as I 
do; but we all know that the public Treasury is full to overflowing, 
and that the Government is regarded asa great goose which can be 
plucked by almost anybody who can get a Government contract from 
competent authority. When the bill for the erection of this building 
was presented to the House two years ago, I had a suspicion, which 


sary to be done in forming the plans of a great 


wn 


You say they were suggested for the convenience of | 
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| one, sir. I doubt if the bill would ever have 





Avuaust 31, 


now amounts toa solute belief, that Cong 
a scheme the extent of whi aa 1 never be known until it was thor- 
vaahaea compl ted; and if in its infancy this kind of developme: 
being made, what may we expect hereafter? It is conceded now t! 


ess was committing liself to 











the building is to cost at least from ten to twelve mi ns over ; 
| above the site, and if been before the H 
when the bill was w how many gentlemen ) 
were membe1 f the F -ni ill now say thatad 1 
votes could have been had f rsu vill, le i! vote oI tv i 

to pass it under a suspension of the rul 

This building will now con! t more than the State, V 

and Navy building; and who, sir, ed we were voting for such a 





uilding when we poet this bill in the Forty-ninth Congress? No 
been reported eve 
I remember very well the distinguial ed gentleman from Miss 


1 


Mr. Otho Singleton—and a more honest man I never had the p 





| of serving with—asserting on numerous occasions in conversation with 
| gentlemen on both sides of the House, that these estimates were care- 


omfortable as a dwelling-house, and make it a proper place for | 


fully and guardedly made, and it was stated in the ae which was 
submitted to the House in connection with the bill, that the estim: 





| were of that character, and that the estimate d cost, $2,300,000, would 


not be exceeded; yet we are now confronted with an official statemen 
that $10,000,000 will be the minimum, and that the cost may run up 
to $12,000,000 or $15,000,000. Now, before the committee shall ag: it 
go into conference I think it is due to the members of that committe 
and to this House that the gentleman from Al: vba na [Mr. oe EY |, 
having charge of this bill, as well as the g leman from Indiana [ Mr. 


HOLMAN ], who is upon a committee whi h po Lasagtinal ed cite sub- 








ject, and who doubtless has under his hands now details of all this in- 


formation, shall communicate that information to the House. 

I think the House should be informed in regard to all these details, 

» that it may determine whether iti would not be wise policy even now 
to abandon everything that has been done up to the present time, and 
to start in with a clean sheet and with advice from somebody else be- 
sides Mr. Smithmeyer, the architect of the building now under pro- 
cess of construction. We can cease operations now with asmall loss, if 
thought desirable, and I certainly favor doing so. I trust the gentic- 

man from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] will give the House the benefit of 
whatever information he has on this subject and an ee of the 


| difference between thesituation now and the situation as it was under- 








stood to exist a year and a half ago, in order that we may determi 
whether we shall go on with the construction of this building upon w h: it 
is known as Plan No. 1, and, if we do so, whether it is possible to do 
anything else than complete the building, Plan No. 1 being an integral 
portion of the entire plan presented to us by this architect when the 
bill was passed. 

I am in favor of a building for this library—one which shall be suita- 
ble for future needs of the country and appropriate in its architecture; 
but, sir, I desire to know its approximate cost before I vote to build 
it, and ‘feel that the agent of the Government is reliable in judgment 
and statement. 

This, thus far in this building, we have not in my judgment had, 
for it is, in my opinion, impossible to reconcile the immense cost of this 
building, as now asserted, with honest judgment and estimate by the 
architect who made the estimate for the committee two years ago. 

If these things be so, I think their connection with the building 
should cease. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The committee appointed to make investigation in 
regard to the new Library has taken a considerable amount of testi- 
mony, and would have been able to submit its report to the House at 
this time but for the absence of the Supervising Architect of the Treas- 
ury, whose testimony was deemed desirable. His testimony I ho 
will be procured in a few days, and then I presume the committe 
will be prepared to submit its report. The facts, however, which ina 
general way are within the knowledge of members of — House a 
Senate, are the facts which have been substantially developed. | 
true, as the gentleman from Illinois has said, the House entered upon tl 
enterprise supposing the building was to cost about $3,000,000. [1 
deed, the different sums making up that amount are distinctly state 
in the report made to the Forty-ninth Congress, aformer report to i! 
same effect having been made ‘to the Forty-eighth Congress, b: th 
ports to the same effect. The first appropriation for the building v 
to be $500,060; the second, $1,000,000; the third, $800,000; and th 
sums were to complete the buil ling ready for occupation; and $700 
would be required, at the rate of about $14,000 a year, during a | 
period of years, to complete the alcoves for books, the shelving, et 
making the entire expenditure about $3,000,000. 

A MEMBER. For the west wing ? 

Mr. HOLMAN, For the entire structure. <A suggestion was ma 
on the floor of the House when the subject was under debate— 

A MEMBER. Was the estimate just mentioned by the gentl 
given by the architect ? 

Mr. HOLMAN, I will come tothat later. A suggestion was » 
that that estimate was based upon what is now known as the reduc: 
plan, ‘‘Plan No, 1;’’ but thatclearly wasamistake. At least yourc 
mission did notsointerpret the law, but instantly entered upon the con- 





man speaks 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
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the reduced building which is proposed would not be an architectural 

abortion the opinion ol are cts aud those who understand suc! 
ti ! are necessarily more familiar with them than most of u 

are t partial building with a sloping down of the banks, it is said 

would be very respectable structure. I know nothing about archi 

tectur | is the idea of men who understand this matter as ar 

it Ly r than most of us do here. 

I wish toadd a word, and will then yield the floor to the gentleman 
f W ise n, who 1s amember of the committee to inquire into th 
J 

Che juestion is whether you will save by this proposition to ex- 
pend t ice appropriated on the foundation for the reduced pian 
The an t under the contro] of the commissionis notlarge. It is the 
bala of the $500,000 already appropriated. Under the House prop- 
‘ i i ding the wor and inviting new plans you will hav 
j 0 hich is mn n progress, and Plan No. 2, the original 

\ i before us when the House voted for the bill, and then 

beside very valuable matter, that is, full information on 
1] Vhol hject. As to the balance of the $500,000-—— 

Mr.PA\ N Phat was used in putting in the foundations. 

Mr. MAISH. I wish to ask the gentleman a question before he takes 
aioe i 

Ir. HOLMAN, Certainly. 

Mr. MAISH. The question has already been asked, but the gentle- 
man has not answered it. It is in reference to Mr. Smithmeyer, the 
honorable and worthy architect, a gentleman of high reputation. I 
want to ask if it is true, as a matter of fact, as was alleged by the gen- 
(leman from Illinois, that Mr. Smithmeyer, the architect, submitted 
av estimate that the entire structure would cost only $2,500,000? I 
think that was the amount stated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ought to answer that question, and yet do not 
wish to do so without the testimony before me, and yet the testimony 
upon that point is neither satisfactory nor complete. Mr. Smithmeyer 
states emphatically, states under oath, that he made no definite esti- 


mate. There is a paper which he submitted, perhaps to the Senate 
committee, which had the matter in charge for a long time, for it was, 
s gentlemen know, a Senate measure, in which there was at least a 
partial estimate; but I am not able to state, either on the authority 
of General Singleton or any other person, Mr. Smithmeyer knew the 
terms of General Singleton’s report or was cognizant of the preparation 
of the report, or that he made specific estimates of the cost of the build- 
ing. The matter is singularly obscure. 

ir. KELLEY. I have always understood exactly to the contrary. 

Mc. HOLMAN. I haveof course no personal knowledge on the sub- 
ject, but I understand that this gentleman is a competent architect. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman from Indiana permit me to read 
an extract from the report of General Singleton’s committee? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. Coupling it with the statement that this is a report 
ou a bill providing additional accommodations for the Library; and it 
will be remembered that Mr. Smithmeyer was on the committee and 
was in constant communication with the members of the House engaged 
in that rvice. 

Ir. STEELE. Was a member of what committee? 

Mr. PAYSON, A commission which was appointed to look into 
the question of the enlargement of the Capitol for this purpose; and 
in daily communication with the members of the House who 
arged with the work during several Congresses while they were 
engaged in that duty. 

(his report goes on to state: 

The proposed building, as stated, will contain 3,000,000 volumes, with suitable 
eco ny of storage. Itis not designed to fit up the whole interior at once with 
iron shelving, but to introduce it gradually, finishing off the central portions, 
rotunda, and connecting rooms, and the entire exterior structure. The chief 
element of cost is in the iron alcoves of the interior; and in a building so ex- 





tensive these may be finished in successive years as wanted for the increase of 
books, ‘The mostcarefully guarded estimates of cost contemplate an expenditure 
of only ) the first year, about $1,000,000 the second, and $800,000 the third, 
wl 1 will complete the building for occupancy in all its parts sufficient for 
shelvi 1,000,000 books and leaving space for the gradual introduction of ad- 
ditional iron aleoves in the coming fifty years, the ultimate gross cost of which 


will not execed $700,000, or an average of less than $14,000a year. When it is 
considered that the copyright fees paid into the Treasury amount to over $20,000 


ayear, while the pecuniary value of copyright publications received annually 
is very much greater than this, the expenditure will appear moderate in com- 
parison with the great resulting benefits aad the national importance of the 
work 


That makes the total cost of the building, with the exception of 
the additional shelving required, about $2,323,000. 

Mr. STEELE. But Mr. Smithmeyer did not make any such report 
as that. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And it was not a report on Plan No. 2 either. 

Mr. HOLMAN, There is no question that some one estimated the 
cost of the whole structure at $3,000,000. I now yield to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL]. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, in order that we may have a few 
moments’ serious thought upon the subject which is now before the 
House, I will state what information I have been able to gain in con- 
nection with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] in this in- 


| 
| 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
j 
| 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


} 


Aveust 31, 





vestigation. I have no object whatever in the statements I shall make 

except to inform the House of the exact condition of the question. 
We all remember that this question of building a public Library has 
igitated Congress for many years, and time after time we have rejected 
ropositions that were submitted, because they involved an expenditure 
of too muchmoney. Even $4,000,000 proposed as the cost was rejected 
irs ago, and within my own recollection, because it was deemed exces- 


l'\wo years ago we passed this law authorizing the construction of a 


uilding according to a plan submitted, that would cost $2,3 

ithin the next three years, and ultimately $700,000 more money would 
be needed for additional work within the building, making a total cost 
of three millions. It was because of that low estimate that the Hoi 


passed the bill at all. Unquestionably when we did enact that law it 
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s; with the understanding that this entire structure would cost but 
3,000,000 when completed. It was to be 463 feet and 8 inches long 
by 3325 feet wide. The construction was begun by the excavation fo1 
the entire site. It seemed the commission understood that we were to 
| erect the whole building at a cost of $2,300,000 within the three years 
and ultimately $700,000 additional in order to make it complete for 
the purpose intended \s I have said, they commenced the excay 
tion for the whole site of the building, and prepared a foundation for 
the entirestructure. Theinvestigation discloses that this building, it 


completed, will cost at least $10,000,000, and we have felt it to be 
duty to so advise the House. 

The number of square feet in the building entire will be 111,000, 
while the State, War, and Navy Department building, which has grown 
up within our own recollections, embraces only 93,000 feet. Congress 
never contemplated the erection of a building far in excess of the War 
and Navy Department building, and we all understand that. We were 
greatly deceived, perhaps by our own carelessness and negligence by 
not investigating the plans further; but certain it is that it was never 
understood that the extent and cost of the building, according to tl 
plans which were laid before the House by this architect, would even 
approximate these figures. 

I want to say here, Mr. Speaker, that there is not a man on the floor 
of this House that will approve of the manner in which the building 
has been carried on for the first year. I concede with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] that there are many fine tables and 
fine plans that can be found in the office of the architect; but when | 
tell him that if he looks at the report and sees that the entire expendi- 
ture for this service involved an outlay of some $97,000, he will under- 
stand why these ‘‘ fine things’’ may be found there. I do not believe 
that any gentleman would indorse the extravagant manner in which 
the business has proceeded, and, I repeat, we felt it to be our duty to 
inform the House of the way in which the work was being continued. 

I will say further that since the present Secretary of the Interior has 
had control of the building, had it under his own charge, an entirely 
different principle has been inaugurated. I have great confidence in 
his ability to conduct the building of this Library in a safer and more 
economic way than ever before. 

Expenditures that we can not approve, that were simply outrageous, 
for supernumeraries that were added in large numbers about the erec- 
tion of that building; and I want to say to you gentlemen that if this 
architect is responsible for these supernumeraries and these extrava 
gant expenditures he is not the proper man to conduct the erection of 
such a building. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I would suggest to the gentleman from Wiscon 
sin that it is the commission that ought to be held responsible. 

Mr. KELLEY. He did not employ them. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. He had not authority to appoint any one, and 
he did not. 

Mr. CASWELL. And yet he had almost the entire control of the 
erection of the building. Asa matter of fact these commissioners were 
otherwise employed, and could not give their personal attention to thi 
matter. If there is any man hereon this floor who wants to champion 
the management of this architect and the conduct of that building, | 
have many things I could say to him which I do not now propose to 
do, but which would not sound very well. 

Mr. PAYSON. Why should you not state them now? 

Mr. CASWELL. I have not time. 

Mr. PAYSON. There is plenty of time. 

Mr. CASWELL. Can you tell me why it was necessary to buy a 
coupé at a cost of $611? Andif it was necessary, why was it nece 
sary when the present Secretary of the Interior discovered it that he 
should order it sold at an expense of $225? Can any man tell me why 
he persisted in the purchase of a cement which caused a delay all along 
through the winter months at a cost of nearly $3 a barrel from foreign 
manufacturers, when it could be bought of our own manufacturers for 
about a dollar, and which was said by experts before this committee 
to be just as good. Can any man tell me why it was necessary for him 
to keep seven watchmen to guard that fence and hole which he had 
excavated intheground? [Laughter.] Can you tell me why he necded 
five messengers on duty constantly ? 

Mr. PERKINS. To watch the guards. 








CASWELL 





no further doubt they er hei lende 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Then let blam« ) be 
Mr. CASWE! Che upp 1 t l r ¢ y 


could depend. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. That is suppos n 
Mr. CASWELL. I am not here with a view to bring any « 
upon him. I care nothing about hin Hie has y excellent 
ties and 


ministration; and you may pass your judgment as you please. 


may have some skill; but I was aking as to his ad 





said there were a number of supernumeraries; and I will mention 
They had an accountant at a salary of $2,500 a year. I venture t 
that he has not an hour’s work for him that it will be neces 

him to do in a whole year. Now, it seems for the reasons I h 
signed that there should be a better understanding of this matter I 
the mean time letme say to this House that you h id better } 


fore you appropriate any more money for the erection of that 
and : I , 
Our proposition is to go on v 
know what that is. It isa building 
wide. That will b 
probable cost will be $4,000,000, including the rotunda 
Now, it may be best to go on and put up that wing. If we are to 
look one hundred years ahead it is possible that we may construct 
balance of the building; but, sir, I for one could not advise the idea « 
that further construction or that it would be wise to put up . 
ply that west wing of the building and let it stand there at a « 
$4,000,000, 








ll be the size of the structure when completed 





Perhaps it may be necessary to change the plans, and y 
considering the work that we have entered upon it may be best t 

it. But for one I am not prepared to do it at this session of ¢ 

I think we ought to look further into the subject before we appropriat 
more money. I will not say but at the next session of Congress it 

be the best thing we can do; butif we do it we propose that this Hous« 
shall do it understandingly and not grope along in the dark, as they 
have heretofore. That is all I have to say, Mr. Speaker. 











Mr. KELLEY. I dese, Mr. Speaker, without having any pr 
official connection with this subject, to say a few words upon it It w 
my privilege to be a member of the Library Committee many, many 


yearsago. I remember two of the works completed while I was on that 
committee. One was the enlargement of the accommodations [or the Li- 
brary by giving it two wings, each of equal dimensions, with the spa 
then appropriated toit. Another was the construction of the conserva- 
tories for the advancement of botany and general science, connected with 
the Agricultural Department. I have always hada love for and inte 
est in public libraries, and have for many years studied library archi- 
tecture. I owe my first impulses toward education to the fact that when 
&@ young apprentice-boy I was invited to membership in the Youth’s 
Library Company of Philadelphia, and found enjoyment and inst 
tion in its rooms, with its books and its intelligent and aspiring 

bers, who were boys of my own age, its debates, its reading of es 
puerile enough many of them doubtless were—but we were but young 
boys. I owe, I say, to that association and its influences what 
power I may have since enjoyed of serving my fellow-man, and tl 
library building, a library room, or the contents of a public | 
have always had a charm for me. 

My attention was attracted to Mr. Smithmeyer years ago by t! 
sideration of his plans for a Congressional Library, and I reme 
the delight with which I first saw and subsequently studied |} 
for the magnificent gothic exterior in which he first proposed to incas¢ 
the interior of the Library building. It stood there in front of the 
Clerk’s desk through a whole session, and rivaled, according to 
judgment, in beauty the finest gothic buildings I had seen on tl 
other side of the Atlantic. I freely confess that Iam an admirer ot 
the genius of John L. Smithmeyer, and in a greater degree of the zeal 
with which he pursues, even now when he has passed possi! the 
prime of life, all the latest ideas of the highest authorities on architect- 
ure as the architectural publications in English, French, and Ger ! 
give them to the world. I speak whereof I know of th 
office has been a haunt for my leisure hours, and for « 
I have been in Washington we have messed togethe1 
living man I know this abused and reviled architect, who thout p 
from Congress, for fourteen years competed with the w 
ing a plan for a national Library building which should be worthy of 
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) ) is Dad no ) r to make conti ts or be WwW appoln 
I } d our country by proposing to g t wh he 
ts « ive, I think, one librarian who « to 
{ r of ra rchitectur a gentleman whose 
! e, resides in Chica —say is the most pr 
f | se that has ever been planned by architect il 
‘ d byt l « » trained engi , r en- 
| 1 before he d ] | 
| 1 
»] hus { l e should ne sera l 
ho mucn int ravenous <¢ I 
) the ¢ ! onal mind against him. Iti y 
led that } pursued as by a band of hungry thieves, some of 
] by f : and knowing their fame I would in their pres- 
put m md my pocketsif there were coin in them. I know 
of these men, and 1 know some of the members of the Houss 
: ears they have poured their insidious poison against tl 
td 3 man who has thwarted their nefarious plans. 
therefore, send our conferees back for a free conference. There 
dent doubt whether we would gain or lose by interrupting work 


gat this time. The Senate’s proposition is to goon with 


to thus afford accommodation which will bring into use 









resent library This work is all to be done under an Army en 
W e skill and courage, and, above all, whose integrity 
cal judgment are a guaranty 1inst the wasteful expenditure of 





lar on any work of which he may have charge. 
. CASWELL. I the eman from Georgia [ Mr. 
3] who holds the floor to yield to me for three minutes, in order 
[ may reply to some suggestions which have just fallen from the 
eman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY). 
r. CLEMENTS. I will yield to the gentleman for the time h 
licated. 
Ir. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, the distinguished gentleman 
wsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] says that this House has made a victim 
his man Smithmeyer. I want to ask him wherein have we made 
him the victim? Has he not been well paid? If he has not been paid, 
let him present his bill, and let us compensate him. 
Mr. KELLEY. ; re is something in char 
nit valuable than money. 
ir. CASWELL. The gentleman anticipates what I have to say 
not wait until he hears what I have to say in reply to his 
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One moment, acter much 





he 


sugges- 





w, will the gentleman say that we have cast reflection on his archi- 
r his plan for this building for the Library of Congress? Not in 
the least, for every one agrees it isa magnificent plan ona grand scale. 
Yo one has taken issue on that point. 

lo not wish to detract from his abil as an architect in any re- 


yect whatever, but the simple question arises whether he has not made 


i do ity 


a victim of Congress on a grander scale than it is possible for us to make 
a vietim of him, He stands by and wants that commission under fhe 


to proceed to the construction of a building he had planned that 
would cost this Government at least $10,000,000, well knowing that 
tye voted and passed the bill under the expectation and with the un- 








derstanding that it would cost only $3,000,000. Gradually step by 
step he has allowed a course to be adopted, so perhaps we can not now 
retreat without | : 
| ask you, then, who has been made the victim? I concede it isa 
grand plan on a grand seale, and by the machinations and schemes of 
this architect the building has been prosecuted so that if carried out it 
will cost this Government $10,000,000, when Congress had utterly re- 
fused to go one dollar beyond $3,000,000. 
Did the architect make an estimate it 


WHITE, of Indiana. 
j would only cost $3.000,000? 
ir. CASWELL. The gentleman from Indiana asks me whether he 
made mate on his plan. To whom do we for estimates 
when we propose to erect public buildings except the architect ? 
Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. What was his estimate? 
Mr. CASWELL. He claims that he made no estimate whatever. 
Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Then he is not to be held to blame. 
Mr. CASWELL. But he knew the report was submitted to Con- 
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| Here the | er 

Mr. CLEMI em »t 
man from Mississippi | Mr. Hooke! 

Mr. HOOKER. I desire 1 vy only a le word, not h 
ence to what has | n said by tl ti n who |} just ce 
his remarks, or to take issue with him or the gentleman from 
sylvania [Mr. KELLEY] uy the points ted, for I know no 
of the conduct of this mat 

Mr. CASWELL. Will the genil fro lississippi yield to 
for one moment? 

Mr. HOOKER. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CASWELL. Ion int to add a word further to what I have 
said. The question co down to this: The proposition by the 
ate is to go on with the bu ng 463 feet in length by 112 in wi 
more than four times the length of its width. Now, is it good poli 
for us to construct a building which when completed at a cost of about 


$4,000,000 will be in that shape, nearly in the shape of this 
which I hold in my hand? Lask if that would be good ar 
or good policy for Congress 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, in respo 
diana [Mr. HoLMAN] and others, wl 
House at a former Congress inthe way 





? I think not. 

nse to the gentleman from In- 
say that what was done by this 
of making the appropriation in 
nsi@grately and without prope 
information. I wish to show in opposition to that statement and on 
the contrary, as appears from the report the debate on that qu 
tion, that the subject-matter—and I say this more for the purpose otf 
vindicating my friend, General Singleton, who is not now but was foi 
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merly a member of this House and chairman of the Committee on th: 
Library, not that anything has been said in derogation of him, fo1 
; 


well understand that gentlemen do not mean any refiection upon him 
but simply to show that the matter was placed by him before the 
House, and that the House acted calmly and deliberately and after 
full presentation of the whole facts of the case byhim. A controve 
has now grown up with regard to the expenditures for this work. 
Everybody concedes, and it has been undisputed for years, that som: 
the accommodations of the Congression: 
It was the idea of some gentlemen to make additions to the 
building at present used, extending it east and west or in both dir 
tions as was found available, in order to provide an additional spa 
for the increased number of the volumes of our Library which are «« 
cumulating so rapidly and for which there is no room for their stora 
or ev ( ng in the present building. I repeat, that w 
the idea with some, and a controversy grew up as to whether that o 
Library building could be extended to accomodate the vast accumula 
tion of books, so largely now in excess of the capacity of the buildi: 
as to leave scarce room to walk in or whether we should const 
a new and separate building. When that matter was under conside1 
tion in the House, Mr. Singleton made a report on March 23, 1m86, t 
House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole House cn th 
of the Union, the entire bill and report of Mr. Singleton 





Library. 





n ineir sale-xeep 


were 


| and published in the RecoRD which is now before me, and that 


was fully considered. At a subsequent time, after the members | 


had ample opportunity to read the bill and the report and study 


Mr. Singleton, in a very elaborate speech upon the question, which 
friend from Indiana, Judge HOLMAN, complimented most high 
the time and commended in the most favorable terms when giv 
reasons which animated the committee to report in favor of a sepa 
building, used this language, giving his reas 

Sixthly. If economy is to be our watchword, a separate building must 
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, and also the State, War, and 





else here which have cost more mor 
Navy Denartment uilding, which he says cost about ten millions or 
more 

[ suppose, sir, that there were not many members of the House in 
the t Co ‘ io took it upon themselves to investigate the de- 
tails of tl latte! as to ascertain exactly and definitely the number 
ol wat eet which the building would cover; but they were con- 
fronted here from day to day at this desk, while the Library bill was 
eeki ( deration, with a design or plan of the building, showing | 
what it was intended to be. 

‘The plan was accompanied by the report of the Library Committee, 

hich was headed hy the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Single- 
ton], than whom a more honest man never sat upon this floor, and in 
vhose statements everybody had the utmost confidence, and from that 
report hich accompanied the design members learn the estimated | 
cost of the building AsI havesaid, I do not suppose there were many 
membet ho undertook to ascertain how much ground the building 
would cover, either absolutely or in comparison with other public build- 
ings; but there was submittted to the House by that responsible com- 
mittee an estimate of cost which was doubtless based upon the state- 
ment of some architect, and which, from the statements made here to- 
day, came most probably from Mr. Smithmeyer himself. 

Mr. KELLEY. ‘There was also a large lot of ground which the bill 
proposed to purchase or to condemn for the erection of the building. 


That ground was before the eyes of members of Congress, and certainly 
no man who had ever built even a stable could have supposed that a 
building which was to cover those two squares and the intermediate 
street could be built for $2,000,000. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It is not to be assumed that every building is to 
cover the entire area of the site on which itis to be put. According to 
the gentleman’s own ideas of magnificence, there ought to be some room 


leit for shade trees and lawns. It did not follow at all that this build- 


ing was to cover the entire ground, nor is itat all likely that members 
went over the ground and measured its area and took that as a meas- 
ure of what the building was to be. They had before them the report 
of a responsible committee who had investigated this whole matter, 
who had conferred with several architects, among them Mr. Smith- 
meyer, whose plan they selected, and the House accepted the state- 
ment which that committee made in their report as to the probable 
cost of the building, which statement, as it appears in two forms in the 
report, I now ask the Clerk to read, 

Che Clerk read as follows: 

Any enlargement of the Capitol which would accommodate the Library even 
as it stands, with room to arrange it, would cost much more than a separate 


building, because it must necessarily be constructed in the same costly style, 
with carved Corinthian architecture. Mr. Walter, the former Architect of the 








Capitol, estimated the cost of an extension of the west front at $4,500,000. The | 


pasoens Architect, Mr. Clark, estimates it to cost $4,200,000, while the plan of a 


juilding adopted by the committee is to cost only $2,323,600, 
* * * * * * * 
The proposed building, as stated, will contain 3,000,000 volumes with suitable 


economy of storage. It is not designed to fit up the whole interior at once with 
iron shelving, but to introduce it gradually, finishing off the central portions, 
rotunda, and connecting rooms, and the entire exterior structure, The chief 
element of cost is in the iron aleoves of the interior, and in a buildingso exten- 
sive these may be finished in successive years, as wanted for the increase of 
books 

The most carefully guarded estimates of cost contemplate an expenditure of 
only $500,000 the first year, about $1,000,000 the second, and $800,000 the third, 
which will complete the building for occupancy in all its parts sufficient for 
shelving 1,000,000 books and leaving space for the gradual introduction of ad- 
ditiona! iron aleoves in the coming fifty years, the ultimate gross cost of which 
will not exceed $700,000, or an average of less than $14,000 a year. When it is 
considered that the copyright fees paid into the Treasury amount to over $20,000 
a year, while the pecuniary value of copyright publications received annually 
is very inuch greater than this, the expenditure will appear moderate in com- 
parison with the great resulting benefits and the national importance of the 
work. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The truth is the Forty-ninth Congress voted 
upon the design of Mr. Smithmeyer for that building as presented in 
the House and as described in the report made at the time, and upon 
the estimates there set forth, the ultimate cost of which was to be 
$3,000,000, including all the interior work that would answer for the 
next fifty years. The House voted on that questicn under a suspen- 
sion of the rules when debate was not allowed for more than thirty 
minutes, fifteen minutes on each side. Acting in that way the House 
accepted the estimates which had been presented to their committee 
and the statements of that committee as reliable. I submit that it is 
impossible from the record for gentlemen to contend here to-day that 
the House voted upon any other proposition, or that it ever voted upon 
the idea of an expenditure of $10,000,000. 

In the report just read there is an argument against the extension of 
the Capitol building to accommodate the Library, a work which it was 
estimated at the time by the Architect of the Capitol would cost $4, 200, - 
000. The report of the committee, read to the House at that time, 
and upon which it acted, makes an argument against an extension of 
the Capitol for that purpose on the ground of expense, because a sep- 
arate building would cost less, the cost of the extension of the Capitol 
being estimated, as I havesaid, at $4,200,000. The plan of a separate 
building was deemed preferable, because for the present an expendi- 
ture of $2,300,000 would be sufficient, and ultimately only $3,000,000 


would be required. Is there any room for doubt as to the impression 
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made upon the House at the time that bill was passed? Can there be 
any mistake as to what the understanding of Congress then was ? 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman allow me a single suggestion? 
Che extract just read speaks of housing three million volumes. Th; 
library which it was then proposed to erect—the whole building—w 
with the vies of affording space for nine to eleven million volumes 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The proposition was to erect a building whicl 
when ultimately finished, would cost $3,000,000, and that an expendi 
ture of $2,300,000 would provide ample room for three million books 
The present Library contains far less than a million volumes—perhuaps 
very little over half a million. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Smithmeyer goes to work and draws the worl 
ing plans for the entire building from its foundation, including th 
cavation. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Certainly. Ithank the gentleman for thats 
gestion. ‘The commission followed up the idea of the act of Congr 
and what I claim was the expressed intention of that report. Mr. 
Smithmeyer drew the plan and superintended the work in pursuan 
of that plan under this commission, and excavated for the whole build- 
ing. 

Mr. HERBERT. And the very extract which has just been read re- 
fers directly to the completion of the exterior, and goes on to speak of 
the cost of the iron shelving inside. The estimate is for the compl 
tion of the whole exterior and enough of the iron shelving inside to ac- 
commodate 3,000,000 books, which it was estimated would be suflicie 
library accommodations for the next fifty years. That is what is as- 
serted directly in the extract just read. 

Mr. RYAN. I believe also that the contract for the concrete founda- 
tion was for the entire building. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, of course it was. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Ithank thegentleman for these suggestions. All 
of these facts conspire to show that there was but one intent and that 
was to complete the building, whatever it was. Here was the plan, 
here was the description of it in the report, based upon statements and 
estimates, as now disclosed, of Mr. Smithmeyer. 

Mr. PAYSON. Permit me an additional suggestion. The excava- 
tions have been entirely made, the foundations have been contracted for 
and very largely put in, and the working drawings and everything of 
that sort up to the present time have been made with one idea in view, 
the erection of the entire buildingasawhole. This was the ideadown 
to the time the agitation began in this House at this session. And 
those plans were made under the direction of Mr. Smithmeyer himself, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Allow me tocorrect the gentleman. The plan was 
changed as soon as the present Secretary of the Interior came to con- ’ 
sider the work. : 

Mr. PAYSON. Butall the work done by Mr. Smithmeyer has be 


| in contemplation of the entire structure. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. Thereis no question about that and never has been 
within my knowledge until this session of Congress. 

Mr. KELLEY. ‘The work may have been done under Mr. Smith- 
meyer’s supervision, but he had no more power to contract for any work 
or insist upon its being done than had the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. PAYSON. Of coursenot; but I ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to remember that the point of contention is whether the House 
did what it did understandingly. 

Mr. KELLEY. No, sir; I understood the gentleman to be contend: 
ing that Mr. Smithmeyer was responsible for this extension of the work 
according to the whole plan. 

Mr. PAYSON. My friend does not seem yet toapprehend the point 
of contention. 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, Ido. You insist that while Mr. Smithmeyer 
proposed to put up a building which should be complete in itself and 
yet should constitute a part of a great building susceptible of enlarge- 
ment so as to cover the whole ground purchased by the Government, 
he said the building would house 3,000,000 volumes and would cost 
only about $3,600,000. Mr. Smithmeyer never said that the building 
would cost $3,600,000, or any other precise sum. 

Mr. PAYSON. But the chairman of the Library Committee, at 
that time Mr. Singleton, said that he said so. Ina speech a copy o! 
which I now hold in my hand Mr. Singleton stated that this estimat: 
was made by Mr. Smithmeyer, the architect; and upon that statement 
the House voted. The same statement was made repeatedly in the 
Senate. And Mr. Smithmeyer was in the galleries and about these cor- 
ridors; he visited members at their houses, as I happen to know, and 
he never disputed from that time until now what Mr. Singleton said 
he had stated. Mr. Singleton would go to anybody else for informa- 
tion; and the picture of the building, as designed by Mr. Smithmeyer, 
stood in this Hall for weeksin front of the Reporters’ desk. The state- 
ments made at that time by General Singleton were never contradicted 
by anybody. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Smithmeyerisanaccomplished and experienced 
architect, and has built many prominent buildings in Washington and 
other parts ofthecountry. Experience has taught him that it is impos- 
sible in a case of this kind to make a precise estimate; that a professiona| 
man should never stake his reputation on anything else than an ap- 




































i 


510,000,000? 




















Mr. KELLEY. He has never conceded that part of the b ‘Tr. CLEMENTS : \I 
which we propose to erect will require $10.000.000 ev a5 ) . 
Ir. PAYSON. But he has never d ed that the w } CANNO? Id ‘I ‘ 
l 7 
Tt ~ 
I sp t | iW 
‘ runted 1 on 
t Ho ‘ \ 
supposed 
4 + 1 
t { ~ i 
f ishing of th t ! t ‘ 
f WW 31 yt S } ‘ ‘ l ‘ 
I ; i 
l I osed buil gas stated, will « ‘ led t 3 i 
‘ of storage t is not de ed y i 
i \ gt to I t vdually Z t , : 
nda, and \ g rooms and ‘ ,Y i t I 
P cost is in the i coves of tl 1 lina ce arise 
e these mav be ed 1 successive € ¢ as nted for ' ‘ s 4 aa 
iditure of only $500,000 i rst y ib 1 On ) I . , t t 
si 00 the thir ‘ I e bu x for occupa f ( ‘ | ‘ ( ] } ! f 1 
ent for shelvi I 1 books, and ving spa for t g } + } . i 
( 
t add é es the « ve « . 
t s t < wh 1 Ly L$ ¥ i é é es t in el 1 i \ t | l 
4 ur ere ( « . t TI 
TY] ; } ; . hi 41,3 Tavs ‘ y tw é i 
Chere is the information upon w h this House 1 and yn 
» . . . <, : . : ; ( ( ] ¢ 
which Congress acted in the Forty-ninth Congre when 1 ut l 
. . : ; , “1 * ' t t 3 I 
the construction of this building, and, as will be seen by what V an Pp} 
read, it was the understandin he cost of the building s 
exceed $3,000,000. 7) ng int to let t f ro ba to the Senate 
Let me say the action of the commission and the conduct of t] t ich exp! I L é i and with 
1 . 1 } oO ‘ ‘ { ’ e ec t as of mem he 
under Mr. thmeyer up to this time, and the excavation fo c y I 1 from view m 
tire building, all go to show there was but one intention on the ] ( nO SEOOK tal t tO ES NOW CE , ae : OC gee sey 
Congress and those who have construed and executed the law i uld brin ‘ of an agre » repeal ynich 
that was it was to be an entire buildi t hau ‘ ga ung 
. . ‘ ‘ t . ; the ; Ca = 
Does the gentleman contend it is fair to the last Congr ‘ . view : 









the report which was submitted by the Committee on the ] ry, that | ' en who are { t ect such 2 ]} 1 would be a ; 
tl building was not to cost o1 3.000.000. and t t] ty « é I t ha ist as i 
was justified in proceeding to put up a building which would me to dispose Of 1t as We RAV" the short session next w 
$10,000,000? If the information upon which we acted was relia U1 irse i ha ra € to e1 na iual misunderstand 
then certainly there is no justification for exceeding the limit u lud A gu ut Known more about it t 


the law. If it is admitted the information was unreliable, th: I ‘ wever, t tenck upon a plan ° rr 





course, we are all at sea. eem Teasol { tt ta ing t 
[fit turns out that the information upon which we acted v YUU L : ’ 
liable and that the work is going be Congress and t a iy then he t I 
try understood it would cost, then it he stopped at o1 l FORNEY i t 
investigation should be had and another plan followed so that a t { I eem el enat t 
be able to say to the country what approximately the build ‘ PAYSO 
I do not iy that itis: essary for us to follow the ext 1 - LAKE py 7 
tions of the architect or act in accordance with the views AY c 
man from Pennsylvania {| Mr. KELLEY], and putup a building ¢ to 











in splendor with all the world for the purp of t ¢ 
books belor ging to the Library of the American Repu { i 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. What was to be the material of the 15U i t \ . 
terior of this building 

Mr. CLEMENT: L have Oo rr re @ al nec t 5 , , a 
the materia gs to be : 

Mr. WH , of Indiana Was i t to } ) I A} . 

1 I Ss. Marble, I think ‘ 

re the facts? There had been : xpendit f $58 I 
, and then there was an appropriation of $500 ito « , 

the work. At the meeting of this Congress $200,000 « 


had been expended, leaving a balance of money on | L fi 
pose of $300,000. Mr. FO y t 
Now, in conclusion, I will state a ! 

to repeat that the proposition on the part of the Co: t Ir. COB Ly f mm I 

priations us adopted by the House a few weeks ago a! f r | demand for the previous question embraces all of t 
discussion of the question than took place when the b din | orif it is only on the pe 
the Forty-ninth Congress, was to suspend the work, to i te i The SPI 
invite plans from eminent architects throughout the country, 
$10,000 was appropriated, and leave the matter open until t 


? 





ng proposition 
KER pi ) tempore, Only on the p nding yuest 
4 





aA 
or which Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask : 


1e begin- | If I understand the proposition of the gentleman from 


riliamentary on 


pa 


— 
u 
o 








3 
3 








-~ 4 AT SI DMAaATHAYK 
S174 CONGRESSIONAL 
that 1 { { ( ‘ co t< Lo here to ll 
pro ‘ . 

. t pr 
NM it t. of cou l pre W ye to ] 
1} ) { iupont estion 
) 1 IK 16 Ought i 
ad ‘ wccept a oposition from t 
1 propo: t 
A ellect of the 1 } the gentle: i 
| } ( vO ib to lett ) ( 
j I insti tio on 1 
ti! 
, ] I i them he Se 
‘ considera . at 
j ly; ad t ] Hi mre 
¢ 
2 ia d the ] ( on < i m 
‘ I >a po it ¢ r 
I] j I} ‘ wil é 
if 1 | l ‘ } ) l 
o! mn 1 Al L l I EY },& e ¢ 
fere ‘ House to go back an er with the « 3 on t 
I t te in this matter 
he previous question was ordered on the amendment. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I think the motion of the gent! 1 from 
ny Mr. PAYSON] contains more than that. Going back of it 1 
rey ‘feature of the old House proposition, and throwing aside all 
matters of detail in conference. Ido not wish to discuss the matte! 
FORNEY. You can vote it down. 
r. J QUHAR. Certainly; it can be voted down. 
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Ir. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Can not the proposition of the gentle- 
from Alabama be reported again‘? 
lhe proposition of Mr. ForNEy and the amendment offered by M 
, > ad in r 
r, CANNON itary step h can be 
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KELLEY stag 
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i PEAKER prot The Cl thinks it is in order 
Mr. KELLEY. It may be in order, but it is premat 
CANNON, I did not say that it was notin order. I said tl 
il iS ul ial. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Cl can not control that. 
juestion was put on the amendment of Mr. Payson, and the! 
ayes 12, noes 46. 
1e SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the ayes are 12, the 
e 46. The noes have it, and the amendment is rejected. T! 
tion now is on the motion of the gentleman from Alabama [M1 
I , , that the House insists upon its disagreement to the Senat 


dment and agrees to the conference asked for. 


lhe motion was agreed to. 
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COBB. Is this the section about the removal? 
FORNEY. Itis. 
r. BURNES. I make the motion that the House recede from 
rreement to the Senate amendment just report d. 
CANNON. What is the amendment? 
Che EAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the a1 
( l as follows 
1o0of Fd ut r¢ l to the I buildin 
a s ex y > I 
CANNON, I hope that it will not bo receded fri 


7 
Mr. BURNES. I make the motion in order to bring the question 





properly before the House; and I also desire to say that I am in favor 
t The Secretary of the Interior advises us that at this particu! 
time it would result in great inconvenience, and as his jud nt has 
alwavs been sound in these matters, I am in favor of receding 
Mr. CANNON I only want to say a word about it. Legislation 
Ww had in the last Congress which provided that there should be pl i 
in the Pension Office the Commissioner of Railroads and his office; the 


Commissioner of Education with his office, and the General Land Of- 
fice with all the records and the clerks. The gentleman from—— 
Mr. BURNES. And the pension agent. 
Mr. CANNON, And the pension agent besides. The gentleman 
who has led this House in connection with this legislation so far as it 
was concerned, now upon his sick-bed [Mr. RANDALL], I know gave 
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the records. And they wrote it in the shape of an absolute manda- 
| tory law that on or before the Ist day of next December all those offices 
| should be removed into that building. 
Now the Land Office has dropped out; if is not to go. The law is 
modified in that respect. The pension agent has been dropped out; he 
snot to go. ‘The law is modified in that respect. And now it is pro- 





posed to further modify the law so as to let the Commissioner of Educa- 
tion, with his small clerical force, continue to pay $6,000 a year rent in 
his present location. They say that he has important books and m 
rials for which he requires storage room. 

There is plenty of space for storage in the upper rooms, which ar 
not cecupied for anything else, and, so far as his clerical force is « 
cerned, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [| Mr. RANDALL] was clearly 
of the opinion, and I am of the opinion myself from what little exam- 
ination I have been able to give to the matter, that there is not only 
room for that clerical force, but for a very much larger one. I think 








the House ought to understand this matter. The law, even after it 
has been modified as I have stated, provides that the Commissioner of 
Education shall go there, and I think he ought to go. 
With all due respect to the Commissioner of Pensions and to the Se q 
ary of the Interior and all these executive officers—and I am not 
ng to abuse or blame any of them—with all due respect to them I 
that I have never yet found an executive officer in Washingt 
who was willing to yield up room when he once got control of it. 
the Forty-seventh Congress, when I had charge of the legislative bill, 
the Committee on Appropriations made a contest in which we had sey 
eral conferences with the Senate. The proposition was that we would 
take out of some nine different buildings—fire-traps—in different par 


of this city, and condemned buildings at that, the official records of t} 
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war and place them in the south and east wings of the State, War 
Navy Department building. 

They told us there they had not room, We went through that m 
nificent south wing of the building, containing, as nearly as I recollect 
100,000 square feet of office space, and there were fifty-one people « 
ployed there—they appeared to be lostinspace. We put on the 
ment providing that these valuable records should no longer be expos 
to fire, but should be deposited in that buildi 






g. The Senate said 
was a matterof administration, and the Secretary of the Navy object 
nd the Secretary of State objected, but we put in the south and ea 
wings of that building over five hundred clerks and these records, an 
then they did not take half the space that the fifty-one people had « 


S 





| cupied in the south wing. [Laughter.] I repeat, I never knew 








ex tive officer or a bur: au officer—and I suppose if I were one I wo 
1 just the same way—I never have seen one of them, Cabinet 
‘ , bureau officer, or executive officer of any kind, who was wil 
to yield space. They all want room. [Laughter 
Now, the judgment ot Congress has been deliberately expressed, « 
tallized into legislation, that all these offices should go to this build 
and after the law has been changed and modified as I have indi 
ig Severai of them to 1 n where they are, it oceurs to me 1 
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Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to explain to the House the 





| Situation. In 1887 we passed a law which required that— 
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in all this region can be worked at all. It is indispensable to the very 
existence of the miner, and the framers of this legislation, those who 


reported the act of 1878, which still stands on the statute-books, and 
for the violation of which these miners were arrested, when it came 
into this House from the Senate of the United States, accompanied it 
with a report which places upon it a construction entirely different 


from that of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. The Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands of this House must have placed the same 
construction upon it. The members of the two Houses of Congress 
who voted for it must have understood it the way the Senate Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands did. And whatdotheysay? I read from the 
report 

The committee, having carefully considered the subject of timber and timber 
lands, and after mature deliberation with a view of devising the best methods of 
preserving, cultivating, and disposing of the same, have come to the conclusion 
that a distinction should be made between such trees as grow upon the mount- 
ains in the mineral districts, and the forests of pine, oak, and other timber that 
grow in the more level portions of the country. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Phe SPEAKER pro tempo 
pend 

The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House, in obedience to its 
previous order, takes a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


r 


The gentleman from Nevada will sus- 


EVENING SESSION, 

The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o’clock p. m., was called to 
order by the Speaker pro tempore |Mr. BLOUNT ]. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the in- 
dulgence of the members present to permit me to call up this evening 
the bill (S. 2356) to provide a pension for Mrs. Adeline Couzins. | 
have had no reeognitions whatever during all of our meetings here to 
call upa bill. This is the first time that I have madea request in that 
direction. This lady was actually wounded on the field of battle while 
attending to our wounded soldiers. I simply ask recognition now to 
take up this bill befobre going into the Committee of the Whole, and 
put it upon its passage. 

Mr. RYAN. ‘There are other very meritorious bills, and I think we 
had better proceed in the regular order. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I hope the gentleman will not insist 
upon his objection to this bill. 

Mr. RYAN. I amnot objecting to the bill. Iam only insisting that 
we can get along a great deal better by proceeding in the regular way. 
RECOMMITMENT OF A BILL. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the bill (S. 2490) granting a pension to Nicholas T. Lawrence, 
be taken from the Committee of the Whole House and recommitted to 
the Committee on Pensions. I make this motion at the request of 
some of the members of the committee. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands there is objec- 
tion to the request of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have not risen to object to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, but I desire to give notice that after his request 
is disposed of I will make a motion that the recognitions this evening 
be accorded to the members present, as was done on last Friday; that 
is, that the roll be called in alphabetical order, to begin from where 
the call ended on the last evening. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. That was the motion the committee intended to 
make. 

Mr. PAYSON. After the disposal of the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri, I desire to submit that request. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. PAYSON. I make the motion I have indicated. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I move that the House do now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of bills under the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. DocKERry in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House for the consideration of bills under the special order. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee resume 
the call of the roll where we left off on last Friday night, and that each 
member as his name is reached be permitted to call up one bill. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Where did the call end before ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that the call ended with 
the name of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS]. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Then I object. 

Mr. RYAN. ‘Then let us have a vote on the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made, the Clerk will report the 
first bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. Ihope the gentleman from Missouri will 
withdraw his objection. 
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Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I shall not insist upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the objection as with- 
drawn; andif there be no further objection that order will be pursued 
this evening. 

There was no objection. 

MARGARET GRAY. 
Mr. POST. I callup for present consideration the bill (H. R. 11 


| granting a pension to Margaret Gray. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret Gray, mother of Wi 
S. Gray, deceased, late of Company G, Eleventh Illinois Cavalry. 

The report by (Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 

Margaret Gray is the mother of Wilson S. Gray, who enlisted in Company G 
Eleventh Regiment Illinois Cavalry, and was killed November 17, 1864, ; 
McDonough, Ga. Her claim for pension has been rejected by the Pension B 
reau on the ground that the soldier was not killed in the line of duty. 

The report of the Adjytant-General shows that the soldier was killed at 
time and place alleged by a pistol shot fired by a comrade, J. W. Todd, who wa 


| tried by a general court-martial for murder, and convicted of the crime 


It appears from the testimony produced before the court-martial that Gra 
on the day of the shooting received permission from the commanding o 





while on the march, to go from the road to forage. He was accompanied by J 
W. Todd and two or three others of the command. Todd had been drink 


and when the rest of the foragers wanted to return to the regiment he refused 
unless he would be furnished another drink. 

After he was given a drink he again refused to go to the camp, and whe 1 
his horse in the opposite direction. Gray and one Thomas Conner, anxious to 


have him return to camp safe, followed up and tried to persuade him to 
withthem. While Gray was close up to Todd the latter pulled his revolv« 
and shot at Gray, killing him almost instantly. It further appears from th 
evidence that up to that time Gray and Todd were intimate friends, and alway 
if possible, in each other's company. 

The captain of this company testifies that he detailed Gray to go out asa fo 
aging squad under a non-commissioned oflicer. While at a plantation J. W 


Todd, one of the party, got some kind of liquor and became crazy drunk, and 
would not leave the place with the others of the party. He was left, but fea 
ing that he might be picked up by the enemy, Gray returned, and while at- 


tempting to persuade him to return, he, Todd, pulled his revolver and shot G 
through the body. 

The captain further states that Gray was a splendid soldier, always reads 
duty, and never intoxicated. 

The claimant was dependent upon the son at time of hisenlistment. Shehas 
no income from any source except that derived from her own labor and the 
labor of the soldier's father, which is inadequate to a comfortable support be- 
cause of his physical disabilities which have existed for many years past. 

There is nothing in the evidence in the case, including the testimony take: 
before the court-martial in the trial of Todd, pointing towards any personal 
difficulty between the parties up to the time of the firing of the fatal shot, o 
any misconduct or provocation on the part of the murdered man, On the oth« 
hand, it is clearly shown that he was in the act of attempting to keep out of 
difficulty one who up to that time had been a friend. 

The committee are of the opinion that this old and dependent claimant should 
have the relief asked for, and therefore report favorably on the accompanyin 
bill and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recon 
mendation that it do pass. 
CHARLES HAHNEMAN. 


Mr. ROCKWELL. I call up the bill (H. R. 11021) to increase the 
pension of Charles Hahneman. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au 
thorized to increase the pension of Charles Hahneman, late a private in Cor 
pany C, Forty-first New York Volunteers,and pay him at the rate of $50 per 
month, in lieu of the pension now paid to him, 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
11021) to increase the pension of Charles Hahneman, have had the same under 
consideration, and beg leave to submit the following report : 

Charles Hahneman is now on the pension-roll at $24 per month for right i: 
guinal hernia under special act approved February 4, 1887. In addition to th 
unusual great disability he is a great sufferer from asthma, which, however 
not satisfactorily showu as chargeable to his military service, although its ex 
istence ever since discharge is clearly established. The hernia was incurred 
the service by being struck with a musket in the hands of a Confederate soldie: 

The increase to $24 by special act from $16 per maith previously allowed | 
the Pension Bureau was based upon the rating of the Albany, N. Y., med 
board on October 20, 1886. The disability has much increased since that dat 
but inasmuch as the special act fixed a rate for the pension the Pension Bureau 
is estopped from granting a pension for this increased disability. ! 

Pensioner has filed with your committee the aflidavits of three reput 
physicians who have given him careful examination, and who, in substa: 
make the following statement regarding the disability : 

“He has right inguinal hernia, descending into and distending the scrot 
toa great size. The circumference at the largest part is 17} inches,and at 
smaller part, close to the body,is 16} inches. The inguinal ring is 3 inches 
its largest diameter and 1 inch in its shortest diameter. The hernia can not 
entirely reduced, and constantly fills the scrotum, rendering him entirely h« 
less, The hernia totally disables him, and he has to be constantly waited ' 

The care of him is unusually laborious and wearing. For the pasttwo y: 
he has been unable to wear any truss; he can not sleep at night on accoun 
the asthma; the cough increases the size of the hernia; heart disease also ad 
to his deplorable condition.” 

A number of neighbors also testify to the pensioner’s helplessness and the n 
cessity of constant aid and attendance of another person. 

From all the evidence before your committee they are of opinion that | 
pension now paid Hahneman is entirely inadequate to the degree of disabi 
from his Army injury, and therefore return the bill with the recommendat 
that it do pass, amended, however, by striking out the word “fifty,’’ in lin: 
and inserting therein instead the words “forty-five.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this bill will be laid aside to 
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The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred 
granting a pension to Carl M. Schwantes, submit the followin 
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mended. 


[Senate Report No. 127 

The claimant under this bill enlisted August 27, 
5, 1865, when he was honorably discharged 
States, and mustered out under General Order No, 26 
On July 12, 1881, he made application for pension, 
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is not possible to use the stump or to attac h to itany artificial appliance, so th 
the disability is equal to an amputationabove the elbow-joint. Under existi! 


to hisenlistment. Thatstatementis corroborated by the affidavits of his brother 


s well, also, as by several of his comrades, who swear 
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and his acquaintances 
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C. H. St. John, special examiner, “ believes claim one of merit, and recom- 
mends submission for lung disease, resulting from typhoid fever 

C.W. Akey, spe ial examiner 

“The claimant seems to be a very worthy man, and tells a straight story and 
a very probable one, * * * and every person with whom I talked about his 
case fully sustains the evidence, * * * Ibelievethe case to be a worthy one, 
and recommend further examination.” 

©. E, Foot, special examiner: ‘The case seems to be meritorious as to dis- 
ease of lungs,’’ and recommends further examination. 

Your committee are of the opinion that lung disease asa result of typhoid 
fever is clearly established, and recommend the passage of the bill 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, and the House bill of similar title was ordered 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it lie on the 
table. 





ELLEN KELLY. 

Mr. LANE. Task unanimous consent to take up the bill (H. R. 4820) 
granting a pension to Ellen Kelly. This is a bill of Mr. SPRINGER, 
who being in the chair had not the opportunity to call it up when his 
name was reached. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and rejuired to place on the pension-roll the name of Ellen Kelly, 
widow of John Kelly, late a private in Company F of the Nineteenth Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and grant her a pension according to the provisions of the 
pension laws of the United States 

The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
4820) for the relief of Ellen Kelly, beg leave to report: 

The committee have considered the same and find, from the evidence in this 
case, that John Kelly, the husband of the complainant, enlisted August 10, 1862, 
in Company F, Nineteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteers,and was honorably 
discharged June 18, 1865, because of injuries received in the service, and he died 
of his injuries September 26, 1866. It appears from the evidence that the soldier 
was wounded in battle on two different occasions, and for which wounds he 
was receiving a pension at the time of his death. The claim of the widow for 
a pension was rejected by the Pension Department on the ground that the 
death of the soldier was not due to his military service. 

This is a case of disagreement among doctors. 

Alexander Moore testified that he knew the soldier; that he was inthe same 
rifle-pit when the soldier was wounded ; that the soldier came home by reason 
of his wounds and was greatiy disabled by said wounds; that the direct cause 
of the soldier’s death was the wounds so received in battle. 

Charles Murray, also a comrade of the soldier, testified to the same facts, and 
that the cause of death of the soldier was the wounds received in the service. 
Kose Murray testifies to the same facts, and this testimony is sustained by many 
other facts in the record, Dr. B.F. Stanly, of Springfield, Ill.,a physician of 
thirty-six years’ standing, on his oath states that he knew the soldier, and 
gives it as his *‘medical opinion” that the death of the soldier was caused by 
wounds received in the service. 

rhe testimony of Charles Ryan, the attending physician of the soldier, tends 
to support the testimony of Dr. Stanly, aforesaid. 

it is further in evidence that on one occasion, when the soldier was returning 
to his home from his company on a furlough, he was injured ina collision of his 
train on the Lafayette and Indianapolis Railroad, and in the opinion of R. W. 
©’ Ferral, M. D., this injury was the cause of his death. Dr. Stanly has filed a 
subsequent aflidavit in which he materially modifies his former statement in 
regard to the death of the soldier. Yet the fact remains that the soldier died 


receiving a pension at the time of his death, and the testimony fully shows that 
from the time he received these wounds he was in continued failing health, 
which would eventually result in death. 

Che injuries that it is claimed he received in the collision withthe train were 
received about two years prior to his death. Now, the committee in consider- 
ing the cause of death of the soldier would be required to take into consider- 
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Sixteenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteers, lost his left fore-arm in the ba 
of Antietam. At the first amputation a nerve was tied in with the ligatures 
as to cause excruciating pain, and in a year afterward a second operation 
determined upon, and the nerve was cut out for some distance above the ; 
of amputation. This operation, however, failedtogiveany relief, and,a 
by the medical evidence on file, the pensioner has since then suffered very gr 
pain on account of said wound, and is for a greater part of the time unable t 
take any exercise or do anything that tends to create heat without great 
ing 

Recognizing this aggravation of the loss of the arm, Congress passed a | 
which was approved July 5, 1884, increasing Jobes’s pension to $30 per 
the amount then provided by law for the amputation of an arm at or above 
elbow. Since that date the pension for the last-named disabilities has been 
creased to. $36, the amount asked for in the accompanying bill. As the ; 
sioner can not be further increased under the provisions of the general pens 
laws, and as with increasing age his condition becomes more serious, your con 
mittee, fully recognizing the propriety of the former action of Congress in 
creasing his pension beyond the rate fixed for uncomplicated amputations, 
port favorably on the bill, and recommend its passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 





ELIAS H. HALL. 

Mr. SHIVELY. My name was passed over as I could not find in the 
House the bill I desired to call up. I would now ask unanimous con- 
sent to call up the bill (H. R. 10224) granting a pension to Elias H. 
Hall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Elias H. Hall, 


| late a private in Company F,Seventy-third Regiment Indiana Volunteers, sub- 


ation all the injuries received by the soldier that might cause hisdeath. While | 


it is true that he was returning home on a furlough, which it is shown was 
granted for the purpose of permitting the soldier to go home in order to vote, 


there is also some testimony tending to show that the furlough was granted on | 
account of sickness, and that the soldier understood that the furlough was so | 


issued; but whether that is so or not, it is certain this furlough could prop- 
erly have been issued on the ground of sickness of the soldier, for testimony 
shows that the soldier was severely injured prior to the issuance of this furlough, 
and was then suffering from the same, and the committee think that the family 
of the soldier should not suffer because the furlough was issued on one ground 
and not on another; and if the furlough had been granted on the ground of 
sickness, upon which it could have been granted, then there would be no ques- 
tion but that all the injuries received by the soldier would be received in the 
line of duty, and such injuries having caused his death, the widow would be 
entitled to a pension. 

The committee therefore think that the injuries from which the soldier died 
were received in line of duty, and are the result of military service of the sol- 
dier, and therefore report the bill back with a recommendation that the bill do 


pass. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan (during the reading of the report). We 
know from whom this bill emanates, and I move that the further read- 
ing of the report be dispensed with. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think we had better have the report read. 

The reading of the report was concluded. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

RICHARD JOBES, 

Mr. VANCE. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 8748) to in- 
crease the pension of Richard Jobes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Richard Jobes, late of Company 
D, Sixteenth Regiment of Connecticut Volunteers, and to pay him a pension at 
the rate of $36 per month from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8748) to increase the pension of Richard Jobes, have had the same under consid- 
eration, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

The beneficiary named in the bill, while serving as corporal of Company D, 


| 


ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The report (by Mr. MATSON) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (1. R. 
10224) granting a pension to Elias H. Hall, have considered the same and now 
report: 

The claimant enlisted asa private in Company F, Seventy-third Regiment 
Indiana Volunteers, August J1, 1862, and was honorably discharged February 
1, 1863. He filed application for pension April 3, 1877, alleging that between 
Nashville and Gallatin, Tenn., in December, 1862, while marching by an engine 
some cinders gotinto his eyes, causing inflammation, which caused loss of sight 
of left eye and partial loss of sight of righteye. Subsequently he filed declara- 
tion alleging diarrhea and sunstroke. 

The claim was rejected for piles, diarrhea, and sunstroke on the ground of 
no record. The claim asto the eye trouble was rejected on claimant’s state- 
ment to special examiner that all his trouble in the service was a little cold, and 
the eye trouble for which the claim was undergoing special examination, says 
the Pension Bureau, *' creates a strong presumption against the present claim.”’ 
The evidence shows conclusively that the claimant’s eyes were sound prior to 
and at the time of enlistment. 

Matt Boyd, who was lieutenant of claimant’s company, and was present at 
the time the accident occurred, testifies that ‘ claimant got some cinders in his 
eye, causing loss of signt of left eye and partial loss of sight of right eye.”’ 

Regimental Surgeon Brenton testifies to treatment at that time for inflamma- 
tion of eyes, and, if recollection correct, was sent to convalescent camp at Gal- 
latin, Tenn. 

Samuel Barrett, a member of claimant’s company, who was with him at the 
time, says that— 

‘Some time in the month of December, 1852, near a place called Gallatin, 


; Lnfeonton & ial ° | Ter si . ’ » blew ir is eyes when i 1e line of duty. 
from injuries, and he received injuries in the service in battle for which he was | renn., cinders from a locomotive blew ia his eyes when in thel ) ' 


This I know by being with him at thetime, and took a handkerchief and wiped 
his eyes.”’ 
Lewis Lemert, a member of said company, testifies from personal observa- 
tion while in the service that *‘ he (claimant) sustained an injury to his eyes.’ . 
There is much other testimony as to the incurrence of the disability of claim- 
ant’s eyes, and as tothe continuance of said disability up to the present time 
After a caieful examination of the voluminous evidence in the case, we are of 
the opinion that the preponderance of the testimony is favorable to the claim- 
ant, and we therefore submit a favorable report, and recommend the passage of 
the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MRS. SHERIDAN. 


Mr. LYNCH. In the absence of Mr. MorRILL, who reported the 
bill, I ask unanimous consent—— 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no; regular order. Ba 

Mr. LYNCH. Let me finish. Totake up bill (H.R. 11113) grant- i 
ing a pension to Mrs. Sheridan, widow of the late General Sheridan. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The regular order is demanded. 


PHILLIP KOPPLIN. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 
2556) for the relief of Phillip Kopplin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Phillip Kopplin, late a private in 


Company A, First Regiment Missouri Cavalry Volunteers. 
The report (by Mr. WALKER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2566) for the relief of Phillip Kopplin, have had the same under consideration 
and submit the following report : 

Claimant enlisted August |, 186l,as a private in Company A, First Missouri 
Cavairy, and was discharged September 17, 184. In application filed Decem- 
ber 22, 1885, he alleges that while in line of duty, at Black Water Creek, M 
souri, about December, 1861, he incurred hernia of right side by being thrown 
forward upon the pommel of his saddle while his horse was jumping sai 
creek. The claim was rejected on the ground of no record and insufficiency of 
testimony. 

Prior to cnlistmentthe claimant’s soundness and freedom from hernia is fully 

roven. 

- Louis Koib, who wasa private and corporal in claimant’s company, says: 

“That claimant became disabled by being thrown on the pommel of his saé 
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r servic she was most ntiring in her effortst sid Mrs. ] S 
k and wounded men, and took care of them as if t were : 
She s am wnas “ Aunt Lizz ( 4 ; Sa aaa 
»f tl men wl were nursed back to life by her neve of he j and tha 
; {. Horton i 
b s not onl; skillful rse, but 1 fully as hely t gs ed vy of ( j 
her cheerful and hope nne d by s gt . Oo . » be 4 
la itior She sacrif d her « omfort, f t her A ) M 
I g of her ser e to the to secure that of the disabied soldiers er ' ce re to ‘ uke art t 
efforts in their b lf were never relaxed unt ill had been done that poss ‘f 
P could be done, o1 tilshe was obliged to cease work from pliysica x ” , \ 
Thousands of i who were able to return to their homes or to: il t 3 I 5 i y I ‘ the is 
. place 3 in the ve i their ves to her d vot mn No i ‘ 4 seu . € 
In Jur 1865, she returned to Peoria, L1l., and immediately upon be ¥ re ‘ cap iof ¢ y j ) 
from duty and ft 1 the responsibilities she had borne, was taken sick and per mol 
months was confined to her room, completely w n out by hard service at she was opped said nsic rolis 
j hospitals t. 18 f tl easc of subseq t ur Pi - 
Though her health was never fully restored she has devoted herself That said ‘ ent rriage sb i 4 i 
b santly to works f char ty up to the prese é i oes a tr v v1 i { ~ 8 
unfortunate and distressed, notwit! anding advanced age,.d of which aid « > is h i rwa i i ) 
F In view ofthe facts of this case the mt tee recommend it said 
a amen out all after the second ot said | id inser g t t lers 1 now plies » the 4 
p ollowing eu thereol! i ed S a i r i ot the i { 43 
“ That the Secretary ofthe Interior be,and |! hereby, a orized ‘ 
rect o place upon the pens ‘ 1 ct to the provis sand t ACHI SL ATO 
a of the pens i laws, the name za N. Ail late nurse of Sixth Reg fo the Hon. Comm ‘ oF Pt 
F of Illinois Cavairy Volunteers, and pay hera pension of $25 per month | j ( 
ind that said as amended do pass 
aie 2 ST ( ALAI Mor vf 
Che amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was la fore me, W ergs, register 
aside to be eporte to tl House with the recommendation t tit do | pe ally appeared Ract 5S. Hort WW t gd 
pass depose i say that the facts hereinbefore related 
4 arRc ‘ OT ~ ‘ s s ) tion rt r ~ i ste at t - 
a4 she : a { | States and I « [ ts slieé 
4 Mr. WHEELER I call up the bill (H. R. 8) to restore Mrs. R. S. | ™ oe atc : f ; Mf 
7 Horton upon the pension-roll. (ho oe WM 
The } ll was read, as I yl] ws t ry tee f i that t » 
. Be it enacted, et That the Secretary of t Interior be, and is h 5 tored I s 4 ecte ! 
powered and directed to replace or restore Mrs. R. 8. Horton, widow of Capt ound that t cohabitation of the seco \ < 
P William H. Seat t f Company D, Twenty xth Ohio V« iteers, upo! 1enterta ng the propos n 
E the pension-roll A r carefu i partial « ration ofall t s 
; Ihe report (by Mr. HuNtTER) was read, as follows case, the committee are cl« Ae a3 oe 
‘ said R. S. Horton from her second husband . i 
r The Committee on Invalid Pen: ns, t wh 1 was referred t} . effect of rest« i her to the position she wasint ¢ ‘ 
to restore Mrs. RK. S. Horton to the pension-rolls, have careful i was contra and that. while the strict istruct i 
considered the same andthe papers c ted therewith, and > tion of the laws which very proper!; rin in the i ¢ 
posed beneficiary of‘the bill the said R.S. Horton, was law ito | the action of said office in refus ig t » restore the said Mr Ls 
Capt. William H. Seaton, wi was enrolled as captain of (« sion-rolls, she is, in equity, « ed tos 1 rest t 
Twenty-sixth Ohio Volunteer Infa: the § v of J e, 1861 awful divorce, and the committee therefor el t the r 
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4 hovorably discharged from the service on the 6th day of Decem nt, with the recommendation that it do pass 
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The Cle proceeded to 1 the following repor 
( v} was I lt 11! 
4 t t ‘ Henry A.R 
foul en t e Constit t Ur States, rey ‘ 

Th ¢ ! { re imend t e passage of this bill 

Henry A. I 1 san officer in the Navy of the United St and after- 
War cr d service as an officer in the navy of the Confederate States, H« 
‘ ( ess to remove the political disabilities imposed upon him by the 
fo ; it 

Mr. ALLEN, of higan (befor g of the report was con- 

Il ask that the further reading of that report be dispensed 
vitl } ‘ ts to the removal of these disabilities. 

By u consent, the further reading of the report was « 
pensed w 

1.59 1 1 1 
l aside to be reported to the House with the 
I it that 1t do pass 
MATILDA SI 

Mi ILLIAMS. I ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
10106) to place the name of Matilda Spangler on the pension-roll. 

The bill wasread, as follows: 

Be ¢ i, efc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limit oO of the pension laws, the name of Matilda Spangier, widow of 
John E, Spa er, deceased, late a private in Michigan Battery, Captain Lam- 
I I i ing 

The report (by Mr. YopDER) was-read, as follows: 

John E. Spangier, late private of Captain Lamphier’s battery Michigar 

nte s, enlisted January 17, 1862, and died in the hospital at Louisville, 

the service, May 6, 18 of typhoid fever. John Spangler was married 



























t I la Anderson Sept 1860, which is proved by copy of the record 
of: ves lla ock County, Ohio he applied for’pension in the Pension 
Department, which was granted October 23, 1872; was dropped from the pen- 
re J 1, 1877, by reason of remarriage 
Ky her own affidavit and those of other creditable witnesses, which are made 
and appear this report, your committee are satisfied that the marriage was 
contracted throu misrepresentation and fraud. On October 22, 1872, she mar- 
ried Michae! Zellers, whotold her immediately after said marri >that he mar- 
ried her to cut herout of her pension ; her brother had done some business 
for } 1, had charged him too much robbed him, that he was bound to 
eteven wi him, and that immedi after said marriage said Zellers was 
i of ex < ty and gross n ct of duty towards her; that she was 
f ‘ | with him, and said marriage contract only lasted three 
months, w she] cured a divorce, ar h Michael Zellers soon er mar 
ried anot! woman, and that she has never been remarried since and is unmar- 
ried 
Michael Z s had put all his property out of reach of law, which deprived 
her of and left her destitute, She is now old and entirely destitute, 
i : without any means of support. 
ecedents are numerous where pensions have been allowed by special 
t of ¢ where the forn aud died in the service, and your 
< ‘ investis y considering the evider here- 
w tted and all the cir mstar mnected with t ‘ ve 
tot t ustice « l se Shall ber < her I 
pei t refore re mr of tl bi 
‘ < < , Ha Cor 
! lersigned, a notary cin lfor said inty, pers 





) pu 

i ia Spangier, who, being first dulysworn, says: That sl 
liancock County, Ohio; that her is forty-four yea 

s the widow of John E. Spangler, 10 Was a private in 

lichigan) battery during the war of 1861 and 1862, and whi 

died at Louisville, Ky., on May 6, A. D..1862; that on ac 

vices of the said John IE. Sy} iwler she, as the widow 


pensioned about September, 1864, at the rate of $8 
' 















} 





ng with said John E. Spangler there was born to th 
who is now married, and with whom afliant now liv« 
rcumstances, said affiant is obliged, a very 
< ! i to earn her living by her own work d 
i 1 of per month from 1864 to October 22, 15 : was 
ito one Michael Zeller, and her pension at that date, to wit, October 22 
wentto herdaughter until said daughter was sixteen years old, which was 
July 3 ‘7, er which no pension was reveived, 
A fl t says that after said marriage with Michael Zeller, he, said Zeller, told 
he ‘ tely after said marriage that he married her to cut her out of her 


nsion in order to spite affiant’s brother, W.H. Anderson, who is a lawyer. 
fiant says that said Zeller told said affiant immediately after said marriage 





tha rother had done some business for him,and had charged him too 
much; said had robbed him,and he was bound to get even with him; and 





int says immediately after said marriage that Zeller was guilty of extreme 
and gross negiect of duty,and his conduct toward her was 

1 that it was dangerous to live with him; that she only lived with him three 
months; he said be had accomplished his purpose, cut her out of her pension, 
1er,and that her brother might now support her, and 
other terrible treatment, 

Affiant only lived with him three months and then brought suit for divorce, 
to which ; said Zeller put in noanswer or no appearance, and 
on the 28th day of May, 1873, in Findlay, Hancock County, Ohio, she was di 
voreed from him, and had her name changed back to Matilda Spangler by de- 
cree of the court his occurred about seven months after marriage. 

This Michael Zeller shortly married another woman near Bluffton, Allen 








foteven with her bi 


rot yn for divorce 











County, Ohio, and shortly alter died. Affiant has never been married since, 
and is now, assaid before,an unmarried woman. Affliant further says that im- 
modiately after said marriage to said Zeller he put what little property he had 
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his r ‘ sad } 
qua iwith ail el i Lee ihe - i 
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Before n t dersigned, a notary } ] 1 for said county, person- 
cam lary | , being first duly s ru, says she is the sister of 
Matilda Spangler, wid n E. Spangler, who wasa private in Captain 
Lamphier's (Michigan and who died while in the Army, at Louisville, 
J May 6, 18 iys she is a widow and resides in Findlay, Han- 
‘ inty, ¢ ne i fifty-six years; that her circumstances are su 





at she is not able to take care of her sister, Matilda Spangler; that Mat 











Spangler drew a pension of $& per month from time of her husband’s dea 

til from May 6, 1862,to October 22, 1872, at which time she was mar t 
Michael Zeller; that she lived or tried to live with him about three o1 

nd on account of his treatment toward her was obliged to separate, and in 





ige obtained a divorce from him. 

» of her sister to said Zelle 
elly, and said Zeller 

arried her. He had gx 


it seven morths after 
nt says that immed 7 
affiant asked Zeller why he tre d hers 
marked he never expected to live with | 











even with Bill (meaning my brother, W. H. Anderson) and he might take ca 
and he married her to « 





ofher. He said my brother had swindled him onc 
her out of her pension 4 re of her. He said a gr 
many other things about her and my brother which I can not now recollect 
Affiant says her sister was never married afterward, and now is an unmarried 
woman; that she is poor in health and « neces, and while she 
with her daughter has to work for her support Affiant says she thinks t) 

ht certainly to be restored to her pension out of which she was 





ther might tak 











her sister ou 


defrauded. 





MARY ULLERY. 








Sworn to and subscribed before 1 l my pres » this 25th« ‘ 
1888. 

SEAI ORM A, BALLARD 
STATE OF O I ( 

Before me, the undersigned,a notary public in and for said county, pe : 
ally came William H. And who, being firs , rn, says: That] 





hn E. Span 


acquainted, w 


the brother of Matilda Spa who is the wi 


said John E, Spangler, with wh 



















in Captain Lamphier’s (Michiga therebellion. Afi 

in the city of Findlay, Hancock Cor hio, is fifty-one years old, a 
we profession. That shortly arriage of my sister, itilda 
Spangler, to Michael Zeller, in eto y office and counseled 
me in reference to his former wi said Ze being a widower at 
time of his marriag »>my sister, Matilda Spangler. I charged him for couns« 
and he paid it, but said he would geteven with me for same before he died. H 


ch him. He at onetime followed me 





was an eccentric fellow and I had to w 
and drew a hatchet on me; of course I retreated. The marriage to my sister 
was unknown to me until it was afterward consummated. After his marr 


















he told me he had got even with me, that he had succeeded in cutting my 
out of her pension. He wa uilty of extreme cruc 1d failed to prov 
her, and damned me tog >a divorce (which I did), 
he Was receiving $5 per month as i sion, asthe widow of John E, Spar 
who served his country from some time in 1861 to 1862,and died in the serv 
rhich she was receiving pension that tl ‘ tric man, by his f: 
ticed on her, only lived with her three months, and stopped her pensio 
Affiant says it isa wrong th 1 his « 1ion aS an attorney,ought by ( 




















gress to be righted by bill to restore 1 » pe oll 
Affiant says his sa i san un rried as never married sin 
divorced m said Ze . Thats) 3 poor edy l anxious that Cong 
will take fa able actionin hercase. 0 rse I could detail further, but d 
it unnecessary 
W. H. ANDERSO? 
Sworn toands ed | > me my presence this 25th day of 
A. D. 188 
Al ORM A, I LAI 
Notary Pu 
P.S.—For her cl r and standir 1 commu refer to Hor 
W lat H Geor Ie j j : S. Yoder, « puse of Re 





Che bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the re 





Mr. WISE. 
Calvert Truxtun. 
Che bill was read, as follows: 


Be it¢ ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
ed and directed to place 1 the pensic subject to the provisi 
it the pension laws, the nan of Mary Calvert Truxtun, wi« Ww 
e late Commodore William T. Trux , of the United States Navy,a 


her a pension at the rate of $50 per month; said pension to be in lieu 
present pension. 

Mr. CHEADLE. In order to save time, I ask that this bill go ove1 
be considered along with the bill which has already been postponed t 
evening. 

Mr. WISE. What is the gentleman’s objection to this bill? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object to all these cases where it is proposed to 
pension persons at a greater rate than that authorized by law. 

Mr. WISE. Have you read the report? 














NON, 
IE mw 


rHAM. 
ve our bills considered. 
Mr. CANNON. Why 
man from Alaba 
Mr. WHEELER. 


ever: 
Mr. B 
yama ? 

BETSEY \ 


Mr. YODER called up the bill (S. 28: 
pension to Betsey A. Mower. 
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ISSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


a 9 
Avaust 31, 
SHADRACK W. BROWN. 


Mr. BACON called up the bill (H. R. 8993) for the relief of Shad 
W. Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 





Be it enacted, etc., Tiiat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is he 
and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the p1 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Shadrack W. Brown, laté ( 
pany D, One hundred and seventy-sixth Regiment New York Voluntes 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 





Insert after the word “ volunteers,” in line 7, the words “at the rate of $ 
onth, 
rhe report (by Mr. Cu1pMAN) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to w n was referred the 1(H. R 
for the relief of Shadrack W. Brown, having carefully exa ned into t 
same, do respectfully report 
Phat the said Brown was duly enlisted and mustered into the service of 




















United States as a private in Company D, One hundred and seventy-sixth New 
York Volur in October, 1862, and was honorably discharged November, 
i863, at the expiration of his term of service; that he was captured at Brashear 
City, La., in May, iS 3, when his company wasin action, and was paroled and re- 
storedto duty in August, 1863, and continued to serve until he was discharged 

rhe claimant testifies that at Bonnet Carre. La., on October 15, 1863, w le at 
target practice under orders from his officer, he was injured by a piece ofa cap 
which struck him in the left eye 

This statement is corroborated by the lavits of several of his « rade 
who were present when the accident o¢ l. The statements of members 
his family and reliable neighbors show that he had no imperfection of vision 
the time ofhis enlistment, andthatimmediately upon his return and uniform] 
thereafter and for mg ny years before he applic 1 for his pension, he stated that 
ie had escaped injury in the war except from apiece ofa cap striking himint 
eve, which had impaired his sight Lhis injury resulted in the loss of the sig 
of his left eye shortly after his return, and later on in the loss of the sight of his 
right eye Iie is now and has been for years entirely blind, and is poor and 
dependent upon relations and friends for his support. 

llis case was rejected at the Pension Office because there was no record of 
the accident in the War Department, and because the commanding officers ot 
hiscompany do not remember the accident Che report of the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral shows that his company and regimental record are not on file for October, 

| 1565, 

rhe medical examiners and medical referees report himas totally blind. T 

disease which occasioned this b Iness is state »y them to be traumatic cat 


| faithfully endeavored to support himself and his 


| report tne 


j « P the ‘ ar \ re 
‘ ad: t { dead lie has « loutar serabie ¢ st 
‘ i i be tak ym him snow a 
« t bi iti 
I ‘ pre ited by this record is the dependence of the father 
on t for support It is it material nowto kr vy whether or 
' t n the fatl ws depending o soldier for 
‘ ' t ence »won file t thes r 
i 1 a » him f {, a i 3 
} i } t 4 , t € « u 
t ; 
There |} no objection, the bill wv laid le to be reported to 
t lt h the recommendation that it do p 
i CY W GOR 
AJ fM } in, calle up the bill (H. R. 10256) to place 
{ ‘ Wagor, of H Mich., on the p ion-rol] 
i ii¢ read s folio 
é Phat t secretary of the Inter be, and is hereby, author 
lto] { im f Lucy Wazgor, of Hillsdale, Mich,, mother of Martin 
1, late of Company I, First Michigan 8S 1ooters, on t pei 
t to the provisions and limitations of the pension 1 
Che report (by Mr. CHIPpMAN) was read, as follows 
Che ¢ 1ittee on Inv: i Pensions, to whom was erred tl bill (AH. R. 
] %}) to place the name of Lucy Wagor, of Hillsdale, Mich., on t pension- 
I i nder consideration, and beg leave to subm the fol 
I t 
| VV r the mother of Martin W or, who en ted in ¢ mpany 
] t Regiment Michigan Sharpshooters, November 15, 1862, promoted to 
ond lieutenant of same company June 3, 1863, and was killed in batt 
Petersbur Va., June 25, 1564 
lier iim r pension has been rejected because the soldier left surviving him 
‘ 10 is entitled to and did receive a pension until her remarriage 
) ars subsequent to the soldier's death. 
I soldier left no minor child surviving him,and therefore all pensions on 
int of his death ceased with the widow’s remarriage. 
Che evidence shows that upon the death of his father the soldier had the care 
of the timant and her other children, and continued this charge r his mar 
ita year before his enlistment, After his marriage the claimant! con- 
with him, and ever thereafter until his death received her sup; 
inhim. She has no income, and is therefore dependent upon others for sup- 
I t iier age 18 now seventy-five. 
Congress has on many occasions granted relief to the old and dependent par- | 
ents of soldiers who are excluded from the provisions of the pension laws by 
i of the son’s marriage, and believing from the evidence before us that 
isa whiv meritorious case, entitled to favorable consideration, your com- 
Inittee re rn the bill with the recommendation that it do pass, amended, how- 
ever, by str y outallafterthe word “late,” in line 5,and inserting therein in 
ead the words “second lieutenant Company F, First Regiment Michigan 
Sharpshooters, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 
The amendment of the committee was agreed to; and the bill as 


1ended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
MARY HOOPER. 
Ir. ANDERSON, of Iowa, called up the bill (H. R. 10504) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Hooper. 
he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand limit- 
ations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Hooper, widow of the late Isaac 
looper, lieutenant Company I, Lighty-fourth Pennsylvania Volunteers, 

The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 

rhe Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1 i) granting a pension to Mary Hooper, submit the following report 

Mary Hooper is the wife of Isaac Hooper, late first lieutenant of Company I, 
Righty-fourth Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry. Isaac Hooper was mustered 
into service December 7, 1361, and resigned or was discharged February 28, 1862. 
Ile tiled his application for invalid pension April 3, 1871, but died before it was 
completed. He died January 17, 1884. The widow filed her application for 
pension November 17, 1887. Isaac Hooper was discharged from service for 
chronic rheumatism and pulmonary consumption, from which he suffered for 

he past four months, as stated in his discharge 

Claimant alleges that he contracted typhotd fever in the service; that it was 
followed by weakness and numbness in his limbs, which continued to increase 
until his right leg has become almost useless. The fact that the disease was 
incurred in the Army and in line of duty has not been controverted. The claim 
has been specially examined and the reports of special examiners are on file, 
and was finally submitted to the board of reviewers, and was rejected on the 
ground of alleged cowardice. Itappears from the evidence on file that the com- 
mand was -uddenly attacked and tired upon by our own troops in the night. 
The sudden attack caused a stampede among the men, and that this officer 
jumped into the water and made his way to a small island in the river, where 
he remained all night, and it is claimed contracted the disease of which he af- 
terwards died, 

Che evidence of prior soundness, of the contraction of the disease in the Army 
from which he died, and in the service, is not disputed. The case was rejected 
solely on the ground that because this soldier, who had only been in service a 
short time, and whose men were raw recruits and had never been under fire, 
were suddenly fired upon in the night-time by our own men, his men were 
stam peded and became demoralized, not knowing where the fire came from or 
what forces they had to oppose, and among the rest this lieutenant attempted 
to save hrs life by jumping in the water and makjng his way to the island. 

That he suffered from the disease he contracted in the Army, subsequently 
and constantly, is not denied, and that his death was caused by the disease con- 
tracted in the Army is plainly shown. That there was a great deal of doubt 
existing with regard to the justice of this claim by the board ot reviewers is 
evident by the voluminous testimony and three or four special examinations 
that have been made on the case, and it is, to say the least, a grave doubt, as it 
is expressed by a majority of those who have examined into the case, both 
special examiners and reviewers, as to the justice of rejecting the claim. 

After adue investigation of the evidence on file your committee have come to 





ract, not senile or congenital cataract. This establishes that the cataract wa 
the result of a direct injury of such a kind as he testifies to. The claimant ha 
always been estimated by his neighbors as a hard-working, truthful man w 

l family by his own labor 

Your committee are satisfied that he is entitled to a pension, as asked, a 


vill back with the recommendation that it do pass, amended, ho 
ever, by inserting after the word “ volunteer in line 7, the words ‘‘atthe rat 
of $40 per month,” 

Mr. BACON  Laskthat that amendment be disagreed to, as I am 
satisfied it is a clerical error both in the bill and in the report. The 
bill provides that the man shall be placed on the pension-roijl subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, and I do not s 
why «ic should be required to take any less. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. This report was made by me, and I am somewhat 
surprised at the conclusion of it. Ithink the amendment ought not 
to be adopted, but that the man should be remitted to the provisions 








| and limitations of the pension laws. 





the conclusion that this is a case of merit and that the widow is entitled to a | 


pension, and recommend the passage of the bill. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN, ‘The report states this man is totally blind, and 
under the Jaw he wou'd be entitled to a larger pension. 

Mr. BACON. I do not know whethertoa larger or smaller pension, 
but it is evidently a clerical error. It is not in the same handwriting 
with the bill, and has evidently goiten in there by mistake. The gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN] is of the opinion that it is a 
clerical error. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

IRENE RUCKER SHERIDAN. 

Mr. BINGHAM called up the bill (H. R. 11113) granting a pension 
to Irene Rucker Sheridan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, author 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Irene Rucker Sheridan, widow of the 
late Philip H. Sheridan, General of the United States Army, and to pay hera 
pension, from the passage of this act, at the rate of $3,500 per annum, 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out ‘* $5,000” and insert ‘* $3,500.” 

Mr. CHEADLE, I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of the h 
valid Pensions Committee whether or not the claim of Mrs. Sheridan 
has been sent to the Pension Office and rejected ? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Of course not. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I shall object to the consideration of this bill to 
night; and I object to it especially for this reason, that two weeks ago 
I called upa bill in this House which had been considered by the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. It was reported adversely because o! 
the fact that the claimant had not gone to the Pension Department, 
when the pensioner showed by his aflidavit that the injury occurred 
when he was alone and that it was physically impossible to obtain the 
legal status that was required in the Department. ‘The House refused 
to grant that old veteran—more than seventy-two years of age—-a pen- 
sion. Now, I want to know whether in this Congress there shall be 
one rule established for the poor and another and different one for the 
rich; whether the humble pensioners in this country are to have one 


: 
: 
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rul y Vv t r pensions are to be granted and the rich it é Mr. CHIPMA t 
: high in Li lit ) 1no ind di rent one? t 
Mi Hi I I I i ) s S »> en rinto anv : 1 ¢ \ 
E ( roversy Lihe gentle 1from ind 4as tothis cla 
node 1 é i st ite of co s he ily W that ( yy Ss : \) 
sider t i l r » has d 1 1 wount ‘ l 
dis contra i in l of duty in the s¢ t 
. Stat irst its rejection under the pro forma rules of the I 3. 
Office, and after the party has fully complied with the pen L \ Mr. CHEA I 
That is where the claim has been rejected. ence ol l 
: [am not familiar 2987 Ae Lp yos ars of this case to that extent as | with a reasonable 1 te 
2 to be able to determine tha all 1 cts th neral prin é rid l it w 
E: | ] 09 omen a sia aiaelall Gants and that the | pension legis 
: ral hatha have On ly complied with the statu Mr. BINGHAS 
l liar to all of those who are | this evening? 
r the rejection of the r. CHEA 
f by the Depart: é i ] [ M INGHAS 
E lieve that to be the « eh » M Url ADL! 
[ have no remark or reflection to make upon the case the gentle : . BINGHAM 
from Indiana cites I have « to stat it tl ur t ) 
7 { i Co t that all the requirements of the statute ‘ 
been complied with, and that it is before the House to-night « ! ite % 
an Iment to grant to the widow of the distinguished soldier the pen- | f 1 min 
named. I trust the gentleman will make no objection to t Mr, COD 
ill 
| CHAI [AN he Chair understands that under t \ ) 
1 th evening it is the pri ege of each me I vw ) 
I : called, to ask for the consid tion vb he o1 ( I 
tion is u i th tion to adopt t imendment 1 m led } BINGHAS 
committe M <I LGO l 
5 Mr. CHEAI I feel co d to object to the bill, u 
: quorum act pon it I } ’ hat if l 1 this trib et S 
th peopit th ( irt ol j , aS the gentieman irom l y ( 
syivania terms 1f, to estab r¢ e rule to govern us and by w I e CHATRMA® ‘ 
we are to grant pension the widows of the musket-carriers { BINGHAM Ist pos t 
other and different rule to the widows of the oflicers of 1 ! tion in connect th t As | 
Army and the officers of the volunteer Army, then I want to uestion for pl that 
and to know it right here and now. o a full House i I ir 
There never was a greater outrage perpetrated in the history of 1 purpose is to re t der : 
lation by the American Congress than when this ~ ise of Representa that reason I ] t 
tives refused to grant a pension to Jos 1 = McConnell, who r because we neve 
have been at least forty-five years of age ir 61 eon he enlisted i the pur] 
t the Fifteenth Indiana Regiment at the very sation ak of the re ue ol Mr. KILGORI 1 
and incurred a disability when he was alone, and he set forth facts | understanding tl 
in an affidavit, his character being certified to by the otis of zens Phe CHAIRMAN Phe et 
in the county in which he lives, and I stated here under the solemnity | tion. Objection has |] ‘ 
of the oath, administered to me in that area, that I had been acquainted | gentl n from Per ‘ 
with him since 1862; that he was a man of the very highest integrity Mr. ¢ ANNON, inders £ ‘ 
and personal character, and the H e denied the right that he claimed | gentleman from Pennsy nia ee that ) t 
and that he had a right to claim, to cure the defect in his testimony House, but that the ger 
and send him to the Pension Office to be pensioned according to his | to beat the bill and ea po ) 
oe at the rate fixed by the general law. 1 repeat, therefore nsidered here t rh 
a that if there is in this country one system of procedure to be applied in from Texas « res to tak 
: to offic ers of high grade and another and different one to be applied to | stand there is no quorum present. 
those who carried the musket, I want to know it. Mr. WISE. If the gent nv v al ter 
: Mr. Chairman, in this country we claim that equality before the law | stand the gent! in from Ind a ti da 
is the birthright and inheritance of all our citizens. If this rule ot Mr. CANNON He willing \ vO 
; class legislation is to apply and if we shall have another and a d Mr. BURNES. So 
f ent rule for men in whatever rank or grade in the service, then | s Mr. CANNON If the ox ‘ 17 
; clearly and definitely settle that question now. that—— 


; Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Why can not you call up the bill to Mr. BINGHAM 
P which you refer and pass it now? dicate any time ab 1e, 





i 
cs Mr. CHEADLE. Because the House rejected it upon the request | considered ? 
: of a gentleman who is now a candidate for the office of governor of Mr. KILGO 
the State of Indiana. Mr. BINGHAM I 1 t 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Let me ask the gentleman if he thinks he reme ther morning that tle 
dies that wrong by objecting in this case? tion. I want the utter to got { 
Mr. CHEADLE. I say this, sir, that if there is one rule by which | tleman will! noto 
we are to judge of the pensionable qualifications of one citizen and an- | of this body. - 
other rule for another citizen, I ask this House to establish that rul Mr. KILGORI T cislation t 
now. Let us, and let the country, know what it is. I want to s that it can not pul 
that it was not the major-generals, nor the brigadier-generals, nor 1 the bill prefers to su 
colonels, nor the captains that saved this country in the tim [ will employ all the meth | 
trouble. It was the musket-carriers, the men of the musket i | rules to defeat it to-night Iw a t 
knapsacks, who did the work. t to the House to be i 


Mr. CHIPMAN. [rise to a question of order. Mr. CHIPMAN. ! 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. that it retain its p 

E Mr. CHIPMAN. What is before the committee? The g ema Mr. KILGO 

F has objected to the consideration of the bill. ive it just as 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understan que I eMA 

the committee is the motion that the bill be laid a r Mr. KILGORE. 7 I have no 

favorably to the House, the first question being on the ent Mir. BINGHAM [ ar tly I 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Is that the pending motion? The CHAIRMA? he gentler M 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. that this bill be 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Does the five-minute rule apply lis case 7 he 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not. it is so order 
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M KILLA i nderstand re] to 
f vt i I ‘ Ind iil y r ol i* VJ 
Dt VRIDGI ( ent i ¢ 
I KI iad My rr ) on ist % the V 
in 1840 
] i { ( rN 
Wi hie 18 not lam 4 ithe il oO le CC l 
try. 
M CA UTH I do not k w tn I l ‘ the ge man irom 
l ect LO this I ] 3 ¢ man, » 2 ) upon l 
‘ ol grave, very aged and decrepit, served the country in t 
rida ul 1¢ report of the committee shows that fac t 
we have given pensions to those who carried the flag of their country 
re war of the llion and in the war with Mexico, why 
al oO 1 so 1ler WHO se! it tl Si id 
i charity in his old age is: ( yt - 
Sta i kno ul nan i I have known hi n t ] I V 
] co I know that as an act of charity he deserves this pen- 
Gi D l ves it for his servi to the country. 
Now, t port shows that this case has been 1 larly th igh 1 
Pe ( i ‘ ) it wa His « 3 
pay : rht n vby the ge eman { : oe 8 ymuld i 
t ne can not unde i I ask the re y 
sl 1 be ion to1 this poor old 1 } 
Mr. KILAG I I take it, Mr. rman, 1 t ‘ i 
‘ of orde 
Che ¢ AIRMAN It is no The bill is bef the comm for 
( rat 
LLLGO [ say if the soldiers who s¢ I \ d 
i the Vv rs yious to the iate Vy deserve a } } ) e « it to 
} i ne to i of them \ few men oug not to be 
§ ed out { i tot l bv be- 
‘ l ‘ 1 sa zt va >» di 184 t 














i i } ing to et wn i } 
tha i st j and el thirt Lau r 

\ KiLGOK! iv l pon y ection, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky As I understand the facts I 
do 1 to t p the time of the Hou [ know nothing spe- 
< y \ { too dvanta ol my me ry called to 
ad >a cou y to colleague w » 1S V l 1 tn rest ¢ 
] i ts | think if my friend from T< 3 will think a mo 
me e W see that this is a just claim | 

i KILGORE, Let it go over for tl >p sent, and I will look into 
tI 4 

Mr. BRECK IDGE, of Ke ( lhe fa ‘ tt Com- | 
D have reported a general bill v h covers this case. | 
TI ‘ rO on in Flo bt ever e the gs man was 
be i i i WW lor before 1840, 1 tli the India who were 10t 
rot id of y being killed were rred to the West. No VV, thi 
s lin that war and v hin the t is of the gen 
< v that bill is passed. Che position of the gentlen 118 sim 
py { tan act of ju tice toa class of p y ot being periorm d 

; oO t to pi ibana of justice to a single person in that « 3. I 
hardly t < that my friend will take the position that because we do | 
not do o one hundred and fifty persons we ought not to do | 
jus tot ‘ hundred and fifty-first person. 

Mr. ADAMS. I notice from an examination of the bill that this | 
party was a private in ‘‘ Capt. Alexander Jernigan’s company of Flor- | 
ida mounted militia.’’ It does not state that he was in the service of | 


the United States. He might have been, asl am not familiar with | 
the history of that Indian war, and neither do I know whether Con- 
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( was put l the Chair ited that the ayes seemed 
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he fact that there 
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ted, ete Phat the Se y of the! rior | id he i I v - 
t d ected t on the } sion s the name of Jacob Pit 
te in pany K, One h lred and ty-second Regiment of Ohio 
\ inteers, subject to th mitations and restrictions of the pension laws. 
lhe report (by Mr. Tompson, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 
I t 1do} I ma part hereof the report of the Senate ¢ 
m ‘ ensio! i m id f passage of the bi 
i = e re ti fol ws 
Senate Report No. $60, Fiflieth Congress, first session 
rhe mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2371) granting 
L pension Jacob Pitner, have examined the saine, and report 
lhe « ant was a pr in Company K, One! ired and ninety-second 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. It appears from the evidence of an « - 
Ww 865, he was kicked by a mule in the head 
ur trampled upon: remained ens 
quarters of tl regiment, but notin hos- 
























} I ed from m, but was discharged in 
September, 1865 unable to perform duty. 
lie suffered much pain, and the wound in the crown of the head, oceasioning 
vd \ > caus h neryous derangement. He was not ableto 
> a | f ar t time « j harge. He remained in 
t . is attacked by partial paralysis of the legs, 
ands 
oth the disease of the limbs to the original 
oss of sight the physician certifies th 
i ul lesion,’’ as there is no evidence of an 
1 
Alth ly atraceable cot 
N sent disa ‘ , 
. o t 3 y of the case tl : 
disabilities are the results of the in nin the service and 
the of duty He now nearly s l, very poor,can not wa i 
Ww it assistance, and totally blind. The ty is permanent, and he 
\ I as helpless as when he was first injured in 1863, in the Army. 
Wer mmend the passage of the bill. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom 

















mendation that it do pass 
CYRUS MILLINS., 

ir. BUNNELL. I ask forthe consideration of the bill (H. R. 10258 
to place the name of Cyrus Millins, of Ogd », Mich., on the per 
sion-roll, 

he bill was read, as follows: 

it the Secretary of tl Int ris hereb horized 4 
d ted to pla e! : of Cyrus Millins, of Ogden Centre, ate p 2% 
\ ( ! }, Fourth Michigan Infantry Volunt , on the pension-r« 
t to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


Che report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


6 1} 








s that in July, 1862, he contracted hemorrhoids. His clai 
n rejected on the ground that the certificate of disability, upon wh 
ts forth the existence of the disability prior to enlistment. 

The record shows that claimunt enlisted May 16, 1851, in Company B, Fou 
Regiment Michigan Volunteers, and w discharged for disability as abo 
stated April 11, 1865 

The captain of the company certifies under last-given date that Cyrus Mill 
is a brave man and has been a good soldier. but has become unfitted for mili- 
tary duty. r 





discharged, s¢ 








i fidavit filed 


tte led the late so 


I8*5; thatthe imr 

y injuries receives 
paralysis. 

Ina letter dated July 17, 1886, Dr. Bell atates 
ease of brain and spinal cord resulted fronf woun 
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7 f Ch ] ha | 1 reported from | Also, a bill (H. R. 11325) to place th ume of Martin O’Connor on 
( { h tl endat t the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
{ er for to A] a bill (CH. R. 11326) to pl t na of John O’ Brier t 
t l n t ul i ) I | 0! ] » the ¢ Invalid Pei ns 
( for t yrrow, D ) a 
l t imittes é 1 Af ! 
il ‘ r petit i pay ra wy Lid rn Clerk de 
1 ( ) i a bill ! er the 1 las! 
Or ( , . { t} ’ M BUCHA) Petitic at ten : of the £ kd 
; Li y rt i avo 4 i nal dist New Jer pray y t postal telegr i 
‘ rT ' ‘ con é | | Com ¢ ( nd ost vad 
: | ByMr. DOUGHERTY: Pe of John M. Mc! admit 
row tt ‘ : ( H. Gregory, of Marion County, Florida, for reference of his cl: 
{ i Lhe i ot! ec I < t ’ »> the Ce tof ( tg the (% 1 War Clair 
t ( E 4 n | re ¢a ] rint wa By Mr. GEST: Proof in the ] ‘laim of Fran in—to tl 
! Luse had not bee , fied i! — 
1 because if had n en specified n | Con mittee on Invalid Pensions 
t ( tig ( T ( ; . x rs ( 
' rway | 1 ; ‘omr ¢ he \ e] 4 li 
( , . ing in Committ 0 . W ho Li rict ce t I t ed l¢ Wheeling, VV \ a., 
} t | { ' ) y ; 
, ae on ca © Upon « | re ation proposed affectin county—to the Commit- 
Us Us i tee on the Judi iary. 
1 PRAT / The nrono = de Sheet 6) » Bill | a ale a aol ak aaa > 
pre some Ane PEUp on is that the bills be | By Mr. POST: Memorial of Orange Grange, No. 843, Patrons of Hus 
{ ( vy after t 1 r of t yvournal; that thelr | handry, of Peoria County, Illinois, against the passage of Senate bill 
( a it I ot antagonize appropl ation bill , Loe Oklahoma ORB to the Committee on Agriculture 
the b e Committee on Foreign Affairs; that the previous | By Mr. ROBERTSON: P 1 of Maggie H. Rowan, heir of Hor 
. : . = rdered on each bill th fifteen minute | Hills, of East Feliciana Parish, Louisiana, for reference of her claim to 
‘ on ena and with the opportunity for amendment. If | the Court of Claim to the Committe 1 War Claims. 
‘ a} , hie rder will he 1¢ | 1? ar ‘TY > ; ? ‘ "TY 
t order will be made. By Mr. SCULL: I] tion of the Germania Quartette Club, of Joh 
: Ai! I think it proper it should be added that the b | town, Pa., in relation to foreign immigration—to the Committee on 
} j ( { orrow, or as soon tie eafter as possible. | l‘oreien Affairs 
LAE tempore. It willbe acontinuing order. If there By Mr. TTARSNEY: Petition of Mrs. Cordelia Barnes, for privileg 
| ( tion, the order as stated will be agreed to. of purchasing certain lands—to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 
is ho Objection, and 16 was ordered accordingly. | Also, petition of citizens of Montcalm, Mich., for amendments to the 
DISABILITIES OF JOHN H, PARKER. interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 
: . ee By Mr. TAULB Petition to accompany bill for the relief of Ha 
| c unanimous consent for the consideration of the | 7 aoe i A en ; ae a P . : 
‘ . ae l of tl 1s43 Ba Se ’ | ris Hanshal—to the Committee on Military Afiairs. 
R. 10621) for the removal of the political disabilities of John } : aera ee ean Tae Y 4 : ee ade. 
| By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Mrs. Mary A. Mitchell, ot 
I ‘ i i i . es 
| } . ’ ter Tt 4 . ‘ , ¢ r le y +1 . ‘ 
. : ‘ . ' ; | iles V ennessee ) ( rence o 1 clain 0 ie Cour 
objection, the Committee of the Whole House was a naarvey 6 7 - ithe ~— : ( a 1w u ' 
, ; } ( ims- ) e Comittee on yar alms. 
( harged nu the further consideration of the bill, and the House | ~™ wae , ame sa 
proce led to consider the same. mJ . : ; ; -— 
a | won neil ellov Che following petition, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
{ lil Was read, as Llow ae : : 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marine 
} le wcled } Se ule a liouse of Rev sent s of the l States of : ' Z ‘ 4 . 
= > ae » ‘B rh ~~ s ; t ; rl ’ | of the late wara monthly pensionof 1 cent aday foreach day they were 
LSs¢ é i ras of each Mouse cone ring thereir thik ° _ 7 * ° ° 
‘ ly tical tbilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment of in the service, was referred to the Committeeon Invalid Pensions: 
Constitut of the United States by reason of participation in the late re- | By Mr. TARSNEY: Of citizens of Michigan. 
they are hereby, removed from John H. Parker, of Chest« id : 
‘ State Virginia 
Mr. PAYSON [I will inquire whether the gentleman from Vir- 


i! ‘ iT V1 has personal knowledge with reference to this case? HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. WISE. Yes, sir: I have. ‘ Y LSS 
_e. Dat . 7 . "hh: ATUR . Se? Yi , 1035. 
Mr. PAYSON. Does this gentleman desire the removal of his polit- SATURDAY, Sept mber L, 188 
ical disabilities? asm The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by Mi 
Mr. WISI ves, sir; Task the passage of this bill at his request. | Thomas S. Pettit. one of the reading clerks. 
The bill w yrdered to be engrossed an ead ¢ ird time; and . 
; o be engrossed and read a th wh. ELECTION OF SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, The followi aie 
} ng in favor thereof. he following was read: 
Mr. CHIPMAN moved to reconsider the votes by which the various SPEAKER's Room, House OF REPRESENTATIVES, __ 
: Washington, D. C., Septem 1, 1888 


bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House were passed; : : . : 
: a ] Sir: [am compelled to be absent from the city from this time until Tuesday 


and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. next. 
rhe latter motion was agreed to. Please present this note to the House in order that it may choose a Speaker 
Ihe ] , yy | pa 10 ’ le r ue ine ‘ rive > use pro tempore : . 
half | t 0’ clo k p. m. having arrived, the House, JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
ut ig to order, adjourned, Hon. Joun B. CLARK, 


— Olerk House of Representatives, 

SIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I offer the resolution which 
I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
and referred as indicated wotew: : . Resolved, That JAMEs H. Blount, a Representative from the State of 

By Mr. C. 8S. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 11317) granting a pension to Rag) ae Fae pe a ouster go5 tombers. to preside daaheer th 
Frederic Liesegang—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. rary absence of the Speaker. 

iy Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 11318) for the relief of Stokely D. The resolution was adopted. 

rooks, of Tennesse&—to tle Committee on Military Affairs Mr. BLouNT, on taking the chair, was greeted with applause. 

y Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 11319) to remove the charge Prayer was offered by Rev. S. Moylan Bird, of Galveston, Tex. 
solnaavaert i lita ~ military record of Michael Carroll—to the Com- The Journal of yesterday’s proceedifgs was read and approved. 
mittee on Military fiairs. TOYPT ETC AT , -$ ’ » orpwarn ; 

By Mr. TAULBEE: A bill (H. R. 11320) to remove the charge of a aren Sameer 
desertion from the military record of Harris Hanshoe—to the Com- Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, submitted the following res- 
mitiee on Military Affairs. olution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

By Mr. 8S. V. WHITE (by request): A bill (H. R, 11321) to place Revolved, That the Clerk be directed to inform the Senate that the House has 


nv" : . “ ar _ | chosen JAmMgEs H, BLount, a Representative from the State of Georgia, Speaker 
the name of John H. Tunney on the pension-rolls—to the Committee pro tempore during the absence of the Speaker. 


r the Yule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
7 

Georg 

. 


mpo-« 
} 


Y 


on Invalid Pensions Sa . : . 
; By ; : siete Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent 
| ~ py Pots a eae —e? ir = oe ee oe that next Saturday be set apart for the consideration of bills from the 
ee ee 7 ~~ | Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 


Pensions ah . . re ny . . . . 
* seas a0: 1 m © The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires first to lay befor 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11323) to place the name of Charles T. Strock- a ae ane : ” . 
the House certain privileged matters. 


lien on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. KR. 11324) to place the name of Franklin Furay on MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 






















1888. 


that the Senate had passed wi 


arts. 


Also, that the Senate agreed to the report of the committee « 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendme 
H. R. 8310) to provide for the disposal o 
military reservation in Kansas. 
age further announced that the Senate had passed w 


ference on the disagrees 
of the Senate to the bill 
Fort Wallac 
The me 
amendments the bill (H. R. 1( 


cations and other works of defé 


procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other p 








thout amendment the joint resolut 
(H. Res. 14) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to certify 
to the State of Kansas for the benefit of agriculture and the mechani 


998) making appropriations fo1 


snse, for the armament thereof, 


poses; and asked a conference with the House on the disagreei! 
DAWES, Mr. PLUMB, and Mr. Gor 


thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
conferees on the part of the Sen 


The SPEA IK ER pro te mpore 
amendatory of an act relatin; 
statutes therein mentioned, ap} 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
pre sent conside 
tially the sx 


yut on account 


ime terms has heret« 
in response to a concurrent res 
} 


ate consideration. 
Mr. McCREARY. To-day 9 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanin 
ration of that bill, and will state that a bil 


ate. 


POSTAL 


CRIMES, ETC. 


laid before the House the bill (S. : 


s* to postal crimes, and amendator 


1888, 


yroved June 18, 


: reent 
ious consen 


‘fore passed the House and the 


lution of the two Houses. Ch 


as set apart—— 


ir. DOCKERY. I will state tothe gentleman from Kentu 


this measure will excite no deb 
Mr. McCREARY. I do not 
right the Con 


The SPEAKER pro temp 





Post-Office 


guards the against t 
Chere can be no objection to th 


Mr. DOCKERY. It was pre 


ttee on Foreign 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Thi 


he use of the 


ate. 
wish to he 
Affairs may have. 


Che bill will be read subject t 


wma } . 
understood as Waly 


Sis quite alon 


e bill. 


pared by the Postmaster-Genera 


a milar bill has heretofor passed the Hous \e 
Mr. ROGERS. Whatchange does this make in the bill wh 
the House ? 


Mr. DOCKERY. In the bill 
picion that an implied power w 
Of course there was no s 


as given to postniasters to open 


uch intention, and this bill eliminates th 


11 . } 
ectlonabie feature ol the measure. 


Mr. R¢ A rERS. 
I What is the 


Mr. DOCKERY. I will ask 


sideration of the bill? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I presun 
in the Senate about a week ago 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. 
shut out of the mails every boo 
country. Now, I am very 
which will prevent the sending 
but when it comes to the class « 
the United States mail matter | 
am entirely unwilling that era 
ment. 
mail will meet my hearty appr 
tion as this would give to cer 
charge of mail matter 
can meet the approval of any 
matter careful attention. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Wi 


y 


does not 


urges? 
Mr. FARQUHAR. 
Mr. DOCKERY. 
that gives any such authority. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. The whe 


the Senate, and I take it from the tenor of that discussion. 


I want t 


inxious to see an act 


I refer to the general t 
I would like the gentleman to name the « 


That is right as far as it goes. 


bill ? 
that the bill 





The Chair tl will s 

T 7 

is there op tion to the prese 
e that this is the Dill that was a 


»say that to my mind this bill 
k on anatomy that is published 
) 


] 
of improper matter 


’y certain inspectors in this count 
Dey 
Any fair bill to exclude improper or obscene matter from 


dis 


nks shall run the Post-Office 


val; but a bill with such a wide 
tain classes of pe 


meet my approv ul, 
: ; 


li the gentleman from New York 
ify what particular clause of the bill is susceptible of the object 


nor of the bill 


le merits of the bill were 


myself very thoroughly investigated the matter. 


Mr. DOCKERY. 


think there is any such power e 


I desire to say to the gentleman that I 
xpressed in the bill, nor do I bel 


can be so construed by implication. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. 
first-class mail matter? 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
the House and the Senate, in t 


Then wl 


implied authority was given pos 


1y is an exception made in regat 


assed ol some 
through the 
f inspection that has been placec 


rsons who may 
and I do not 
member of Congress who will 
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of an error in the bill it was returned by the Executi 
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bill passed the Senate by a unanimous vote, and I ask its imm«¢ 
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For the reason that in the former bill which pass« 
in the opinion of the Postmaster-Genera 
tmasters to inspect mail matter of th« 
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hich I will ask the Cle 
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( lr] I { ! is 1 ace 
1 ) j in irom 
l reason why t consideration of 
Cnesday. I have tried this morning to ¢g 


re, the treaties, and the acts of C 





iii npeen u i} to ett 
t I f dthe tr ties 
i 1c time ot the consK 
I i fi i point [ [ call atter 
1] an exam ation of the 
ail attention to 1t. I think : 
! is wo ad e in ord 
A , nt re d to will t 
ll © a parliamentary inqu! 
} I rel man will state 
i t ith irom in¢ 
i il t ; to ve 
! ! | d 
i hope the gentle ili not report t 
le 1a privileged b 
( »« t] { end 
i mous consent, 
take this position, and I ask, Mr. Speaker 
le d bil reported for consideration 
is to be considered at that t 
) ‘ aeration at apy other time. 
) hat privilege was lost the other day. 
Un has n I that p ere, 
: I 
() ve it DAS 
I i u yrder o 
‘ ren i when th Oo er was mad¢ 
tof ] I le nd 
iil 101 ported and not con 
\ 1ibat! mh privilege 7? 
he Journal shows t 


The Chair thinks that 


eration of the bill was fixed for to-day 
N rhe Chair thinks that under that orde1 


uld be sorry if the gentleman ha 


l the bill 
ARY. We have not lost any privilege. 


wt the bill to-day, and because the documen 





y and Tuesda) 
diately after 


ntinued order thereafter. 
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YNE. Let meask the gentleman from Kentucky a que 


REARY. Certainly. 


‘E. Has a report been prepared with the bill? 
CREARY. The report was published that was pre] 


How long is it? 


cCREARY. Very short. 


BAYNE. I trust, Mr. Speaker, that no obstacle will be inter- 
body in the way of the prompt consideration of this bill. 
HOLMAN Of course there is no opposition to it on the part of 


\ What I am anxious about is the privilege attached to 


© it will not be placed in a category where it can be | 
n libustering process or any points of order, 


acing it in any such position. 








: 
mimediately after the hour for the consider: 


to mod ly nis re 
‘ ? 


Otherwise I should be compe 


_ 


have any hope of getting this session for the consideration 


The 


REARY. I have no objection to that. 
veamisahiae ee Id 


McCREARY. I hope so, but I am not able to say. 
PRINGER. I earnestly unite with the gentleman in that | 


| 
ew 
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no privilege. I am comy 


been sent up to the House and also because a num- | 
n went away believing that this bill would be <¢ 
I now ask that its consideration be post- 
t 


he reading cf the Journal of Tuesd 


and there 


k the gentleman from 
1est so as to have thi 





ed to object 
consideration hour of that day is the only hour that or 





refore I ask the gentleman to modify his request, so 
is that one hour, and let this bill come up afterwards. 


desire to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
vill be able to conclude the consideration of this bill on 
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Mie W Th NT » Waal cy - * } 

ir. WHITE, of New York. So say we all. 

rr} . ra , ] , y 1 ~ ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ge ian from Kentucky [M 
af cy ay 3 1 ane . . ae , ‘4 1 > =" ‘ ¥ } 
LCUREARY | @SKS Unanimous consent that the consideration of this 

‘ 1 ay 1 » . » 4 ai at , } mY 

postponed until ‘luesday next after t consideration hour 
expired, and that be then taken up and considered from « ) 
unt | disposed « s Is tl] re objection 

xT , LY ‘ ‘ } 4 . +} } : 

Ir, PERKINS. As di understand the proposit , the bill is 
be taken up each day until af the « sideration hou iS EXT 

+} + 

i ie PEAKE] t Y« 1ere object »t reg 

‘ 1 
7 the entieman irom ne Ch e 

inere ¥ »¢ on und i W re 1. 

OHIO ¢ ED IAI LX P< [ON 


Heretofore. al 


: : ; ; . 
the 15th day of August, the House having under consideration Senat 





bill 3182 making an appropriation to enable certain departments of the 





io centennial exposition 


d motions to reconsider 





Government to make an exhibit at 
certain amendments were adopted. I 











t 
those amendments and called them u finding no quorum pres- 
t and not d rt terle with the business of the House, I with- 
drew them with the understanding that the privilege of the motio: 
still remained. I no sh to call up those motions to reconsider, in 
he hope that the House will dispose of them and give us an opport 
nity to have the National Government make a small exhibit at t 
Ohio centennial, commencing next week The first motion is to recon- 
ider the amendment ottered by the itleman from Virginia 
WI re 5 ¢ on haviz n ordered, the motions, | 
l t ] il t ¢ pie 
Lhe SPEA i ) | orrect 
Ir. WHITTHORNI | tl l to 
hi ora moment 0a ive 
I irs 13th day of o ) nie aie OT 
} ed N 
iit t ¢ Vil i } 1 l i ‘ 
O’NEILL, of M uw I ask the gentleman from Tenné 
( mn oth ( for t ison that if the Committee « 
Rul 
Mr. OUTHWAI I i¢ to t er this matt 
it k I had { } 
ir. ONI LJ ( i ( 
e€ 
a 
> 
1 
es 
4 





OHIO CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then, Mr. Speaker, I call up the motion to re- 
consider the vote adopting the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Wisk] to the bill (S. 3182) making an appropria- 
tion to enable the civil departments of the Government and the Bureau 
of Agriculture, the Government Printing Office, the Smithsonian Insti 
tution, including the National Museum, and the Commission of Fis! 


| and Fisheries, to participate in the Chio centennial exposition to | 


held at Columbus, Ohio, from September 4 to October 19, 1882. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. WISE, as follows: 

That any surplus arising from appropriations made to either of the Depa 
ments by the act of M: 3, 1888, for participation in the centennial exposit 
of the Ohio Valley, may be transferred and us for the same purpose to part 
pate equally in the national exposition to be held in the cities of Augusta, ¢ 
and Riehmond, Va., during the months of October and November of the pr« 
year. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Would it be in order to raise the question 
consideration between that and an appropriation bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it would. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is too late, the House having entered up 
the consideration of this question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is now too late. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The amendment has only been read. 
Mr. OATES. I move to lay the motion of the gentleman from Oh) 


[Mr. OUTHWAITE] to reconsider on the table. 

















Mr. OUTHWAITE. I hope that motion will be voted down. 

Mr. OATES. I know you do. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. OATEs to lay on the 
table the motion to reconsider, it was disagreed to—ayes 30, noes 69. 























‘ ‘ ers provided by t om the Treast f the United § 
I t whenever it shall be i i by the said ‘ 

? i t that provision has been made for st uildings, or t ‘ 
1 t ul forthe pur ses of rid expositi sident shall, t > 
t Depart of State, make proclamation of the same, setting forth the 
é ! 1 the exhibition will open and the place at which it will beh 

8. That the sum of $250,000 be, and the same is } eb ppropriated 
€ ny money in the public Treasury not otherwise appropriate ‘ 
t Lid na nal industrial exposition, to be used and employed | boa 
of managen t the »f to augment and enhance the success of the 1 
dustrial ex] nsuch manner as said board of managemer det 
mine id in ince with the provisions of this act: Provided, That tl 
sum shall I ’ the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States on t 
drafts of the president and secretary of the board of management of the nat 
ndustrial exp 1 authorized by order of said board, one-third of t ‘ 
nmed y aft the passage of th 





upon being satisfied that $20,000 
i paid into the said board for the purposes of the expos 

yy the contributors to and shareholders of the national industrial expos 
] remainder in two monthly payments thereafter upon being sat 
that each ofthe prior payments has been faithfully applied as required by this 
for this purpose he shal) have free access to the accounts and all transact 

r sid board: Provided further, That no greater amount shall be expend 
liability or indebte of any kind incurred upon buildings, grounds, a 
preparatious than tl regate sum t i F 
t 


i StOCci 














hat may be paid 


1e loan provided 





ations, and theamount oft 





” 


ded further, That in the distribution of the amounts that may r« 





asury of the board of management after the payment « 


wenses of administration the amonnt of the appropriation h i 
ball be paid in full into the Treasury of the United States befor 
or percentage of profits or assets shall be paid to the holders : 
contributors: Provided further, That the Government of the United States s] 
not, under any circumstances, be liable forany debtor obligation created o 
curred by the national industrial exposition or its board of management, or 
any sum whatever in addition to the amountappropriated by this act; ¢ 
adequate space for such exhibits as the Government of the United States: 
see proper to make at said osition sha 

board: Provided further, That no sum be paid to the said board of 
agement of said exposition until after the president and secretary and a major 
ity of the members of s board shall have executed a bond, with good 
solvent security, to be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, in thes 
of £100,000, to sufficiently secure the safe-keeping and the faithful disb 
ment of the sum hereby ay; and for the faithful observance of tl 
act with regard to the limitation of expenditures and liabilities as fixed here 
and for the repayment to the Government of the"Urnited States of the sur 

















| be furnished free ofall charge by sa 

















propriate 














pl of proceeds of said exposition remaining after payment of the curr 
expenses of administrati rid reps t o case toexceed the loan. 7 
receipt of the loan here le, or any par ereof, by said board of manage 
ment shall be a ful é e of all tr: conditions, and ob at 3 of t 





act by the said board of management and by th 
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Crisp it en, Matson, Rock well, 
Cummir Ii es McAdoo, Roweil, 
Cutcheon Hie | McComas, Russell, Mass, 
Dalze Hemphill, McCormick, Rusk, 
Dargan Hires MecCullogh, Sawyer, 
Darlingt Hogg McKinley, Scott, 
Davenport, Hopkins, Il, McKinney, Seymour, 
Davidson, Ala liopkins, Va. MeMillin, Shaw, 
Davidac Fla. Hopkins, N.Y. McKae, Sherman, 


Davis Houk, McShane, Simmons, 
De Lano Hovey Merriman, Spinola, 
Dingles Howard, Milliken, Spooner, 
Dougherty Hudd, Mills, Stahinecker, 
Dunham Hunter, Montgomery, Stephenson, 
Enlor Johnston, N, C, Moore, Stewart, Tex. 
Ermentrout, Jones, Morrill, Stewart, Vt. 
Kean, Morrow, Thomas, Ky. 
Kelley, Morse Thomas, Ii}. 
Kennedy, Nichols, Tillman, 
Kerr, Norwood, Turner, Kans. 


O'Donnell, 
O'Neill, Pa, 


Ketcham, 
Laffoon 


Turner, Ga, 
Wade, 





La Follette, Owen, Warner, 
Lagan, Patton, West, 
Laidlaw, Payson, Whiting, Mass, 
Laird, Peel, Wickham, 
Glover, Landes, Perry, Wilber, 
Granger, Lawler, Peters, Wilkins, 
Gree i Lodge, Phelps, Wilkinson, 
Grimes Long, Pidcock, Wilson, W. Va. 
Grosvenor Lynch, Pugsley, Wise, 
Gg t, Macdonald, Randall, Yost. 
Guenther, Maffett, Rayner, 
Har r, Mansur, Reed 
iH h, Mason, Richardson, 


) quorum voting. 

iy unanimous consent, the reading of the names was dispensed with. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam paired with the gentleman from Vermont, Mr. 
SrEWART, and voted simply to make a quorum. I understand that 
no quorum appears on the vote, and therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Lask unanimous consent that the names of the 
absentees be again called, in order that there may be a quorum, as I 

lerstand several members have returned to the Hall since the call 

ir. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The second call of the roll has been 
( mpleted. 

(he SPEAKER pro tempore. 
th ntleman from Ohio. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not make any objection myself. 

Mr: OUTHWAITE. My object is simply to secure the presence of 
quorum, so as not to interfere with other business for this day. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will only ask if it has not been here- 
tofore decided that, even by unanimous consent, the vote of a member 
can not be recorded after the second call of the roll unless he was actually 
present when his name was called ? 

Che SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not remember any de- 
cision upon the point. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The Speaker of the House decided a few days ago 
that by unanimous consent the roll of absentees could again be called. 

Mr. RYAN. I think that question was not raised; I want to 

\lr. BLAND. I understand that no gentleman can vote after the 
second roll-eall, even by unanimous consent, unless he was in the Hall 
and failed to respond when his name was called. 

Mr. RYAN. That is correct. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I withdraw the request. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I renew it. 

Che SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois that the names of the absentees be again 
called? [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

Mr. WISE. I wish to state that when I voted I had forgotten that 
I was paired with the gentleman from Maine, Mr. BouTELLE. I there- 
fore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. ENLOE. I desire to record my vote on this question. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman in the Hall when 
his name was called? 

Mr. ENLOE. I was out for the moment, but entered immediately 
after my name was passed on the roll. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain the re- 
quest under the rule. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. 
Mr. Mason. I voted ‘‘no.”’ 
vote ‘‘ay.”’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the pairs. 

The following members were announced as being paired until further 
notice: 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. Lona. 

Mr. Hatcu with Mr. SrEwArt, of Vermont. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. O’ DONNELL. 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. WICKHAM. 

Mr. Hopkins, of Virginia, with Mr. LAIDLAW. 

Mr. Bryce with Mr. FARQUHAR. 

Mr. RicWARDSON with Mr. CHEADLE. 


The Chair will submit the request of 


I am paired with the gentleman from Illinois, 
If he were present, I think he would 
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DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. PATTon. 
SNYDER with Mr. Yost. 

BARNES with Mr. BAKER, of New York. 
ERMENTROUT with Mr. Grovt. 

FoRD with Mr. GUENTHER. 

GLOVER with Mr. PUGSLEY. 

McApoo with Mr. CoopEer. 

DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
OUTHWAITE with Mr. McKINLEY. 

McRAE with Mr. KERR. 

DOUGHERTY with Mr. STEPHENSON. 
BOUTELLE with Mr. WISE. 

DARGAN with Mr. WEstT. 

STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. DUNHAM. 
CLARDY with Mr. WADE. 

PERRY with Mr. SPOONER. 

COLLINS with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, 
GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 

O’FERRALL with Mr. MASON. 

COMPTON with Mr. Gorr. 

FISHER with Mr. KEAN. 

BiaGs with Mr. Morrow. 

BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Scott with Mr. CLARK. 

CANDLER with Mr. FINLEY. 

GRANGER with Mr. RocK WELL. 

3LANCHARD with Mr. THomas, of Illinois. 
MONTGOMERY with Mr. HuNTER, 

MorsE with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts. 
TURNER, of Georgia, with Mr, REED. 

Crisp with Mr. RowELL. 

HOWARD with Mr. HopkIns, of Illinois. 
CARLTON with Mr. MorrirTrt. 

TrmoTnHy J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BowpDeENn. 
CUTCHEON with Mr. TARSNEY. 

MCSHANE with Mr. YARDLEY. 

JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, with Mr. SEYMouR. 
Hupp with Mr. ARNOLD. 

TILLMAN with Mr. Hopkins, of New York. 
BUCKALEW with Mr. BAYNE. 

McMILLIN with Mr. BuRRoWwS. 

DARLINGTON with Mr. Moore. 

PIpcocK with Mr. PHELPS. 

RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. CoGSWELL, 
JONES with Mr. CRoUSE. 

HEMPHILL with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. Hour. 
LAWLER with Mr. DE LANo. 

CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. KENNEDY. 
McKINNEY with Mr. BooTHMAN. 

WILson, of West Virginia, with Mr. McComs, 
MILts with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

BYNUM with Mr. OWEN. 

HAYES with Mr. FELTON. 

GAY with Mr. HIReEs. 

LANDES with Mr. MorRILL. 

PEEL with Mr. KeTcHam. 

RANDALL with Mr. KELLEY. 

MATSON with Mr. Hovey, until the 14th instant, 
BLOUNT with Mr. PETERS. 

Bacon with Mr. HARMER. on this vote. 
KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, a pair has been announced between 


myself and my colleague trom Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. I wa 
paired for the four weeks that I was away, but reported and requested 


the pair to be released. 


If it will be any obligation, however, to my 


sick colleague, I will let it stand. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The Chair thinks it isa matter for the 


gentleman from Pennsylvania. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


KELLEY. 1 will allow the pair to be announced. 
GUENTHER. 


‘ 


I hear that I am paired with Mr. Forp, of 


Michigan; I therefore wish to withdraw my vote. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
nays are 64, 


Mr. 


On this question the yeas are 37, the 
No quorum has voted. 
FORNEY. I move a call of the House. 


The motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and the following-named mcim- 
bers failed to answer: 


Allen, Mass. Bowden, Clark, Darlington, 
Allen, Miss. Browne, Ind, Cockran, Davenport, 
Arnold, Brumm, Cogswell, Davidson, Ala. 
Atkinson, Bryce, Collins, Davidson, Fla. 
Barnes, Buckalew, Compton, Davis, 

Barry, Burrows, Cooper, De Lano, 
Belden, Butterworth, Crain, Dingley, 
Belmont, Bynum, Crisp, Dunham, 
Biggs, Campbell, Ohio Cummings, Ermentrout, 
Blanchard, Campbell, T.J.,N.Y.Cutcheon, Finley, 
Boothman, Candler, Dalzell, Fisher, 
Boutelle, Clardy, Dargan Fitch, 
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Flood, Jones, Mills, Simmons, eorge A. Washbur at 

Ford, Kean Montgomery, Spinola, ~ . celia to ¢ 

Gaines, Kennedy, Morse Spooner, a a ee —— 

Gallinger, Kerr Nichols StahInecker, Caien i 1, Ww 

Gay, Laga Norwood, Step son, } d 

Gibson, Laidlaw Oates Stewart, Tex. , 

Glover, Laird, O'Donnell, Stewart, Vt. 

Grang Lande O'Neill, Pa. Thomas, Ky. } Mr. FRENCH » f 

Grimes, Lawler, Owen Thomas, Ill. } are 

Grosvenoi Lodge, Patton, Tillman, , wow te 

Grout, Long, Peel, Turner, Ka i vi nh was I 

Harmer, Lynch, Perry, Turner, Ga ! ate Calend 1 W 

Hayden Macdonald, Peters, Vanes a heat 

Hayes, Maffett, Phelps, Wade, t _ 

Heard Mansur, Pidcock, West, 

Hemphill Mason, Pugsley, Whiting, Mas ‘ FRENCH 

Hoge Matson, Randall, Wickham _ BEE. BALIN Also, } 

Hopkins, Ill McAdoo, Rayner, Wilber, bacK With am t 

Hopkins, Va McComas, Reed, Wilkins ( Andrews: W Y 

Hopkins, N. Y. McCormick, Richardson, Wilkinsor — Pr 5 

Houk, McKinley, Rowell, Wilson, W. ¥ A the £ Tivate \ 

Hovey, McKinney, Russell, Mass. Yardley | to be printed 

Howard, MeMillin, Rusk Yost. 

Hudd, McRae, Scott a 

Hunter, McShane, Seymour Mr. MORRII i 

Johnston, N. C. Milliken sher in < favorably t l 
The names of the foregoing absentees were called for the presenta- | McQueen; which was ref 


tion of excuses. 

The following-named members were absent on leave: 

Biggs, Blanchard, Bynum, Barnes, Candler, Cogswell, Cutcheon, 
Cooper, De Lano, Dargan, Davidson of Florida, Ermentrout, Finley 
Fitch, Ford, Granger, Gaines, Grosvenor, Gallinger, Grout, Hemphill, 
Houk, Hunter, Hovey, Hopkins of Virginia, Hopkins of New York 
Johnston of North Carolina, Laidlaw, McShane, McRae, Matson, M 
Kinley, Owen, Pidcock, Patton, Randall, Rayner, Stephenson, Sir 
mons, Scott, Sherman, Stewart of Texas, Stahlnecker, Thomas of Ken 
tucky, Turner of Georgia, Wilber, Wilkins. 

For the remaining absentees no excuses were 
following cases: 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iask that Mr. BLANCHARD be excused on 





offered except in the 


count of sickness. | 


There was no objection. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I desire to ask that my colleague [Mr.R 
@&RDSON ] be excused indefinitely, by reason of ill health. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hundred and seventy- 
bers have answered to their names. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move to dispense 
the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 


three me! 


with further proceedings under 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


I rise to call up the conference report on the sundry 


Mr. FORNEY. 
civil bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
port the next amendment. 
REPORTS OF 


I ask unanimous consent that members having 1 


That_is in order,and the Clerk will re- 


COMMITTEES, 
Mr. FORNEY. 
ports to make for reference to appropriate Calendars have leave to pre 
sent them to the Clerk, and that the morning hour be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the ¢ 
desk: 

NANCY E. DAY. 

Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported back fa 
ably the bill (S. 1245) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, administratri 
of the estate of James L. Day, deceased; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with t 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM J. MARTIN. 


Mr. MANSUR also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 728) for the relief of William J. Martin, of Ore- 
gon; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on t) 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying repext, ordered to | 
printed. 

CHARLES MURPHY. 

Mr. MANSUR also, from the Committee on Claims, re 
favorably the bill (S. 661) for the relief of Charles Murphy; 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the P: 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


us 


JOHN FINN. 

Mr. MANSUR also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 4891) for the relief of John Finn; which was 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calend 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE A. WASHBURN. 


Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
back favorably the bill (S. 3236) granting an increase of pension t 


reported 








XIX 


513 


on the Private Calen 


t 





» be printed. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the 


back favorably the bill 


I 
; 
t 


eckler; which was reft 
I ler; 


he Private Calend 


be printed. 


( orge A. Glover: is I 
House on the Private C ! 
ordered to be printed. 

\\ 

Mr. CHIPMAN, from ( 
back with amendment the bill 
| “pringstein which wa ete 
H e on the | ite ( el l 
( d to be printed 

fr. CHIPMAN also, from 
! 1 back favorably the 

ito William H. Marston 
the WI » House on the Priva 

ort, ordered to be 

Mr. LYNCH, from t 0 ! 

vorably the bill (S. 2910) to 
beth B. Smith, widow of Bvt. M 
States Volunteers; whi ! 
He eon the Private ¢ 
ordered to be printed 

B ( 

Mr. LYNCH also, fron 
favorably the bill (H. R. 71 

e construction of Buford | 

is referred to the Committe 
< la ind ith tl accom pany ibs 

CANNON 

Mr. MAISH, from the Com 

with amendment the bill (H 

» the Ili 3 Sold in 
{ ( ittee of the W ! [ 
{ ) iving ‘ 

Mr. LANE, f t om! 
favorably t { 724) f 

is referred tot ( e 
é r, and, with thea | 

I I A ) 
A SAYERS With the cor 
MI ' ld 


ir, an 


Mr. GALLINGER 
ted as a substitute fi 
inting a 

i time, referred to the ¢ 
endar ind, with the 
House bill No. 10462 


Mr. GALLINGER als 





rted back favorably thi 


it Ifouse 
nsion to Helen E. De 
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ao not rrow in tf Valle 3; n 
} | y upon the mountain era on th 
ies between cleits of rock, without the 
dications of so r its nourishm 


k of timber we say 10t embraced within 











ci i i from that, 80 miles, on a narrow 














1, woman and child in that town is « 
and t upon the kind desi 
rf 4 I I vord Dt 
here not { ] in that « 
1 d inder the un 
l ’ ntl I ‘ i statute relatir 
t ot ft I t | iblic land ( 1 { l 
) Will the gentlema ld fora e House 
iment with nend it providing that 
l », eu ex ept OL yx I or ct 
I have ¢ off this timber and sold it in other places 
1 tit w iit it has ~ n? The object is to confine the 
to the mines in the neighborhood and to the popula 
1 i l e if Vi v , 


WOODBURN, The gentleman must know that all t 


Eureka has 


ate vicinity. It is not 





timbes 1a cireuit of 35 or 40 miles from the town of 


been cut and used in the mines of the imme 
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inything el it 1 no iwed or squa : j 
! reial va It is used he ores and f 
purpo and ) } iT} 
lam willing that t Congre law 1 ing ita 
or to export 1@ Vicinity Ll of the rt ment 
I BI AND. I i LiKE ii unde d 
t t tt th 0 i] 
at: ‘ V i I 
t m ‘ « eK 1 
‘ n no ep ] id ta 
ry} lm 
‘ { nm 
® ) ? t 4 +7 n 
to the S« mendm 
s 1 « pt where > ti 
Lt to ties lor ning purp 
! O ; I t man shall « 
! ent of that sort I 5 n to point me to some law 1 
e) Pr ¢ 11 1 iwnoerizing tI +: Commissioner of the L 
Office to br t of pi ttions he has instituted on the 
for I ! t State of N i unt e gentleman t 
D t in 1 t ( vada where that kind « 
wood ever | bee ised in any l | than that in which 
eres 
Mr. BLA If not, of « 1 | 1t could do no harn 
mig rreat good 
PELTO he amendment as the gentleman proposes it w 
iwi ihere are some pt 3 where timber is very n 
ind where there is none to | found within 80 or 100 m 
| \ Lis wortl ot] } than fuel 
De 
of 


| of the General Land ice were cal 1 out, the town of Eureka \ 

| in sixty days cease to exist, and every house in it would be turned 

the Indians. 

j Now, I say to my friend from Mi iri that the Committee « 
the senate, in thei rept t Jlavorin I 
came to precisely the same conclusion i 





the silver region have come to and acted on for 
regard to this sort of timber. I read from the 
tee 





he committee have carefully considered the subject of timber and t 


lands, and, after mature deliberation, with the view of devising the best meth 








of preserving, cultivating, and disposing of the same, have come to the con< 


sion that a distinction should be made between such trees as grow upon 


the 














ended to 


re 
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i 
he same position. 
en or sixteen years. i 
A, L. Fitzgerald is 
cted by a large majority or 
Mr. Mills is one of th 
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reverse 
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concur in the Senate amendment with an amendment which I ask to 


have read 
The ¢ 


lerk read as follows 


I ¢ } , n shall be construed to prohibit 


such prosecutions in 


cases r r has been cut or used by any corporation or persons for 
mercha ‘ sale y other place or places other than the community 
whe « ht er is or was located 

Mr. WOODBULN, By the permission of the gentleman from Idaho 
I have risen to say one word I am opposed to that amendment for 


the reason that it recognizes the right of the present Commissioner of 
the Land Office to institute these suits and bring civil action and crim- 
inal prosecutions against the miners of Nevada; and I say there is no 
authority to be found in any act of Congress or in any reg 
t! Interior Department that is in consonance with the 


warrant o1 
lation of th 
spirit and letter 
(it was red by Senator SrewART, of Nevada) was simply to pre- 
vent a repetition of the orders heretofore issued by the present 
missioner, so that the miner should not be in the future harassed by 
prosecution and civil suit, and therefore I am opposed to it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. ‘The amendment No. 118, now under consideration, 
was introduced by the distinguished Senator from Nevada, who is the 
futher of all our mining laws. He understood the needs and wants of 
the mining country so well that when he was in the Senate, twenty 


Ou 
Com- 


V¢ 


on the statute-books, which so fally and well protect the miners and 


| 
the Government that there has scarcely been any amendment or change | 





» in them by subsequent legislation in the various States or Ter- 
ritories, 
regions shall not be prosecuted for cutting and using for mining and 


domestic purposes timber which is not fit for any other use, which can | 
was cut, or rather this wood, for you can not call it timber; it is not 


not be used for lumber or for commercial purposes. This amendment 
can do no harm to any one either in the present or in the future. 
There are some gentlemen on this floor who have become so used to 
defending the poor farmer and agriculturist that they seem to forget 
every other class of people. 

Now, Icansay this to chem, thatin my country but for the minersthere 
would be no farmers. Takethe Wood River country, socalled, in Idaho, 
for an illustration, which was founded in 1880, where now there are 
several towns of two or three thousand people. In 1880 there was 
scarcely a person located there. There wereno farmers. We had mag- 
nificent prairie land, the Camas prairie and other fruitful valleys near 
by, with searcely a settler upon them. I traveled over Camas prairie 
in 1882, and there were hardly a dozen people upon it. Now, since 
the large number of mines which have been discovered there yield an 
cnormous and ever-increasing supply of precious metal that prairie is 
covered with farmsand ranches. The farmers are absolutely depend- 
ent upon a home market for their products. They live so far from 
the markets of the world that they can not ship, and they must sell 
what they raise at home. The mines bring persons to engage in mer- 
cantile business and all other businesses, and the people are supplied 
by the farmers who would not be there if it were not for the mines. 
‘There has never been a protest from any farmer in those countries 
against the miners using this class of timber. I am safe in asserting 
that the Commissioner of the General Land Office has not a protest 
from any rancher or farmer in my Territory, and they would be very 
quick to resent any infringement on their rights and any violation of 
the law detrimental to theirinterests. Their prosperity and that of the 
miners goes hand in hand, and they do not sanction depriving miners of 
timber which would never be used atallunless by and through miners. 

They do not complain that they are being deprived of timber they 
want for their own use. The complaints come from those who do not 
understand the situation. The agents who go out there representing 


the Government have been very zealous in late years, and much trouble | ¢ 
| at this point, all the timber that is used on the Comstock lode in the 


has come from their over zeal. 

My attention was attracted to a case in my own Territory, in which 
a special agent who is now in the service arrested the officers of the 
Ketcham Smelting Company, the majority of whom are residents of 


Philadelphia, found indictments against them criminally, and prose- | 


ci 

cuted them for some $18,000 or $20,000 for using timber unlawfully. 
The case was so flagrant that I went before Secretary Lamar with it, 
fortified with a strong letter from the governor of my Territory, who is 
a Democrat and who has lived there for twenty years, and who takes 
as much interest in the Territory as any man in it. I went to Secre- 
tary Lamar with the facts, and showed him that this timber was a 
species of pine called lodge pole or black pine, which seldom grew to 
be more than 8 inches in diameter. 

After understanding the facts he dismissed the suit and issued an 
order that hereafter that species of timber should be excepted from 
their rulings. Now, we could go through the same formula with other 
cases in the courts. They can not get a judgment against us on the 
facts, and it simply harasses and worries those engaged in mining and 
does no good to any one. The gentleman from Nevada went into the 
law very carefully. Ido wish to protest against the rejection of this 
amendment in behalf of the Territory which I represent. I know 
nothing about these companies in Nevada which are spoken of and can 
say nothing of them specially, but Iam speaking of facts which are 
general and palpable in all of our Territories, 


ars ago, he framed, you may say, all the mining laws which are now | 
| as amatter of fact) that these prosecutions have arisen from the cutting 


This amendment provides that persons living in the mining | 
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Mr. WOODBURN, I yield the b lance of my time to the gentleman 
from Colorado [ Mr. Symes]. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. The Chair will recognize the 


i 





gentle- 
man for eight minutes, after which the Chair will recognize the gen- 


Be 


tleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs]. 


of this act; and the object of that Senate amendment | 


Mr. SYMES. the Senate amendment « 


ught 


Mr. Speaker, I think 
to be adopted, because I think the cutting of the timber arises out of 
this state of case. In the appropriation bill of 1578 the right was given 
to cut timber of certain kinds on unsurveyed lands for domestic pur- 
poses, etc. Again, by an act passed June 30, 1878, it was made law- 


ful to cut timber on mineral lands for mining and domestic purposes, 
There is no violation of the law under the act of 1#78 in cutting such 
timber unless it is exported out of the State or Territory. 

Now I imagine, Mr. Speaker, that these prosecutions have grown 


| out of the fact that in the vicinity of these large mining camps in 





| 
| 





Nevada there is no timber, properly speaking, but the soil is com- 
posed of arid sand hills and deserts, and has, covering it, certain kinds 
of scrub wood which grows a few feet from the ground and then curls 
around, but which may be chopped and used by the miners for fuel to 
keep them warm in winter and from which the mining camps can 
make a certain amount of charcoal for the purpose of running their 
furnaces. Now they have a perfect right to cut this wood where it is 
found to be upon mineral lands, but I have no doubt (I do not know 


of timber on other than mineral lands. 

I can notsee how the prosecutions in Nevada which have lately arisen 
on the reports of timber agents could have been instituted unless the 
fact is that certain portions of those lands have been surveyed, and 
therefore have not been returned as mineral lands. When this timber 


timber under any ruling that has ever been made by the Department 
or by a court—when this wood was cut, the lands upon which it was 
cut were probably supposed by these miners and these mining com- 
panies and their employ¢s to be mineral lands. It was generally un- 
derstood that the whole of that part of the State of Nevada was min- 
eral land, and the men cutting this timber would not be very likely to 
know just when they crossed the line which the surveyor-general or 
a deputy surveyor had drawn between mineral and non-mineral lands. 
Probably they did not stop toinquire. Nobody ever objected. No Gov- 
ernment agent ever notified them that they had not the right to cut 
this so-called timber which was curling up over the ground, something 
in the nature of undefbrush or scrub-wood, and they did cut it on non- 
mineral lands as well as on mineral lands, and therefore they are now 
prosecuted for that timber which they cut and made into charcoal to 
be used by the miners of these mining camps for smelting their ores. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that is about the sum and substance of the 
whole matter, and hence I think that the Senate amendment ought to 
be adopted. The Senate amendment does not prevent prosecutions 
where the timber has been cut for commercial purposes or is commer- 
cial timber. It is a notorious fact, which I am informed is indisput- 
able, that at the town of Eureka, in Nevada, and at other large mining 
towns there, they have to import from California or adjoining States 
and Territories all the timber which they use—everything that can be 
dignified by the name of ‘‘timber’’ and classified as coming from tim- 
ber lands. 

Mr. WOODBURN. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. SYMES. As the gentleman from Nevada says, there is no 
doubt about that. Now, the House ought to understand these facts, 
because this amendment goes to the relief of people who have been 
prosecuted for cutting timber under such circumstances in the State of 
Nevada, and I submit that it ought to be adopted. 

Mr. WOODBURN. If the gentleman will permit me a suggestion 


extraction of the ore from the mine, and all that is used by the eleven 
or twelve thousand people in Carson City, comes from the State of Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. SYMES. That is what I have stated, that the timber used in 
the towns and all the principal mining camps is brought from California. 
That is a fact that I have been familiar with for years. 

One word in conclusion. ‘This timber, or rather this wood, for it is 
noc timber, having during a course of years been cut away in the way 
I have stated and used for domestic purposes, no agent of the Govern- 
ment having gone to that country and notified those persons that they 
were not entitled to cuta particular strip of this scrub timber, although 
by surveys thereafter made it may have turned out not to.be or may 
have been known at the time not to be upon mineral lands, it can not 
benefit that community to have these parties prosecuted now; and it 
can not benefit the Government to expend money in prosecuting them 
for cutting this scrub wood from the surface of those arid hills, which 
can never be made of service in any other way. 

Therefore I ask that the Senate amendment be adopted. I do not 
think the amendment offered by my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
would enable these proseeutions to be carried on. I have expressed 
and now express my opinion as a lawyer that if such an amendment 
were adopted not ove prosecution of this kind could be carried on for 
cutting any of this timber in the State of Nevada or elsewhere. I 
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ndment ought to be adopted without being mod f the recor t t ( sion ( 
| by the amendment of the gentleman from M ri, for the reason | ‘ e, if I understand 
that the amendment may afford opportunity for lawyers to quibble l 1 that roposes to 
its t t up prosecutions, and for United States officers to I é r ting the d imb ‘ 
Ie while t € tx 1 my ement l end in t ( . ; 
el ent p he cos dea t 3 t i 
Mr. FELTO> Does not law now make it the duty of t spea t 
iste ! eceivers of the land o s to repo ny vio I ( S ro the m 
Ir. SYMES \ [ suppose that is tr et | 
fr. FELTO Phat being t there is no ne xisting s ’ 
pl ite d ves, i wt } x 
hammer fell. | cit pon que 0D ) 
\ URNES. I yield a few mi on e [ Mh s ue state « ( ( 
Mr. BLAND Mr. Speaker gent Ne M S r ¢ ren [ l mine¢ : 
VW ) RN iu 1 to ( is | gy some knowl { l to ‘ i 
! to s questior . I le f é t itin ye p é 
y¢ $ i KO the portan to the I at sé t ( t ses ] nm purp 
a oO ot \ t there of the pr ege of using S & nd if t { 1 1 end 3 f 
ber tor fuel x mining pur} Indeed, sir, when I ~ : d 1 to prevent ] 
vada in the ! of 1859, I felt s 1 very sensib f ( lit l on pl to 
t \ v the "i Vas o, ¢ orsi e} 1 it Str 1 t t was » a0 mu 4 - y 
for th t that we were permitted to use this tit 0 e | me fi dit ‘ interest of t ‘ ; 
t wid ple probably would have suffered very gre 618 In 1 of I L more t l ( ypes Lott Coa 
possible t tle those mining countries unless privileges of th mission the Ge 1 Land ¢ t ( 
character are given. ables h to carr) the po he has et i 
A great deal of this timber, in Nevada espec is what t ( It buses tl t e | le of t l t ( 
sage brush. The mahogany is simply a scrub manzanita-brush; the | ter to go and prosecute t 1 regardless of the miners or loca 
pine is simply ascrub pine. None of it would be put to any use in on these different Territories and States and bring them hundreds 
Western States and Territories generally, except to be put in a brush- 1 their homes to be tried for exercising a right that the law seer 
heap and burned up to get it outof theway. Now, the law which { ve them, or which it appears it was intended they should 4 
mitted the use of this timber in the mining regions contemplated, | Mr. FELTO? \nd which they are now doing 
suppose, that the miners and settlers going into that country should Mr. BLAND. I ve nod t from what I have read concerning 
when they located in any particular neighborhood, have the right to | 1 itter that speculat have gone on the lands in a way that was 
use this timber for fuel and fo wherever it was suitable for t contemplated by the ' Kut whether they have or ha ! 
mining purposes, though very little of it is suitable for that. But the | done so the amendment I hav: t will prevent it in future and 
law is a little vague and uncertain. Hence we have diffc } t 1 t not mis- 
prosecutions. Section 1 provides that citizens and bona fide dent ect to n 
may cut timber off of mineral lands in certain States and Ter ’ v] 
subject to such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the |! I ar ood 
may provide for the protection of the timber, ete. other Stat re 
Now, I understand the difficulty is that parties in Nevada i 1 pl ‘ 
pecially these persons and corporations against whom these pros 
tions are proposed to be brought, or have already been brought 
not conformed themselves to the true spirit of this statute. rt : 
view the law ought to have been clearer. It ought to have ipplicable to 
the miner and the local community to the use of the timber within that | ‘ hing 
community. It should not have permitted persons to go all over the | tobe. Th 
State or Territory and denude of their timber districts where th und the il 
not yet settlements. The law is vague and uncertain; and it s gisl wit 
me that a fair construction of it would allow any citizen of Nev: i to ~ 
any of the Territories to go anywhere within the State or T 1 upon yy the Sen- 
down this timber and ship it to any other point, thus d« g it pal, if not on! 
local community of the timber. v instituted il to be 
Now, the amendment I have offered has in view a remedy in th it against s l 
spect. The proposition may be considered an amendment to the exist- timber cu 
ing law. It proposes to confine the right of the local comm r own 1 
the miner to the timber in the particular neighborhood, re , r the 
persons or corporations from cutting timber in unsettled 1ons i ler it in its nakedness and v vy it in all its deformity. 
transporting it to other portions of the State or Territory A 1 l Che House bill S to the S e « 1 the 
may be unsettled, may be in a wild condition, yet it may ha n 
lands and good mines, as will be discovered in the future. But when | ‘ ae dey 
the discovery is made, lo and behold, the timber which it would be « } ands, $10,004 
irable to use in that neighborhood has all been removed, and remové Chis was the innocent l tic prey 
to distant portions of the State or Territory. I say thatis the difficulty ate drafted its rider, without kinship or p 
under the vague condition of the law. My friend from Nevada [ M1 nd obnoxious to the rules of the Senat: 
WOODBURN | and my friend from Colorado [Mr. SyMeEs] are not anx- | hibiting legislation on appropriati 
ious to have my amendment adopted. Why? They wou r Upon that provision, relating only to the tat 
these prosecutions under the law as it exists than hav: Lw mace iblic moneys of the United Stat 
definite so as to confine this privil as to cutting timber to the local | consideration is bef re you, and 





community; for under the law as it exists, it is questionable whether a N 
citizen of one of these States or Territories may not have the right to go Not this provision, mark you, but no part of t mi ted 
upon land in any portion of that State or Territory, whether inhab- | | 


\ by this entire bill 
ited or not, and for speculative purposes denude that land of its timber 


» part of the money 


7G a } shall be used in the investig 
It seems to me the law, on a fair construction of it, does permit this. Yhaerve. Mr. Sneaker. the auda ' { 
. 4 . ‘ ISCTVOE, Dit. OPCAROCT, LUC acl I j 
But whether it does or not, my amendment does not interfere with |... cease, and in every { 
. . - . . must ase, and In every case, too 
any proper construction of it. It simply provides that the prosecu- ; fone: 
. ‘ r in the prosecu ion of any person ( 


tions may go on except in cases where miners, individuals, or corpora- | for cutting for mining or domest rposes d 
tions have used the timber for their local or domestic purposes, and | sawed or hewed into tin é' 
not for purposes of removing it for speculation; where they have not Much as this amendment is t of place on the 

gone out of their own vicinity and neighborhood to distant portions | of the bill just read, and f ign as it to t ‘ 

of the State and cut timber for speculative purposes and transported it tends to amend, its object and intention are ] Examina } 
for sale in other parts of either of these States and Territories. If | investigations by sworn officers of the law as to the whol a 
they have done so, then the prosecutions can go on under the amend- | tions upon the timber lands of the United States in } 
ment. It protects the miners from the prosecutions which they now | and powerful n 
apprehend by making explicit that about which there can be any | and expense, and causing some anxiety lest th cts when a ned 
question. So that I claim the amendment I have offered is in the line | may develop a system of unparalleled wholesale robbery anc l to 
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W conslaeread, 
rhe fo 3 t tatute of June 3, 1878 
l yt Representatives of the United States in 
Co I ed States, bona fide re nts of 
the ale ( a ‘ of the Territo 3s of New Mexico, 
Ar a, | y r Montana, and | other minera 
dist ts « e | ‘ I hereby, author d ar i pern 
te to fe iltural, minin or other dom«e 
purm I yor being upon the jy 
Ba 3} I ‘ » entry under existir laws of t 
Untted ce} her of said State i o 
distr is « i att time bo I 
subj to rules al Secretary of the I I pre- 
scr f ct r the t ( nd nae rowth wil up 
su nds if < purposes: J { I ) isions oi this act i 
not exte i r i« poral 
2 ] t be 1e¢ duty of ther f any lox al land 
offi iW j tany mineral land may rtain from time 
tot ‘ ny timber is being cut or 1} is, except 
for the purposes authorized by this ac land district 
f t hail immediately notify Ge! ul Land 
oO and all necessary exp ng such exami- 











ation ec paid and allowed such r naking up their 
I ut sUumMts 
Any person or persors who shall y ite the provis sof this act, or 
so! ations In pur e thereofmade by the Secretary of the In- 
te : ‘ ity of a misder gnd, upon conviction, shall be fined 
i eeding $500, and to which may be added an imprisonment for 
nno xceeding six months. 


In pursuance of this statute the cretaries of the Interior—com- 

cretary Schurz and continuing with slight amendments 
to the present day—have established and prescribed rules 
f for the protection of the timber and the undergrowth 
growing upon such lands, and some of these are as follows: 














l. All citiz :and bona fide residents of the States and Territories mentioned 
therem area 1orized to fell and remove, or employ others to fell and remove, 
or to purehase from ers who fell and remove any timber growing or being 
upon p mir ands in said States or Territories: Provided, a, that 
t i ist for « rom the State or Territory where cut; 6, that no tim- 
ber lk than 8 incl ameter is cut or removed; c, that it i wantonly 
wasted or destroyed. ; 


In addition to the liberal license thus given by law and regulation, 


is of the Department to Government timber agents, show- 
ing the utmost tenderness towards those who honestly and fairly use 
he growing timber, are appended as follows: 














INSTRUCTIONS TO SP AL TIMBI r 
a ay 

t of protecting timber upon Government land.] 
3. The < of the Government in endeavoring to prevent the waste and 
ae yn of public timber is primarily to preserve it for the wants of future 
we tions, having, of course, due regard for the requirements of the present 
| ! ft destruction of forests in permitting a more rapid melting of 
ws in spring than would occur in the same region if well sheltered, and 


wing the capacity of the soil to retain moisture after rains—in both cases 





I the liability to sudden and devastating floods, not only in the de- 
ctions, but sometimes hundreds of miles distant—also the well-estab- 
lished clim : influence of such destruction in diminishing the annual rainfall 





to the serious detriment of 1 ons already subject to frequent droughts, : 

















other reasons which render the preservation of the public timber a matter of 
vil not « ytoth cultural but to many other extensive inter- 
cs 
* * * ‘ ‘ ‘ 
14, Spe timber agents should remember that it is not the purpose of the 
] n f the regulations of this Department, to prohibit the use of so much of 
the | ct ber as may be actually needed by bona fide settlers for agricult- 
ur nd d estic purposes, but to prevent its being made an article of specula- 
tic for the pe niary gain of a few individuals to the detriment of the many, 
or f 11 wal ly wasted or destroyed Vhen an agent understands this 
and con, the people in the district to which he is assigned that such is the 
ca he wil id no difficulty in securing their active support and co-operation. 
* » 7 * 7 
50. It is not the object of the Government to persecute poor wood-ch 
r cutters who » employed or induced to fell or remove the timber for 





c 

who are to reap the profits therefrom; but to punish the principals the 

the parties to be directly benefited in the case, they being the more guilty par- 
t 





51. Care s ild be taken to ascertain whether the alleged trespasser has any 
right or aut ty to take such timber as specified under heads of ** Homestead 
or pre-emy 1 entry,’ “Right of railroad companies, etc.,”” and ‘‘ Mineral 
lands.”’ (Pages 6 to 1! 

s a ¥* a os * 
3. Having all the facts in your possession you should (see section 3, circular 








of May 





1885) at ons 


lout a form of report (in duplicate) and transmit the 


same to this office, being particular to state the facts in full under each head, 
and in accordance with instructions given under the head of ‘“‘ Manner of mak- 
ing reports of timber trespass."’ 

You should call upon the trespasser in every instance where practicable, and 
request him to state his side of the case, under oath, 
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the Clerk to be read. 
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Ihe Clerk read as follow 
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Phat railroad is constantly enga 4 
wood at Eureka and other points l 
re Ito by youin your « : i ! ) 
tion 4 of act of same date, providing for sale of tim! 
(pages 89 and 90, 20 Statutes at Large). 

C. Boltiere has now five hundred cords cut, Gabriel Zor over 0 
thousand cords, and eight or ten other leading m 
The j tin 
their cars every day This wood last spoken of-— not over 5 
inches in diameter, and searce one tree outof fif ete 
The fac is, all that land was culled it over of a 
size, and now they are cutting it ove nd time and ce} very young 





tree and bush over 2 or 3 inches in diameter, 
These men have all been notified by men owni 
ber to desist from cutting it; told if they w« 
and haul off only that already cut they would not be con 
road company aforesaid has been notified to desist haulin 
but the parties thus complaining have been treated with contempt, 

This information I have from a mining man, the president and supe 
ent of several mines in the immediate vicir 


t y of this timber land. His motive 
of course, is to preserve the timber for the 1: il purposes provided for by the 
acts above referred to, namely, for purchas 


ght among 
ive what was standi 
plained of. The rail- 


Zz the wood thus « 
































and for mining and domestic pur- 
poses, etc., as permitted by the act. He is verified in his st ments by the ob- 
fthe marshal, Thomas E. Kelly, who has been very recently, namely, 
within ten days or so last past, through this country. In fact, the same state 
of facis,of my own knowl re, will found to exist in the vicinity of Austin, 
White Pine, Belmont, Pioche, and every other large mining camp in this Sta 
and throughout all the mountainous timbered regions of California where ex- 
amples have not been made. 

I have no doubt that many thousand cords of wood could now be found and 
seized in various parts of this State cut off of mineral land reserved from sale d 
and public land not sold. I have no doubt this state of affairs will continue 
unless examples are made. I have no doubt large recoveries could be mad 
from persons taken red-handed in theact. I have no doubt the former register tay 
and receiver of the Eureka land office must have known or shut his eyes and 2 
ears to keep from knowing about this wholesale robbery of the timber of t! 
United States out in the eastern part of the State. There is but little timb 
any kind near Carson, east of California State line, except what was fairly pur- 
chased, or at least pre-empted or purchased, by men who appeared to have 
fairly pre-empted or purchased such timber bona fide. 

These complaints have only come to my ears since I have been officiating as 
United States district attorney; yet I feel they are true or far less than the truth 
and that any honest, capable investigation will demonstrate the entire truth 
all that has been said. The General Land Office has been promising in one 
two cases I know of to send out aspecial agentto investigate land irregularit 
in this State. 


servation o 



































To develop the : these timber spoliations, to recoup what can be done BS 
would require s smart, quick, active agent with largely developed detective fa ; 
ulties to go around these several mining districts and ascertain approximate! . 
what amount of timber or wood has been stolen, who stole it, what witnesses 





ake or have made his arrests and 
urate suits to recover va 3 





ean prove it, and then, like a thunderbolt, m 
seizures of wood and timber remaining, and inaus 


from ali solvent persons and corporations 





* * . * - * - 


I would do all in an individmal's power to prosecute, convict, and punish t! 
bold robbers of the public domain, but without the direction and as 
the proper Department—its in fluence, direction, and means at our back—w« 
do but little and might be blamed for that, both by the Government on accou 
of the expense incurred, and the citizens and communities affected. 

So, gentlemen, we most respectfully refer these mattersto you. If you think 7 
these people ought to be prosecuted for laying waste the small amount of not 
very high or very thick timber in this State, and that acts of Congress shou! i 
be enforced, then send aspecial agent, or appoint one here (to the manner bora) 
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honest, bona fide citizen who obeys the law and takes only such tim- | 
ber as he needs in his own affairs; that six mining companies should 
not be al ed to discount the rights of posterity and consume thei 
rightful heritage; that these six mines—all of Nevada, as they may be 
now—are not entitled to all the timber of the State growing upon un- 
developed or undiscovered mines, in which hundreds of thousands of 
our people may be employed in the near future; that the arms of our 
faithiul officials shall be upheld in their contests with freebooters for 
the just rights of the public; that honesty and not dishonesty shall be 
exempted from prosecution, and that, in the language of President 


Grant with regard to the whisky frauds of 1875, no guilty man shall 
€ Cay 

[Cries of ‘Vote!’ *‘ Vote!’] 

Ir. BLAND. I withdraw the amendment which I sent up. 

The SPEAKER pro lempor The question is upon the motion of 
the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. WoopBuRN] that the House recede 
from its disagreement to the Senate amendment. 

The motion was disagreed to; there being ayes 17, noes 54. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that the House further insist on its disa- 
greement to the Senate amendment. 

‘he motion was agreed to. 
he next amendment (amendment numbered 119) was read, as fol- 


a 
= 
Z 


rt the following 
lor the purpose of investigating the extent to which the arid region of the 
d 


United States can be redeemed by irrigation, and the segregation of the irriga- 


ble lands in such arid region, and for the selection of sites for reservoirs and 


other hydraulic works necessary for the storage and utilization of water for 
irrigation and the prevention of floods and overflows, and to make the neces- 
sary maps, including the pay of employés in field and in office, the cost of all 
instruments, apparatus, and materials, and all other necessary expenses con- 
nected therewith, the work to be performed by the Geological Survey, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, the sum of $250,000. And all the 
lands which may be designated for reservoirs and canals for irrigation shall be 
reserved as the property of the United States, and shall not be subjected to en- 
try or settlement until hereafter provided for by law.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
flouse recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment, and 
agree to the same with the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “dollars,” in line 1, on page 66, strike out the following 

And all the lands which may be designated for reservoirs and canals for ir- 
rigation shall be reserved asthe property of the United States, and shall not be 
subjected to entry or settlement until hereafter provided for by law.”’ 

And insert in lieu thereof: 

” And the Director of the Geological Survey under the supervision of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior shall make a report to Congress on the first Monday in Decem- 
ber of each year, showing in detail how the said money has been expended, the 
amount used for actual survey and engineer work in the field in locating sites for 
reservoirs, and an itemized account of the expenditures under this appropriation; 
and all the lands which may hereafter be designated or selected by such United 
States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals for irrigation purposes 
and all the lands made susceptible of irrigation by such reservoirs, ditches, or 
canals, are from this time henceforth hereby reserved from sale as the property 
of the United States and shall not be subjectafter the passage of thisact toentry, 
settlement, or occupation until further provided by law.” 

} 


Mr. FORNEY. I would like to come to some agreement as to the 
length of time to be occupied in the discussion on this proposition. 

Mr. HERBERT. I hope the gentleman will not undertake to fix a 
limit now. This is too important a question. 

| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, withholds his remarks for re- 
vision. See APPENDIX. | 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I have songht five minates for the 
purpose of making a short reply to one point presented by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], to wit, the effect that the 
retention of the waters that come into the Mississippi River from the 
Rocky Mountains would have in reducing the floods of thatriver. We 
have had and now have the question presented by this amendment 
under consideration in the Committee on Agriculture, in a bill which 
1 now hold in my hand referred to that committee. Major Powell, Di- 
rector of the Geological Survey, appeared before that committee and | 
made a statement on the subject covered by the amendment. When | 
he Nad concluded his general statement he was specially and particu- 
larly interrogated as to the effect that the staying of these waters in 
the Rocky Mountains would have on the floods of the Mississippi. He 
could not say that it would have any perceptible effect, nor indeed can 
it. Ifany Representative whose constituents are affected by the floods 
of this river is disposed to vote for this amendment under theinfluence 
of the hope that they are to be benefited thereby I beg him to pause 
for he will find himself grievously mistaken. I beg such, if any there 
be, but to cast their eyes on the map there spread out before us, pursue 
the Missouri, the Yellowstone, and other rivers to the sources in the 
Rocky Mountains, in which their waters are to be held in reservoirs, 
and behold what an infinitesimally smal] acreage is to be subtracted 
from the enormous watershed drained by the Ohio River and its tribu- 
taries, the Mississippi and its tributaries, and all of the rivers flowing | 
into the Mississippi from the West, where the rains fall east of the arti- | 
ficial lakes made in the coves of the Rocky Mountains. 

Indeed, an argument made to those of us who represent constituents | 
who suffer from these floods that we are to be benefited by such expend- 
itures has rather a tendency to disclose the weakness of the entire 
scheme. It is certain that we are not to be benefited by this small 
subtraction. | 
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But the question presented, on its intrinsic merits, is entitled to 
very grave consideration, and demands a very full and thorough in- 
vestigation. It should not come up for consideration in an appropria- 
tion bill among a multitude of distracting dollar and cent items; nor 
should it have been submitted to the Committee on Agriculture for 
investigation, as has been done in the House. The question is one 
affecting the public domain, and should have separate consideration 
by the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

From the partial investigation that has been given toit by the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, of whica I am a member, I am fully satisfied 
of this. Itshould be fully and thoroughly known before these ex- 
penditures are entered upon where these surveys and examinations are 
to be made and the duties of those in charge in some manner defined 
in the interest of the Government. Who can tell where these surveys 
and examinations are to be made? Are they to be made in the vicinity 
of the three great railroads, with their millions of acres of public lands 
derived as subsidies from the General Government, and who may be 
the principal beneficiary ? 

Where is the direction in the amendment prescribing any rule in 
this regard or in any manner indicating where the work shall he- 
gin or where it shallead? Are these surveys to be made where the 
lands have been surveyed by the Government and are open to sale or 
entry or are they to be made where the chain and compass have not 
yet been? Full information on all these subjects should be had be- 
fore such important and costly legislation is entered upon. In order 
that the House may understand something of the obscurity in which 
we find ourselves moping along I will read a communication from the 
acting Commissioner of Publie Land 





DEPARTMENT OF TUE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washingion, D, C., February 20, 1888, 

Sir: Iam in receipt of Senate resolution of February 15, 1888, requesiing the 
honorable Secretary of the Interior to inform the Senate if,in his opinion, it is 
desirable to authorize the organization in his Department known as the Geo- 
logical Survey to segregate lands of the public domain capable of irrigation in 
the sections of the United States where irrigation is required, from other lands, 
and to lay out suitable places to be reserved for reservoirs and rights of way 
for ditches and canals, for the purposes of irrigation. Said resolution was, on 
February 14, 1888, referred to this office for report in duplicate and return of 
papers, by Hon. D. L. Hawkins, Assistant Secretary. 

At present I am not fully informed as to the extent and exact location of all 
lands the survey and segregation of which are contemplated by the resolution, 
nor have I definite means of ascertaining the expense attendant on such work, 
nor do I suppose that accurate information could be obtained as to these mat- 
ters in time for the action of Congress at the present session. Whilst it may 
be desirable that legislation of the character contemplated by the resolution 
should be had in the future, at the present Iam unable to see any urgent ne- 
cessity for it. 


Very respectfully, 
c 


8. M. STOCKSLAGER, 
Acting Commissioncr. 
Hon. WILLIAM F. VILas, 
Secretary of the Interior. 

Now here is the statement of the Commissioner that he can not furnish 
us, for the want of information himself, with the extent or location of 
lands the survey and segregation of which are contemplated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have no doubt in the world 
the Commissioner has no data. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will yield to 
the gentleman from Mississippi for a few minutes. I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Mississippi be allowed to continue his 
remarks until he shall have concluded them. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will give to the gent!eman 
from Mississippi two minutes more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana asks that 
the gentleman from Mississippi be allowed to continue his remarks. 
Is there objection ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. I have given him 
two minutes more. 

Mr. MORGAN. I only desire a word further. 

What great practical benefit is to be derived or emergency is press- 
ing, that we can not wait until we can get all the information that is 
necessary to enable us to actadvisedly about this matter? [ama mem- 
ber of the subcommittee of the Committee on Agriculture in charge 
of the House bill covering this matter, and I stand prepared to report 
it back to this House with the recommendation that it be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, who have beenselected by this House 
with regard to their special fitness to investigate matters of this kind. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, withholds his remarks for re- 
vision. See APPENDIX. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr 

3RECKINRIDGE] has thirty-five minutes remaining. How much time 
does he yield to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SyMEs]? 

Mr. SYMES. I take the floor in my own right. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I yield twenty minutes to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox], ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. WEAV FR], and reserve five. 

[Mr. Symes withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. } 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I can add anything of 
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no new science 
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Ssissippi, attest that I 
historic race may have been engaged in cultivating the soil thi 
irrigation. But whether the water 
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Three things are necessary to production from the soil 


the sun, and the water. 
Given water and there is no limit to 


ergy of vegetation.’’ 


{ may be pardoned for referring to observations in Scandinay 


Without water the others are but id 


vyhat the French 


the vegetable energy is so great and so notable that the 


pease grow 2 or 3 inches per day durin 
ten weeks is the average to get the grain cro; 


in the summer 
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It is because of the forests of Norway ar 


fail of that Arctic country that the immense trees, birch, ji 
and pine, grow so abundantly to enrich its commerce and ¢g 
ment to its people. 

Nowhere have I seen such fields of flowers as in the 


summer. 
beauty. 


But all these may lie flowerless and fruitless unless the ener; 
man seizes upon them for development. 
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ve 1 ill add tot ilue of its own pul ( bin 
land which « posed of hereatter for athousand million dollars if 
it desires to do ind it can dispose of it hereafter when it is reserved 
by the amendment that I have offered at the rate of from $2 to $5 an 
aci is it dispo of the lands « itary reservations and the ] 
When you « it | t yn of value to the United tes ; 
its cit ! on ¢ lands outside of the immed 
? 4 
Vai to ) i reach 1 i t ligt can not 
culate 
Mr. COX Gentlemen n nile at chacalculation. I 
from Majo we report to « firm 1 Phen you can judge 
? 4 } ‘ 
ady et will be gained. I willsay tothe gentleman fi 
bel 1 me ) seems incre yus, that I got much of my inspi 
on ( t from ‘ hrockmorto! But let me 
Major Po l says 
t ea i i nisaboutl w, square 1 s 
oO! abi e-fifth is t rug or too elevated to admit of cultiv n 
n I ny ¢ i gricu t y to arise or a Cé t r} , \ 
er ft ( f play dra ss desert pla so flat t i 
I it salts f their s« . There remain ¢ 000 
1 mil {i i whi need ly v to be rendered prodt 
he mir i price of public land, $1.25 per acre, a price g 
r py r this land has a valuation of $800,000,000; at I 
m ute « t ts value when irrigated, it would be worth $1 OF 
Jor the irrigation of this area we have the annual precipitation upon 1,300,000 
squ n of mountain, valley, and plain. This ranges from 5 inches or less 
ont dry t plains to 30 inches on the mountains, and even 75 or 100 inches on 
the highe peaks, and the average for the whole region is not far from 15 inches. 
{f all this could be applied to the land suited by configuration for cultivation, it 
would afford about 20 inches of water annually for the whole area, or nearly 
double the amount which need be applied to crops during the growing season. 
The water which falls in the arid region would therefore fully meet the agri- 


cultural needs if only it could be stored until the proper season and then con- 




















veyed to the proper land. Unfortunately, many causes conspire to render im- 
pos ble thel | realization of so desirable a result. 

Of the precipitation, which has the form of snow, a large fraction is returned 
to the air by evaporation without going through the process of melting. Of that 
which fall srain, a large part is received by the soil and evaporated from it 
wit ut gathering in reams, and the only portion of such unconcentrated 
rainfall serviceable for agriculture is that which falls on the farming land dur- 
ing the growing season. Of the water from rain and meited snow which gath- 
ers in channels and forms streams, only a portion has such relation to arable 
land that it can be utilized; the remainder flows too low, or at such distance 
from the land as to be beyond the economic limits of conveyance. Moreover, 
A « tively small portion ofthe stream water is furnished during the farm 
ing and that which m be stored in reservoirs in order to utilize it 
ne< iffers material loss by evaporation 

{ ler such adverse conditions it is manifest that only a small portion of the 
rainfall of the region can be made to serve the farmer, and that th rlid 
foundation for the opinion sometimes expressed thatthe greater part of our arid 
Wwe will ultimately | laimed, In 1880 less than 1 per cent. of its arable 
portion had been supplied with irrigation water, and it is not believed that with 
the most elaborate irrigation works this can be increased to more than 20 per 
cent. On the other hand, an estimate based on such data as are ava leads 
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x<ceeds one-half of the land now 
», this will add $2,880,000, 


to the anticipation that when all the larger 
control, and the storage of water has been carr 
ically, there will be redeemed about 15 per cent 
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cultivated in the United Sté At $50 per acz 
the wealth of the nation. 
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itnot worthatrial? Should 


tical good sense of the Ameri- 
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be done 
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is 


may*seem to some, or practical to others, 
itn initiation from the prac 
can Congré May it not be a remedy in one sense for many of the 
ilis which seem so large and menacing to us now, when these millions 
of acres in New Mexico and Arizona and other places west of the one 
hundredth meridian of longitude shall have been redeemed from their 
natural impoverishment, and when our desertshall be made glad and 
our waste places be made to blossom as the rose. 

For the La 
He will ma 
Lord; joy an 
melody. 

When St. Ferdinand captured Seville from the Moors he bore the con- 
quest to heaven. The Virgin desired that her champion should ask a 
boon. The King asked for a fine climate and sweet sun; it was con- 
ceded. For brave men and fair women; it was conceded. For oil, 
Then he 


ve som 


trecel 


lshall comfort Zion; He will comfort all her wa places, anc 


her wilderness like Eden, and her desert like the garden of the 
1 gladness shall be found therein, thanksgiving, and the voice of 
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wine, and the fruits of the teeming earth; it was granted. 
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isked for water, to add its blessing to the teeming grain fields . 
olive orchar« this, too, was conceded. ‘‘Then,’’ said the Kir ; 
it please the beauteous Queen of iven to grant unto Spain a Be 
xl government along with its symbolic pure water?’’ ‘‘Nay! nay ES 
nay said the Queen, ‘‘for then the angels would desert heaven for a 
Spain !’’ a. 
M McCULLOGH. De the gx eman mean to say t e x 
women of Spain and the water of Spain are both fair? 
Mr. COX, ihe gentieman will please be Seat d until 1] i 
iL ighter. | ren 
I do not mean tos Mr. Speaker, that our advancing people i 
1 ( nor t it 1 muld de t the Mississippl, 01 the Ohio, or the H : 
fFiudson valle . [ lr plains we or east of the Mississippi or KH a 
that ‘ 1 the unctu oil of the prairies for this inh e 
pitabie region, even 10 1ts ar t hould be remedied by irricga- 
th { do not mean t! our Own ] or ve people, set king ever the 
We rd ho! ana the Star of Empire, will li ek to he lands thus 
rescued by our providence; but I do mean to say that as economists 
in alarge sense, looking to our splendid future and contemplating the 
immense possibilities of our beloved country, we might at least try tl 
experiment and ascertain what the sun and the sky and the soil and, 
as the greatest desideratum, the wate will do for America. LAp- E 
plause. | ‘ 
Mr. SYMES. I | yield ten minutes to the itleman from Iowa 


[Mr. WEAVER]. 






Mr. FORNEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speal time has been yielded to me, but | ; 
will reserve my rem until this subject comes up again. 
os A M I PRESIDI I 
A message, in writing, from t President of the United States wa - 
communicated to the House ] I UDEN, one of his secretaries, 





who also announced that the President I approved bills of the fol 


lowing titles: 5 


An act (H. R. 8662) to accept and ratify an agreement made with 
the Shoshone and Bannock Indians for the surrender and reliaquishme: 
to the United States of a portion of the Fort Hall reservation, in the 


ores 
fii« 


Territory of Idaho, for the purpose ofa town site, and for the grant ofa 


ae 





right of way through the said reservation to the Utah and Southern 

Railway Company, and for other purpé8es; te 
An act (H. R. 219) granting a pension to James Smallidge; e: 
An act (H. R. 9830) for the relief of Lachlan McIntosh; a 
An act (H. R. 9263) granting an increase of pension to Abraham J. 


Brickles; and a 

Joint resolution (H. Kes. 219) to continue the provisions of a joi 

resolution entitled a ‘‘ Joint resolution to provide temporarily for t 
s 


nt 
he 

Che message also announced that the bill (H. R. 5539) for the relief of 
John J. Coughlin had been presented to the President on August 17, 
and, not having been returned by him to the House of Congress in 
which it originated within the ten days prescribed by the Constitution, 
had become a law without his signat 


AC THE 


Lure, 


BRIDGE KENTUCKY RIVER. 


ROSS 


Mr. McCREARY. I ask the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. For- 
NEY] to withhold his motion to adjourn fora moment. I desire to cal 


up a bill which has been favorably reported from the Committee on 
Commerce to authorize the construction of bridges across the Kentucky 



























































River. The railroad is finished nearly to the river and the company E 
are very anxious to build the bridge without delay. The bill is in th 4 
usual form. "4 
The bill was re ad, as follow Ss: 
to authorize t! yn of bridges a K 
its tributaries by the Richmond, Nicholasville, Irvine 
1d Company 
Be it enacted, That the Richmond, Nichola , irvine and Beattyvil 
Railroad Company, a corporation o 1ized under act of the General Ass« 
bly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, be, and it is hereby, authorized to 
struct and maintain a bridge or bridges, and approaches thereto, over the K« 
tucky River, in the State of Kentucky, and alsoa bridge or bridges over (1 
tributaries or forks of said river, at such point or points as said company may 
deem suitable for the passage of its said road over said river, or its tributari 
or forks. Said bridge or bridges shall be constructed to provide for the } 
sage of railway trains, and, at the option of the company by which it or they 
may be built, ma; » used for the pass: of wagons and vehicles of all kind 
for the transit of animals, and for foot-passengers. 
Sec. 2. That any bridge built under this act, and subject to its limit 
shall be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post-rou! 7 
and it shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other post-roads in the United q 
States, and equal privileges in the use of said bridge shail be granted to : 
telegraph companies; and the United States shall have the right of way : * 
said bridge and its approaches for postal-telegraph purposes. é 
Sec. 3. That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall | 
built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of na 
igation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe ; and to secure t! 
object, the said company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of WV 
for his examination and approval,a design and drawing of the bridg a 4 
map of the location thereof; and until the said plan and location of the bridge ae 
are approved by the Secretary of War, the bridge shall not be built; and should 





any change be made in the plan of said bridge during the progress of constru 
tion, such change shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War. 
Sec. 4. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge or brid 
shall have, and be entitied to, equal rightsand privileges relative to the passa: 
of railway trains over the same,and over the approaches thereto, upon the pay- 
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Company K, Fourth United States Infantry, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 
DISTRICT ELECTRIC WIRES. 

Mr. FARWELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 105) to restrain the 
erection or maintenance of overhead electric motive power and electric 
light wires in the cities of Washington and Georgetown, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. FARWELL. Iam instructed by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs], to report it with a recom- 
mendation that it do not pass. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

‘The Chief Clerk read the resolution of Mr. EpMuNDs, as follows: 

Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are hereby, directed to revoke any permit granted for the erection of overhead 
electric wires. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This resolution is reported in obedi- 
ence to the instructions of the Senate given when the communication 
of the commissioners of the District of Columbia was referred to the 


Committee on the District of Columbia. It is reported back with the | 


recommendation that it do not pass, and it will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the resolution in regard to the electric wires? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There were two resolutions, one res- 
olution referring the communication with instructions to report a res- 
olution requesting the commissioners to revoke their permits. That 
is reported adversely. The joint resolution introduced by the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs] is reported favorably with amendments. 

Mr. HOAR, There was a petition referred to that committee with 
an order of instruction. Is there any report on that also? 

Mr. FARWELL. There is a report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me that there ought to be action taken 
upon the resolution, because the company in pursuance of law, as Iam 
advised by persons interested, are now ready and going on, and in my 
judgment they ought to go on, because as a matter of course the law 
is in force, their rights are fixed by law, and they should proceed to 
execute the duty enjoined upon them by the law. sut if there is any 
doubt about it, if any one wishes further to contest their right to go 
on, the resolution ought to be acted on promptly. Otherwise they will 
be clearly justified to-day and from this time on to proceed in the ex- 
ecution of the work. 

I make the statement now, because no complaints should be made if 
they should go on in obedience to the law, with the highest respect for 
the opinion hastily expressed by the Senate the other day, unless the 
Senate desires to call the resolution up and re-enforce it by overruling 
its committee. 

I do not like to move to indefinitely postpone the resolution in the 
absence of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs]. I will submit 
the motion to indefinitely postpone the resolution, but I shall not ask 
that it be acted upon now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. That is the recommendation of the 
conimittee. ‘ 


report of the committee be approved. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proper motion would be to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the report of the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not like to do that in the absence of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont. I will let it stand over in deference to the absence 
of the Senator from Vermont, except that I wish to submit the motion. 

Mr. VEST. Iwas about to observe that I participated in the debate 
when the resolution of the Senator from Vermont was adopted. I 
stated then that I did not know any of the gentlemen engaged in the 
enterprise of putting up these overhead electric wires. Afterwards a 
gentleman here with whom I have a very slight acquaintance called at 
my house and stated to me that I was entirely wrong with regard to 
the statement that there was anything dangerous in the wires, and that 
the amount of electric power to be used could be demonstrated to be 
entirely harmless either to men or to animals. I told him that had 
not been the experience of the country in regard to these electric wires, 
and that his statement astonished me very much. Without ever hav- 
ing had any personal interest in the matter, I have been informed that 
the amount of power necessary to be used as a motive power would 
always destroy or very seriously injure animal life when brought in 
contact with it. He said he was prepared to bring the evidence before 
the Senate, but that the Senate refused to hear him or his associates in 
this enterprise, and had cut the whole thing off at the knees unjustly 
and in utter disregard of theirrights. I assured him there was no such 
intention on my part or on that of any other Senator within my knowl- 
edge, and suggested to him that he could bring the whole matter be- 
fore the Senate and reopen it by getting some Senator who is upon the 
other side of the question from myself and who believes that these over- 
head wires ought to be put up simply to offer a resolution rescinding 
the resolution already adopted by the Senate, and that that would re- 
open the whole question and it could be heard. 

Aiterwards I received papers, which I have not brought to the Sen- 
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ate to-day, from an electric company, located in Philadelphia, if I am 
not mistaken, in which they state emphatically that wires can be put 
under-ground as economically as they can be placed overhead, and that 
without any sort of danger to anybody. I, of course, know nothing 
about these facts, but I suggest to the Senator from Ohio and to the 


| Senate that with this diversity of opinion, with this antagonism of 


| proof, and in the absence of the Senator from Vermont, the mover of 





the resolution, the matter ought not to be taken up to-day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I said so, and I do not desire to take up the reso 
lution; I simply wish to enter the motion to indefinitely postpone it, 
if that is in order. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it ought to be stated what perhaps the Senator 
from Missouri, who has been, I think, absent for a portion of the past 
two weeks, may not be awareof. A petition was presented to the Sen- 
ate setting forth very fully the facts in regard to this matter. That 
has been heard on evidence before the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and I understand their report is unanimous in regard to the 
matter of the danger. That petition, as was stated to the Senate the 
other day, issigned by personsof high standing and character in Massa- 
chusetts and states that their workmen and the manufacturers of this 
material handle it with entire ease, and that it never did more than 
raise a slight blister or something of that kind; that they are entirely 
careless about it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will state to the Senator from Massachusetts and 
to the Senate that the committee has had the petition to which he re- 
fers under consideration, and on Friday the committee heard the testi- 
mony of some electrical experts. There was quite a mass of testimony 
laid before the committee in the form of affidavits and certificates of 
electrical experts. That testimony, if not now printed, will be printed 
in a day or two and will be laid before the Senate. The testimony 
taken before the committee shows conclusively to my satisfaction that 
there is no danger to human life or to animal life in the amount of elec- 
trical power necessary to propel the cars on any street railroad. But 
the testimony will be laid before the Senate in the course of a few 
days. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report goes over under the rule. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3507) granting a pension to Thomas 
Degnan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 3508) granting a pension to Albert 
M. Edwards; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 6364) to provide for the sale of land allotted 
and patented to certain members of the Black Bob band of Shawnee 
Indians, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLEs, 


| its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
Mr. SHERMAN. Well, I make the motion in the Senate that the | bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 


A bill (H. R. 8) to restore Mrs. k. S. Horton upon the pension-rolls; 

A bill (H. R. 508) granting a pension to Sarah Ff. Hawkins; 

A bill (H. R. 2566) for the relief of Phillip Kopplin; 

A bill (H. R. 3504) for the relief of John German; 

A bill (H. R. 3801) granting a pension to Nelson J. Crook; 

A bill (H. R. 4820) granting a pension to Ellen Kelly; 

A bill (H. R. 6022) granting a pension to Smith Bodkins; 

A bill (H. R. 7516) to increase the pension of Sylvester Stearns; 

A bill (H. R. 8748) to increase the pension of Richard Jobes; 

A bill (H. R. 8993) for the relief of Shadrack W. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 10106) to place the name of Matilda Spangler on the 
pension-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. 10224) granting a pension to Elias H. Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 10256) to place the name of Lucy Wagor, of Hillsdale, 
Mich., on the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 10258) to place the name of Cyrus Millins, of Ogden 
Centre, Mich., on the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 10504) granting a pension to Mary Hooper; 

A bill (H. R. 10856) for pension for Eliza N. Aiken; 

A bill (H. R. 10621) for the removal of the political disabilities of 
John H. Parker, of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 11021) to increase the pension of Charles Hahneman; 

A bill (H. R. 11057) granting a pension to Margaret Gray; and 

A bill (H. R. 1197) for the removal of the political disabilities o! 
Henry A. Ramsay. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 2371) granting a pension to Jacob Pitner; 

A bill (S. 2716) granting a pension to Carl M. Schwantes; 

A bill (S. 2871) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah J. Martin; 

A bill (S. 3035) to grant a pension to William Thields; 

A bill (S. 3118) for the relief of Mathew O. Regan; 
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A bill (S. 3178) to remove the political disal 


Bradford; and 


lities of William L 


A bill (S. 3364) to provide for an American register for the steamer 


Saginaw of New York. 


‘The message further announced that the House had chosen Mr. JA 
H. BLOUNT, a Representative from the State of Georgia, Speaker 
tempore during the absence of the Speaker. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIG) 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the Hous 

the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed t 


President pro tempore 

{ bill (S. 1813) for the relief of Susan B. Hopkins, widow « 
Hopkins, late of Tallahassee, Fla., deceased; 

A bill (S. 2197) empowering and directing the Commissioner of Na 
gation to register and enroll as American vessels certain sailing vé 
of foreign construction, repaired in the port of Cleveland, Ohio 
named the Josephine and M. C. Upper, respectively; 


A bill (S. 2825) granting an increase of pension to B ymin T. 
Baker; 
\ bill (H. R. 2601) for the relief of the Baptist Female Coll of 


Lexington, Mo.; and 
H. R. 


. C., to replace the revenue-cutter Stevens. 


5670) for the construction of a revenue-cutter for New 


am pan 


CALVIN J. COWLES AND GEORGE B. 

Mr. PASCO. Iask unanimous consent that the vote by which the 
bill (S. 2970) for the relief of Calvin J. C 

was postponed last week be recor 


on the Calendar. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


postponed, that order wiil 


HANNA 


1 1 1:3) 
sidered, and 


The bill having been indefinit 
be reconsidered, by unanimous 


there be no objection, and the bill. with th adverse report, will be 


placed on the Calendar. 


CAMPAIGN WORK BY A SENATE EMPLOYE. 


Mr. VEST submitted the following resolution; which was re 
Rese 1, That the Committee to Examir 
Service be instructed to inquire whet 
g pay, and when the Senate n in session, have been engage 
preparing partisan campaign literature for the purpose of advancing the int« 
ests of the Republican party in the pending canvass, and whether pu 
of the matter so prepared has been published by an employé of the Sen 


¥ 


> the Several Branches of t ( 
employés of the Senate, whilst 














his official character printed thereon, and what legislation is necessary to | 
vent and punish such conduct, and that said committee report 
wis 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, before the resolution is disposed « I 


wish to make a few remarks in regard to it. 

I happen to appreciate rather fully a criticism such as is conta 
in offering this resolution, and I have offered it very del 
Some two years ago, or possibly more, an employé of the Gove1 





in the State of Missouri, a United States district attorney, w: 
by the President of the United States | 

gone out into the State and made speeches in behalf of the Democrat 
party. The attention of the President was called to the matter, and 








he immediately and very promptly, and I thought rather summaril) 
removed this gentleman and suspended his fun sas a district at 


torney. 

I came to the city of Washington and remonstrated against that re 
moval, but was informed by the President that he proposed to n 
equal justice to both parties; that he had removed an attor 
State of Pennsylvania, a Republican, for doing the same th an 
proposed to make no distinction between members of his own | 
and members of the opposing organization. 

The President further stated that it had been represented to 
and he exhibited newspaper articles and private letters to that effect 
that Mr. Benton, whilst the United States circuit court and dist 
court were in session in Kansas City, where I live, had left his offic 
duties and gone out for the purpose of making political speeches in be 
half of the Democratic ticket. It was within my personal knowledg 
that that statement was not true, and I immediately produced (anti: 
pating that this charge had been made) a letter from the 
district judge, who was not a Democrat, stating that Mr. Benton 
attended promptly to all the duties of his offi ] 
docket at that term of thecourt, givin 
for trial and to motions pending. 

The result was that Mr. Benton was reinstated; and I was malign 
not to use the term blackguarded, in the Republican press from ¢« 
end of this country to another, and especially in my ov 
having interfered and caused the reinstatement of this gentleman; and 
it was stated then that the time of Mr. Benton belonged excl 
to the Government of the United States. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator right there, in order to preserve th 
consecutiveness of his narrative, state whether the President reinstated 
the district attorney in Pennsylvania who belonged to the other t 
and who had been removed at the same time with Mr. Bento 

Mr. VEST. I donot know. 
facts of that case. 
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LOM 1 the ator from Iowa [ Mr. ALLISON], when I called at- 
tention f . pension examiner had been sent from the 
St of M u vis to perform campaign service in the year 
1 that we to thirty days’ leave of absence with pay, 
and the I nois claimed thatin his judgment he hadonly 
obtained th t ight of this gentleman when he got twenty-three 
d to the record he was granted twenty-three 
da absence th pay from October 6 and nine days w ay 
ft { 9 1884. Th cord shows that the g 
po lin 1884. In October, less than three mont 
he | those twent ‘days’ leave of absence l ; 
afterwal 1e days’ | At that very time a regulation of the In 
terior Department was in force, made by the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TE! kn] when Secretary of the Interior, and that regulation is 
in t fo) ig language 
1 14, I y \ ) 1 the se i { I tless 
{ 
t had only I 1 the Department three months— 
1 t I two d ‘ ) t f 
‘ 
order of January 1, 1884 "N entitled under 
‘ ' 1. to seven and a half days’ le f absence and no more 
lt tl lay e of ab with pay 
} ) j 
that deb rom the postmaster at ( ro a 
] ce to | l ask the Secretary to 1 
The PRESIDENT prot Che letter v be rea 
: ] 
he (¢ f Cl read as follow 
( \Go Post E, Or FX THE POSTMASTER, 
( lll., September 1,1 
~ Isee by t! telegraphic dispatches from Washingt m,} 
lis t g’s papers, that Senator CULLOM, of this State, in some re 
n < acd i the Senate, for political effect, and in seeking to create the im- 
pression t Democrats are now as bad as the Republicans were when in powe 
Mu cing i tions from Government officials for political purposes,charged 
in sul ce that I, as postmaster of Chicago, by collusion with my law part 





ner, have been engaged in making collections of post-office employés here for 
Democratic campaign purposes, 

Permit me to assure you, Senator, that this charge is wholly untrue. Senator 
CuLLOoM has evidently been misled by the statement of some vicious and reck 
less newspaper scribbler. I have had no connection whatever with the solici 
tation of subscriptions or with inviting contributions from post-office or other 
Government employés, either for political or other purposes, 
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tuation. so as to be able tor ute ti < irwes if itt i ifu »to do 
fam, with n h respect, si y, yours, ete., 
S. CORNING JUDD, Postma 
P.S I write to you in this tter | according to the teler 
patches, you made some very appropriate r irks in the Senate on ter« 
com ng Senator Cv! i siatemelr 
. f | y 
yn, ¢ G. VES1 
] Ss s ! ij h r 
Mr. VES It is proper for me to state that I have no acquaintance 
vith Mr. Judd, andI have had no communication with him except 
that letter. After readingin the Recorp the statement of the reporter 
of the Chicago Tribune as to the manner in which he obtained what 
purports to be his information, after his admission that he deliberately 
lied to this man Esher, that he misrepresented his own character, that 
e afterwards went in his proper character and then lied to him again 
hea pro} 
by stating and making the impression that he would not publish what 
had occurred in the morning, but says that he had already put it in 
type, and therefore he could very sately say that he would not publish 
it in the future, I was willing that the public should pass upon the 
credibility of that witness. 
| have simply to say in conclusion that if the postmaster at Chi 
has violated the civil-service law, let the committee raised at the in- 
stance of the distinguished Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], 1 : 


st-office, and if that m: 
ition for the purpose of b 
more cheerfully indorse 


he is chairman, investigate 





r of prostituting his offic 
ing his employés, no Senator in this body wi 
his removal and his public disgrace. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, so far ence of the Sen 






tor from Missouri to me ¢ $ concerned nave nothing more to s: a 
about it. He seems to have a kind of nightmare on that subject, an py 
I am willing to let him rest there. 


As to the charges against Mr. McKee, I wish to say that I h: 


known him for some time, and I recognize him as a gentleman of cha 
ter, a gentleman who y attends to his duties as charged up 
him by the Senate; and if there is any Senator here who can point t 
single instance where that gentleman has failed to discharge his dut 


nts and what n« 











in waiting upon the Senate and furnishing docum 
then I should like to have him do so. 

I undertake to say that itis none of the business of the Senate wheth« 
that gentleman saw proper to put in his odd hours, either during t! 
lay or at night, in preparing a book, even though that book may be 





favor of protecting American labor and American industry. So far 
I am concerned, I think he has done a good piece of work, and I thi 
it will give some trouble to our Democratic friends to answer the ex- 
tracts that are taken from speeches made by honorable Senators and by 


Representatives in the other branch. That is all I have to say about 
Mr. McKee. 

Now, the Senator from Missouri comes back to the Chicago post- 
office, and he is tremendously exercised because, forsooth, the reporter 
of the Chicago Tribune happened to get a card and took advantage of 
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the Republican party expected it would do; but it is because, while it 
has pretended that it did not do it, it has been cleaning the service of 


every Republican on whom it could put its hands. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas certainly does 
me injustice when he says that I would not conte mn @ similar action 
on the part of a Democratic employé on this side as that of which Mr. 
McKee has been guilty. I do not object to Mr. MeKee putting in his | 


odd hours in furnishing literature to the party of which he is no doubt 
an honest member; I do not object to his sitting up at nights and giv- 
ing his iime to the political service of that organization; but I do ob- 
ject to his sending out to the people of the United States that partisan 
and unfair and fi ilse document with his official character stamped upon 
it, and if any Democratic employé of the Senate should do it I would 
vote to put him out of ofiice, and I would demand it as a Democratic 
Senator. 

1 am a Democrat; I am proud of it; I could not be anything elseand 
never expect to be anything else; but [am nota Mugwump, and I donot 
believe ths it ‘‘ to the victors belong the spoils’’ inthe acceptation given 
to that phrase generally inthe partisan pressof the country. I believe 
that, other things being equal, a Democrat should be put in office un- 
der a Democratic administration and a Re publican under a Republican 
administration; and I would as soon put the soldiers of another army 
on my picket-line as to expect Republicans to guard well the interests 
of the Democratic party when in office. 

The Senator says that this Administration has professed one thing 
and done another. « Mr. President, I wash no dirty linenin public. I 
am loyal to my party and its convictions, and I ask no quarter and 
give none. Iask no favors. Ifthe Republicans can beat us in this 
contest fairly, no man will accept the result in a more manly spirit 
than myself; but I, for one, shall leave nothing undone that a gentle- 
man can do to defeat them, and when the administration passes into 
other hands, if it does, I shall not be found whining and asking favors 
and soliciting alms from a Republican administration. I will do, as 
I have always done, accept the fate of war honestly and fairly, and 
with such equanimity as my temperament will admit. But I deny 
that this Administration has acted upon the principle that ‘‘ to the 
victors belong the spoils.’ 

Sir, to-day the Departments in this city outside the classified service 

filled with R epublicans. ‘To-day in the Treasury De partment out- 
side of the classified service, $248, 000is paid to Republicans and $206,- 
000 to Democrats. All over this country to-day Republicans are in 
office outside of the classified civil service and inside of that service. 
Thereare not in the Departments here, out of two thousand employés 
in some of them, two dozen Democ rats. When I go to-day into a bu- 
reau of some of these Departments to see the head of it, who is a Dem- 
ocrat, Iam compelled to whisper to him for fear the Republican clerks 
shall hear what I say in regard to my party and in regard to its inter- 
ests; yet that Senator tells us that this Administration has acted upon 
the prince iple that ‘‘to the victors belong the spoils !’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. Allow me to ask the Senator a question which will 
enable him to draw a still finer distinction than he has drawn. What 
business has he to be talking about the Democratic party and Demo- 
cratic interests to the head of a bureau in office hours? It seems that 
that discounts Mr. McKee very considerably. 

Mr. VEST. When I go to the head of a bureau in regard to an ap- 
pointment in that bureau, I do not choose to take into my confidence 
the clerical force of that entire bureau when I know perfectly well that 
they belong to the opposite party. The civil-service law, which I am 
sorry to say I voted for after voting for amendments whic h would have 
put it upon a just and equitable basis, putting in one-half Democrats 
and one-half Republicans, retained in office the entire corps of old 
moss-backed radical officials who have been assessed year after year to 
furnish the campaign fund of the Republican party; and they are in 
office to-day, holding office to-day, and if Cleveland is defeated a shout 
of exultation will go up from the office-holders in this city such as has 
never been heard before except from the throats of a great army in the 
hour of a victory. They are receiving their salaries under a Demo- 
cratic administration and praying day and night for its defeat; and yet 
we are told that the doctrine that ‘‘to the victors belong the spoils ”’ 
has obtained under this Administration against its pretensions. W hy, 
Mr. President, when I think of the condition of the public service of 
this country to-day, so far as patronage is concerned under a Democratic 
administration, I am inclined always to refer to that historic expres- 
sion of Lord Clive when arraigned before the House of Lords in Eng 
land on the charge that he hi ud, when governor-general of India, taken 
from the native princes largesses to a considerable amount after he had 
overthrown with the English troops their territories, when he broke 
forth spontaneously w ith the honest exclamation ‘‘ By God, gentlemen, 
I wonder at my own moderation ! 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator certainly does not apply that remark to 
himself, 

Mr. VEST. I apply it to the fact that we have permitted Repub- 
licans to remain in office all over this country from one end of itto the 
other, and the return we get is taunts and abuse such as we have had 
to-day from the Senator from Kansas. We are told, ‘‘ Oh, yes, all 
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this is a frand and asham and a pretense,’’ when the bureaus are filled 
with Republicans; when inthe Treasury Department alone forty thou- 
sand odd doilars more are drawn in the way of salaries by Republicans 
outside of the classified service than by Democrats four years afte: 
the Administration has gone into power. When Mr. C leveland has 
subjected himself to the criticism of his own party and to the assaults 
of the opposite party, and has attempted honestly and fairly to carry 
out what he believes to be the spirit and essence of the law and regu- 
lations of the civil service, he is repaid by such attacks as we hav 
heard in this Chamber to-day. 

Since the Senator {rom Illinois has been reading newspaper extract 
which he says come from Democratic papers, I must confess that the 
condition of newspapers in the city of Chicago is such that I have never 
been able to tell a Republican newspaper therefrom a Democratic paper. 
I am in that sort of nebulous condition that if I were called upon to 
pick out a Democratic paper in Chi¢ago I could not do it, even if I were 
upon oath. But the Senator read from the Chicago Times. I go tothe 
official authority on newspapers, which is the American Newspaper 
Directory for 1887, and I find that the Times is put down there: ‘‘ The 
Times; every morning and weekly, Wednesday; Independent.”’ 

Mr. PLUMB. But it is supporting Mr. Cleveland. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, Mr. President, and so is George William Curtis sup- 
porting him, but I take it he would consider it a personal insult to be 
called a Democrat. The logic ~ my friend from Kansas is defective 
when applied to results. The New York Times is supporting Mr. 
Cleveland. For me to go into the arcana of these newspaper offices 
and find out the personal and political motives which control their 
action would be to expect me to perform a feat far above the average 
of any mortal man. All I know is that the statement made by the 
Senator from Kansas that this Administration has acted upon the prin- 
ciple that ‘‘to the victors belong the spoils’’ is contradicted in every 
State and in every Congressional ‘district of this broad land; and that 
is all I propose to say upon that. 

Mr. PLUMB. Only a word. The Senator from Missouri very care- 
bee avoided any expression as to what had been going on outside of 
| the city of Washington, but it has been the constant claim of the Demo- 
cratic party to show how merciful they have been, though I never heard 
any one before praise that party for restraining themselves like Lord 
Clive, that they did not turn upside down the Departments in Wash- 
ington. During the twenty-odd years of Republican administration 
those Departments had come to be filled by persons who were to a very 
large extent no more Republicans, or I might say no more Democr: its 
than if nosuch parties existed. In addition to that, plenty of Senators 
on the other side of the Chamber and plenty of members of that party 
serving in the House of Representatives found ways to get men of their 
own political faith into place under Republican administrations. I will 
venture to say that the number of persons in the Departments who are 
actively Republicans to-day and will vote the Republican ticket this 
year is less than the number of those people who wonld have voted the 
Democratic ticket under Mr. Arthur, 

But, notwithstanding, the President of the United States knew per- 
fectly ‘well that he could not unchain the Democratic tiger for the first 
four years with entire safety; he had to some extent observed the pub- 
lic sentiment and was too sensible not to know that he could not break 
up the entire service during those four years and expect to be re-elected. 
In order to carry that on he had to keep in a very large proportion of 
Republicans. I say that without any special reflection upon the char- 
acter of Democratic employés, although if one or two Senators were 
present who are now absent I could mention some examples of persons 
whom they recommended to office who were obliged to be excluded 
from the public service because they could not write or speak the En- 
glish language correctly or anything near it. Therefore acertain reten- 
tion was necessary in the process of weeding out, but the process of 
weeding out has gone on until the Senator can now go to the head of 
every bureau without bringing himself into offensive contact with Re- 
publicans. But I would like to know what it is that has to be told 
privately to the head of a bureau in one of the Departments at Wash- 
ington. I would like to know the ground of complaint that the Sena- 
tor makes that he could not speak privately on party matters to the 
head of a bureau. I did not know before that these bureaus were here 
for the purpose of transacting private business. I supposed that they 
were here for the purpose of transacting public business. All that they 
have a right to transact goes upon the files, which are public property 
and open, under proper circumstances, to public inspection; and if the 
Senator goes there to speak privately about these things, he is doing 
that which, in my judgment, he has no business to do, and something 
which I think I can say that under former administrations was not 
done and was not necessary to be done. 

So the complaint after all is that the Senator is afraid to expose these 
private matters to the ears of public employés. But that is not the 
question. The question after all and what is now his objection is that 
men in the public service are performing duties, are transacting mat- 
ters that are pertinent to the opposite party. I thought at first when 
I saw the document the Senator exhibited this morning that Mr. Mc- 
Kee had been guilty of impropriety in identifying himself with it as 
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assistant librarian of the Senate, but that was disposed of 


when I considered that the Librarian of Congress publi 


manac. 
Mr. VEST. Not a partisan one. 


Mr. PLUMB. That does not make any difference. He 


an almanac on the title-page of which he identifies himself 
brarian of Congress for the purpose of giving circulation and curre 
and authenticity to the publication. That evidently was the 
of Mr. McKee. He wanted to show that the publication was « 


under such auspices as could be relied upon as showing 
rect. 


But suppose the Speaker of the House of Representatives s] 


1 


he might properly do, publish a work on the tariff, a manual 


say, would he be likely to put his name on the title-page as 


FIN CARLISLE, or would he add to it ‘‘Speaker of the House 
resentatives?’’ Iam advised that he has just published a1 
a Magazine on that very subject, over his own name. The cur 


gets grows out of his official position. 


Mr. VEST. I think the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 


made that suggestion to the Senator from Kansas. 
from Kansas mean to say that Mr. CARLISLE ever publisl 
azine an article and signed himself ‘‘ JoHn G. CARLI 
the House of Representatives ?”’ 

Mr. DAWES. There is no name, I think. 

Mr. VEST. That is a very different thing. 


Mr. PLUMB. But the currency it gets grows out of the 
he is Speaker of the House of Representatives. It did not ad 
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in his case because he was a well-known man, but 
have put that on the title-page of the book, an 
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chairman of the Committee on Ways an 
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1 his speeches get currency as such. 


this Administration soon tired of 


being 


Representatives, anc 





But, Mr. President 
is thoroughly understood, and it isceptible of proof, tha 
been detailed in the Pension Office to wi S 
tion of the President’s vetoes. The head of 
cording to a charge which has been made and I believe tru 
not denied, has spent more than one-half of the last year aw 
duiies perambulating around the country. The Commi 
General Land Office has had prepared and put in cir 
ment bearing his official signature, containing, as I t 
possible falsehood. Of that I do not complain, how 
official signature there has been printed at Government 
cular as a Democratic campaign document, a statement in 
lands recovered to the public domain by this Administ 
signed ‘*S. M. Stockslager, Commissioner of the General 
If it were not that 1 may have occasion to doit some days ] 


read now that circular for the purpose of showing 
ment expense a document of that kind is being cir 


Ulé 


It is just as well to have a fair understanding about the 


Within a certain limitation these things have always bee 


is not for a Democratic administration, that treats the public 
not like a public trust but like a private snap, to complain at 
hour with no greater foundation than that which the Senator f 


souri has been able to find. 

The PRESIDENT proetempore. Isthere objection to th 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. PLUMB, Let it go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will lie « 
morrow and be printed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a 


Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting schedules of claims allowed 
the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department si 
allowance of those embraced in House Executive Document 
the present session, on account of compensation of postmasters 


2 


justed under the act of March 3, 1883. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will 


table. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be referred to the Committee 


priations and printed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference will be mad 
The 





the Senator desire that the document be printed? 
voluminous. 


Mr.COCKRELL. It isjustalistofnames. Itisa document wl 


is generally printed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print will be m 


there be no objection. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION—CANADIAN HAY CLAIMS 


Mr. HOAR. I ask the attention of the Senate for a moment. 
ceived some six or eight weeks ago a letter which I send to the des} 


and desire the Secretary to read. 
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A. C. BRADFORD. 
The bill (H. R. 649) for the relief of A. C. Bradford was ec dered 
as in Committee of the Whole 
It provides for the payment to A. C. Bradford, late a judge of the 
thirteenth judicial district in the State of California, of $487.55, which 
sum was assessed as the income tax and was collected from and paid 
by him to the Government of the United States upon his salary as dis 
trict judge for the years 1868 and 1869, such tax having been declared 


illegal and unconstitutional by the Supreme Court of the Unit 


} 1} . v 7 4 } } 1 
Ihe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third tim ly i 
J 
HOG ISLAND LI {T-IIOl y ' 


The bill (H. R. 5700) to facilitate the transportation of life-saving 
and light-house supplies at Hog Island, Virginia, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment to add at the end of the bill the following 

And for the purposes of this act the sum of $5,000, orso much thereof as may 


be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated 
’ : ° 


So as to make the bill read: 





That there be erected at the landing n« ur the Hog Island light-house, in Vir- 
ginia, a wharf, and that a road from the same to the said light-hous I li 
faving station be built, to facilitate the transportation of supp! es: Provide 
That the same shall not cost more than $5,000; and for the purposes of this act 
the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropri 
ated out of a money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 


she amendment was agreed to. 
} 
i 


The || was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
Was com absed in 

Ch i ent was o1 l to be eng d and t bill to be read 
a third time 

The ! read the third tim nd passed 


The bill (H. R. 109) to refund to Dr. F. O. Saint ¢ - $97.80, dut 
on a mument to the memory of Francis J. Townsh late of the 
United States Navy, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordcred to a third reading, read 








the third time, and passed. 
NICHOLAS J. BIGLEY 
The bill (S. 3074) for the relief of Nicholas J. Bigley was considered 


as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was ee from the ee on Claims with amend- 
ments, in line | bet fore the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘* forty 
two’”’ and inse rt ‘‘twenty-one;’’ in the same line, after *‘ thousand,’ 
tostrikeout ix’’ and insert ‘‘ two;’’ in line 7, after the word ‘‘cents,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘ being for four barges sunk and destroyed worth $1,600 
each,’’ and insert ‘ “being for;’’ in line 11, after the word ‘‘ cents,’’ to 
insert ‘‘ lost or destroyed;’’ and in the same line to strike out ‘‘ and the 
value of the tow-boat Hercules, $15,000;’’ so as to make the bill read: 









That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to pay Nicholas igley 
wise appropriated, the 11,50, being for 70,638 bushels of coal of the 


value of $21,211.50, lost or destroyed, as found by the Court of Claims. 





fhe amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

Che bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed 

JOSEPH R. WHITE. 

The bill (H. R. 988) for the relief of Joseph R. White was consid- 
ered as 1 
Joseph R. White of $299.23 to settle his claim for pay and allowances 
while serving in the U nited States Army as a private in Company K, 
One hundredth Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

s reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





PA OF ARMY-——BONDS OF DISBURSING OFFICERS 


The bill (H. R. 8873) in relation to bonds of disbursing or other offi- 
cers and to monthly payments of the Army was considered as in Com- 
ittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in section 1, to strike out: 


That the Secretary of War may accept a personal bond, or the bond of an in- 


corporated guaranty company, or both, for the faithful discharge of the duties 
of : disbursing officer or other officer of the Army,and such bond shall bein 
lieu of former bonds of such officer in respect to liabilities accruing subsequent 
to date of ay roval of said bond. 


And insert in lieu thereof: 


Phat, for the faithful discharge of the duties of any disbursing officer or other 





offi ny, the Secretary of War may acce pt, as a surety or sureties on 

the bon h officer, an incorporated guaranty company, or may so’accept 

ind hi be t , an isuch bond shall be in lieu of former bonds of such offi- 

. ring liabilities accruing subsequent to the date of approval of said 
OTK 











out of any money in the Treasury not other- | 


| thereof as ma 


in Cor nmittee of the Whole. It provide ss for the payment to | 
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» duties of any di 


iy accept, surety or § 






the b lofs li ted gmuaranty c ipany, or may 
individt ‘ ll be in lieu of former bonds « l 
cer In respect to abilities accruing subsequent to the date of approv 
bond, 

Sec, 2. That the Army shall hereafter be paid monthly, w! ver t 





tary of War shall in his discretion so dire 





‘The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amen 
was concurred in. 
r} mendm i l ( I 1 it bill to 
a third tin 
Phe bil i id the th i ‘ t pa ed 
JAMES A »>W LIAM CROOK 
The bill (S. 948) for the relief of James and William Crooks, « 


Canada, was announced as next in order. 





Mr. COCKRELL. That had better be pa 1 over It involve 
question of very considerable i: rtance 

The PRESIDENT pro te I bill will be passed over 

Calendar under Rule “IX, 

LIGHT l i \ DY HOOK 

The bill (H. R. 8855) for the establishment of a light-ship with a 
steam fog-signal at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor, was conside: 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Comme th 


amendment in line 4, after the word ‘‘fog-signal,’’ to strike ou 
entire cost of which shall 1 1 u i 
‘‘and the sum of $60,000, or so much 
hereby appropriated therefor, out of 
otherwise appropriated ;”’ 
l 

That there be established off 
new lig hip withasteam fos ‘ 
as may be necessary, i ereby appropr 
a asury no % otherwise appropriated 

gh it ship shall be let after adverti 
a 1 be built in American ship-; 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Se amended, and the an 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be er 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

LIGHTS AT SAN DIEGO BAY, CALIFORNIA. i 

The bill (H. R. 1228) for establishing light or lights and a fog-signal 

at or near Ballast Point, entrance to San Diego Bay, California, was con- 





so as to m 












Be ahs 


AepRo-¢ 


d and the bill to be l 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole 





The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in line 4, after the word ‘‘ California,’’ to strike out: 

At a cost not to exceed $25,000. 

And insert 

And thesum of$ 
propriated therefor out of any moneys in the Treasur 
priated. 

So as to make the bill read: 





25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is her 
y not otherwise app: 





: established on or near Ballast Poi 
entrance to 9 Diego Bay, , and the sum of $25,000, or so much 
r be necessar y appropriated therefor out of any moneys 
in the Treasu: * not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the am 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

SACRAMENTO AND SAN JOAQUIN RIVERS. 

The bill (H. R. 1239) to es xtend the jurisdiction of the Light-Hous 
Board to the Sacrame aie and San Joaquin Rivers , California, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 











| amendment, in line 14, after the word ‘‘ permanent,’ to strike out: 


| 


The entire cost of which, including the leasing of sites, shall not exceed $15,- 
000. 


And to insert: 

And the sum of $15,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby ap- 
propriated therefor out of any moneys in the Sweasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated. 

So as to make the bill read: 

That the jurisdiction of the Light-House Board is poe ended to the Sa 
ramento and San Joaquin Rivers, in the State of California, for the estab 
ment of such beacon-lights, beacons, and buoys as may be necessary for the us 
of vessels navigating those streams, and the establishment of such lights « 
those rivers as may be found necessary by said board is hereby authorized 
Provided, That no beacon shall be established on any site until cession of j 
risdiction over the same has been made to the United States; and the said boar 
is also authorized to lease the necessary ground for all such beacons as are used 
to point out changeable channels, and which in consequence can not be 
permanent; and the sum of $15,000, or so much thereof as may be necessa 
hereby appropriated therefor out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was read the third tir 





Se enn es eda ana ea MOR ae 


ordering the bill toa third reading. The Senator offers an amend- 
ment. 4 

Mr. MITCHELL. I offer the body of Senate bill 3280 as an amend- 
ment, to provide for the construction of a light-house at Heceta Head, 
Siuslaw River, Oregon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 


The Critter CLERK. It is proposed as an amendment to add the fol- 
lowing 

That the sum of $80,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purchase of a site 
and the construction of a first-order coast light-house at Heceta Head, Siuslaw 


tiver, Oregon. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I also offer as a further amendment to that 
bill 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want some explanation about that amendment 


before it is agreed to. I shall have to object to the consideration of 


the bill if evérything every Senator wants is to be tacked on to it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The amendment is a precise copy of a bill that 
has been favorably reported from the Committee on Commerce and is 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Where is it on the Calendar ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is Order of Business 2040. It was recom- 
mended as an indispensable light by the Light-House Board and was 
reported by the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Final action has not yet been taken 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon, which is an 
amendment to the amendment,the Chair understands. 

Mr. PALMER. Iseenoobjectiontothat. Itis customary to amend 
House bills by appending Senate bills, and this is one of those cases, I 
think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as amended and as 


proposed to Order of Business 1983, House bill 1912, is agreed to in | 


the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I further move to amend the same bill by attach- 
ing to it as an amendment the body of Senate bill 3237, Order of Busi- 
ness 2038. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add as an amendment the fol- 
lowing: 

That the sum of $60,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the establishment of a 
light-ship, to be provided with fog-signal apparatus, outside of the bar of the 
Columbia River on the Pacific coast. 


’ 


Mr. MITCHELL. I will state that this is also strongly recommended 
by the Light-House Board, and a bill of similar purport has been re- 
ported unanimously from the Committee on Commerce and is now on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Where is that on the Calendar? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Order of Business 2038. 

Mr. PALMER. I will suggest that the report on that bill be read. 

Mr. BECK. Let the recommendations of the Light-House Board be 
read. What is the date of it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no report. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ‘The Light-House Board recommends it. 

Mr. BECK. When? 

Mr. MITCHELL. At this session of Congress. 

Mr. BECK. ‘There have been a great many recommendations this 
session purporting to be from the Light-House Board, but I think gen- 
erally by their secretary. It seems to be a very easy thing to obtain 
from him a recommendation ofanything. I doubt whether the Light- 
House Board knows much about it. The date of the letter will indi- 
cate. If itisin the regular estimates of the Light-House Board I should 
have a great deal more faith in it than if it came in subsequently. 

Mr. PALMER, I will state in regard to that, that the recommenda- 
tion is under the signature of the Secretary of the Treasury and we have 
the right to infer that it passed under the inspection of the proper offi- 
cers, whether done by secretaries, clerks, or whoever. I suppose the 
mere manual labor was done by the clerks. 

Mr. BECK. The moment we get the date of the recommendation 
that will show for itself. Then I shall desire to make a remark. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of2 o'clock having arrived 
the unfinished business is in order; but first the Chair will present 
House bills for reference. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 8) to restore Mrs. R. 8S. Horton upon the pension-rolls; 

A bill (H. R. 508) granting a pension to Sarah F. Hawkins; 

A bill (H. R. 2566) for the relief of Phillip Kopplin; 

A bill (H. R. 3504) for the relief of John German; 

A bill (H. R. 3801) granting a pension to Nelson J. Crook; 

A bill (H. R. 4820) granting a pension to Ellen Kelly; 

4 bill (H. R. 6022) granting a pension to Smith Bodkins; 
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A bill (H. R. 7516) to increase the pension of Sylvester Stearns; 

A bill (H. R. 8748) to increase the pension of Richard Jobes; 

A bill (H. R. 8993) for the relief of Shadrack W. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 10106) to place the name of Matilda Spangler on the 
pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 10224) granting a pension to Elias H. Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 10256) to place the name of Lucy Wagor, of Hills- 
dale, Mich., on the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 10258) to place the name of Cyrus Millins, of Ogden 
Centre, Mich., on the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 10504) granting a pension to Mary Hooper; 

A bill (H. R. 10856) for pension for Eliza N. Aiken; 

A bill (H. R. 11021) to increase the pension of Charles Hahneman; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 11057) granting a pension to Margaret Gray. 

The following bills were read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. 10621) for the removal of the political disabilities of 
John H. Parker, of Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. 11197) for the removal of the political disabilities of 
Henry A. Ramsay. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS, 

On motion of Mr. BLAIR, it was 

Ordered, That the bill (S. 371) to aid in thé establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools be reprinted. 

ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 12) to provide for the forma- 
tion and admission into the Union of the State of Washington, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask the Senator from Nevada to give way. 

Mr. STEWART. I can not give way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] to 
the substitute reported by the Committee on Territories, which has 
been read. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cur- 
LOM] does not appear to bein his seat and I have sent for him. I 
wish, however, to say—and I might as well say it while he is absent— 





| that I can not vote for the amendment of the Committee on Territories, 
| and I shall vote for the amendment of the Senator from Illinois; and 


in deciding so to vote I do not settle in my own mind the question 
whether the Pan-Handle of Idaho, as it is called, should finally be an- 
nexed to what constitutes the Territory of Washington or not. Ata 


| previous session of Congress I reported in favor of a bill for the admis- 


ren eerie cirticarceneenenenetenemnnrarenciteretine tate ace ect 


sion of Washington Territory, which included in the proposed State 
this northern portion of Idaho Territory. I did so then, being a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Territories having charge of that measure, 
believing from theevidence before the committee that it was the desire 
of the people of Northern Idaho to be attached to Washington Territory 
when that Territory should become a State, and that there was such a 
natural barrier between the northern and southern portions of “Idaho 
as made it practically impossible for those two sections of that Terri- 
tory ever to have very definite relations with each other. When this 
matter was first agitated that seemed to be the almost universal senti- 
ment of the peoplein Northern Idaho. A fewresidents of Coeur d’ Alene 
County were disposed to go to Montana; but [ think it is fair to say 
that when the question was first agitated the inhabitants «f Northern 
Idaho felt that there was never to be any such connection between 
Northern and Southern Idaho as would give them the opportunity of 
participating in the State government if Idaho should be admitted 
finally as one State; and so they wanted to be annexed to Washington 
Territory, except some who, as I have said, preferred perhaps to go te 
Montana Territory. 

The bill for the admission of Washington Territory which was passed 
by the Senate at the last session of Congress provided for the incor- 
poration in the new State of what is called the Pan-Handle of Idaho, 
Northern Idaho; but as it was manifest that bill was not going to pass 
the other branch of Congress and become a law, a bill was passed origi- 
nating in the other House, and being first passed there, annexing this 
northern portion of Idaho to Washington Territory. The Senate con- 
curred in the passage of that bill, but it reached the President so late 
that he did not sign it and it did not become alaw. Whether he pur- 
posely neglected to sign it or whether he did not have time to con- 
sider it I am not informed. Since then there has been avery vigorous 
objection to the proposed division of Idaho Territory and the incor- 
poration of the northern portion of it with the Territory of Washington 
from the people of Idaho. I think that the objection has been a grow- 
ing one from the time when the project was first broached, but I am 
not satisfied that it ought not to be done; and that depends largely in 
my mind upon the question whether it is practicable to establish rea- 
sonable communication between the southern and northern portions 
of Idaho. 

It is still claimed by the people in Northern Idaho that that is sim- 
ply impossible, that the range of Salmon River Mountains is so im- 
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should eventually be done in this matter. Ido not think it: 
to decide tl no i I think that to pass the bill as the con 
propose would be very like » complicate the question and 
perhaps for an indefinite period the admission of Washington 
I think that Washington Territory ought to be admitted as a St 
at once; it ought to have been admitted two years ago at the last C 
23s. It seems to me, ! to use a harsh phrase, little t 
outrage that a Territory so far advanced as Washington Territory, wv 
ich i iould not di 1 to the U1 1 ind t } ) 
reason, 01 e of the | ysons determin 
wWarust the « n S tna with the feeling 
this dismember t of Idaho Territory represented by t 
and by the Dele i Idaho Terri I fear to li Or 
this bill will ind delay and m possible the 
of Washing it this session Congress 
If Washingt y shall be admitteda 
boundaries t can just as well and 
atter that is done tl ittempt to se € I 
ern Idaho tinly will be no less inclined to vi 
has become a State than thev are now when it is or 
only the h ype of becoming a state, Indeed 
auxious to have this matter done after Washi 


been admitted as a State, because then they 





that if such an act could be passed they ¥ 
the privileges of statehood 
Another reason why I[ think it is well to! 


question, of which I have spoken, as to whe 





established between the two great sections o , 
haps approach nearer to a solution than at the present time; and 
much of this case depends, in my mind, upon the solution of that 
lem that I think it is quite well to wait before determining this n 
until we have further light upon that subject. 

As has already been stated to the Senate, one county in Northe 
Idaho is practically unanimous for being attached to Washington, and 
I think that upon a vote being taken as proposed by the committee’ 
amendment it is probable that a majority of the people of Norther 
Idaho would vote to be attached to Washington Territory and to be in- 
corporated within the boundaries of the new State. Ther 
considerable opposition, a large opposition to it. Itisa question wh 
excites quite a divisionof feeling in Northern Idaho, and belie, 
this matter will settle itself in the near future if we admit W 
without including the Pan-Handle of Idaho within the boundari 
the new State, I shall vote against the committee’s amendment and 
the amendment of the Senator from Illinois. 

I will say this, however, if I have not already said it, that 1 I 
yet convinced that this is the right and proper thing to do, but the 
question is so open to doubt and can be so easily settled in the n 
future that I think it better not to attach Northern Idaho to Washing 
ton now. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I did not expect to occupy any of 
the time of the Senate upon this subject further than I have alread 
and I would not rise now to say a word but for the fact that the $ 
tor from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], who intended to take part i 
this discussion and present some facts and arguments against the seg 
regation of these counties and the annexation of them to Washington 
Territory, has been called away and left in my hands some papers which 
he desired that I should present. The paper which he specially de- 
sired that I should lay before the Senate is an argument prepared by 
the Delegate from Idaho Territory against annexation and in favor ot! 
keeping the four counties proposed to be taken off from Idaho in that 
Territory as they are now. Before doing that, however, Mr. President 
I desire to call the attention of the Senate to a meeting of the Demo- 
cratic Territorial convention which has been recently held (on the 22d 
of August), in which I find the following resolution offered: 


At the meeting of the Democratic Territorial convention the following reso- 
lution was introduced by P. M. Davis, of Nez Perces County; 
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: 4 } +3 : ' iia, New Nevada, and Colorado rizona, ai I M ice oO » mer 
the ; ties territorially would be a hardship and wrong that the Con ae ow York, Novac a, and olor sO, Ar 1a, Be ee exico, mos t r en 
: ; , - ; ; tion other States and Territories, contain vast rans of mountain structures 
gl 3 of the United States ought not to insist upon unless the whole | within themselves and are not bounded by them In fact, about the on 
yple by te should say that they desire or were willing that that | ra! boundaries hitherto respected by Congress have been the great rivers, O 
should be dons Mississippi, Missouri, and Columbia, ar he Great Lakes and the fore 
cae ae si ma : : risdictions of the British Crown on the h, and the Republic of Mexi ‘ 
Ir. GEORGE. Che whole people of what? the south. ’ 
Mr. CULLOM. The whole people of the Te: ry of Idaho, not Itis obvious on the face of these facts that trifling el ons between 
ply of the four counties, but the whole px ae of the Territory | Northern Southern Idaho constitute no solid ground for ate : 
17 aise ee ial : . , | regation. The reasons and their cause for this separation do not exist 
should ha the power to say whether that should be done or not. 1 topography of the country. We must, therefore, conclude that the advocates of 
course Congress has the power constitutionally and legally to cut the this wnanmate, though perhaps sincere, are mistaken in their policy. 
ferritory ail to pieces, and scatter it abo ut and annex it to different cre al. have ent ye tne ¢ uwce of embryo States; and while we « 
’ claim to have suffered more 1e others in eariy privations, common 
Lerritors or all to one, or toa State; but there ought to be an ele- ach,we do claim to be the pe f all who have hitherts laid the foundations 
ment of fairness in our legislation. In considering this question, espe- of the great State s adorning D4 ste from the admission of Vermont in 1791 
( y y of the fact, as I said awhile ago, that recent surveys by » that of Colorado in 1876. : ; a 
‘ ‘ iain th the Nort! nP G the U P icR ee I would now plainly gest our quality and claim of statehood 
partie onnected with the 2 orthern Pacilic or the nion Pacific Rail- Ve have lived under our own svstem of ¥S; our jurisprudence is respected 
road—lI ha forgotten which—have shown that a route can be found, seal g States; our institutions of learning and our so« oral 
and is f 1, that will enable a railroad to be built from the north | f0U"dations are laid in industry, integrity, and honor; our right erty 
have become fixed and vested under our laws; our population has i sed 


side of that range of mountains down the Snake River into the central 
portion of the Territory so as to thereby connect the two portions and 
t 1 opportunities of communication one with another, we ought 
not, ju t this point of time, with all these facts belies us, to segre- 
gate the Territory and annex part of it to any other without the con- 

t by of the people of the Territory. That, I believe, is an 


Mr. GEORGE. No; there is one point on which I did not make my- 
elf fully understood. I have heard that the soil or the climate of 
Idaho Territory was not favorable to a thickly inhabited State. That 
is a point to which I desire to call the attention of the Senator —whether 
that be soor not. If that be so, the cutting off of this Pan-Handle 


would tend very much to keep that Territory back from arriving at 
the point in its population wh it would be entitled to admission 





Mr. CULLOM. So far as the question of resources or capacity for 
development is concerned, I think the Senator from California | Mr. 
H ited here when the discussion was up before that he had 
been over that Territory and it was a magnificent country and was 
ip 0 it development and possessed great resources; but I think 
<, prepared by the Delegate from that 
i the facts that the Senator from Missis- 
in reference to the subject. I ask that it be read. 
‘ICER. lotus will be read. 
































Wasuinctron, D.C., March 17, 1888. 
DD : Apr ng the interest you hav e taken in Idaho Territory, I 
sh to su t, through you, some of the reasons why the people of Idaho are 
i ly op; ito the bill of Senator DoLrn, as amended by Senator STEWART, 
uN i is now before you—Senate bill No. 12—providing for the segregation of 
N idaho and it to Washington, and the proposed transfer of the 
¢ ‘ ert } 1e State of Ne vada; and I desire to enter a solemn 
ar! t est against such proposed legislation for the following reason 
First. ‘J Wa neton Territory is large enough and is suitable for a Stats 
\ rT | ‘ iddition from Idaho. as it has 69, 180 square miles, wit! 
f ties ‘ , agriculture, coal-mining, and lumbering interests ur 
r l otl riven area on the continent. It has 2,715 more squares 
m tha the New Engla al States combined, 
Second. Idaho has 84,800 square miles, but has a much greater area of dese: 
and mount surface than Washington Territory, and the latter is far super 
n comme wn ricultural wealth; hence there seems to be a palpable : 







by the proposed diminution of Idaho. 


grandizen of Washington 
tion practically takes off the four north 


Third, The proposed segre 





from the unit of a thousand at our organization to one hundred thousand at the 
present time; and our people are looking ard, with the highest hope and 
i th unexampled unanimity,to a not d itothe Union. Wh 
seeking this exalted condition in the family of States, nothing can be more 
horrent to our people, and even to the coun at large, than those 
ures of imperial legislation, it may be called—propos d by the sevel 
» Congress by which our fair Territo to be parceled out and surr 

end 66 ox nelenoetonr State and Territor anxiously waiting to ap- 

p prop: iate our varied resources, and even the body of our people, to themselves 
] manship, is it nec- 





nission } 











pon what grounds or policy, worthy of the name of state 




















































essary to blot from the map of our nationai domain a of our coul 
known and distinguished at home and abroad as one of richest and mos 
eee rous of the Territ ries, and now fitted by area, population, and resources, 
o become a State of the American Union? 

The only reason I can see for tl innovation upon sto gratif 
the territorial varice of surround + or it is rect tha ) 
such precedent can be found in or nor in th rn Stat 
country, except perhaps the unh eration of P he map of 
Europe. 

The p ople of the Unitec from the beginnir now, ha 1 
with rapture and proud yn the acquisition of new States un 

rtue of the Constitution, : if we mistake not, they wil vell their 
on to. def at this scheme put plander of our soil l the tra 

people to forei jurisc ns, unacquainted with t r wants and 1 
knowledged by their laws. 

fhe purchase of Louisiana, Florida, and Alaska, the annexation of Texas, a 
he ac juisition of California, were all deeds of the highest exercise of the pow 

so f national ity and were san iby the supreme law; but to diminish t 

ances of any one of the expected number of new States west of the Mi s 

ippi and especially of the Pacific States, by the process of dis ration or 

rptie m,I believe would be the exercise of unwise discretion mea 
raught with dangerous consequeiices 

Precedent has established the law of purchase t,and annexa f 
foreign territory. 

This has been the salutary law of our expansion, and has | i 

th amazing results, to our present greatness; but to rever rule 
build => tohebiy States frem the organized Territories of the I uld 

prec edent which in some great emergency might lead to t l iction of 
inferior States inthe same manner as it is now proposed to destroy a Teri r} 
with ample means and Sat claims to become a State 

ve the 





ghth. We will now proceed to note some facts which serve 
pending question into one of great national importance. And firs 
here observed, that, while by we of the Republic, with only t 
lie west of the Mississippi, twenty-six States are embraced in the one-third that 
lies east of it. 

rexas and Caliik rni 2 are exceptionally large, but no constitutional means ex 
st oe ee a Cciminution. 

t follows, that but seven or eight new States can be added, thus givi 
tneteen or twenty at the farthest to the tr: ans- Mi ssissippi number. Why, then 
iminish that possible number by striking out Idaho altogether? Noargument 

n support rises from our history and no imperative state reason can be given 
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Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] asked 
unanimous consent that the bill be taken up for present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
GEORGE]! asks that it be referred. 


Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Mississippi objects to the present 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to state to the Senator from Mississippi 
that the apparent hardship is not a real one, because a treaty was ne- 


gotiated a long time ago stopping the return to this country of those 


who go back to China. They have six months in which to return to 


America. We have retained that treaty for a long time and they have 
been rushing in very rapidly in the mean time. I think they have had 
a pretty good show on the return business, Enough of them have been 
smuggled in. I think the Senator from Mississippi had better with- 
draw his objection and let the bill pass. 

Mr. GEORGE. As my votes and my speeches in this body have 
shown, | have been all along in favor of a very strict rule to exclude 
Chinese laborers, but ! think the Committee on Foreign Relations, which 


covld act on this matter at any time within twenty-four hours and re- 

the Senate, ought to consider whether the case which I put 

would not be a breach of faith which I think the Government ought 
to keep with the Chinese laborers 

Mr. MITCHELL. This bill passed the House of Representatives this 

r, | understand 


mornin , unanimously, and it came to the Senate, where- 

upon the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] moved to lay aside the 

pending bill that the Senate might proceed to the present consideration 
1 


of this House bill. He asked unanimous consent forthat purpose. Do 
I understand that the Senator from Mississippi objects ? 

Mr. GEOKGE. , I move to refer the bill to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations for their consideration. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ‘The Senator from Mississippi then objects to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill would naturally go to the 


Committee on Foreign Relations. Unless unanimous consent is given to 
consider it now, the bill will be referred to the Committee on loreign 
R tion 

Mr. VEST I do not understand that the Senator from Mississippi 


objects to its present consideration. We can determine aiterwards 
it we shall do with it. 
Mr. GEORGE. Iwish tomake a statementaboutit. I have stated 
i ov ction 
he PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will put the question. 

Mr. GEORGE, I want to state—— 

Che PRESIDING OFFICER. Let the Chair first put the question. 
The bill having been read twice, the Senator from Nevada asks unani- 
mous consent that it be now considered. Is there objection? The 


Chair hears none, and the bill is before the Senate as in Committee of 


the Whole, and open to amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, I desire tosay that I think it would be praper 
o have that point considered by the Committee.on Foreign Relations. 
f no other Senator agrees with me, of course I shall not make the 
notion to refer. 

Mr. VEST. That is unquestionably the meaning of the bill. Iam 
ready to vote for it myself. I believein no sort of temporizing or half- 
way measures on this question. The Government of the United States 
onght to take a firm position and stand by it. Let these people come 
here, or else exclude them. If the present system of certificates and 
the return of Chinamen which follows it is to obtain, let us know 
it. For one, I am ready to vote for the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that this bill is only here because it is 
understood that the Chinese Government have declined to accept some 
modification that was put upon the recent Chinese treaty, or have ob- 
jected, perhaps, to the entire scope of the treaty. I do not know that 
our Government have received any notice that the Chinese Govern- 
ment have rejected the treaty. The newspaper reports, by way of Lon- 
don, I believe, assert that the Chinese Government have declined to 
accept it. 

| simply want to say that I am delighted that the Chinese Govern- 
ment have declined to accept the treaty. I am in favor of legislating 
upon this subject without reference to treaties. I do not think that 
the Chinese treaty recently negotiated was a valuable treaty. It gave 
us the privilege of doing for twenty years that which every independent 
nation on the face of the earth asserts the right to do, to say who shall 
come here and who shall not. 

I repeat that I am glad the treaty has been rejected. I know what 
the public sentiment of the United States will demand of any and every 
administration, and that is that this class of people who come here, 
not to make homes. who come here not to better their condition per- 
manently in any sense, batsimply as laborers from day to day, who are 
brought in close competition with American laborers, shall be abso- 
lutely excluded from this country. 

There are now about one hundred thousand Chinese who have come 
into this country, and I myself will welcome any legislation that shall 
deport every single one of them from the United States and send them 
back to China, where they belong. I do not regard that as inconsist- 
ept with a fair treatment of China, nor do I consider it to be any out- 
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rage upon the rights of people to travel and to go abroad, nor do I con- 
sider it any outrage upon the right which is generally conceded tha 
svery man may select his own residence and his own home, for these 
people do not come here for that purpose. There never was a China 
man landed in the United States who did not expect to return to Chi 
dead or alive, and in my judgment the sooner they return the better 
it will be forthe American people. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam very glad that the Chinese who come to thi 
country do not come with the intention of remaining. I think that 
would make the immigration of the Chinese much worse than it is now. 
My objection to the immigration of Chinese into this country is 1 
that they do not stay here, not that they do not become citizens of t] 
United States, but it is based on an entirely different ground. They 
are an inferior race, unfit for citizenship in the United States and untit 
to be competitors with American laborers. 


What I suggested was simply whether we had not better have th 
oS - 
point to which I referred considered by the proper committe: 
body. One of these men holding a paper from the Governm f the 
United States which entitled him to return, having star on |} 





money and his time in making the trip, the question is wh: 

those circumstances he ought to be turned back. That was tie point 
which I desired to have considered by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. 

So far as I am concerned, I have been all along opposed to the Chins 
coming here for the reasons which I have stated. I do not think they 
ought to be allowed to come here, and I think if we had any prope 
way of getting rid of those who are already here we ought to do it. 

but as my point does not seem to meet the approbation of any Sen 
ator here, and as all seem to think there is nothing in the supposed 
breach of faith in refusing toa man who had already come within sight : 
of our shores under a paper which gave him the right to land, I will 
withdraw that objection to the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not care to discuss this question 
at this time; but there are two or three things which have been an 
nounced publicly during the discussion of this question that I thin] 
perhaps ought to be corrected. 

One is the statement which has been made that the amendments 
placed upon the treaty by the Senate were the cause of delay in its rati- 
fication or the cause of the rejection of the treaty by the Chinese Gov- 
ernment. I took pains to inform myself at the time these amendments 
were adopted and I learned that the treaty had not yet reached the 
Chinese Emperor; that it was then in the process of ref tape in the 
treaty bureau; and that the transmission and the consideration of any 
amendment would not delay the consideration of the treaty at all. Nor 
have I any information that the amendments were objectionable to the 
Chinese Government. They simply carried out what the State De- 
partment declared in its communication to the Senate to be the real 
meaning of the treaty-—— 

Mr. TELLER. ‘The Senator is speaking of the Senate amendments? 

Mr. DOLPH. I am speaking of the Senate amendments. Those 
amendments were approved by the Chinese minister here. If those 
amendments led to the rejection of the treaty by the Chinese Govern- 
ment, if it has been rejected, I am quite willing to take my share of 
the responsibility of having adopted those amendments, because they 
placed beyond controversy what was claimed by the State Department 
to be the real meaning of the treaty and did not leave those questions 
open for further controversy between the two governments. 

Nor have I any information that the treaty has been rejected. Isup- 
pose I have seen what other members of the Senate have seen in the 
dispatches from London. On Saturday the State Department had no 
information whatever on the subject, and believed that if the treaty 
had been rejected by China they would have received a cablegram from 
the American minister in China. 

Now, another point, and then I shall be through. When the Senate 
Committee on Foreign Relations stirred up the question of a treaty last 
winter and took action upon the matter and reported their resolution, 
there had not been, as I have very good authority for saying, a scratch 
of a pen between the two governments in regard to this Chinese treaty 4 
since the Ist of the preceding May. 4 

Mr. BUTLER. If not inconvenient, I should be glad to have t 
bill read again. I happened to be out at the time it was read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read again. 

The Secretary again read the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I did not say, as the Senator from 
Mississippi seems to have understood me, that my objection to Chinese 
coming to this country is because they do notcome to remain. I said 
they could be deported, or you could stop them from coming, with- 
out violating the principle contended for that people have a right 
to emigrate and to go toany country to make homes wherever they see 
fit, because these people do not do that. As to their exclusion from 
this country, very grave reasons could be given why they ought to be 
excluded. 

I do not propose to discuss the Chinese question this afternoon, and 
I did not rise for that purpose. Years ago, and long before some people 
who are now very zealous in excluding Chinese had opened their mouths, 
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as to the treaty that was recently negotiated, a t 
I am giad js not likely to become th w « 
a ‘aty that in my judgment never o1 ’ | 
treaty that fixed a period of twenty ys 
nty years wjth a cont ersy as to wh i 
Chinese I wel e the bill ( e it is 
this Gov ment to excl any a Ll ev 

a ipposed to be det nental to the ts Oo 

that i ill I desire to sav VI I < 

Mr. SHERMAN resident, I 1 not for 
faging in this aeba ! esist the pass of the 
state ne act {ft Lomniitte on forel I 
Chinese exclusion 

At the bevinning of this session of Congress eral 
to that committee. They were fully con 
the Pacific coast, largely interested in th 
out respect to party, and very earnest i 1 Opposition t 
Chinese. They made representations to the comm 
immigration was offensive to them and dangerous to 
and repeated the arguments which ha moved both | 
heretotore in the passage oi restriction bil 

They further said to us that certificates under tl 
parting Chinese who were here between the time of the 


treaty and the first law were 


ting Chinese who had nev 


4 


provisions of the law which were intended to amel 
the harsh requirements of the exclusion were evade 
fraud, perjury, and other crimes 

Therefore the Committee on For n Relations 


upon hearing these statements that it is best to 


absolute. No one doubted the power of the Governn 


States to do th 
Mr. BUTLE i : 
Mr. SHERMAN. 1 hope the Senator will al 

then I will hear his question. 

Mr. BUTLER i merely wanted to ask a quest 
Mr. SHERMAN. If Ido not answer it before i 
then answer it. 


In respect to the treaty, no one doubted the power 
1e public safety even in violation of : 


make a law for tl 
power has been recognized by the Supreme Court 


right of every nation to judge of what is neces 


it was the general desire of the Committee on Foreigr l 
this should not be done if the Chinese Empire would agree ti 
treaty. It was understood and staied to us that there was no ¢ 


but that the Chinese Government would agree to s 





fications of the former treaty as would enable the excl 


cally positive and prohibitory. 
There upon the committee with 
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members of the committee to go to the Secretary 
whether a negotiation could be brought abont 





could be accomplished without a direct act of Congress not in 
with the existing treaty. A subcommittee did go to Mr 


had a conversation with him. I never su 


ence, because it wo ‘ 
not a man who would doa thir 
made with any intention to embarrass the Admit 
barrass Mr. Bayard in the slightest degree. It w 
friendly sp it. Among the members of that s 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN], who has be 
the Administration and who is more distinctly 
the Democratic party on the committee than any on 
the most active part 
participated in it. 
All that was said or all that was proposed by th« 
that if this thing could be brought about by the a 
ve authorities or the treaty-makin 















He was present and heard all 


without respect to the treat 


The newspapers at once | y some means or other gave a fals: 
the interview, and they stated that it was a movement of 
lican party to embarrass the Administration, to put them ina 


power, 1t wou 
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Mr. BUTLER. A good deal has been said in the past by way of jus- 
tification of tes cast by Senators on this floor, that the law proposed 
was a Violation of an existing treaty, and therefore a violation of the 
Constitution of the United States. I understand the Senator from Ohio 

tet this proposed law would bea violation of existing treatic 
there a violat of the Constitution of the United States 

Mi SHERMAN, : I deny the ergo. 

BUTLI iy TI pitake pa k the « 70 and confine it to the orlig- 
inal pre ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is the ab: ition of a treaty by law. We have 
undoubtedly a right to do that. We can not violate the Constitution 
of the United ta 

Mr. BUTLER, I stand cor: ed as to that. It is not a violation 
of the Constitution, and my ergo therefore was a mistake; but the justi 
fication made for the vote was that the law proposed was a violation 


of an existing treaty. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A change of an existing law. 

Mr. TELLER. May I correct theSenator? The word ‘‘violation ’’ 
is not the proper term where there is a legislative displacement ot a 
treaty. ‘‘Abrogation’’ is the proper term. 

M BUTLER. ‘That is a matter of argument. 





There is a great difference between violation and 


Mr. BUTLER. Iam now discussing the fact that the votes of cer- 
tain Senators upon this floor have been attempted to be justified be- 
cause, as is stated, the law proposed was a violation of an existing treaty. 
Now, I understand the Senator from Ohio to state that this proposed 
law will be a violation of an existing treaty between the Chinese Gov- 
ernment and the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not use the word “ violation.’’ 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the word, then? ‘ 

Mr. SHERMAN, ‘‘Abrogation,’’ ‘‘repeal.’? We do not violate a 
law because we repeal it; and a treaty is a law. 

Mr. BUTLER. This is an abrogation, then, of the treaty between 
China and the United States ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is a substantial change ; it is a repeal of it, 
you may say, so far as it relates to Chinese immigration. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. Is this the form in which it was pro- 
vided that the treaty should be abrogated ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was not, but we can changeit. There is no 
doubt about the power of Congress to repeal a treaty if we choose to 
exercise that power. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that perfectly well. 
M RMAN. Every nation has that right 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that perfectly well; but it seems to me 
that this whole Chinese business has been a matter of political advan- 
tage, and we have not been governed by that deliberation which it would 
seem to me the gravity of the question requires. In other words, there 
is a very important Presidential election pending. One Houseof Con- 
gress passes an act driving these poor devils into the Pacific Ocean, and 
the other House comes up and says, ‘‘ Yes, we will drive them further 
into the Pacific Ocean, notwithstanding the treaties between the two 
governments.’’ I want to see our friends upon the other side on the rec- 
ord on that subject. I have been opposed, and Iam now, to the intro- 
duction of Chinese into this country. I have always been opposed to 
it, and I will go as far as the Senator from Colorado or any other Sen- 
ator in excluding them from this country; but Ido like to see a little 
bit of consistency in gentlemen charged with the consideration of such 
grave matters as are presented to us in this whole question of Chinese 
immigration. I shall vote for the bill. I am very sorry, however, to 
be informed by the Senator from Ohio that it is a violation of a treaty. 

Mr. TELLER. It is no violation of a treaty. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, that it is an abrogation of a treaty. I am 
very sorry todo that. I do not believe that the Senate would for one 
instant consider a proposition of this kind if it related to a strong, vig- 
orous, active power in friendly relations with us. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is the Senator from South Carolina willing to 
vote for a bill on the subject of Chinese restriction or Chinese exclu- 
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sion that would in his judgment contravene the provisions or any o 

t provisions of an « ting treaty 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, 1 will say yes, under the leadership of my 
distinguished friend from Oregon, who has certainly not hesitated a 
moment to abrogate treaties and violate them so far as they relate to 
Chinese. 1 will follow in his lead with great pleasure. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am glad the Senator trom South Carolina 
etting on my platform. lIwant to ask him another question. In tl 
opinion of t enator from South Carolina does the pending bill con- 

ivene a p j 1 of our ¢ ting 1 with China? 
Mr. BI i l no < n 1 on th subjec I am yt = 
l LV} el iled tot disti 1ishe¢ enator from Ohio 
Mr. SHERMAN ], and he tells me that it d 
Mr. MITCHELL. I amnot asking what the Senator from Ohio said. 
We all know what he has said and what he has very correctly said. I 


want to know what the opinion of the Senator from South Carolina is 
in reference to the pending bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. I can not give an opinion, because I have not inv« 
tigated the question, 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understand, then, the Senator from South Caro- 
lina is shutting his eyes, 1} If, and coming forward her 
because he has already said he intends to vote for the bill) and votin 
for a bill in reference to which he has no opinion, when he does no 
know what it means 





indi? hi 
sinding himse 


, 
tT 


Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Oregon ought not to complain of 
that when I tell him very frankly that I place myself under his lead- 
ers ip. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam making no complaint. 


Ir. BUTLER. He ought to be content with that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Isimply wanted to know where the Senator from 
South Carolina stands in reference to this question. 

Mr. BUTLER. I stand right behind the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is a good place to stand. 

Mr. BUTLER. And it gives me great pleasure to follow him If 
he leads me astray he must be held responsible and not myself. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I am glad if itis true, as reported, 
that the treaty to which the Senate consented a short time ago has not 
received the approval of the Chinese Government, and for the reasons 
stated a moment ago by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. I 

egard it as a treaty that never should have received the assent of the 
people of this country or of its treaty-making power, and I do not be- 
lieve it ever would have received the assent of the. Senate even in its 
amended form, which made itinfinitely better than it was when it came 
here, if any reasonable time had been taken for consideration, so that 
the sentiment of the people of this country could have been obtained 
in reference to it. It wasactedonvery hastily. Personally 1 opposed 
its ratification, and have never yet had cause to regret my action in 
that regard. 

The pending bill, which I intend to vote for, because itis a bill which 
has, through the force of public sentiment, come up very gradually, in 
a measure approaching closely to the platform I laid down for myself 
on this subject several years ago, and which I have never ceased to ad- 
vocate, has no reference whatever-to that class of Chinese laborers who 
have never been in this country. It relates solely and exclusively to 
those Chinese laborers who have been in this country heretofore and 
have departed from it, or who are here now and may depart from it 
hereafter. That is all there is to this bill. 

Of course the bill, as all must concede, is in direct contravention of 
the provisions of the second article of our existing treaty with China. 
I refer to the Angel-Swilft treaty of November 17, 1880. That article 
provides as follows: 

Chinese subjects, whether proceeding to the United States as teachers, stu- 
dents, merchants, or from curiosity, together with their body and household 
servants,and Chinese laborers who are now in the United States shall be al- 
lowed to go and come of their own free will and accord, and shall be accorded 
all therights, privileges, immunities, and exemptions which are accorded to the 
citizens and subjects of the most favored nation. 

That is the existing treaty. This bill provides, it will be observed, 
that Chinese laborers who were in the United States at the date of the 
making of this treaty, the 17th day of November, 1880, shall not be 
permitted to go and come of their own free will and accord; that any 
of that class of laborers who were here on the 17th of November, 1880, 
and who have heretofore left this country, or who may hereafter leave 
thiscountry, shall not be permitted to return. 

That is this bill, and so far as it goes is a most excellent bill, in my 


judgment. It is true it abrogates a most important provision of the 


treaty. The only objection I have to the bill is that it does not go 
further and abrogate that other provision of the treaty and of the ex- 
isting law which limits the power of the Congress and inhibits it from 
the passage of an act to absolutely exclude the immigration of Chinese 
laborers to this country for all future time. Six years of the time for 
which immigration has been suspended under existing law have elapsed, 
I believe. Four years of the time remain. At the expiration of four 
years, therefore, so far as anything in this bill is concerned, or in the 
existing treaty or laws of Congress, all the Chinese laborers in Christ- 
endom or outside of Christendom may come to this country without 
let or hinderance. 
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I have had my own convictions, Mr. President, on this great subject, 


for it is a great subject, and I do not think that it is one that concerns 
mere partisan pplitics. I have had my convictions for a good while 
very thoroughly fixed as to what was the true policy of this country 


and the right of this country in 


protecting itself and its people in this 
regard. Iincommon I believe—t 


-though whether or not that is so would 
not have affected my position and my belief—but in common I believe 
with a great majority of the party with which I have acted in this 
country, the Democratic party, I was willing to support any measure 
that looked to the protection of my country from this admixture of an 
alien and semi-barbaric race that came into, not competition in the 
proper sense of the term with the people of our country, but came here 
alongside of them, without sympathy, without anything of tradition 
or habits, religion or customs that were common between them, to in- 
terfere and disturb, supersede and de stroy the Jabor and ‘the interests 


of those who have made this country what 14d to whom and on 
whom the future of this country belon 1 depen T mean the 
great white race. 

| believe that a question such as t] ranscend nee any 
question of mere party polities. It underlies aud sweeps over it, 


and for that reason it challenges the a i careful consideration 
of any one charged with a public duty in this country. 
Therefore, Mr. President, when My treaty was sent to us by the 


Executive, months and months ago, I hailed it with delight, not as a 
? isan treaty, not as a measure of a partisan administration, but one 
that was intended to conserve the truest interests of this country and 


of all its people. And, sir, I here assert that if that treaty had been 
promptly ratified in the s pirit in which it was framed and sent to this 
body the very results of which the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MiTcu- 
ELL] has spoken as being desired by him and as being sought to be 
accomplished by this bill would have been long ago accomplished by 
the simple ratification of this treaty itself. I assert that the amend- 
ments placed upon this treaty, and which now we have reason to fear 
(so far as we may accept some reports currentin the daily papers within 
the last day or two) jeopard the ratification of this treaty by the Chi- 
nese Government, did not add at all to the protection that this treaty 
gave to the inhabitants of this country on the Pacific Slope or any where 
else. They weremerely cumulative. They were placed there (and Isay 
this with all respect for whoever placed them there) by way of greater 
caution, but they add nothing—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me ? 

Mr. GRAY. One moment. They added nothing, I say, to the pro- 
hibitive force of the treaty, and did not strengthen it one iota in the 
effect which it was intended to have and which it undoubtedly would 
have if it had been ratified. 

Mr. MITCHELL rose. 

Mr. GRAY. One moment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me, right there ? 

Mr. GRAY. Just one moment—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to ask the Senator a question right 
at that point. 

Mr. GRAY. Not just now, please. Article I of the treaty—I be- 
lieve this treaty has been published. 

Mr. oo LER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. GRAY. Article I of the treaty provides— 

The ats contracting parties agree that for a period of twenty years begin- 
ning at the date ot the exchange of the ratifications of this convention, the coia- 
ing,except under conditions hereinafter specified, of Chinese laborers to the 
United States shall be absolutely prohibited. 

That was the wording of Article I as it came to the Senate. The 
English language could not go further in emphatic words of positive 
exclusion than this article does. 

rhe amendment put upon it by the Senate, which delays its ratifi- 
cation, if it has not destroyed the hope of ratification, is this: 

And this prohibition shall extend to the return of Chinese laborers, who are 


not now in the United States, whether holding return certificates under exist- 
ing aws or not 


Now, surely those words added nothing to the prohibitive force of 


the treaty as it came to the Senate. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me now ? 
Mr. GRAY. Not now, if the Senator “please, because it interrupts 
he line of my argument. I will give way to the Senator in a moment. 
Now, Article [I (without reading it) provides that this exclusion shall 
not apply to the return to the United States of any Chinese laborer 
who has a lawful wife or child or parent in the United. States or prop- 
erty therein of the value of $1,000 or debts of like amount due him and 
pending settlement. 
Nevertheless 
The article goes on— 
every such Chinese laborer shall, before leaving the United States— 
Before he leaves the United States, observe— 
feposit, as a condition of his return, with the collector of customs of the dis- 
trict from which he departs, a full description in writing of his family, or prop- 
erty, or debts as aforesaid, and shall be furnished by said collector ‘with such 


certificate of his right to return under this treaty as the laws of the United States 
may now or hereafter prescribe and not inconsistent with the provisions of this 
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treaty; and should the written description aforesaid be proved to be false, t! 
right of return thereunder, or of continued residence after return, shall in ea 
be forfeited. 
30 that the exception from this absolute and universal exclusion is in 
regard only to those Chinese who have their families here or property 


| here of the value of $1,000 and who have !eft, first having obtained a 


certificate such as is described in Article I} Therefore it was idle to 


| argue, and is to-day idle to argue, that under this treaty a Chinama 


who had gone, before this ratification, to China, could return, for it 
was impossible for him to liave had this certificate which it was re- 
quired he should have in a lance with the laws to be thereaiter 
passed to entitle him to such return 

Therefore, Mr. President, I think I am justified in saying that in 
my zeal and eager desire to see a prohibition that would amount t 
something go into force, I hailed with satisfaction this treaty, whi 
provided tor and secured this — on. Idid not have the !ess sat 
isfaction that that prehibition so s« ed was not violative of any pre 
existing treaty, for it was secured by a treaty to which both powers, « 
course, were parties, and therefore this fact would remove all serup!: 
from those who were against voting for a law which, accomplishing the 
same results, can only accomplish them by violating or repealing t 
provisions of an existing treaty. Therefore I deprecated the action of 
the Senate in putting an amendment to this treaty which has delayed 
months and months its going into effect, and may perhaps, as I have 
said, jeopard its ratification at all. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Delaware has declared in the 
most positive manner that the amendments made to the treaty that w: 

ire speaking about added nothing whatever to its prohibitory power: 
that they were merely cumulative and tautological, and that they did 
not change the meaning. 

Now, Mr. President, if that is all so, I want to know from the Sen 
ator from Delaware how that amendment when merely cumulative 
making no change in the meaning, can be assigned by any kind of 
reason, by the Chinese Government or by anybody else, as a reason for 
a refusal to accept the treaty when they were willing to accept it be- 
fore the amendment was made ? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, what effect the sending back of that 
treaty with that amendment on it may have had upon the Chinese Gov- 
ernment I do not know, but it made delay, it gave them time to recon- 
sider this question, perhaps, as to whether they had not conceded too 
much to the Government of these United States; andif I may take a 
suggestion floating in the newspapers that would perhaps answer, not 
authoritatively it is true, but answer the question of the Senator from 
Oregon [ Mr. MITCHELL ] sufficiently for my purpose, it is this: That 
since the framing of this treaty and its being signed by the President 
of the United States and the Emperor of China a ship-load of Chinese 
have been sent back from Australia to China, and the attention of the 
Chinese Government bas been called by the Government of Great Brit- 
ain to the fact that they, in their colonies of Australia and others in 
the Pacific Ocean, are unprotected against Chinese immigration, and 
they have demanded I suppose some such protection as is given to the 
United States by this treaty. And the Chinese Government if I may 
conjecture—which is all I can do—may very properly say, ‘‘If we are 
to have all countries coming down upon us and demanding the same 
thing, we are not willing to place ourselves in a condition of degra- 
dation before the whole world, to exclude our inhabitants and pro- 
hibit them from putting foot on any land except their own, and there- 
fore the United States not having seen fit to promptly ratify this treaty 
that we have madésecuring absolute prohibition so far as they are con 
cerned, we will take the opportunity they give us and withdraw our 
assent. ”? Thatis a mere conjecture, but not without plausibility and 
not without probability, and is the substance of what I see floating in 
the newspaper press of Friday and Saturday last. 

Therefore it was a dangerous thing in the view of those who had thi 
matter at heart, as I have it at heart, to have made any delay at all in 
ratifying this treaty that for the first time by the treaty-making power 
secured absolute exclusion of the Chinese. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then, according to the Senator from Delaware, it 
was not the amendment of the Senate that has prevented the acceptance: 
of this treaty by China, but the trouble in Australia. 

Mr. STEWART. If the amendments were what caused the rejection 
of the treaty, I think the amendments were proper. Partof that Chi- 
nese treaty 1 was delighted with, because it was a step in the right di- 
rection. It contained provisions, however, which were very liable to be 
taken advantage of and were looked upon by those who understood the 
Chinese character as unfortunate. Thesecond article begins as fo!lows 


The preceding article shall not apply to the return to the United States of 
Chinese laborer who has a lawful wife, child, or parent in the United States, or 
property therein of the value of $1,000, or debts of like amount due him and 
pending settlement. 


It would be very difficult to shut out the Chinese with that privileg 
it would be very difficult to meet their arts and devices; so difficult that 
it was thought in the first place by those familiar with their character 
that it was worse than the former treaty. But great care was taken in 
the preparation of the bill that was passed the other day; that, it was 
thought, would probably remedy the evil of that provision. Then the 
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mitted to China for ratification. 
I suppose it was, I understood it was transmitted 
being ratified by the Senate; but the Senate amendments were cab! 
at once to China, and if there was any opposition in the Unite 
to the amendments it did not come from any representativ: 
The Chinese minister favored the amen: 
agreed to them, and recommended their adoption to the Chins 


Chinese Government. 


ernment. 


Besides, at the time the treaty was ratified by the Senate it 
reached the Chinese Emperor, it was still in what was called th 
reau of Treaties; it was still undergoing the red-tape process. 
fore the treaty was considered there they had before them the ratifi 
tion of the United States and the amendments as they were cabled, and 
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} | GALLS] moved to strike out that provision 
and ert n year That was the first obje ction. 
I was about to say a 


m was on broad— sthetic, but 


I will no that word—the broad philosophical objection made by 
thi at rom Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] conspicuously, who led 
t} position to the bill, that it violated the Declaration of Independ- 


! 
| 


‘ t 1 position taken by Charles Sumner when he moved to | 
sti 0 e word *‘ white’’ in that parliamentary contest to which 
tl ator from Nevada | Mr. Stewart] alluded the other day. It 
Ww tended that this was a home of refuge for the people of all na- 
t i ind that if we passed this bill it would violate that great 


e, as it applied to the people of 
the whole earth, and we had arguments taken from scripture and ar- 
} 





guments taken from international law to sustain that proposition. 

he votes in the Senateand in the House of Representatives disposed 
of t two questions, and the Chinese controversy ended in 1883, 
ended as absolutely and completely as the institution of slavery went 
out of existence as a result of the late war. That was the end of it. 

It is contended now that in 1884, when we passed am amendatory 
act, and in 1586, when we passed an act that went to the House but did 
not be¢ ea law, and on which the yeas and nays were not called, 
therefore the Senators who opposed the act of 1883 assented to the sub- 
seq nti t of 1884 and 1886. 

Mr. TELLER Kighteen hundred and eighty-two, the Senator 
mea 

Mr. VEST. »; the act of 1884 I am speaking of. 

Mr. TELLER. The act of 1882 the Senator refers to when he speak 
ol the act of 1c 

Mr. VEST Well, I call that the act of 1883—the act passed three 
weeks after the first act was vetoed. The second act came from the 
Hot 

v, 3 conspicuous instance of the truth that Senators who op- 
posed the ition of 1882 (adopting that date now for the time being), 
did not eir consent to subsequent legislation, but simply acqui- 
esced in i the time. If I am not mistaken the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [ Mr. HOAR], who led the fight in 1882, went back to his con- 
stit | told them that he did not agree with the subsequent leg- 
is] 1, but that the opinions of the people of the United States seemed 
to be crystallized against him, and that therefore he acquiesced simply 


could not That is the condition of this 


question to day. 


because he help the result. 


a2 4 


rhe question, Mr. President, is settled, it is completed, itis ended, 


and the only thing for us to do now is to carry out the absolutely fixed | 


opinion of the people of the United States against the introduction of 


Chinese into this country. 
now, sir, in the 


It is use face of this result to talk of the effect of 


treaties, whether of treaties that have been made or treaties that are 
pending. The statutes of the United States will remain to the end of 
time against these people coming in, whether right or wrong, whether 
they violate the Declaration of Independence or violate treaties. There 


is no sort of question but that the public opinion of this country has 
settled forever this whole controversy. 

| simply propose not to have any more bills on this question passed 
through the Senate without having the yeas and nays recorded upon 
them. I propose to have the yeas and nays, because of the argument 
that has been made here that inasmuch as the yeas and nays were not 
the act of 1884 or the act of 1886, therefore everybody ac- 
I will vote in favor of this bill, occupying the same 


position that I have ever occupied since I have been a member of the 
penate. 

I want to say, and that is the principal reason for my rising, that in 
calling for the yeas and nays I shall not do it as an opponent of the 
bill, but in order that every Senator may put himself on record now 
in favor of or against the measure. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, when I made the inquiry whether 
this bill would violate a treaty I had no idea that the question would 
bring up such a discussion as has taken place; but as that has been 
gone into a good deal I propose now to show somewhat the attitude of 
parties ip reference to this question from the very beginning. 

In the first place I want to call the attention of the Senate and the 
country to the fact that until the treaty of 1868 was made, commonly 
called the Burlingame treaty, there were no Chinese laborers in this 
country, and they had no right to come to this country. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. DoI understand the Senator to say that 
until 1868 there were no Chinese laborers in this country? 

Mr. GEORGE, None of any consequence. That was the first law 
or treaty that ever gave them the right to come. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Why, sir, there were many thousands of 
them in this country at that time and had been for fifteen years prior 
to that. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well; but they were here without any treaty 
right and without any law of the United States. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes. 


caiedad on 


quiesced in them. 








| William H. Seward and Anson Burlingame. 





| on the part of the Chinese to come 
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Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator say that there should be a law to 
enable a Chinaman to come to this country any more than anybody else? 
Mr. GEORGE. I say there was no treaty right bearing on th 
ple which bound us—— 
Mr. TELLER. Was there any ! 
Mr. GEORGE. There was no tr 
using our discretion in the matter 
Mr. TELLER. Was there any law to prevent their coming? 
Mr. GEORGE. None in vorld, so far as I know, but there 
no treaty which gave them a right or invited them to come, or tied t 
hands of Congress or of the Executive or of any other department 
our Government in reference tothem. In other words, a good d¢ 
has been said in this debate about closing the door against Chinese im 
migration. I propose to show now who opened the door and who 
fastened it open after they got it open. 
The United States of America— 





¢eht which prevented us fi 





I read now from the fifth article of the treaty of 1868, negotiated by 


The United States of America and the Emperor of China cordially reco 
the inherent anc nable right of man to change his home and allegian 
and also the mutual advantage of free migration and immigration of~ 

What ? 


of their citizens— 





That is, the citizens of the United States and of China— 
and subjects respectively from the one country for the purposes of curiosity 
trade, or as permanent resident 


That was the door that was opened for the admission of the Chin 
t I 


Into this 


d 
country by a treaty right, 


inder a treaty negotiated by M 
Seward and by Mr. Burlingame, and ratified by a Senate of whic! 
three-fouths of the members belonged to the Republican party. And 
in that treaty, sir, it is stated to be, as I have read, an inherent right 
] to this country, not only for the 
purposes of trade and curiosity, but for permanent residence. That i 
the door, sir, that was opened up, which Senators on the other sid 
the Chamber seem now so anxious 
\ great 


Republi 


e 
to close. 


that door thus opened by t] 


many Chinese came in through 
an party. They were found to be an unsuitable addition to 
our population; they were found to be competing with our labo: 

people upon the Pacific coast, and in 1880 another treaty was ne 

tiated, also by Republicans, for the purpose of giving us what we had 
surrendered by the treaty of 1868—a right to put some limit upon the 
importation or immigration of Chinese into this country. That treaty 





was negotiated, and then we had some legislation for the purpose of 


carrying out that treaty, a history of which I have in my hand, collated 
and prepared by a distinguished Democrat of the other House, Hon. 
WILLIAM D. BynuM, of Indiana. 


} 
to restrict Cl} 


That was the first effort inese immigration into this 
country. The Republican party had said the Chinese had an inherent 


and inalienable right to come—a right that inhered in them as men, 
a right which they could not alienate, a right which it would be an 
outrage on the part of any people in the world to deprive them of. 
That is what it meant by an inherent and inalienable right. 

Mr. BLAIR. _ May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator from Mississippi think that that in- 
alienable right is a right which authorizes or empowers its possessor to 
interfere with the inalienable rights of others? Does he hold becau 
the right is inalienable to migrate thatitalso implies by the possession 
of that right on the part of the immigrant that he may go where ] 
interferes with a possessory right of the same character—a right to 
life, liberty, and property on the part of others ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Is the Senator through with his question? 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam through with that question. 

Mr. GEORGE. Well, I want to answer that question now be 
the Senator puts another. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well, I should like to hear the Senator’s answer. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I take no such position as that. 
take this position, or rather I have stated the position of the Repu 
licans. They took the position in the treaty I have read that the rig] 
to emigrate, the right of a man to change his home and to change | 
alleviance was an inhere right. 

Mr. BLAIR rose. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ishould like the Senator to let me goon. I+ 
not want to be interrupted now. 

Mr. BLAIR. I simply wish to say—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Iobject to being interrupted now. I claim the fl 
and I want to go on with my remarks. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not object to the Senator having the floor; | 
ought not to feel so restive about it. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ought not to feel what? 

Mr. BLAIR. I say the Senator ought not to feel so restive about it 
because he can have the floor so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam not restive about it. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is a custom that has obtained in the Senate for a 
long time to yield the floor for a question. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam notat all in the light of the Senator; if lam 








t and inali 1} 
nt and inalienabl 


ee ee nT een eo 
































































ne 





eres 





Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator further if he does not know that 
the very treaty which had been made in 1880 provided against it? 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not know any such thing, and I will correct 
the Senator on that subject. The treaty did not provide any such 
thing 

Mr. TELLER. A statute before that had been passed. It did not 
include 

Mr. GEORGE. Talk about the treaty—one thing at atime. I will 
rettle the treaty matter now. 

But nothing herein contained shall be held— 

What? ‘To authorize Chinese subjects to be naturalized under the 
laws of the United States? No. 
shall be heid to confer naturalization— 

A right which under the Constitution of the United States can not 
be conferred by a treaty. If you look at the Constitution, you will 
see that Congress has power to pass uniform naturalization laws; but 
treating with a foreign power, a despot who had no limitations upon 
his power, no constitutional restrictions, it was necessary to put in the 
treaty that nothing herein should be held to confer naturalization— 


not confer the right of naturalization, but to make per se, by force of | 


the treaty itself, a Chinese subject a citizen of the United States. 

Chere was another provision in the bill which the House of Repre- 
sentatives sent to the Senate. That was section 15, which reads: 

That the words ‘‘ Chinese laborers,’’ wherever used in this act, shall be con- 
strued to mean both skilled and unskilled laborers and Chinese employed in 
mining 

| believe I did not read the vote on the first proposition, the vote on 
the amendment to strike out section14. Iwill readthat. When you 
voted to strike it out that was a vote in favor of Chinese naturaliza- 
tion. Section 14 prohibited Chinese naturalization, and how did gen- 
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voted to keep it in and 1 Democrat to strike it out. The nays were as 
follows: 
NAYS. 

DEMOCRATS—29, 
Bayard, Del. Farley, Cal Jonas, La, Vance, N. C.* 
Beck, Ky. George, Miss. McPherson, N. J. Vest, Mo. 
Butler, S.C Gorman, Md. Maxey, Tex. Voorhees, Ind, 
Call, Fla. Grover, Oregon Morgan, Ala. Walker, Ark. 
Cockrell, Mo. Hampton,8. C. Pendleton, Ohio Williams, Ky. 
Coke, Tex Harris, Tenn. Pugh, Ala. 
Davis, W. Va. Jackson, Tenn, Ransom, N.C.* 


Fair, Nev. Johnston, Va, Slater, Oregon 
REPUBLICANS—3 
Cameron, VW is. Jones, Nev. Miller, Cal. 
*Paired., » 


Let us see how many Republicans at that important point in this 
controversy marched up and said, as Senators on that side of the floor 
say, ‘‘We aregoing to close thedoor.’? Howmany of them were there *? 
Just three, Cameron, of Wisconsin, JoNEs, of Nevada, and Miller, of 
California. And yet we hearall the time here about Democrats in the 
House not doing their duty in reference to this matter, and about 
Democratic Administration not making a proper treaty and all thatsort ; 
of thing, as if the Republicans (after having made this door by which 
this flood of Mongolians was poured on the innocent, hard-working, 
and industrious laborers of thiscountry) arenow alonein favor of clos- 
ing it, that the Democrats, the Democratic House of Representatives 
and the Democratic Administration, are not to be trusted with perform- 
ing this work! 

That was a vote in Committeeof the Whole. There was another vot 





| when the bill got into the Senate on striking out the section, and that 


tlemen on the other side of the Chamber vote who are now so anxious | 


to close the door against the admission of Chinese in this country that 
they can not even allow a bill upon that subject to be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations? How did the vote stand on that ? 


In favor of striking down the provision which probibited the United | 


States courts from naturalizing Chinese, there were 28 Republicans for 
striking it out in the Senate, and among them was Mr. Harrison, 1 
Democrat, and1 Independent. The nays were 31 Democrats and 5 Re- 

iblicans, the same five I have been reading about all the time, except 
it ms that my friend from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] was not present 
or did not vote. The Republicans who voted ‘* nay ’’ were—Mr. Cam- 
eron, of Wisconsin, Mr. Chilcott, of Colorado, Mr. Hill, of Colorado, 


Mr. Jones, of Nevada, and Mr. Miller, of California. They were the | 


only Republicans in the Senate who would put on record their votes 
iwainst this inherent and inalienable right, as they had declared in 
1X68, of a Chinaman becoming an American citizen—just five of the 
Republicans. 


| 
Now I come to the other proposition, section 15. Here was a very 
‘ 


| lation. It encountered an exec 


turned out a little better. When it got into the Senate the Senato: 
from Alabama [| Mr. MorGAn] said he would reserve a separate vote on 
section 15. When the Senate came to vote, againststriking it out were 


| found 1 Democratand 31 Republicans, Harrison, of Indiana, voting then 


as he did in Committee of the Whole, and there were 34 Democrat 
paired and voting the other way. 

That bill happened to meet with a little accident, a very commo 
accident, tco, it seems for Chinese restriction bills in American legi 
utive veto, and another bill had to b 
introduced limiting the restriction to ten years. On that there wer 
22 Democrats voting for the bill in the affirmative and 9 Republican 


| and the nays were 1 Democrat and 24 Republicans, nearly three ti: 


as many Republicans voting against the bill as there were voting fo1 
it. And yet now, with that record which I*have read, the Repub- 
licans claim to be par excellence the friends of the American laborer 
par excellence the men who in sunshine and in storm, against all oppo- 
sition, propose to close the door which they themselves had made in 
1868 and had written upon it lo shut this door is to violate the in- 
herent and inalienable right of a Chinaman to become an Americar 





| citizen.”’ 


restrictive clause, a very restrictive provision of thestatute. Itdefined | : >, : 
| the dream of our friends on the other side, and the reason for that 


what Chinese laborers were, and in order to prevent any dispute in the 
courts as to what a Chinese laborer was, section 15 was introduced, and 


now let us see the definition: 


That the words *‘ Chinese laborers,’’ wherever used in this act, shall be con- | 


strued to mean both skilled and unskilled laborers and Chinese employed in 
mining 

If that section had stood in the bill as it passed the Democratic House 
of Representatives, no skilled laborer as well as no unskilled laborer 
aod no Chinaman engaged in mining could come. Now let us see how 


he vote stood on that. The motion was to strike out section 15 and 


1 and Republicans 31—thirty-one times as many Republicans here who 
wanted this section to go out of the bill as there were Democrats. 
Here was a chance for your haste, for your eagerness to close the door 
which you had opened, and yet 31 of you said ‘*‘ We will not close it’’ on 
that amendment. Let us see who the 31 were. I will read them all— 
a very respectable crowd; no names there except of great respectability. 
The list is as follows: 
YEAS. 
DEMOCRATS—l, 
Brown, Ga.* 
REPUBLICANS—31, 
Lapham, N. Y. 
Logan, I11.* Saunders, Nebr. 
MeDill, lowa Sawyer, Wis. 
McMillan, Minu. Sewell, N.J.* 
Miller, N. Y. Sherman, Ohio * 
Morrill, Vt. Van Wyck, Nebr. 
Conger, Mich. Inzalls, Kans. Piatt, Conn. Windom, Minn. 
Dawes, Mass. Kellogg, La. Plumb, Kans, 


INDEPENDENT—1. 
Davis, Ill, 


Aldrich, R.T. 
Allison, lowa, Hale, Me. 
Anthony, R. I, Harrison, Ind. 
Blair, N. H Hawley, Conn. 
Cameron, Pa. Hill, Colo. 
Chileott, Colo. Hoar, Mass. 


Frye, Me. Rollins, N. H. 


* Paired, 

Among the yeas was Mr. Harrison, of Indiana. Now I will come to 
the nays, those who wanted to keep in the fifteenth section, and let us 
see how the vote stood on that. There were 29 Democrats in favor of 
keeping tuat section in, only lacking 2 of being as many Democrats in 
favor of keeping it in as there were Republicans in favor of striking it 
out. Thirty-one Republicans voted to strike it out, and 29 Democrats 


All things change, Mr. President. A change came over the spirit o! 


change was announced upon the other side of the Chamber to-day 
though not stated asa reason, it has been stated by one Senator o1 
more upon that side; it is that all the country now wants these men 
excluded; unanimously the American people have determined to ex 


| clude the Chinese, and therefore, when the American people have be 


| 


| protests, against the teachingsof the Republican side, they all fall in and 


1 | this change, who, when it was unpopular, when it was met by vetoes ot 
the vote to strike it out was therefore a vote against the proposition | 
contained in that section. In favor of striking out were: Democrats | 





come unanimous, against the votes, against the speeches, against th 
say, ‘‘ Why, this is our job; you Democrats who have brought about 


Republican Presidents, in sunshine and storm, stood up for the right 
of American laborers not to be crushed down by the Mongolian, we at 
last have become lukewarm—oh, no; worse than that, not only luke- 
warm in our day of prosperity and power and success, but we have be- 
come inefficient; a Democratic House can not pass a bill that is strin- 
gent enough;’’ and presto! change ! the very men who opposed restriction 
from the beginning of this thing, from 1879 down to the passage of the 
last bill, until it had been developed that the American people were 
about unanimous on this question, these men who opposed it up to 
that time now step to the front, seize the colors, advance on the enemy 
and say, ‘‘ This is our flag and our fight, and you are laggards if not 
deserters !’? That is the way to work it. 

That is the history of this thing up to now, for thelast time. Thes 
very moderate bills incurred two Republican Presidential vetoes, and one 
was passed by Democrats, and when a Democratic President, Mr. Cleve- 
Jand, was in the executive oflice it was approved. That isthe way that 
stands; and now we find our Republican friends, having through all this 
long series of years fought under this banner, not only for Chinese immi- 
gration to take the bread out of the mouth of the American laborer, but 
also having fought for what they called in grandiloquent language in 
the treaty of 1868 the inherent and inalienable right of a Chinaman 
to come here and to bea citizen and to vote. Now, after ali this we 
can not go fast enough for them about it. We, who have borne the 
heat and burden of the day, when we march to get toward the setting 
sun, covered with dust and wearied with this strife to exclude the 
Chinese, are met by these eleventh-hour men who, not content, as the 
eleventh-hour men in the scripture were content, to receive the samé 
pay with those who had worked all day long, come in and say, ‘‘ W¢ 
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any.’’ That ators upon the ot ( é ( t 
of them, most tor from Colorado [| Mr. TELL 1 
. my eye, and the § Mr. JONES !, in my e) t 
F of that sort. ’ panner, The y set in ear ith é 
: morning, and f n until the victory was won tl 
fought by the side of these Dem deserted, and not only des Y 
b but knifed and opposed by the large majority of their associate Tha é 
is the way that thing worked. 
Now, what is this A Democratic House sends in a bill to-« é 
F cluding Chinese laborers. I suggested that perhaps it would 1 ea) it ise 
treaty. The ablest Senator not only on that side but on 
this Chamber, and not only that but the ablest statesman now violate at 
in America, gets up and makes a remarkable proposition, he having id < 
along voted with the majority of his party, hastened up n that 
unanimous opinion coming up from the Pacific coast. He get Mr. P 
and makes the remarkable statement that the bill is in v \ pon t 
treaty, and if the House of Representatives had not passed t t the 
therefore given him a right to assume that they had notice t! t re- Mr. MI’ 
cent treaty was rejected, he would not vote for it! e@ ¢ 
: That is a remarkable proposition, Mr. President. When, vy ¢ bill 
p what provision not only of the Constitution, but what provision of na- Mr. V 
a ture allows the House of Repre sentatives, 325 of toh Iw t ) 
‘ mation which can not reach the Senate? I have A 30 
; my boyhood up you give a secret to two men it no | is speak 
cret. Yet the Senator from Ohio bases his action in voting fo upon t 
upon the impossible hypothesis that 325 men in the House o ov 
ie sentatives had a secret, a secret about public matters, to l unde Mr. MIT‘ 
LF no obligation to keep it secret, and | 5 t 
ts secret had never reached t] t U 
ba in acting in accordance Ww House, w 
ie something which did not ive t 
f If [ understood the present occupant of the cl Mr. Dot - 3 al 
' rectly I do not know that I did I understood him to sa 
spoke, that there was no evidence that the treaty had been é 
I am not sur { understood him correctly, but that is t ( 
understood him, that nobody has any such information. il t 
That was the mere skill of the practiced debater in framit : Mr. MI 
for doing what he wanted to do. Nobody here believes that t i e | The Sei 
has any such information. Nobody believes that three hundred and 
twenty-five men in the House have a li » piece of d plomat 
that has traveled 15,000 miles, from China to the House of Repre t 
atives, and when it got there it lost its wings, it lost its leg 1 it n 1 
could not travel any farther on to this end of the Capito]. That is t game t 
way the Senator from Ohio justifies his vote. On s 
Now, I come to another point. Senators were pressed |} t, he n 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] by the question if tl 3 | but ve 
not a violation of the existing treaty. If I understood the § of t 
from Ohio aright he admitted at first that it was, until the mat d 
further pressed. The Senator from South Carolina was a litt e 
creet I thought. I thought I heard him let out the object of h y 
quiry. -He asked if it wasa violation ofa treaty with China, and ev 
one of the Republican Senators would march right up to it and ate nce ¢ 
it, then what becomes of the excuse they have been making ever since ( 
the nomination at Chicago for their candidate’s vote. When we pointed 
out the votes of the Republican candidate for the Presidency 1e 
read them to the Senate, the excuse has been, ‘‘ why, he was an A1 1 and « 
can Senator; he was intrusted by the Constitution and laws of his cour treaty we 
try with the honor of his country; and the honor of his count: 1 There w 
been pledged in a treaty, and he could not violate it.”’ Thatis the: had come i 
cuse which has been made; and so when that was let out Senat thousand, 
vented a new word for the same thing. It was nota violation a | there cam 
treatv; oh, no, because if we acknowledge that we violate a 16,084 ca 
acknowledge that there was no ex: » for General Harrison t o | 5,427; 18 
they invented a new word. 1864, 2,68 
Mr. President en who play a game of this sort are very t 1 
philology. They have names, and they call the same 1 by x a total 
variety of names, pi that the American people are so blind, a é t] 
: foolish that they cal look be yond the label which they put t 
HG a thing at the thing itself. So we have now not ‘‘violation Senat 
; ‘‘abrogation.’’ There is a little difference, but the difference i lin | opened 
ee favor of the fellow who only violates it. A manmightsay, ‘‘I will ) the gro 
ee late the treaty a little; I am pressed. Here is a great pub! The 
3 crowding me, pressing me to a violation; I will apologize fo [ | in refer 
will make reparation for it.’’ But the man who comes to ogat to this 


destroys the whole thing. ci 

iy Mr. TELLER rose. el 
Mr. GEORGE. I do not want to be 
Mr. TELLER. 
Mr. GEORGE. Whilst the one is taking a little homeopathic d ( 
of violation the other swallows a whol! 
they will go out before the American people, before the laborers of t 
country whose bread, whose respectability has been imperiled | 
introduction of Chinese, hoping that these same lab 
Support for themselves and their tamuilies, wearied when th 
their slumbers at night, will not have the opportunity to think of the | zen 
difference between violation and abrogation. 


ne 





e drug store of abrogation. 50 


yrers, voll! lor 
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adopted cit 8, Ol being desirable at all as citizens. He was a HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Dei rat, ihe head of the Democratic party in California, represent- . 
ing Southern intere nd Southern sentiment, and was the governor | MONDAY, September 3, 1888 
of the of Can ws . . , ‘he House met at 12 o'clock n Praver by Rev. J. H. Curt 

hat great Democrat (and he was a great man in his way, great in| py) + 
int t, 1 believe afterwards a member of this body), according to the ii Mo : f 1 
sentiments expressed in his m e, preferred the Chinese to the thou- oe —e smeces: - bat — 

i hy Irish and German, and Scandinavians and Norwegian = 
and En i, and to all other of our adopted citizens, by stating in 
ta pape iat 1 y, the Chinese, were the ‘‘most desirable of our Mr. SCOTT. I ask unan l n t to introduce a bill for 
d dl , ut timent, that expression, that mov , | mediate consideration. 
if | yn the part of the Democratic governor of the $ i Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let the bill } pea. 
Califor 1 1851, perhaps it was 1852, had its fruit in the Leyisla- he SPEAKER, The gentleman 1 Pennsylvania [Mr. Scor1 
ture ceeding, which wasa Democratic Legislature by the way. asks unanimous consent to introduce a “pill for present consideration 

Archi ‘eachy, I beli another Southern man, another Dem will be read, after which the Chair will ask for objection 
( a le if member of the A ubly of the State of California at Phe Clerk read as follov 
that i leader of his party, introduced a bill into the Democratic —., ns ; : 
Secale meena ae id ve aged eas ten Mee Niele \ men to an act « tled “An oO ¢ cute certain tr ity stipulations 
A for the affirmation or iegalizing in the nited : g to Chinese,”’ approved the 6th day of May, 1282 
states of contract r labor made in foreign countries. Che object of i t é That from and aft nse ne sage of this act it shall be unlaw- 
that ll wv to make valid in the State of California and in the United j fa any Cl se lal r whos at any time heretofore have been or may 
State f America contracts made with the Chinese for cooly labor | "OW oF 2° ee nee nbergecay pw e Unit ad Mates, ane who shel Reve di 
rangi r from two to three and five years, by which coolles were to be ; thi 3 > tt oi : acamier iad ce Uy yey se gma a poeeage 
brought to this country to work in competition with the laborers ot sec, 2, That identity provided for in the fourth or fifth sec- 
California wages at from $8 to $12 a month, and that ata time when | 11°75 0f the : tto which this sa supplement shall hereafter be issued; and 
the aeew commen lahener in the cite of Gem Seancincs and tm the ¢ ery eerti cat he retofo © issu J in pursuance ene is hereby declared void 

D é ‘ 3 i of no effect: and the laborer claiming admission by virtue thereof 
State of California could receive $3 a day for his labor, or $90 a month. A ot be permitted to enter the United Stat a 
That bill ] ed the Democratie Ass mbly of the State of California. | _* ' Phat ill the duties pres« rib d, liabil ties, pt rh, ete and forfeitures im- 
Mr. STEWART. Every Democrat voted for it. Tua tan de, cabled tence eae ae eo cee 
’ ‘ é to whi lis isa supplk ure here xtended and made 

Mr. MITCHELI Every Democrat in that House, as suggested by le to the provisions of this : 
the Senator from Nevada, voted for it. enest al} such part or parte of the act to which this fs e supplement as 

Mr. STEWART And every Wh voted against it. eee Se 

Mr. MITCHELL. And every —- voted againstit. The bill went The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
to the Senate and there, thank God, it was defeated by who? By o1 Che bill (H. R. 11336) was read a first and second time. 

Republican Whig and one Democrat—old Philip Roach, I believe. Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. dove muld like—— 

Mr. STEWART. No; Roach was for it. ; Mr. SCOTT. I have not surrendered the floor. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam mistaken,then,about that. I supposed Mr, Mr. JACKSON. I donot wish to ob ject. I merely wish to inquire 
Ro id given his influence against it, put I am eorrected in that. hat is the p irpose of this legislation. We have recently passed a 
Chen the man who led the opposition to the bill was David C. Broderick. | general act on this s ubject. 

Mr. STEWART. He was the man who defeated it. SCOTT. Ifthe House willpermit me, Mr. Speaker, I willendeavor 

Mr.MITCHELL. Anda leading Whig whose nameI do not remem- | tO explain the object of this bill and what is expected to be accom- 
ber now, representing the city of San Francisco in theState Legislature. | plished by it. It will be necessary to refer in this connection to the 

Mr. STEWART. Dingly was the Whig. treaty of 1880 between the United States and China and the treaty 

Mr. MITCHELL. When the Senator from Mississippi therefore gets | Which has lately been negotiated but not yet ratified. This bill does 
wp here in his defiant way and charges the Republican party of this | 20 nflict in any way with any treaty stipulations now existing be- 
country and the Republicans of this country with opening the door to | tween the United States and China. n merely proposes under certain 
Chinese immigration to this country and inviting ( ‘hinese immigra- | ‘ litions to p rohibit Chinese laborers from coming into the United 
tion to this country, he simply proclaims to the world his own igno- | States ’ the treaty recently snail has been rejected by the 
rance of what he is talking about, or else he is not as careful as he ; Chinese Government then this bill 7 a, and is the only possible 
should be in refraining from knowingly misrepresenting the facts. | WY by which Chinese laborers can be kept out of the United States. 
The door to Chinese immigration was opened by the Democratic party | Mr. JACKSON. I have no object tion to the consideration of the 
of California in the manner I have stated; and that is all I desire to | bill 
say in reference to the matter, as 1 am anxious for a vote on the final Mr. SCOTT. I have not yielded the floor. 
passage of the Pe nding bill. Mr. P AYSON. I de ie 1 to ask the gentleman from Pemnsylvania 

i Mir. TELLER. Mr. President — [ Mr. Scotr] whether this bill has been submitted to the members on 
i | Mr. Cl LLOM. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to make | tits side from the State of California? 
a motion to adjourn ? |} Mr. SCOTT. No,sir; ithasnotbeen. Itis nowsubmitted to them. 
TELLER. I will, retaining the floor. | Mr. PAYSON. Then it is offered for present consideration. I now 
. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. | see the gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow] in his place. 

= e PRESIDING OFFICER. Before the Chair submits the motion | Mr. MORROW. I should like to have amoment to examine the pro 
he will suggest that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has re- | Visions of this bill. 
quested that the bill be printed. The SPE Anse. The gentleman from Pennsylvania states that he 

Mr. VEST. Yes, let that order be made. | h 5 not yet yielded the floor. ‘ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, it will be so Mr. SCOTT. I desire to call attention to what this bill proposes to 
ordered. do. Unde : sections 4 and 5 of the statute of 1882, enacted in con- 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. formity with the treaty of 1880, it was provided that a Chinaman then 
A age from the House of Representatives, by Mr. . TOWLES, | % residex st the United States might, under certain conditions, leav: 
fCierk, announced that the House had pease d the bill (S. 186) to the United States,go to China and return, but was to do so underace 
amend section 1225 of the Revised Statutes concerning details of officers | titicate issued by the authority of our Government certifying his iden- 
of the Army and ene to edncations! institutions. and eo forth, with | tity : - that he was a reside nt of the United States. Under this au- 
amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. thority, which our treaty eae under the treaty of 1880 did not 





| require us to give, a Chinaman could take his certificate and return to 
— +t} h had si China; and as the truth is a merchantable commodity from a Chine 

5 » mec ay ¢ »S . e Honse hs sioned | ie : : . +. ¢ 

i he message also announced that the Speaker o f the House had signed | point of view, those certificates were in many instances sold to China- 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 14) to authorize the Secretary of | men who had never bee n in this cor ey, who took them and came to 
the Lnterier So qsetny Samee 3S Sas Duate of Kansas for the benefit of | the United States in violation of the law. When a Chinaman reached 
i agriculture and the mechanic arts. | the port of San Francisco the duty of the collector of the port under 
ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON. the law was to determine his identity; and when the collector by pos- 
Mr. PLATT. I ask that the unfinished business be laid before the | itive evidence knew that the Chinaman offering the certificate was not 
; Senate. the person to whom it had been originally issued, the collector at once 
i The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wilt lay before the Senate required such Chinaman to leave the country. But it was just he 
f the unfinished business, which is the bill (S. 12) to provide for the | that the United States courts came in and upon habeas corpus pro- 
i formation and admission into the Union of the State of Washington, | ceedings declared in many —— that the Chinaman offering the 
and for other purposes. certificate was the original owner. By this process Chinese laborers by 


Ps Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. the thousands have been permitted to come to the United States fraud- 
i The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) | ulently under certificates which had never been issued to them. 

the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, September 4, 1888, at If, sir, the report in regard to the rejection of the treaty by China is 
12 o’clock meridian. a corre ct one, or whether China ratifies the treaty hereafter or not, there 
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D. W. BOUTWELL. 
Mr. RYAN. I ask that the bill (H. R. 2253) for the relief of D. W. 
Soutwell be recommitted to the Committee on War Claims. 
‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
OKDER OF BUSINESS, 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. This being Mon- 
day, the regular order is the call of States and Territories for the intro- 
duction of bills and resolutions for reference. 

COTTON BAGGING, ETC. 

Mr, WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 11337) placing cotton bag- 
ging and other materials suitable for baling cotton on the free-list; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS COOSA RIVER. 

Mr. FORNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 11338) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Coosa River at Gadsden, in the State of 
Alabama. 

Mr. BLAND. Let the bill be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. O’NEILLL, of Missouri (interrupting the reading). 
the further reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

‘The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tce on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

TRUSTS. 

Mr. NEWTON introduced a bill (H. R. 11339) for the punishment 
of persons connected with trusts; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 


I ask that 


COMMERCE. 

Mr. LAIRD submitted a resolution fixing a day for the consideration 
ot House bill 3404, being a bill to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to 
regulate commerce,’’ approved February 4, 1887; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rules, 

NEW LIBRARY BUILDING. 

Mr. KELLEY submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the special committee engaged in investigating the construc- 
tion of the new Library building be directed to inquire and report whether any 
member of the House, acting by or for himself or in concert or combination with 
others, has sought by persuasion, intimidation, or other corrupt or improper 
means to influence or control the action of Mr. J. L. Smithmeyer, architect of said 
building, in the selection, acceptance, or approval of inferior and improper ma- 
terial to be used in the construction of said building. 


The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Mr. KELLEY. The special committee investigating 

The SPEAKER. This resolution can only be offered now for refer- 
ence. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
in the opinion of the Chair this is a privileged resolution and can be 
offered at any other time for immediate consideration; but if offered 
now it will go to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then I withdraw it for the present. 

UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COURTS AT SOUTH BEND, IND. 

Mr. SHIVELY introduced a bill (H. R. 11340) providing for the 
holding of United States circuit courts at South Bend, Ind.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CHIEF AND ASSISTANT CHIEF BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 

Mr. FORAN introduced a bill (H, R. 11341) to define the qualifica- 
tions of the chief and assistant chief of the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT POINT ISABEL, TEXAS. 

Mr. CRAIN introduced a bill (H. R. 11342) providing for the re- 
establishment of the light-houseat Point Isabel, Texas; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 





TRUSTS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 11343) defining trusts to be an unlawful conspiracy, and to pro- 
vide for the punishment of persons connected with them and carrying 
them on, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

Mr. CRISP. I ask to suspend the rules—— 

The SPEAKER. There are two motions to suspend the rules now 
pending. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the regular order. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a joint resolution of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H, Res, 14) to authorize the Secretary ofthe Interior to certify 
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lands to the State of Kansas forthe benefit ofagriculture and the mechanic arts, 
or issue scrip in lieu thereof. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. One of the pending motions to suspend 
the rules, as I understand it, is the motion of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. WARNER] in regard to the Oklahoma bill. Isthe other t! 
unfinished business from the Committee on Military Affairs? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the situation of the business 
of the House in that respect. Some time ago, the Chair thinks on the 
third Monday in July, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOowNSHEND], 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, moved to suspend the rules 
and pass a bill in relation to the celebration at Gettysburgh, and upon 
the question of ordering a second no quorum voted. Nothing further 
was done on that day. On next suspension day that matter would 
have been pending, but the gentleman from Illinois did not call it up. 
The Chair supposed it was abandoned and recognized the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. WARNER], who made,a motion to suspend the 
rules to fix a day tor the Oklahoma bill, and upon further demand for 
a second no quorum appeared, and that went over. On the next sus- 
pension day the Chair recognized the gentleman from Missouri to com- 
plete consideration of the pending motion. Thereupon the gentleman 
from Illinois rose and stated that he desired to withdraw his former 
motion and substitute another bill for it; and that being committee 
day it was recognized by the Chair, who stated to the gentleman from 
Missouri that it had preference, and thereupon the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. WARNER] temporarily withdrew his motion and a sec- 
ond was ordered on that motion tosuspend the rules and pass the bill, 
but no quorum voted. That is the situation of the business now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Was a second ordered ? 

The SPEAKER. A second was ordered on the motion made by the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. PAYSON. The pending motion, then, with reference to the bill 
presented by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] is to fix a 
day for the consideration of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. But that motion is not now before the House, be- 
cause the gentleman yielded. 

Mr. PAYSON. But that is the scope of the motion. 


DETAILS OF ARMY AND NAVY OFFICERS TO EDUCATIONAL INSTI- 
TUTIONS. 

The SPEAKER. Yes, whenitisreached. The question now is upon 
the motion made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOwNSHEND | 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill the title of which will be read. 

A MemBER. ‘The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] is not 
in the House at this moment. 

Mr. HOOKER. I call up the motion. 

} TheSPEAKER. The motion is pending and a second has been or- 
dered upon it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
again. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the bill will be again read. 
The Chair understands that as the motion was made it applies to a 
Senate bill with House amendments incorporated in it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The bill which was under consideration the 
other day and upon which the vote was being taken is a Senate bill 
with amendments which had been previously adopted in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands, and he will cause the 
bill to be read with the amendments incorporated in it. 

The bill was again read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] to suspend the rules and pass this 
bill. 

Mr. BLAND. Is debate in order on that motion? 

The SPEAKER. Debate is exhausted, and the demand for the yess 
and nays has been refused. 

Mr. KILGORE. Was not a second demanded on the motion ? 

The SPEAKER. It was, and granted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. A second was granted, and the bill was de- 
bated, and now we come toa direct vote upon suspending the rules and 
passing it. 

Mr. KILGORE. That requires a two-thirds vote, I understand. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It requires a two-thirds vote, and I hope it 
will receive it. 

Mr. CROUSE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CROUSE. I was not present when this bill was discussed the 
other day, and I wish to inquire whether there will not be au oppor- 
tunity now to move to amend it? 

The SPEAKER. There will not. 

Several Members. Regular order. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. TowNSHEND; aud 
there were—ayes 82, noes 18. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary 


I ask unanimous consent to have the bill read 








1888. CONGRESS 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

The SPEAKER. 
when this matter was last under considerati 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. [sit in order t 
which the yeas and nays were refused ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. Under the rules that motion mus 
made either on the same day or the succeeding day. ‘I 
quorum being made, the Chair will appoint to act ast 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] and the gentleman 
[ Mr. TOWNSHEND 

The House divided; and the 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. 
eall of the House ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Donot 
ently. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. What 
obstruct us all day, as it did before 
to justify that. Mr. Speaker, I move a 

The question was taken on orderil! 
were—ayes 48, noes 22. 

So the call was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, 
answered to their names: 


I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and n tused by 


tvs were fIr¢ 


reconsider 


the \ 


$ 
no 


he point ol 


ellers the gen- 


sllers reported—ayes 110, noes 


Mr. Speaker, is it in o1 


dothat. We shall hav ’ quorum pres- 
is the use of hi 
Itis not of suffici 
ill of the House 
ig a call of the House 





when the following members 


Abbott, Crouse Kilgore, Rogers 


} 
ul 
+} 


Baker, N. Y. a 
Baker, Il) i 
Bankhead, 
Bayne, Foran, 
Belmont, Forney, 
Bland, French, 
Blount, Fuller, 
Bound, Funston, Martin, 
Bowen, Geat McClammy 
Breckinridge t McKenna, 
Brewer, MeMillin, 
Brower, 

Brown, Ohio 
Brown, J. R., Va. 
Bryce, 
Buchanan, 


Elliott, im, 
Enloe, 


Felton, 


} 
Adams, Culberson, Laffoon Rowell 
Allen, Mich. Davis, La Follette, Rowland 
Anderson, lowa Dibble, Lagan, Russell, Conn, 
Anderson, Miss. Dockery, Laird, Ryan, 
Anderson, Ill. Dorsey, Landes, Sawyer, 
Anderson, Kans. Dougherty, Lane, Sayers, 
Bacon, Dunn, Lanham, Scott 

I 

L. 


nd, 
Lyman 
Macdonald, 
Mahoney, 
M ish, 
Mansur, 


’ 
Ges 


Ark. 


Giass, 


MecSh ine, 


Moflitt, 


Greenman 
Grimes, 
Guenther, 
Hall, 
Hare, 








Morrow, 





Bunnell, Hlarmer, Neal, ylor D..O 
Burnes, Hatch, Newton, Thomas, Wis. 
Burrows, Haugen, Nutting, Thompson, Ohio 


Oates 

O’ Neall, Ind, 
O' Neill, Pa. 
O'Neill, Mo, 
Osborne, 
Outhwatite, 
Parker, 
Payson, 


Peel, 


Butler, 

Campbell, F., N. Y. 
Campbell,T.J.,N.Y. 
Cannon, 

Carlton, 

‘Jaruth, 

laswell, Hiestand, 


‘atchings, 


Hemphill, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, N.C. 
Henderson, Il. 
Herbert, 
Hermann, 


Thompson, ¢ 
Tracey 
Townshend 
Turner, Kan 
Vandever 
Walker, 
Warner, 
Hires, Washington 


FLitt, 








‘hipman, 
‘lements, 


Hogg, 


The Clerk proceeded to call the 


of excuses. 
The following-named 1 


Ermentr 
Finley, 
Fitch, 


Ford, 


Biggs, 
Blanchard, 
Bynum, 
Barnes, 
Candler, 
Clark, 
Cogswell, 
Cutcheon, 
Cooper, 
De Lano, 
Dargan, 
Davidson, Fla. 


Gaines, 


Gallinge 
Grout, 
Houk, 
Hunter, 
Hovey, 

For the remaini 
following case: 

Mr. SAYERS. 
league [Mr. Moore] stat 
that he be excused. 


g 
1g 


There being no objection, Mr. Moore 


The SPEAKER. 
rum, have responded. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
call be dispensed with. 
The motion was agreed 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. SOWDEN. 


Granger, 


Grosvenor, 


Penington, 


nembers were absent on leave 


out, Hopkins, Va. 
Hopkins, N. Y. 
Johnston, N, C. 
Laidlaw, 
Lehlbach, 
McRae, 
Matson, 
McKinley. 
Owen 

Pidcock 
Patton, 
Randall, 


r, 


ing that he is 


was excused. 


I move that further proceedings under 


to. 


Weaver, 
Weber, 





Rayner, 
Simn 
Sherman, 
Stewart, Te 
Stahlnecker, 
Thomas, 
Turner, Ga, 
Wilber, 


Wilkins. 


ms, 
x. 


Ky. 


absentees no excuses were offered except in the 


On this call 178 members, being more than a « 


The tellers will please resume their places. 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 


[a 


sf 

( 

( 

( 

( 

Cobb, Holman, Perkins, Wheeler 
Compton, Holmes, Peters, White, Ind 
Conger, Hooker, Phelan, Whiting, Mich, 
Cothran, Jackson, Plumb, W hitthorne 
Cowles, Johnston, Ind, Post, Wilkinson, 
Cox, Kean, Rice, Williams 
Crain, Kelley, Robertson, Wilson, W. Va, 
Crisp, Ketcham, Rockwell, Wise 


» rollof absentees for the presentation 


Mr. Speaker, I have a communication from my col- 
quite unwell to-day. 


the 


pee ed 
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SPEAKEI] i gy pu t t 
noes see l 
. ND : shen 
_ oa 
s AK] s 
i ( est n { 
is been read at t 
The House ag ‘ i ) 
rhe SPEAK! in 
Mr. BLAND No q 1 
Mr. FORNEY I call 
report of the sundry civ ria 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Miss He 1 that ) 
The SPEAKER It is a matter of the h st pi 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentk from A in \ | ] 
will wait a few moments [ think a quorum will appear 
Mr. FORNEY Chis is one of the regular appro ition id 
I want to have it considered now 
The SPEAKER. The gentlema: \] Mr. | 
sts on his proposition. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND I st ) \ ( 
juestion of consideration | sed nst t conference } 
The SPEAK It ¢: Che Chair thinks the House 
tne } ywer to determ ne wl I erit vy i orw ] not consider anyil 
Mr. TOWNSHEND Chen I raise the question of consi t 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illi Mr. Tow» 
raises the question of consideration against tl rt « CO 
of conference on the sundry civil appropriation bill 
Mr. SPRING] iy I ris toa Oo ler \ { t Ww 
yY taken by teller on the m ym of the C it n from Illinois 
Mr. TOWNSHEND], and as the ] t was ma that » quorum ha 
oted, is order to pro d t I ; while the tellers ar 
ill on t or and the ! « l i iW ; 
The SPEAKER. But the ¢ l | vote 
iS CO ed \] igh nog t House to I 
proceet os ine I em nf ym ia | I th 
nd called up the conte ce rep Phe Chair w 
. y on tne¢ cial re ’ ) eH ) t I 
\ quorum simply di V on ist proposit 
Mr. SPRINGEI What é question 
The SPEAKI The Chau i ‘ 
Will the House roceed ) ‘ ms it i ( 
mittee of contere 1 the sun ( ippro} 
Mr. SPRINGEI Lrise toa} i é 
day upon which it is in order to m 0 SUS] les a 
ter the call of States and Territories, does not a mot ) 1 
the rules suspend that rule which allows aco é re 
ege of being called pat an ? And isn t 
pend the rules before the Hot untill ¢ edi ¢ 
The SPEAKER But the rules | en d 
Mr. SPRINGER. But th a motion to end I 
The SPEAKER. It is in order a time to make ) 1 to 
suspend the rules, just as it is in ord tan to1 to 
yet, pending a motion to adjourn, any gentleman could under t] 
call up a conference report. 
g p 


Mr. SPRINGER. But the gentleman from Ala na n 








the House from taking such action as it please H 
tiouse from adjourning or enfo1 ts own ord 

The SPEAKER. If the Hous it adjou it 
adjourning. [Laughter.] It isalways within the power « 


to determine whether or not it will proceed to consider a matte Che 
question is, Will the House now preceed to co er t 
report? 

Mr. CANNON. t is evident that noth ng Wi be done } ota 
suspension of the rules to-day, and I hope t Ho y¢ th 
the consideration of the conference report l dispose of 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand the gentlema 1 Mi ri | Mr 
WARNER] will be recognized as soon as t] dis} dof to: e to 
suspend the rules and call up the Oklaho tte ( of ** Reg 
ular order!’? ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, is this debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. The first question is, Will the House | ed to 
consider the conference report ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is well understood t ) int to 

» into the consideration of this conference report int to 


take up the Oklahoma matter and other matters which can be called up 
to-day under the rules 
Mr. SPRINGER. I hope all in favor of Oklahom 
of persons using cotton bagging will in the ne 
of the gentleman from Alabama. ** Reg 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. FORNEY 
divided; and there were—ayes 81, noes 34. 
Mr. SPRINGER. [Ieall for the ye 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. 


vote 


Cries of 





the House 


as and nays 


I reserve the point of no quorum, 
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The yeas and nays were ordered | Davidson, Ala, Henderson, I) McKinney, Simmons, 

, PPECIINDI : . eee Davidson, Fla, Hopkins, Lil. McRae, Spinola, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, . I rise to a parliamentary in- | Favie Hop! \ ea Spooner, 
quiry. De Lano Hopkins, N.Y. Millike Stahinecker, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. | LD Hou M Stephenson, 

= —_ rAT DT! = a > oe 4} 3 | D Hovey Mie Stewart, Tex, 

Mr. BRECKI VkTDGE, of Arkansas. If we go into the considera- | 7, sie Howard Mi ; Stewart, Vt. 
tion of the conlerence report does it not make it impossible to take up | E out, Hudd, Morga: Stockdale, 
the proposition to giverelief to theconsumersof cotton bagging to-day? | arquhar Hunt ; I Struvie, 

Tia SPPARER ‘ ry 1 9 ‘ si: | Finley, Johnston, N.C Morse, larsney, 
Phe SPEAKER, I the House pro eeds to the consideration of this | Fisher Jones. Nelson, Thomas, Ky, 

report and consumes the entire day, of course no other business will | Fiteh Kennedy Norwood, Tho a 

be transact Flood Kerr, — O'Donnell, Thompson, Ohio 
A rder Ford, Laidlaw, O’Ferrall, Tillman, 
ae CAN ON, Regular order. S Sauna eta. oO Sumi. Cid 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. Gait Lee, P Vance, 
lhe Clerk proceeded to call the roll. Ga y Lehiba West” 

»T? NP ’ 1 ‘ 1 G Lod *] est, 

i BRE KINKI I GT, ol Arkan as. Mr. Speaker cd Laver. p White, N. Y. 
The SPEAKER, The Clerk is calling the reil. Glover, Lyneh Puesley, Whiting, Mich. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wishtosubmit another ques- | Go, Matfett, Randall, Whiting, Mass, 

. Granger, Mason, Rayner, Wickham, 
tion. ae : Grimes, Mat Reed, Wilber, 
Mr. CANNON, Regular order. Grosvenor, McAdoo, Richardson, Wilkins, 

7 ; : . 4h: . : ’ : i tne , Wiles iny 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. If this conference reportis taken up it | Grout. McComas, Re , Wilson, Minn, 
} . i] } . , v1 | Guenther, MeCormick, I Woodburn, 

wiil prevent me from calling up the cony ct-labor bill. ; | Hatch, McCreary, R Mass. Yardley, 
SPRINGER. And it will stop the consideration of the Okla- | Hayden, McCullog! R Yost. 
homa bill and the cotton-bagging bill. | cron 3, ae ’ s 

; mpyT ' > mn . 4 e | ard, Mckinley, Sl 

ir. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to know the eficct of | ; / 
the vote—— | So the House refused to consider the conference report. 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. Ia 
sire to withdraw my vote. 
Mr. HATCH. Iam paired v 
STEWART], and voted to make a quoru 
Mr. JACKSON. Iask unanimous « 
names be dispensed with. 
| Mr.SPRINGER. There have beenso m 
had better be recapitulated. 
Mr. MORGAN. I have voted to make a quoram. 
| voted I desire to withdraw my vote. 
The following pairs were announced: 


fhe SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated that if the House | n paired with Mr, BARNES, and de 
proceeds to consider the conference report and it consumes the entire | 
remainder of this day, of course no other business can be transacted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It will consume the entire day. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 1 wish to submita parliamentary inquiry. I 
desire to know if I have not the power to withdraw from consideration | 
the bill detailing Army officers to colleges? 

The SPEAKER. Ly unanimous consent the gentleman can with- 
draw the bill. 

Mr. CANNON, 


ntleman from Vermont [Mr., 
| withdraw my vote. 
ent that the reading of the 


ith the ge 


ny changes I think the roll 


If a quorum has 
Regular order. 








! 
| 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I object to the withdrawal of the bill. | he 101 / 
The SPEAKER. It does not affect this question in the least in any Until further notice: 
event. Mr. RANDALL with Mr. DINGLEY. 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. CLARK. 
FORNEY] that the House proceed to consider the report of the confer- Mr. MERRIMAN with Mr. FARQUHAR. 
ence committee on the sundry civil appropriation bill, on which the Mr. SIMMONS with Mr. THomAs H. B. BROWNE. 
‘ “1 pt , ry -T, 7+ . -T > Y 
yeas and nays have been ordered; and the Clerk will call the roll. Mr. FISHER with Mr LEHLBA‘ My 8 P 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 82, nays &4, not vot- Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, with Mr. YARDLEY. 
ing 158; as follows: Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. GALLINGER. 
YEAS—82, Mr. WILKINS with Mr. Lona. 
Abbott, Cobb, Holman, Scott, Mr. HATcH with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 
= a Rficl — ae ae amon, Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 
Allen, Mich, rain, Jackson, Shaw, 7 ° a ae 
Anderson, Miss. Crisp. Kelley, Snyder, Mr. Rusk with Mr. O’DONNELL. 
Bacon, Culberson, Ketcham, Sowden, Mr. RAYNER with Mr. GROSVENOR. 
Bankhead, Elliott, Laffoon, Steele, Mr. S rECI KR wi > Pret ” 
Blanc. Felton’ La Follette, - ~eoeate IP Mr. STAHLNEC KER W ith Mr. W ICKHAM. ae 
Blount, Foran, Lagan, Stone, Ky. Mr. Hopkins, of Virginia, with Mr. LAIDLAW. 
Bowen, Forney, Lane, Taylor, E. B., Ohio Mr. RIcHARDSON with Mr. CHEADLE. 
2 > mr , . "tT. , . 
eo vin Ta ae J. D., Galo Mr. DAvipson, of Alabama, with Mr. PATTon. 
Bryce, Greenman, MeMillin, Walker, Mr. SNYDER with Mr. Yost. ; 
i Burnes, Hall, Neal, Washington, Mr. BARNES with Mr. BAKER, of New York. 
3 Bi »w Hare Newton, Weber, Mr Frwenre aa 5 ee eneees 
i Butler, Haugen, Oates, Wheeler, Mr. ER [ENTRO . with Mr. GROUT. 
{ Campbell, F.,. N.Y. Hemphill, O’Neall, Ind, White, Ind, Mr. Forp with Mr. GUENTHER. 
; Campbell,T.J.,N.Y. Hermann, Payson, Wilkinson, _ Mr. GLOVER with Mr. PUGSLEY. 
i Can 10On, Hiestand, Penington, Wilson, W. Va. Mr. McApoo with Mr. Coorer. 
Carlton, Hlires, Rice, Wise. ne : . aga : ae : ; b 
Caswell. Hit! Rowell. Mr. MATSON with Mr. Hovey, from August 28 to September 15 
Clements, Hogg, Sawyer, inclusive. 
NAYS—84, Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. McKINLEY. 
Anderson, Iowa Dunn, Maish, Rowland, Mr. McRAE with Mr. Kerr. 
; Anderson, Iil. Enloe, Mansur, Russell, Conn. Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. WIsE. 
He Anderson, Kans. Fuller, McClammy, tyan, . > ar «ut Trop 
$ Baker, DL Funston, McShane, Sayers, Mr. DARGAN with Mr. W E ee * 
; Bayne, Gibson, Moflitt, Scull, Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. DUNHAM. 
: Bingham, Harmer, Morrow, Shively, Mr. CLARDY with Mr. WADE. 
Bliss, Henderson,Iowa Nichols, Smith, > wenw wi » Sp 2D 
Round. Henderson. N.C. Nutting. Springer, Mr. PERRY with Mr. SI OONER. ; 
Breckinridge, Ark. Herbert, O’ Neill, Pa. Stone, Mo. Mr. CoLLINs with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, 
Brewer, Holmes, O'Neill, Mo. Symes, Mr. O’ FERRALL with Mr. Mason. 
{ Suchanan, Hutton, Osborne, Taulbee, . a = © ath? Saree 
; Bunnell, Johnston, Tud, Outhwaite, Thomas, Wis. Mr. CoE TON with Mr. GOFF. 
: Caruth, Kean, Parker, Thompson, Cal. Mr. BraGcs with Mr. Morrow. 
H Compton, Kilgore, Peel, Townshend, Mr. BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
Conger, Laird, Perkins, Turner, Kans. Mr (Aan op with Mr Preurv 
; Cow les, Landes, Peters, Vandever, Mr. CANDLER W ith Mr. I Tei : 
F Cox, Lanham, Phelan, Warner, Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RocKWELL. 
P Crouse, 7 aa ee oo, Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. Tuomas, of Illinois. 
¢} Jockery, vind, ost, ritthorne, * oi omar wari ' iit 
' Dorsey, Macdonald, Robertson, Williams, Mr. Mon TGOMERY W vo Mr. HuN i ER. i 
} Dougherty, Mahoney, Rogers, Yoder. Mr. Morse with Mr. Wuirina, of Massachusetts, 
if NOT VOTING—158. hy eos ee Aer Mr. one zs 
f Allen, Mass. Bianchard, Burnett, # Cockran, | Mr. auawy ARD with Mr. Hoi aan, of Illinois. 
i Allen, Miss. Boothman, Butterworth, Cogswell, Mr. Timotuy J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BowpeEn. 
} Arnold, Boutelle, Bynum, : Collins, | Mr. CurcHEON with Mr. TARSNEY. 
} Atkinson, Bowden, Campbell, Ohio Cooper, | Mr. Hupp with Mr. ARNOLI 
; Baker, N. Y. Breckinridge, Ky. Candler, Cummings, Mir. aU YD With MY. 4 RNOLD. aa P 
; Barnes, Brower, Catchings, Cutcheon, Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. Hopkins, of New York. 
] we eines Sr intel “ee ce Mr. BUCKALEW with Mr. BAYNE, on all political questions 
eiaen, srowne, ind, yine . ° erUT ° of or 
Belmont, Brumm, Clardy, Darlington, Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. Moore. 
Biggs, Buckalew, Clark, Davenport, Mr. Prpcock with Mr. PHELPs. 
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consideration of the bill for the organization of the Territory of Okla- 
homa, and for other purposes. That came over as unfinished business 
to the last suspension day. 

‘The days named in the resolution I first offered had passed, and upon 
asking the Speaker of the House whether the resolution was within my 
control for modification, the ruling of the Chair, according to my very 
clear remembrance, was that the resolution not having been seconded, 
it was within my power to modify it in such way as I saw proper, so 
long as the modification related to the same general subject-matter and 
was germane tothe original resolution. [At this point the Speaker re- 
sumed the chair.] Now I seek to so modify the resolution that in- 
stead of fixing a day in the future upon which a vote shall be taken on 
the bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma, this day shall be fixed 
and the bill shall be put on its passage. This modification relates to 
the same subject-matter as the resolution, but instead of fixing a day 
in the future when the vote shall be taken the substitute I now offer 
proposes to fix to-day as the time for action on the bill. I submit that 
this seems to be within the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the proposition as 
now stated by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] is an en- 
tirely different one in principle from that which was involved in the 
resolution of two weeksago. The proposition then, as I now recollect, 
was to set a future day for the consideration of the bill providing for 
opening the Territory of Oklahoma. If such atime were fixed, the 
bill under the rules would be subject to the ordinary methods of con- 
sideration; it would open to amendment and full discussion and all 
that sort of thing. I need not go over details which the Speaker and 
members of the House understand as wellas Ido. But the pending 
proposal of the gentleman is not to set a day for the full consideration 
of an important bill, but to pass now under a suspension of the rules, 
with fifteen minutes’ debate on each side, a certain bill which he pre- 
sents with certain amendments which he and his colleagyes on the 
committee have appended toit. Now, speaking for myself, I have some 
half dozen amendments which I propose to offer to that bill when it 
shall be considered in regular order. I know of other gentlemen here 
who are in a like situation. It strikes me that the gentleman from 
Missouri presents now a proposition very different in principle from 
that which was embraced in the scope of the resolution which comes 
up as unfinished business under the demand for the regular order. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, the proposition which the gentleman 
from Missouri made on the 6th of August was a different proposition 
from that which he now submits. It is printed in the RecorpD of Au- 
gust 7, and I send it to the desk to be read in order to show, first, that 
it is entirely different, and second, that as a matter of unfinished busi- 
ness it can not come over at all for the simple reason that the time then 
proposed to be fixed for the consideration of the bill and of certain pend- 
ing amendments which were to be offered was embodied in the resolu- 
tion and has now passed. I ask the Clerk to read the resolution, to be 
found in the proceedings of August 6. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Thursday next, immediately after the reading of the Journal, 
the House proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R, 10614) to organize the 
Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes; that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the bill; that the 
amendments adopted in Committee of the Whole be agreed to; and that other 
amendments not exceeding three in number and one amendment in the nature 
of a substitute may be offered to the bill, after which the vote shall be taken on 
such amendments, and then on the engrossment and third reading of the bill 
and the final passage thereof, without debate or other intervening motion or 
business. 


Mr. HOOKER. Upon the reading of that resolution the following 
proceedings, as exhibited in the REcoRD, occurred: 


The Speaker. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. Barnes, Mr. Hooker, and others demanded a second. 

Mr. SrrinGcer. I ask unanimous consent that a second may be considered as 
ordered. 

Mr. Bagnes. I object. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States, in writing, was delivered 
to the House by Mr. Prupen, one of his secretaries. 


PROPOSED TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA, 


The Speaker. A second is demanded, and the Chair will appoint as tellers 
the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. WARNER, and the gentleman from Georgia, 
Mr. BARNES. 

Mr. Payson. I would like to have the resolution again reported. 

The resolution was again read, 

Mr. Payson. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The Speaker. The’ gentleman will state it. 

Mr, Payson. How would this resolution, if adopted, affect a pending amend- 
ment which was introduced and undisposed of at the time the bill was last un- 
der consideration ? 

Mr. Sprincer. Notatall. It will have no effect upon it. 

Mr. Payson. When this bill was being last considered an amendment of mine 
had been read and was pending. I had the floor at the time the House ad- 
journed, 

Mr. Hooker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

_ The Speaker, The gentleman from Illinois is on the floor for a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

Mr. Payson, I wish to know how this would affect that amendment; whether 
it would be excluded, 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was not disposed of at that time. It was pendingand would 
be covered by the resolution. 

The Speaker. The Chair thinks, on examining the resolution, that if itshould 
be adopted it would necessitate the offering of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Illinois again— 
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Allauding again to the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Payson]: 

Mr. NELSOon. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. Payson. It is evident that the Speaker does not agree, then, with the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

The Speaker. The resolution provides that amendments already agreed to 
in Committee of the Whole shall be adopted by the House, with the right of 
offering certain other amendments specified in the resolution. 

Mr. Payson. Then I hope the resolution will be voted down. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And one of the amendments referred to there is the identical 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois himself, if the gentleman 
will take my word, It does not preclude other amendments, but makes pro- 
vision for a certain number which may be offered. 

Mr. Payson. Of course I am perfectly willing to take the gentleman’s word, 
but [ wanted a ruling from the Chair as to the effect of the adoption of the res- 
olution on the pending amendments. 

The SrpEAKER. If the resolution in ils present form is adopted, it would pre- 
clude other amendments except those specified in the resolution itself. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But it would not preclude action on the gentleman’s amend- 
ment. 

The Speaker. The Chair will again state, the resolution provides that amend- 
ments heretofore adopted in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union shall be agreed to by the House, so that this resolution disposes of those 
amendments; but it provides further that three additional amendments may be 
offered, as well as a substitute for the bill. 


Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, is this in order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hookrr] 
is discussing a question of order. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iam discussing a question of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman will get through before next week, 
I hope. 

Mr. HOOKER. I propose to go along in my own way. I do not 
want any advice from the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The REcoRD is very good reading. 

Mr. HOOKER. I use it for my purposes. The gentleman can use 
it for his, if he chooses, when he has the floor. 


‘ ~~ NELson. It provides that three, but only three, amendments may be of- 
ered. 

The Seraker, That is the effect of the resolution; and also a substitute, 

The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. Hooker. I rose, Mr. Speaker, a moment ago to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. Hooker. I wanted to address the Chair this inquiry: I understand that 
under the rules of the House governing the business for this day it is set apart for 
asuspension of the rules and the passage of measures, bills, resolutions, or 
otherwise, which are pending before the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union or other committees, and the motion is to discharge such 
committee from the consideration of the matter and put it upon its passage, the 
action thereon requiring a two-thirds vote. In the present instance the resolu- 
tion refers to a measure which is pending before the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and has been under consideration for several 
days in committee, to which various amendments have beer offered ; and my 
inquiry is whether it is within the power of a single member of this House on 
this day, which is fixed for the suspension of the rules, to defeat the considera- 
tion ae measure and others that may be pending by proposing a vote upon 
the bill—— 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I submit that the modification which 
the gentleman now proposes to offer, and which he can not offer, as I 
understand, except by unanimous consent, is an entirely different prop- 
osition. It is not a proposition to fix a day for the consideration of 
this bill and the three amendments which it is admitted were pending 
and the substitute of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES], 
which was pending. The gentleman from Missouri now proposes to 
modify his proposition so as to pass the bill itself. The day named 
in the original resolution having passed, this proposition, even as an 
unfinished matter, has no longer any status in the House. It was a 
proposition to fix a particular day of a certain week now passed; and 
I insist that according to parliamentary practice and the rules of the 
House it can not be called up now for consideration; and a fortiori it 
can not be modified by the substitution of another separate and inde- 
pendent proposition, which proposes, outside of these amendments, to 
pass the bill itself as it is sent to the desk by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. 

I say, therefore, that as unfinished business it can not come up now, 
because that business was interrupted by the reading of a message from 
the President of the United States, on motion of my friend from Georgia 
(Mr. Crisp]; and the question was propounded to the Speaker at that 
time whether or not that would interrupt this business, to which the 
Speaker promptly responded that it would, that it displaced it for the 
time being; and nothing further was done in regard to it. 

Now, sir, various amendments have been adopted to the bill, which 
amendments have been adopted upon the agreement that there should 
be a vote upon them in the House; and if the gentleman may pass this 
bill now under a suspension of the rules without regard to the agree- 
ment made by the House in reference to the amendments, it defeats 
every vote on the amendments. ButI insist, for the reasons I have 
already offered, that this is not a measure which can be amended, or 
that it is such a measure as may claim consideration as unfinished busi- 
ness, or which can be called up now, for the reason that the time fixed 
has passed by. 

The SPEAKER. The question as to the right of a member to change 
or modify a motion or proposition submitted by him before the House 
has acted upon it in any way, has frequently arisen, and frequently 
been decided. The present occupant of the chair has always held that 
when a member has submitted a motion or proposition to the House, 
whether in the form of an original motion or as an amendment to a 


pending motion, it is his right to modify or change it at any time be- 
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fore it is voted upon, or before the previous question has been ordered, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I desire t ikea 
or before the adoption of any other action on the part of the House, | ary inquiry. 
which places the matter beyond the control of the member and within The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 
the control of the House Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas Am I correct in int 
In the present instance it is not, as the gentleman from Mississi, the Chair as holding that the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. W 
i argues, a question of amendment. It is a question merely as to the n draw his proposition at t , and that when tl ‘ 
form of which the gentleman from Missouri will submit the proposi- | tio would come up i telv after tl concess sed 
tion, the House not having acted upon it inany manner whatever. It | he would be again recognized 
is quite trueas stated, both by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. PAYS The SPEAKER. The Chair has vie no su cision. 
and the gentleman from Mississippi, that the proposition is a differen Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What would be his right to 
i one from that submitted by the gentleman some time ago. But it1 have consideration of the matter i liately a leration 
. lates to the same subject-matter. Che proposition was to fix a day for | of the question to which he would yield by withd 
: the consideration of this bill; and this proposition is—that ti ha SPEAKER r I t } 
4 passed by—to vote upon the billnow. Itisstill, however, in the pow offered to withdraw it 
of the House to determine whether it will or will not second that propos Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of A : If the Cha 
tion, so that the matter is entirely and absolutely within the control of | it is a question based upon what I l 1 t 
; the House, and not within the control of the Chair. present occupant of tl hair was absent Phi tleman did oiler to 
‘ If the gentleman from Missouri sees proper to modify his proposit , | withdraw it 
q or take the risk of having the House second i pass it co et Mr. WARN] I did ) sta 
E Chair has no control over the matter. it as I underst 1 the t ( pant of t ‘ iled that it took 
; Suppose, for instance, the time fixed in the original resolution ous consent to tha ise | 
; consideration of the bill had now lapsed, and the gentleman should so | to withdraw 
: modify his motion as to fix to-morrow for its consideration. The Chait r. McMILLIN t he ¢ ’ 1 
thinks it would ke admissible, and the Chair can not see any difference | tion to the condit ecedent to y l t 
in principle between that 1a motion to suspend the rules and pass | he should yramotion by another ge 
the bill now. and that ized after that matter should be 
Mr. HOOKER. Except, if the Chair will permit me, that this | posed of. of the chair I st lasIw 
would exclude consideration of the amendments. | occasions, enize when th ( i 
The SPEAKER. Of course; but that is for the House. The House | give no information as to what I would do in advance. I! 
may not desire to consider them, and if the House does not desire to | gentleman will find that was the ruling. 
pass the bill it will not second the motion the gentleman makes, o1 The SPEAKE Regular le anded 
will not pass the bill if it is seconded. It is always within the power Mr. |] Arkans I wish to inquire i 
of the House to control its own action. ynot sition ¢ ie gent an ssee 
Mr. PAYSON. Permit me, Mr. Speaker, to ask this question 1] propel ry for the rom 
Whether the present occupant of the chair was aware of the proposition | Miss ui p vith his par ghts 
made by the gentleman from Missouri while the gentleman from Ten- | before ven step in connection solu- 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] was acting as Speaker ? I inquire whether or not the gentleman from M 
The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear it. vi he right to be recognized alter consideration of 
Mr. PAYSON. Would it make any difference in the position taken | osit he proposes temporarily to withdraw in favor of 
by the Chair if it appeared that the gentleman from Missouri, in charge TheSPEAKER. TheChair does not understand the gentleman m 
of the bill, now offers, instead of a bill to organize the Territory of | Missouri to withdraw. ; 
Oklahoma, as was originally proposed, a bill to organize a portion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But the gentleman s 
% the territory embraced in the former bill, to wit: the neutral strip, and | posed to withdraw, and that the question that has been und 
fs without regard to the balance of the Indian Territory, except as lands | sideration, and that is what the gentleman will propose again it can 
shall be acquired piecemeal hereafter? now understand that he does not permanently surrender his righ 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that would make no difference The SPEAKER. By consent of the gentleman from Missouri the 
if the Chair is correct in the basis of this decision: the whole ma motion now before the House might be withdrawn temporat | 
being a modification of the motion of the gentleman from Missout some other motion was made and disposed of, just as on the 
which is submitted to the House itself for its action. But as to the | for the suspension of the rules the gentleman did yield to t 





merits of the proposition, or whether or not it is practically the same | man from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND]. 


as the other proposition, the Chair thinks does not affect the questior Mr. WARNER rose 
of order, because the House has as yet passed upon nothing. The Mr. CANNON, That takes unanimous consent, and I call for the 
whole subject is before it for its action. regular order. 

Mr. WARNER. I move to suspend the rules— The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that to be the pending Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I makea motion, then, that 
motion. the proposition offered by the gentleman from Missouri be tempo 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish, Mr. Speaker, to submit | withdrawn. 
a parliamentary inquiry. The SPEAKER. That motioncan not be mad Che Clerk will read 
Mr. CANNON. Regular order. the resolution. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This is in the regular order. Mr. RYAN. Let us have the regular order. 
I wish to ask, if the motion of the gentleman from Missouri has not been The bill was read, as follows 
seconded by the House is it not still in his power to withdraw it? A bill (H. R. 10614) to organize the Territory of Oklahon for other 
The SPEAKER. It is; the Chair has so decided. : ; Bek poe. s 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That was decided to the con- | , 7 = eee 7 a ee = ert eae eee ean oe 
trary in the absence of the present occupant of the chair. The gentle- sated Gene emiiiidee ad thin mal, to wits Meendied om 


ted from the operations of this act, to wit: Bounded on the w 


man sought to withdraw the motion and objection was made State of Texas and the Territory of New Mexico; on th th by the St 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman who was | (°lorado and the State of Kansas; on the east by the reservation occupis 


the Cherokee tribe of Indians east of the ninety-sixth meridian of wes 

















temporarily occupying the chair decided that the gentleman could | and by the Creek, Seminole, and Chickasa s; and ont 
withdraw the motion, but that he could not withdraw this motion | by the Creek, Seminole, and Chickasaw res ‘ Sta I 
and submit a new one unless he was recognized by the Chair for that | CO™PTsing what is known as the Public Ls ; gprs, 
5 ; . Indian Territory not actually occupied by the zed tr s, is 
purpose, into a temporary government by the name of t I ‘ [ 
Mr. McMILLIN. That is true. I was just going to state, Mr. | vided, That nothing in this act sha onstrued to the rights 
. : - . . . yr . e ro o impair any patent to or richt of cUuDA of l is 
Speaker, in order that my friend from Arkansas may not misrepresent | 0°, Property, or to Impair any pater a : ¥ 
: - taining tothe Indians in said Territory under t iws and treat i 


my position unintentionally, for I know he would not do so inten- | States. Executive order. or otherwise 








4 tionally, that the then occupant of the chair thought the gentleman | any Indian tribe for which title has be: é 
from Missouri might withdraw his proposition, but to do so to offer eee. pg tase a saad” Gia ccna odes 
another he could not get an agreement from the then occupant of the | territory which by treaty or agreement with any | e ist 
3 chair that he would be recognized for that purpose after yielding the the consent of said tribe, to be included w t t limits or 
floor to another; that the question of recognition would be then with | ee eee ees creo y eae ee ne Saeineee eth on 
q the Chair, as it is at all times in all other cases, and that the Chair | tribe shall signify its assent to the President of the | alent 
' could not consent to couple with the request of the gentleman to with- | . the _— oe oe Se hy Cneeps Sar jucion posts 
draw the proposition an agreement to recognize him to submit another Saiinn-Diabeneaatiens ih Gineh aoe ter wenpenting ; 
motion. | property, or other rights, which it would een 
The SPEAKER. The tellers will take their places. | if this act had never passed. ; 
Mr. PAYSON. Has the proposition as modified been read ? | fae Sine Saewenll Be & gow mor, secret exislativ As Te: 
Mr. HOOKER. It has not been read. and selected under the provisions of Title XXIII, clay of the Revised Stat- 
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utes of the Un te relat to ‘ yvernment of all the Territories 
The prov th ne fore ind effect in the Territory 
of Olkdlahe ‘ i the United States: Provided, Thatall 
euch office dl = ed for d Territory er the said Territory 
has been o b pe 1 offive y« shall beappointedand ted from 
the’bona fide: ‘ ere I ed, Phat the Legislative Assem! and D« 
egate to t i f Re entatives shall not be elected until the President 
shallorder: / f } That no person shall be entitled to vote at the first 
election orto ed to any office who has not been a bona fi resident of 
fa rerrito ‘ i prey 1S to said election tnd pr 1“ j t 
the su iTes ) i< t of thirteen mem - 1¢ house of 
re} gent r l consist of twenty-six smbers, w h may be increased to 
thirty-nin : 
$1 3. ‘I ttl Constit n l all laws of the l ited States which are no 
locally inapy able shall have the same fo deff d Territory of Okla- 
he Las where inthe United States: Pro ed, Th nginthisactshall 
be construed to inter e with the local governments of any of the Indian tribes 
whicht now | i yt law treat of the United ut r 
W ul t r ¢ fi he . Th { it ; : 
court of t L' ory shall jur on ! shall embrace all causes of 
action, crimes, a i¢ Ses # sing within the i } of the Tei 
by this act if ws ofo passed granting irisdiction t 
courts within t o iid Territory a hereby repealed; but cases now 
pendin I ( d to their final disy t i therein the same as if tte 
act had not ipa a 
4 i tt tr th bs t { nAN Ce a) 
and ‘J } { Paul I here ‘ 
ie |} | r f e | ted Stat and iall be ope 
1 the p Vision 
1 ppiy t er vo ny ott 
ry exc ‘ t ) ledir i r led, Ti 
y-sixt ‘ nd in each township siuall be reserved for school pu 
oc. 5. That whe r the ¢ ek 1s Linole tribes of Indians shall signifv 
r ass ttothey ions of t 8 set ‘ in legal manner, tothe commissio 
vided rin t act, and the President has issued his proclamation fixing 
ime as pl led the upied lands ceded to the United States 
iid tribes unc thet ities of June 14, 1866,and March 21, 1866, shall be open 
ttlement, except the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections in each township, 
h shall be ress »] purposes, and shall be disposed of to actual set- 
miy,ingu i »exceed liJacres insquare form to each settler, at the 
of $1.25 per acre persons wl e heads of families or over twenty-one 
sof: and wl tizensof the United States, or have declared their in- 
on to become citizens thereof, shall be entitled to become actual settiers on 
land Ana trate account shall be kept by the Secretary of the Interior 


) t rhe commission 
hereinafter created by this act is hereby authorized to confer with the Creeks 
and Seminoles to ascertain whether said Indians are entitled to any further 


of ie money rec d as proceeds of the sale of such lands, 











conipen on than that heretofore paid for said unoceupied lands. If said com- 
mission shall find that further compensation should be paid said Indians, they 
may, by negotiation with said Indians, fix the amount of such additional com- 
pensation, not to exceed the sum of $1.25 per acre, less the cost of sale and the 
amounts heretofore paid said tribes in the purchase of said lands; and any ad- 


dit:onal sum agreed upon by said commission te 





l » be paid said tribes for said 
lands as provided herein, shall be placed to the credit of said tribesin the Treas- 
ury of the United States. 

Sec, 6. That whenever the Cherokee tribe of Indians shall signify their assent 
to the provisions of this section, in legal manner, tothe commission provided for 
in this act, and the President has issved his proclamation fixing the time as 
herein provided, the unoccupied portion of the lands west of the ninety-sixth 
degree of west longitude as agreed to be, ceded according to the provisions of 
the treaty concluded July 19, 1866, shall be open to settlement, except the six- 
teenth and thirty-sixth sections of said land, which shall be reserved for school 
purposes, and shall be disposed of to actual settlers only, in quantities not to ex- 
ceed 160 acres, in square form, to each settler, at the price of $1.25 per acre. All 
persons who are heads of families or over twenty-one years of age,and who are 
citizens of the United States, or have declared the ntention to become citizens 
thereof, shall be entitled to become actual settlers on such lands. An accurate 
account shall be kept by the Secretary of the Interior of the money received as 
proceeds of the sale of said lands,and said money shall be placed to the credit 
of the Cherokee Indian tribe in the Treasury of the United States, after deduct- 
ing the cost of the sale by the United States and the amount heretofore appro- 
priated and paid to the Cherokee tribe as part compensation for said unoccu- 
pied lands: Provided, That nothing in this act shail be construed to authorize 
any person to enter upon or occupy any of the lands mentioned in this or the 
preceding section, for the purpose of settlement or otherwise, untilafter the said 
Indian tribes and the commissioners herein authorized have concluded an 
agreement to that effect as provided herein, and laid the same before the Presi- 
dent of the United States, who is thereupon authorized and required to issue his 
proclamation declaring such relinquished lands open to settlement, and fixing 
the time from and after which such lands may betaken. Any person whomay 
enter upon any part of said lands contrary to the provisions of this act, and prior 
to the time fixed by the President’s proclamation, shall not be permitted to make 
entry upon any lands or lay any claim theretoinsaid Territory. Noland-war- 
rant or land-scrip of any kind shall be located on any land embraced in this act. 

Sno. 7. That the President may, at such times as he may deem it necessary, 
direct land offices to be opened in the Territory of Oklahoma, not to exceed 
four in number, and may nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, appoint the usuai officers to conduct the business of said land offices ; 
and the Commissioner of the General Land Office shall, when directed by the 
President, cause the various portions of said lands ta be properly surveyed and 
subdivided, where the same _ not already been done. It is hereby made the 
duty of the Commissioner of the General Land Office tocarefully examine each 
claim taken under the provisions of this act before issuing a patent to the claim- 
ant; and if it shall appear that said claim was not taken in good faith, he shall 
refuse a patent and declare all prior proceedings before had in such case to be 
mull and void; and all persons settling on lands under the provisions of this 
act shall be required to select the same in square form, as near as may be, and 
to maintain a continuous personal residence of three years on the land, and to 
improve and cultivate the same for that period in the manner required by the 
homestead laws before obtaining title thereto; but payments for lands, where 
payment is required to be made by this act, shall be made in four equal install- 
ments, under such rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Interior, as follows: The first payment shall be made within six months 
from the time of entry, the second at the expiration of one year from date 
of entry, the third at the expiration of two years from date of entry, and the 
final payment shall be made at the expiration of three years from the date of 
entry: Provided, That there shall be reserved public highways 4 rods wide 
around every section of land in said Territory, the section lines being the center 
of said highways; but no deduction shall be made in the amount to be paid for 
each quarter-section of land by reason of such reservation. 

Sec. 8. That the procedure in applications, entries, contests, and adjudications 
under this act shall be in the form and manner prescribed under the homestead 
laws of the United States, and the general principles and provisions of the home- 
stead laws, except as moditied by the provisions of this act, shall be applicable 
to all entries made hereunder, and no patent shall be issued to any person who 
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is not a citizen of the U states at the time he makes final proof and pay- 
ment. Final proof an t, exe ses of contest, shall be made within 
three months after the piration of r i e date of entry, and in 
default thereof, or in default of the pa f any installment of the purchase- 
money when due, the entry shall be lia « t ti snd the money paid 
thereon shall be forfeited to the Unite t - La ; entered under the pro- 
vision of this act shall be liable to taxation afte installment of the pur- 
chase-money shall have been paid; but the s lL not be subject to any 
judgment or lien obtained upon indebtedness itra | or obligation incurred 
prior to the issue of patents therefor, norshal! such lands be sold, or contracted 
to be sold, leased, or contracted to be leased, conveyed, mortgaged, or in any 
manner encumbered prior to final proof or payment and the r rd thereof 
made in the office of the regist« ver the district where the land is 
located; and any sale, lease, conveyance, or mortgage made, ex ited, or con- 
tracted for prior to such final proof, paymei i shall be absolutely 
null and void; and assignments, t er tgages of unpatented 
land entries shail be at the risk of t 28s 4, transferrees, and mortgagees, 
who shall have no recourse a ist the United States for any failure of claim- 
ant’s title before issue of patent: Provide at the provisions of section 2365 
of the Kevised Statutes of the United States, entitled ** flomesteads,” shall ap- 
ply to the provisions of this act. : 

Sec. 9, That whenever any ifthe lands opened to settlement by the 
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p | town-site purposes, and the Secre- 
tary of the Interior is satisfied that they ¢ occupied in good faith and are nec- 
essary for such purposes, the said Secretary is hereby authorized and directed 
to cause patents to be issued therefor, under such rules and regulations as he 

















may prescribe, to any legally organized company occupying and entitled to the 
same, upon the payment in cash of $20 per acre forthe lands so occupied. The 
money so received for each town-site, except such amount as may be required 
t » paid to the Indian tribes, as provided in sections 5 and 6 of this act, shal! 
be held by the Secretary of the Interior as a se} te school fund for the bene- 
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town-sites actually oceupied on the Public Land Strip at the date of the approval 
of this act by not less than one hundred bona fide inhabitants shall be patented 
to the legally organized company selected by said inhabitants, said sites to em- 
brace the amount of land pre by law: Provided further, That all patents 





issued for town-siltes in the Territory of Oklahoma shall contain reservations 
for parks and other public purposes, embracing in the aggregate not less than 
10 nor more than 20 acres; but no deduction shall be allowed on this account 
in the amount to be paid for said toy ites as provided in this section; and 
patents for such reservations shall be issued to the towns respectively when or- 
ganized as municipalities. 

Sec. 10. That all lands in the Territory of Oklahoma not embraced in the pro- 
visions of sections 4, 5, and 6 of this act, which are not required by law, treaty 
stipulations, executive orders, or right of occupancy for the use of any Indian 
tribe, or which may be relinquished as an Indian reservation, shall be open to 
settlement under the provisions of this act: Provided, That whenever Indian 
lands are purchased by the United States with the consent of the Indians, and 
opened to settlement in said Territory, the President of the United States may 
fix the price to be paid therefor by actual settlers, which price shall in no case 
exceed $1.25 per acre, and the proceed > held for the benefit of the In- 
dians concerned, as provided in sections 5 and 6 of this act. 

Sec. 11. That the President of the United States is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to appoint a commission, to be composed of five persons, not more than 
three of whom shall be members of one political party, whose duty it shall be 
to open negotiations with the Creeks, Seminoles, and Cherokees, for the pur- 
pose of securing the consent of said Indians, so far as it may be necessary, tothe 
provisions of section 5 and section 6 of this act. The commission is authorized 
to enter into such agreements with said Indian tribes as it may deem necessary 
to accomplish the purposes of this act, and shall submit the same to the Presi- 
dent for his approval or rejection. The compensation of the members of said 
commission shall be at the rate of $10 per day; and they shall also be allowed, 
in addition thereto, their actual necessary traveling expenses, stationery, and 
postage. They shall have power to appoint a secretary, who shall receive a 
compensation of $6 per day, and such allowances for traveling expenses as he 
may actually incur. The President of the United States ishereby authorized to 
enter into agreements at any time with any of the tribes of Indians in the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma for dissolving their tribal relations, for holding lands in sev- 
eralty,and for their ultimate citizenship, and to this end all the provisions of 
“The act to provide for the allotment of land in severalty to Indians on the va- 
rious reservations and to extend the protection of the laws of the United States 
and Territories over the Indians,and for other purposes,’”’ approved February 
8, 1887, shall extend to and be put in force in said Territory at the earliest time 
practicable. 

Sec. 12. That it shall be unlawful for any person, for himself orany compary, 
association, or corporation, to directly or indirectly procure any person to settle 
upon any lands opened to settlement by this act with a view to their afterward 
acquiring title to said lands from said occupants; and the parties to such fraud- 
ulent settlement shall severally be guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be pun- 
ished, upon indictment, by imprisonment not exceeding twelve months, or by 
fine not exceeding $1,000, or by both such fine and imprisonment, in the disere- 
tion of the court. 

Sec. 13. That all leases of lands belonging to the United States or held in 
common by any of the Indian tribes within the Territory of Oklahoma, as or- 
ganized by this act, including the Cherokee Strip west of the ninety-sixth degree 
of west longitude, whether controlled by persons, corporations, or others, ex- 
cept such leases as are held for the purpose of cultivating the soil strictly for 
farming purposes, are hereby declared void and contrary to publie policy; and 
it is hereby made the duty of the President, within a reasonable time after the 
passage of this act, to cause the lessees of said lands, and any other persons ilie- 
gally occupying the same, to be removed from said lands. 

Sec. 14. That the act of Congress approved July 25, 1866, granting lands to the 
State of Kansas to aid in the construction of the Kansas and Neosho Valley 
Railroad and its extension to Red River, and an act granting lands to aid inthe 
construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the States of Missouri and 
Arkansas to the Pacific coast, approved July 27, 1866, and subsequent acts and 
joint resolutions, so far as said act or acts or joint resolutions apply to any Junds 
included in the provisions of this act, and an act of Congress granting lands to 
the State of Kansas to aid in the construction of the southern branch of the 
Union Pacific Railway, and a telegraph from Fort Riley, Kans.,to Fort Smith, 
Ark., approved July 26,1866, or any other acts of Congress so far as they relate 
to lands granted in said Indian Territory and the Public Land Strip, except for 
the right of way and necessary stations as now provided for by law, are hereby 
repealed; and all or any rights to said lands are hereby forfeited to the United 
States, and no railroad company now organized, or hereafter to be organized, 
shall ever acquire any lands to aid in the construction of its road, or in conse- 
quence of any railroad already constructed, either from the United States or 
from any Indian tribe, or from any Territorial goverument within the limits of 
the Territory organized by this act. 

Sec. 15, That neither the Legislative Assembly ot said Territory, nor any 
county, township, town, or city therein, shall have power to create or contract 
any indebtedness for any work of public improvement, or in aid of any railroad 
constructed or to be constructed, nor to subscribe for or purchase any shares of 
stock in any railroad company or corporation. 

Sec, 16. That the provisions of this act shall not be applicable to lands lying 



































PAY g t Vite 





5 i ( i I 
] i nf 1 Mis Mr \ 
4 | \T Da ‘ } + 
up a } i ) ) 
. Y 





z i. ‘ I é ) t 
1 ) y el i 3 I 
& ‘ 

¥ I t to demand I 


SAN oie eetetusere: 

















* \ ™~ a 4 
> LI a l f in ft ( e 
é ‘I i 4 ¥ o »% » lef ’ 4 } . ‘ 4 
t] vill be no mi ling abe t M 
4 \ SPRINGER ) : form 
3 Mr. PAYSON. Isha ypose any bill 1ing up this g : 
rit that « 10f t] homes i cipie as W 
E f i f that } nctly understeod PH P 
| RID j , | es th ] lest 1 Y 
every form, except that 3 not V COI itations in 
al at | ull tl to pa 1.25 an re for 4 
. amount the ¢ rome t payin ler to acquire the India1 
if ‘ : Ai ai ni ~ t } ; fi I nd ‘ if 
was rejected by a vote of i te 3, he knows the ] 
already de d aga h ime t i the e he i 
this bill ipe in 1 it 1 possib ] ee 
he against it, unless | can put ap amen Iment up ’ } y 
knows will kill it. 0 Wick 
Mr. WEAVER. I call for the regular order I am glad tl } 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson is d sed his ha 
The House divided; and, before th pletion of t 
tellers reported—ayes 93, noes 70. P 
Mr-PAYSON. No rum. i I 
Che vote by tellers w continued ' 
4 { l ed 1 
ry 
I Gi ; 
OK] 
Mr. PHELAN. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a 
Mir. STONE, of Kentucky. I will yield to the 
minute. 
Mr. PHELAN. I havea little bill which I desire t ‘ 
: to which I do not believe there will be any objection— : 
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and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 11344) granting a pension 
/ ‘ ¥ ry} « » (' i ve rali ) i ; : . . 

to Anna loningan to the ( Omamnsctes on Invalid I enstons. . | “Whereas such harbor is of such great national importance that it is worthy 
By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 11345) for the relief of the heirs | of an ample appropriation from Congress for its construction; and 

and legal representatives of Richard W. Meade, deceased—to the Com- | , ‘* Whereas we have already requested the present members of Congress to 
. a. < favor such an appropriation, but would make that request more emphatic: 

mittee on Claims. Therefore . 


required to handle the commerce of the whole region of country nearer to it than 
any Atlantic seaport be constructed on the north west coast of the Gulf of Mexico 
as soon as practicable; and 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House adjourn, as within a few which assembled at Denver, in the State of Colorado, adjourned after 
minutes we must adjourn at any rate. having passed the resolution which I send to the desk and ask the See- 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 40’clock and 55 min- | retary to read. 
utes p. m ) the House adjourned. | The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
os The following preamble and resolution, by Governor Evans, of Colorado, 
PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. were unanimously adopted: 
‘ ; . — : e ee / ‘ as ay ‘** Whereas it is of vital importance to all the vast region between the Missis- 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced | sippi and the Pacific that a harbor deep enough to protect the fleet that will be 
| 
| 


By Mr. FORAN: A bill (H. R. 11346) for the relief of Lucy O. | (‘Be it resowed, That the Legislatures and people of all the States and Territo- 
Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ries included in the region described be earnestly requested hereafter to elect no 


By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 11347) granting a pension to Eugene | {6 be heartily in favor of such an approprintion mud will carnestly aud faite 
Durst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. fully work for it until such a harbor is completed.” 
By Mr. HARM ER: A bill (H. R. 11348) to increase the pension of | Governor Evans insisted that the deep-harbor issue must be madea sectional 
John H. R. Storey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. wi — a mens aae eee : . 
By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 11349) for the relief of Adam Cari— |. Mr. COKE. The States and Territories represented in this couven- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. tion were Iowa, Missouri, Wyoming, A rizona, Texas, and Kansas. [| 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11350) for the relief of John W. Zinn—to the have received from the deep-water committee of the city of Galveston 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. a memorial addressed to the President, the Senate, and the House of 
By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 11351) for the relief of E. J. Representatives of the United States in favor of a deep-water harbor of 


Shackelford—to the Committee on War Claims. the first class at Galveston, Tex., which it is desired shall be consid- 
By Mr. NICHOLS: A bill (H. R. 11352) granting a pension to Will- ered in connection with the resolutions of the convention just read. I 
iam Rommel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ask unanimous consent that the memorial, which is a very valuable 


By Mr. SAWYER: A bill (H. R. 11353) for the relief of John H. | ©%¢ 48 4 Statement of facts, be printed in the Recorp. 
Ferdun—to the Committee on Military Affairs. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11354) granting a pension to Charles H. Green— Mr. DAWES. I should like, before the Senator from Texas takes 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. his seat, to call his attention to the peculiar phraseology of the reso- 


By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11355) for the relief of | ution. While it may be a very proper thing, as I doubt not it is, to 
the legal representatives of T. J. Cobb, deceased—to the Committee on | Petition Congress for such an appropriation, to distinctly announce 
War Claims. that no man shall have the vote of anybody unless he shall do so and 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 11356) to remove the political | 8° When he gets into Congress is an unusual phraseology to say the 


tn at Manas a ee : : * least. I call the attention of the Senator to it. 
disabilities of James C. Long—to the Committee on the Judiciary. Mr. COKE. That is the resolution verbatim of the Denver conven- 


PETITIONS, ETC tion. I will suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts that the peo- 
eS : ; ee Were 2 : ple have ways of their own and do things to suit themselves. 
rhe following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, Mr. DAWES. But the propriety of sending such a publicannounce- 
under the rule, and referred = follows: “ ere ss ment to Congress and have it put upon the records here is a matter to 
By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Petition of Franklin Sessions, of New- | which I call the attention of the Senator. It is very proper for the 
ton County, Mississippi, praying for reference of his claim to the Court people to express their opinions and intentions about voting for men 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. _ . | who entertain particular opinions. That is all well enough; but to 
Also, of Sarah MeClenachan, widow of William McClenachan, alias | announce in Congress upon what terms members of Congress can ob- 
James Robinson, late Company C, Third Regiment United States Artil- | tain the votes of the petitioners is an unusual phraseology. 
lery, war of 1836—to the Committee on Pensions. ara ts Mr. COKE. The resolution, I will state to the Senator, was not 
_ by Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of citizens of Mount Holly, N. J., in | gent to Congress by this convention. It was taken from a paper giv- 
favor of bill prohibiting shipment of convict-made goods from State to ing the proceedings of the convention. I presume if the convention 
State—to the Committee on Labor. ’ E had been addressing Congress it possibly might not have used that lan- 
By Mr. FORAN: Petition of citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, foramend- | pyage, although I regard the language as being simply expressive of 
ments to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Com- | the very earnest desire of the convention on the subject. It simply 





merce, 1 . | emphasizes their wishes. 
Also, of the Amalgamated Association of Iron and Steel Workers, in Mr. DAWES. Ido not mean to say that there was any improper 
favor of protection—to the Committee on Ways and Means. motive behind such phraseology, but it is precisely the phraseology 
By Mr. HARM ER: Petition of John H. R. Storey, for increase of pen- | jhat one would choose who did have improper motives; and therefore, 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. if the convention did not send it to Congress and it is simply moved 


: Pa a : ‘ by the Senator from Texas, I do not regret that I have called his atten- 
The following petition for the proper protection of the Yellowstone | tion to the phraseology. 


National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, was received and re-| Mr, COKE. Nor doI regret, Mr. President, having presented the 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands: resolution. I think it is a very proper resolution. 
ty Mr. FORAN: Of Dr. E. Sterling, of Cleveland, Ohio. The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the request of 


the Senator from Texas that the memorial be printed in the Recorp ? 
Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to make one observation in regard to 


SENATE this matter. The memorial which has just been presented by tho 
4 - Senator from Texas affords one among ten thousand evidences of tha 

TUESD AY, September 4, 1888. close connection which biads the business interests of this country. 
: Some two or three years ago I was visited by the representative of a 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLER, D. D. very important business firm in the city of Boston, having engaged in 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. large trade with the State of Texas, who called my attention to this 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. very improvement, and bespoke my interest in it, and spoke of it as 


being of great interest toan important commercial house in the city of 
Boston, which I, with my colleague, represent here. 

It is a strong one among the many evidences of the great importance 
to all parts of this country, not merely to special localities or sections, 
of improvements in the great harbors and great rivers over which com- 
merce among the States in this country and commeree with foreign 
nations in part is conducted. I may here refer to what Mr. Webster 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. stated in a speech of his made to his constituents at home after he hed 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore announced his signature of the en- | voted for a large expenditure to remove either a rock or a shoal in the 
rolled joint resolution (H. Res. 14) to authorize the Secretary of the | harbor of Mobile. He received a letter from an enthusiastic constit- 
Interior to certify lands to the State of Kansas for the benefit of agri- | uent reproaching him very severely for that vote in spending so large 
culture and the mechanic arts, which had previously been signed by | sum of public money for a harbor so distant from his own home. Mr. 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives. a fe ge to eyo eer tpl that might teas a re — 

. seach tee re vessel, with its cargo, belonging to a very near neighbor of the writer 0 
CALE ey ee ene. the letter had tales “ounatbnd on that very shoal or rock in Mobile Bay 
Mr. COKE. On the 3lst of August the Deep Water Convention | a few weeks before. 


The bill (H. R. 8636) for the relief of Isaac N. Enloe was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 11262) to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Richmond, Nicholas- 
ville, Irvine and Beattyville Railroad Company was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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; The memori vas re i to the Committee on ¢ ce , 
et dered to be pt ted t i RK $ 
: M imi t i Si it iI “ ‘ es ; 
I ted S sf ra 1 I i sa s 
Onb \ six s sely y 8 
’ a «¢ l y - tes - xas .4nSsas i ito I 
tory andthe Territ ‘ Mi LA ’ th parts ¢ - 
and Territories contiguo ‘ il in extent and f ty to other t 
{ 1 having a poy i ” ’ ! s ‘ 
surplus »ducts } red is of va ~ ‘ q 
within your seve spheres of constituti ul I I rat 
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affecting the w ure so la 4 f y r \ ens be d tw ? 
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thus give to i ‘ 3} , e | on access . ; : . 
. markets of t \ i Lie or st sto ile transportatio 5 
, Lhe Gove I il rnt Burea of I 5.18 now engaged : . 
Z Y work on plans fo ) t va 31 it a total estima a 
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1886, at which time Maj. O. H. Ernst was first assigned charge of the \ : 
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the inadequate manner in which the deep-wa problem was | yr dea 
this port, or otherwise inactive in the matte In 188 ré 
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that charts suitable r explaining the situation of the various harbors to an 
assemblage of seve ral hundred dele gates would ws ive to be specially prepared, 
and for that there is now neither time nor money available. The best that I can 
do under the circumstances is to presenta few fact ts, which may be of service 
in aiding the convention to reach an opinion upon some of the questions to be 
brought before it. I shall contine myself mainly to the engineering features of 
the subject. 


The coast-line of Texas from Sabine Pass to the Rio Grande measures about 
875 statute miles. In dees there are four points which are now rece Z 
the attention of the Government with a view to harbor improvement, namely 
Sabine Pass, at the eastern extremity of the line, Brazos Santiago, : ‘tthe west rn 
extremity, Galveston, 65 miles from the eastern extremity, and Aransas Pass, 
138 miles from the western extremity. Pass ¢ allo and the mouth of the 


Brazos River have also been the subject of expenditure, but the pre 
gress has discontinued the work at those places, 

The channel depth over the bar at date of last reports was at 
Sabine Pass : sabenmepevel ‘ pinches dhchcbinaitinldeaitandiddasnitin iad 2 
Galveston 
Aransas 
Brazos Santiago. © podenansorseoverrersausoses cocconssecsenes sueseenese ces 

A}ll measured at mean low tide, ‘Fore ign vessels which now visit the Texas 
coast draw about 20 feet, and to accommodate them there should be not less 
than 20 feet depth of channel over the bar. It can be obtained by suitable im- 
provements at Sabine, Galveston, and Aransas, but not at Brazos Santiago 
Jor safe anchorage these vessels require about 24 feet in the harbor. The area 
of water 24 feet deep is at— 








Acres. 

Sabi ponenes wit wie ee vei panne 100 
Galveston. ennonpatninboitn nue sopeainnseapainneaes , : sone > ; —— . 1,504 
Aransas oO 


The improvements de signed to furnis h 20 feet depth over the bar at these 
places have been begun. ‘To complete them there remains to be appropriated 
after deducting the amounts provided in the river and harbor bill now before 
Congress, for 





TTI ics ninitniens uieigunsidlinnineiohadiiibinnianetantcitincisnelncnnibaudsénnniindiediadindals . $2,379, 000. 00 
Galveston quan tovvesstpenmesetensendts vunedamiiegond sanobieae 200, 000, 00 
PE iin cctnitcitintinnsnittanhiii mein ‘ ccgeanielannd 1, 471, 000. 00 


Dividing these numbers by the number of : acres of f deep w ater, we find the 
cost per acre to reach the anchorage is, for 






Sabine .......... $23, 790. 00 
Galveston. ; 1, 687.11 
BBE crane corccicnniocresssiavesvinamnnnetpibianswiaiaaneenes 24,516.17 


The depth of 20 feet over the bar, which is suffic ient to answer the most im- 
mediate pressing needs of Texas, is not sufficient to admit many large commer- 
cial vessels and ‘ships of war. To accommodate these an extension of the im- 
provements at Galveston is contemplated, designed to give adepth of 30 feet at 
a covt of four millions additional to the amount mentioned above. No 30-foot 
channel over the bar has been projected at either of the other places. The area 
of water 30 feet deep is, at— 


Sabine.... 
Galveston as 
RBBRBOB 00 00ccencesevcevecesscncse 


It is thus seen that the ne stural adv antages which created Galveston and made 
her the principal port of the State still exist to maintain her pre-eminence. She 
bas no rival. But while she is now the only port of any prominence, and must 
always be the principal one, it does not follow that secondary ports can not be 
made and are not needed. Aransas Pass, in particular, is 172 miles from Gal- 
veston, and its railway furnishes the shortest jine to the coast for a large part 
of Western Texas. The improvement of that entrance is desirable for the pur- 
pose of creating a harbor of refuge in addition to providing a highway of com- 
merce. The same is true, though perhaps ina less degree, of Sabine Pass, I be- 
lieve that the best interests of Texas require the development of both Galveston 
and Aransas, and possibly of Sabine Pass. ‘The latter locality not being in my 
district, is not so well known to me as the others. 

Trusting that your meeting may be a harmonious one, and that it will result 
in benefit to the State of ‘Texas, 

I remain, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
O. H. ERNST, Major of Engineer 





Mr. Tos. J. Huriry, 

Secretary Board of Trade, Fort Worth, Tex. 

The depth of water on Gaiveston bar by the last official report was 12} feet. 
A later survey, just completed but not yet made public, will, it is believed, show 
13) or 14 feet. 

Inside Galveston bar there are 1,304 acres of 24 feet depth; 463 acres of 30 feet 
depth, and a considerable acreage of 40and @)feetdepth. It may be confidently 
stated that there is no fair question of the “buocess of this work according to 
present plans and estimates. It is believed that it will be completed within a 
period of between two and three years,if the money is furnished to allow of 
the work going forward without interruption. 

The phenomenal development of that portion of our country naturally trib- 
utary to the port of Galveston by its great increase in population, manifold in- 
dustries, and interior lines of transportation render the necessity of deep awater 
at Galveston most exigent, and constitute just cause for dealing with the im- 
provement now in progress with exceptional vigor. 

Itis alike a power and a duty devolved upon the General Government, 
is without the domain of State and municipal a ction or private enterprise. 
amount of money required is not equal to 5 cents per bushel on the annual corn 
crop of Kansas, and scarcely exceeds a half cent per pound on the annual cot- 
ton crop of Texas, which will be saved to the producers by cheaper freights in 
a single year. 

The necessity is obvious, the emergency great: we invoke a broad spirit of 
patriotism which shall make possible the right development of this great re- 
gion of country. 


Mr. BLAIR. I wish to ask, though slightly out of order, in rela- 
tion to the memorial from Texas just ordered to be printed, if it is the 
= _ it is upon the tables of Senators this morning? 

. CORE. Yes, sir. 

Mer BLAIR. I will inquire if the order to print embraces the pict- 
ure and advertisement of the Galveston News ? 

Mr. COKE. That was taken out. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should think that would be perhaps as useful in the 
way of an advertisement as any part of the memorial. Certainly Gal- 
veston is the center of the universe from its appearance on the map here 
presented. I have rarely seen anything in any of the mountain books 
of my own country that really would besuch an advantage to a locality 
as this superb production of the Galveston News. 

Perhaps the Senator from Massachusetts who took part in the con- 
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| versation on this subject has had his attention called to the illustra- 
| tion in the memorial. As far as I am concerned, I should be glad to 
| give my assent to the reproduction of the illustration as well as the 
| memorial. I think it would suit his constituents; and probably some- 
| thing of the kind should be filed as an offset from the enterprising city 
| of Boston, and New Hampshire would come in for a very favor ible 
illustration, if there could be the pri pained established. It is much 
better than the ] 1 what is to be found on the back of 
the document, the editorials and the statistics of Galveston and that 
vicinity, are of very great importance. I donot notice anything in re- 
gard to the con lition of illiterac y in that State, but it bears with great 
force and comprehensiveness and ability upon everything else, upon 
everything relating to the material development of that ereat Com- 
monwealth. 

I shall not make any request myself, but indicate the pleasure it 
would give me to have the illustration reproduced in the RecorD, a 
well as the memorial itself. 

Mr. COKE. The copy of the memorial handed the Secretary to be 
incorporated in the RecorD did not contain the map which accom- 
panied the memorial referred to by the Senator from New Hampshire. 
It would take too much space in the Recorn; but if it is necessary for 
the information or for the pleasure of the Senator from New Hampshire, 
Iam perfectly willing that on his suggestion the map shall be published 
| with the memorial. 

Mr. BLAIR. I made the suggestion, but I have made so many other 
useful suggestions to the Senators from Texas which they have not ac- 
cepted that I am discouraged. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suggest that there is probably a 
prevent the map going in without a motion to print 
the appropriate committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Practically there is no question be- 
fure the Senate, because the paper sent forward to the desk by the Sen- 
ator from Texas does not contain the map or the advertisement. 

Mr. COKE. It does not contain them. 

Mr. BLAIR. I observe that the memorial is not signed by any- 
body. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator from New Hampshire is through 


rinted matter, ant 


ile which would 


I 
being referred to 





T 


with his playfulness | on uld like to make a report. 
Mr. BLAIR. Ido not hear the Senator. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, ta whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3429) granting a pension to Maria N. Abbey, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (I. R. 4038) granting a pension to Victor, Gertrude, Margaret, 
and Helen, minor children of Lieut. George R. McGuire, reported i 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (HH. 
R. 4039) granting a pension to Mary A. Pfeiffer, reported it with 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS. In this connection, 1 move that the House of Repre- 
sentatives be requested to return to the Senate the bill (S. 3086) grant- 
ing a pension to Victor, Gertrude, Margaret, and Helen, minor childre: 
) granting a pension 


» 
{ 


of Lieut. George R. McGuire, and the bill (8. 8087 
to Mary A. Pfeiffer. 

The motion was agreed to.. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 11030) granting a pension to Susan E. Latture; 

A bill (H. R.*10007) for the relief of Henry Rose; 

A bill (H. R. 10629) granting a pension to Washington Ryan; 

bill (H. R. 9169) granting a pension to Tempy M. Johnston; 

\ bill (H. R. 1085) granting a pension to Thomas Rains; and 

A bill (H. R. 9182) granting a pension to Ransom Riley. 
be | Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 

ferred the following bills reported them severally without amen 

| ment, and submitted reports the reon: 

A bill (H. R. 9975) granting a pension to Joseph Welsh; 
A bill (H. R. 10672) granting a pension to Mighill H. Patten; 

\ bill (H. R. 11029) for the relief of Mary Vanbuskirk; 

A bill (H. R, 24 
and 

A bill (H. R. 9935) to increase the pension of Isaac Hurd. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 3457) granting a pension to Abigail Farley; 

A bill (H. R. 8200) granting a pension to Lydia Ann Wilber; 

A bill (H. R. 2073) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Will- 
borg; 

A bill (H. R. 7457) granting a pension to Eleanor D. Heath; 

A bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Johanna Geyer, widow of 

Gustav W. Geyer; 
A bill (H. R. 10103) granting a pension to William Fairbanks; and 
A. bill (H. R. 10944) granting a pension to Victoria May. 


74) granting a pension to Joseph Lincoln Young; 
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I ask that the article from the Post-Dispatch, to which I have re- 
ferred, may be inserted in the Recokp at this point. 
The article is as follows: 








[From the St. Louis Post-Dispatch, December 9, 1836. ] 


Senator GreorGce G. Vest and other friends of Col. M. E. Benton, United States 
attorney for the western district of Missouri, are very much exercised over the 
attorney's unfortunate penchant for doing and saying the wrong thing on iim- 
portant occasions. Within the past week Senator VesT has been called upon 
to put forth his utmost influence to save Benton from asecond and final sus- 
pension from office. Charged first with neglecting his official duties to bolster 
up the Democratic party by making campaign speeches, Benton was rein- 
stated on his own and Senator Vest’s representations that he had attended 
strictly to the business of his office,and had always been a true and faithful 
servant of the Administration. 

Last week President Cleveland was surprised by the published report of a 
speech said to have been made by Benton, at Gallatin, Mo., in which the policy of 
the Administration was severely criticised, and the President himself personally 
attacked for his attitude on the silver question and civil-service reform. The 
President is reported to have been very angry when he heard of Benton's abuse 
of the Government under which he served, and it was generally believed at 
Washington that the district attorney would be severely dealt with. Senator 
Vest again rushed to Benton’s rescue, and advices from the capital this morn- 
ing indicate that the President has again been convinced that the charges 
against Benton are untrue and that Benton is an ardent admirer and supporter 
of the Administration. A Post-Dispatch reporter, who visited Gallatin since 
the publication of Benton’s speech, ascertained that the best of reasons exist 
for believing that the speech was delivered as reported by Mr. W. T. Sullivan 
and that it abounded in unpleasant reflections upon President Cleveland and 
his policy. Mr. Sullivan has made affidavit to his report which charges Benton 
with having referred to the President's “ civil-service humbuggery”’ and gives 
Benton credit for having discovered that ‘‘Cleveland gets his financial ideas 
from the gold bugs of Wall street.” 

Mr. Sullivan’s aflidavit is supported by the testimony of Judge Frank Ewing, 
of the Daviess County probate court, a prominent Democrat of Gallatin, who 
when approached upon the subject of Benton's speech reluctantly admitted 
that Sullivan's report was substantially correct. ‘‘I am afraid Benton made use 
of the language attributed to him,” said Judge Ewing. “I am a strong Cleve- 
land man myself and I have got no use for any son of agun who will draw asal- 
ary from the Government with one hand and ripit open with the other as Ben- 
tondid., Hesaid in effect that the President draws his inspiration on the silver 
question from the gold-bugs of Wall street, and referred to Cleveland's civil-serv- 
ice policy as ‘humbuggery.’ Benton's remarks were very ill-timed and inju- 
dicious, The Democrats of Daviess County brought him here to make a good, 
old-time, whoop-’em-up Democratic speech, hoping by advertising him as a 
nephew of old Tom Benton to draw out a number of old Democratic voters. He 
did not make the kind of speech we expected and threw a fire-brand in our 
midst by attacking President Cleveland.” 

“Then Mr. Sullivan’s report is correct?” 

“Yes, I believe it is,” 

Judge J, F. Hicklin, Democrat, ex-prosecuting attorney of Daviess County? 
said: “I heard Mr. Benton’s speech, and I believe that Sullivan’s report of it is 
in the main correct. Benton certainly criticised the President severely on his 
civil-service record. He claimed asa Democrat the right to express his own 
opinions, and he did not hesitate to give utterance to them in a forcible man- 
ner. I thought at the time that his language was somewhat inappropriate, 
coming from one of President Cleveland's appointees.” 

Mr. T. B. Yates, president of the Farmers’ Exchange Bank of Gallatin, and a 
prominent Democrat, had heard Benton’sspeech. ‘So faras Il remember, Pen- 
ton criticised the President's civil-service reform policy, and was not very choice 
in his language, either. I believe he referred to it as civil-service *humbug- 
gery.’ While I hold practically the same views on this subject as Mr, Benton, 
still it struck me at the time that Mr. Benton might have found something else 
for discussion in a Democratic speech, Ido not think that heshould have gone 
out of his way to find fault with the President, I did not hear Benton's re- 
marks on the silver question.” 

Mr. D. Harfield Davis, formerly editor of the Gallatin Democrat, said: ‘* The 
impression produced on me by Benton’s speech was very unfavorable to the 
speaker, I thought that Benton should not have criticised President Cleve- 
land's policy, for the reason that in principle Mr. Benton is as much a part of 
the administration as is Mr.Cleveland. He did not hesitate to take issue with 
the President on civil service and the silver question, and expressed himself 
very foreibly. He did not think that the President had pursued the proper 
course, and, while I don’t remember his exact language, I think that Mr. Sulli- 
van has reported it correctly.” 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not really think it makes very much difference 
to any Republican what the Democratic party or any member of it 
may think, or even what any office-holder may think, about the Presi- 
dent of the United States. I introduce this, however, for the purpose 
of showing the contrast between the action of the President taken in 
the case of Mr. Benton, who abused his Administration, and the case 
of Mr. Stone, who made a political speech, in which he did not abuse 
the Administration. 

At the time this wa new matter, current news, Hon. John M. Greer, 
of Pennsylvania, made this certificate : 

Boetrier, Pa., November 30, 1885. 

I was present and heard the speech of Col. William A, Stone, at Butler, and 
he did not mention the President or his Administration. 

JOHN M. GREER. 

Yet the President of the United States in his letter in which he re- 
fused to reinstate Stone after he had reinstated Benton, alleged as the 
reason why he did not reinstate Stone, that he (Stone) had abused his 
Administration. I do not know what he would call abuse if he could 
not find something of that same kind in the remarks which Mr. Benton 
undoubtedly made, and which I have quoted. 

But, Mr. President, the Democratic party is evidently growing upon 
the President of the United States since he got into the saddle. He 
has seen here probably the greatest struggle for office, has participated 
wrewwegd in the greatest scramble for official place that has ever been 

nown on this continent. More aspirants for office have interviewed 
him, more have solicited him, more solicitations have been made in 
behalf of applicants by Senators and members of the House than prob- 
ably ever vexed the eye, the ear, the nostrils of any other President 
since this Government began, 
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Last June, shortly after the renomination of the President of the 
United States, he had occasion to express himself upon certain things 
ina brief way which will probably find amplification some of these 
days, if not forgotten, in a letter of acceptance, in a speech which he 
made to the committee which notified him that he had been nominated 
as President by the St. Louis convention. I will read a few sentences 
from his remarks then for the purpose of emphasizing what I have just 
said about the results of kis intercourse with the members of his party. 
He goes on to say: 

This occasion reminds me most vividly of the time when, a few years ago, I 
received a message from my party similar to that which you now deliver, and 
with all that has passed since that day I can truly say that the feelings of awe 
with which I heard the summons then is intensified many fold when it ts re- 
peated now. 

When I got that far along I thought I understood the President thor- 
oughly; that in view of this pulling and hauling and this contention of 
the ‘‘dirty-socked Democracy,’’ as described by Mr. Benton, in his 
presence, of this focusing and concentration of all the solicitations for 
office contained in that party after its hunger of twenty-four years, he 
naturally must have been inspired with some feeling of awe at least, if 
not of absolute fear. He continues: 


Four years ago I knew that our chief executive office, if not carefully guarded, 
might drift little by little away from the people, to whom it belonged— 


That was before he had taken office— 
and become a perversion of allit oughtto be. But I did not know how much 
its moorings had already been loosened. I knew four years ago how well de- 
vised were the feelings of Democracy for the successful operation of a Govern- 
ment by the people and for the people, but I did not know how absolutely 
necessary their application then was for the restoration to the people of their 
safety and prosperity. 

There had not been quite as many vetoes during the preceding ad- 
ministration as was necessary, as he seemed to say, in order to assert 
the executive dignity and its relative importance. 

I knew then that abuse and extravagance had crept into the management of 
public affairs— 


He probably had not then footed up the estimates and expenditures 
of his Administration during the three years since he came into power, 
and did not then know they were about $100,000,000 in excess of those 
under his predecessor — 
but I did not know their numerous forms or the tenacity of their grasp. I 
knew then something of the bitterness of partisan obstruction, but 1 did not 
know how bitter, how reckless, and how shameless it could be. I knew, too, 
that the American people were patriotic and just, but I did not know how grandly 
they loved their country nor how noble and generous they were. 

The individual who could rise from the contemplation of the feast 
which the President of the United States has had before him for the 
last four years and say that until he had entered upon that feast, until 
he had come for the first time to the city of Washington and been brought 
in contact with all this self-seeking, with this backbiting, with this 
defamation and everything of that kind which was voided upon can- 
didates and applicants, ete., in the contention about spoils, that it took 
an atmosphere of that kind to enable him to know how patriotic the 
American people were, it seems to me must have lived in an hermet- 
ically-sealed vessel somewhere from 1861 to 1865, It is true the city 
of Buffalo was tolerably near the border, but I think there must have 
been the sound of fife and drum in the streets there during those peril- 
ous times. I think there must have been something to indicate that 
the great principles and the Government itself were at stake. I think 
he must have seen, unless heclosed his eyes, some one, father, mother, 
or brother, who sent forth of the bravest and best of their household to 
be given as a sacrifice on the altar of their country. 

I should hope that no one under the flag was obtuse enough to say 
that that was not patriotic, and that, after having gone through that, 
side-tracked as he was, out of sympathy, perhaps, with everything that 
was going on, he never had found in the whole course of his life any- 
thing which emphasized the patriotism of the American people until 
he had come in contact with the so-called ‘‘dirty-socked’’ applicants 
for office in the Democratic party. 

This is a family quarrel, Mr. President, so far as it relates to Mr. 
Benton and the President. My only excuse for intruding it at all is the 
fact that the spectacle of the President of the United States holding an 
even balance between a Republican district attorney and a Democratic 
district attorney was paraded before the Senate yesterday as the reason 
why the Senate should visit condemnation upon one of its clerks who 
had ventured in his off-hours to do exactly what he probably knew 
was done, what was at all events going on, by a fellow-clerk in the 
House of Representatives who happened to belong to the other party. 

There is more literature upon this subject which I do not care to bring 
to the attentionof the Senate, but there is enough to indicate that Mr. 
Benton was doing exactly what Mr. Stone was aceused of doing, but 
what Mr. Stone did not do; and that notwithstanding that under the 
influence of my friend from Missouri, who has a right to plume him- 
self on his influence with this Administration, and is thoroughly en- 
titled to it in every respect, he was enabled to have Mr. Benton rein- 
stated, while Mr. Stone was uot reinstated, and therefore the com- 
parison which he invited between the stern Roman virtue of Mr. 
Cleveland treating Republicans and Democrats alike and this act of 
partisanship manifested by a clerk of the Senate, it seems to me, fails 


of its purpose. 
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Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have simply to say in reply to that | not be delieved on oath? Does the 8 
portion of the Senator’s remarks in regard to an employé of the House | editor of the St. Louis Post 
of Representatives who has published a work, as I understand the Sen Mr. VEST. That publication in the St. Li 
ator (for I have never seen it), over his signature as an employé of the e simply asa matter of sensational news 

























































House, that if that has been done the » should apply to him | knowledge on the part of that editor. Mr. Su 
as to Mr. McKee. No «¢ ploy of eith ise has tl] l pret 1ded to give his stat 
right to publish a partisan work over I stated \I PLUMB. But that pape ' les t 
, it so distinctly yesterday that nothing but partisan misconstruction ty, and another Democrat ot 
; could attempt to put any other meaning upon my language. Mr. M th t that Mr. S in had stated 
Kee has the most perfect right to publish what he pleases over his pe Mr. VEST. I have a 1 
4 sonal signature as a citizen of this Republic, but I state now most t » of the Senate for two hours, showing tl 
phati , and I do not think that after the clouds of partisan combat | taken, and that Mr. Yates, who made t 
have been removed there can be any doubt about it, that no emp here, afterwards came out in a pu ca 
of the Senate, Democratic or Kepublican, should use his official position | It was in the confusion of a large mass 
cr to send partisan publications to the people of the United Stat If it | what fa ty 1 misconstrue the utter 
a be done by one side it may be done by the other, and the dignity 1 | canvass great asperit l bitternes \ 
f fairness which have always characterized the Senate of 1ited et Py 1 pro and con {I mad 
é States will most certainly be destroyed by any such p een misreprese that he l ) 
F. In regard to Mr. Benton, that is old straw which has beer iflidavi nm a n to Bent 1 per 
q time and again. I could detainthe Senate for hours reading afliday I lent passed upon the utter 
to the effect that Mr. Benton made no such utterances as those which nelusion that Benton had not made tl 
% have been read by the Senator from Kansas, and it is most astonishing | istration which were charged against him 
2 that in all the debates we have in this Chamber which partake of any- The Senator from Kansas has taken a wide 1 
thing like a partisan character, Senators upon that side persist in bring nd comes back to the utterances of the Pr 
ing in the declarations of their own people tinged with partisan ma - | ward the people of the United States based 
lence towards their political opponents. knowledge of them as their chief executive 
a rhe St. Louis Globe-Democrat is the most extreme partisan pa lit that after nearly four years of administ 
a west of the Mississippi River, and notoriously so. TheSt. Lou e United States gives this tes 
; Dispatch is not a Democratic p r, but isan independent paper v 1 to thei l the welfare of th 
i opposes the Administration when it sees proper to do 1 opposes Is that a crime? WouldtheSer | 
' the Democratic party when it sees prope! ith and if hecha stos \ 
4 Mr. PLI 5. Allow me to ask the Senat 1 regard to the P t [ i States, who h paid 
; jispatch, if it is not published by Mr. |] er, « New ) I that pb 
‘ WVorl 1 ? ta T aS 
Mr. VEST. Yes belo to é ! 1 
Mr. PLUMB. The New York World is a Dem t ! ed, I would be id t S 
the Senator if the Post-Dispatch ever supported J ( 10 told Mr. I ‘ 
ticket? Does it practically suy in Missouri in 
VWemocratic ticke I | y rt l 0 I i ‘ to 
f ns at times » into « 
Mr. VEST The P Dispat l 
nD col ler it lf yu l t ) } nd ‘ l me i i ? 
s e if M r { I i0to 1and condu that pay i t } ‘ 
1) t to an instance in the capital of the e y, Wi he | ‘ Vho 
i published, and although a majority of the stock is owned by an avi + to go further into tl 
¢ Democrat, it is published to-day in the inter of the Repul in part Mr. REAGAN. Mr. P 
1d notorious] f his irk t ) 
[r. BLAIR. The Washington Post ? ty-socked I 
ir. VEST Y si Mr. PLUM! Oh , M 
Mr. BLAIR. I say I hed enti the int I 
t! ‘ blican party ertainl icks ability to accomplish its « 
end. | Laughter. | Mr. REAGA) I c in fi ’ 
Mr. VEST. Ido not question the right of the Washington Post to 1 then repeated it on his own respon 
declare its sentiments upon one side or othe but I state m« PLUM I re} ed 1s CO 
phatically that if it be a Democratic paper it is the most complete | Mr. Benton is a United St tes district attor 
failure politically that has ever been known in journalism in tl Democratic authority. If he is. let the Senat 
country. Heaven defend the Democratic party if that is a Democrat 1 and not of me. 
paper. [ Laughter. ] M RE AGA) it ' 
Mr. BLAIR. I did not wish to raise any issue of facts with theS Kansas to] ling 
ator, but I do not desire to be understood as assenting to any of ike a sugge 
conclusions regarding the Washington Post. who have |} 
Mr. VEST. I ask nobody toassenttoconclusions. I state noto 3s | twenty-odd ye 
facts, and I state that the Democratic party is not responsible for the | th time the 1 the 
utterances of the St. Louis Post-Dispatch any more than it is for thos sort of legisl ect 
of the Globe-Democrat, and every Missouri Democrat knows what I say | for its effect of the 
to be true. corporations, lers 
When these charges were made against Mr. Benton he promptly and | socked Democracy’ have had a great deal of 
personally over his own signature declared them to be false. Affidavits | great deal. 
were obtained, and affidavits couid be obtained to any allegation in a Mr. PLUMB. I might say that ‘‘ the dirty 
partisan canvass. Many of those affidavits came from utterly unreli- | the means of creating all of yse taxes th 





able sources. Senators drag in here the name of one W. T. Sullivar Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman will not ex 
who edits a paper in Gallatin, Mo., that in partisan malevolence is a | of what he says by raising a question about t! 
disgrace to journalism and to civilization; a man who when the P: into that with him and I am not going to rais 
dent of the United States was accused of having committed a disloyal | amount of debt that was imposed upon the 

act in removing the Confederate flags, or in proposing to givethem back | to find with the action of the Gov ernment in 
to the States, used language in regard to the President that I will not | ing the time that debt was created. I doub 
pollute this presence in quoting; a man who has falsified in every way | which could be pursued under the circumst 

possible, personally and publicly, the truth in order to defame Demo- | time came when the abundance of paper mo 
crats and the Democratic organization; aman who manufactured a libel | of the circulation rendered it of less value th 
in regard to me personally, without one particle of foundation, simply | time I believe it took about $2.60 of paper to buy 
anl solely because I happened to be a Democrat and he a member of the | complain of is what occurred after that. The 
opposite party; a man who would not be believed on oath as to any | sponsible for the fact that in 1869 the Repub! 
party matter in the State of Missouri, even by members of his own | with the approval of a Republican President, 
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party. | away from the people the right to pay of 
Mr. PLUMB. Letme hear what the Senator saysthere. He would | of currency in which it was created, for up to 
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the Government were payable in lawful money, in gold and silver coin 
and Specie payment had been suspended and it 
waz not resumed until nine years after that time, in 1878, and not- 
Withstanding that in 1869 a law was passed by the Republican party 
in the interest of the bondholders and moneyed classes, under the title 
of ‘‘An act to strengthen the public credit,’’ declaring that the bonded 
debt should be paid in coin, gold and silver, alone, That 
of the kinds of money out of which this debt could be paid, that re- 
duction of the 
paid, was not a result of the war. 
crease the value of the 
ple in order to make the bonds more valuable. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator if he has the slightest doubt 


n leval-tender notes. 


It was the deliberate purpose toin- 
pur] 


bonds and to increase the burdens of the peo- 


that President Cleveland and every Democratic Secretary of the Treas- 
ury entirely approved the policy he now criticises ? 
Mr. REAGAN. It is possible the Senator may be right. I have 


never agreed with the policy of the Administration on the subject of 
the finances. I have never concealed the fact that I did not agree 
with it. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a qu: 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does he include the men referred to by the Senator 
from Massachusetts as among this “ dirty-socked Democracy ’”’ that he 
is defending? 

Mr. REAGAN, I shall have to let the Senator answer his question 
for himself. I do not know what class of Democracy he would assign 
this to. But I desire to say in addition to what I was saying upon that 
subject that while I do not approve the policy of the Administration 
upon the subject of coinage and currency, I do approve most heartily 
of the other policy of the Administration. 

Mr. HOAR rose. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ishail be much obliged to gentlemen if they will 
allow me to proceed a little while. 

Ido believe that Mr. Cleveland has given the country a faithful, 
honest administration that hasshown great ability with that grandeur 
of moral courage which has enabled him under circumstances of great 
trial to defend the Constitution and under circumstances of greater 
trial to protect the Treasury of the United States against planderers, 
and | feel as anxious for his suecess in this election as any Senator or 
any other man ip this country, because I believe it is for the best in- 
terests of the country that he should succeed. If he happens to agree 
with the Republican party upon the financial question, and there is no 
other question upon which he agrees with them I would not surren- 
der the opportunity of benefiting the country because I may difier with 
the Administration upon asingle question and turn it over to the very 
party which has enacted the legislation which it is my purpose to call 
attention to now. 

At the time this was done the public debt of the United States was 
$2,588,000,000. It is difficult to realize what a billion 
means. A single billion is more seconds than there have been since the 
birth of our Saviour. This enormous debt has been hanging over the 
people, and when the Government found it necessary to improve its 
currency by a reduction of the volume of its notes, by funding them, 
in order to induce the funding of them, and I make no question that 
it was the best to be done under the circumstances, it authorized the 
sale of bonds for currency at par, and a very large part of the bonds 
were taken that did not cost the holders more than 50 or 60 cents on the 
dollar. In 1869, when the currency had somewhat appreciated over 
what it was when they purchased the bonds, they ought to have con- 
sented to let the bonds be paid off in the same sort of currency; but it 
was the interest of the bondholders, the interest of the money-holders, 
that they should be paid in coin, though they were bought with paper 
worth 50 cents on the dollar, and the Republican party gave them that 
opportunity at the expense of ‘‘ the dirty-socked Democracy ’’ of this 
country, 

Again, sir, in 1873 the bondholders found that ‘‘coin’’ was not good 
enough for them, not good enough for the payment of the bonds which 
cost them 50 cents on the dollar, and then a Republican Congress, with 
the approva! of a Republican President, suspended the coinage of silver 
and declared it should not be receivable in payment for any debt ex- 
ceeding $5 in amount in one payment; so that half the metal money 
of the world was taken away from ‘‘the dirty-socked Democracy,’’ who 
had to aid in the payment of this enormous debt because of the action 
of the Republican party, and that, too, in the face of the fact that this 
country was the largest silver producing country in the world, produc- 
ing at that time, as it does now, about 40 per cent. of all the silver that 
is mined from the earth, holding a boon in this respect which any 
other nation on the earth would have paid countless millions to pos- 
sess; that is, any nation consulting the interests and prosperity of its 
people; and we who were blessed with this boon of farnishing the coun- 
try with a metallic money, which had been the money of this country 
from the foundation of the Government and a partof the money of the 
world as far back as we know its history or traditions, set aside silver 
as money in order to increase the value of the bonds held by the bond- 
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holders, the pets of the Republican 
and other money holders, 

Not content with this, in 1575,“‘when there were only four hundred 
millions of legal-tender notes still outstanding, the Republican party, 
with the approval of a Republican President, passed a law requiring 
that aiter the Ist of January following the passage of the act they should 
be canceled, destroyed, and retired from circulation; and that, too, at 
inancial crisis so appalling as to produce bankruptcy all 
country and caused debtors to be unable to pay their debts, 
ble to pay their taxes; and the newspapers of every 
county from Maine to California were filled with advertisements of prop- 
erty, real and personal, forsale fortaxes. Why? Becattse of the dearth 

h had been produced in 


of currency; because of the ¢ 
yndholders for the purpose, as Republicans alleged, 


party, and to benefit the bankers 





a time ol a 
over th 


; 





ntraction whic 
the interest of the bi 
of getting down to hard pan, which they seemed to regard asa panacea 
for all our evils at that time. ‘They passed this law in 1875. So that 
portion of our money was to be taken away m ‘“‘the dirty-socked 
Democracy,’’ who did not hold the offi lid not pass the laws, 
and who did not control the public polic) it who had to help foot the 
bills and pay the taxes. An attempt was made to deprive ‘‘the dirty- 
socked Democracy’’ of that means of aiding to pay the public debt and 
their private debts and taxes. 

When the Democracy got control of the House of Representatives in 
the Porty-tourth Congress they went to work to repeal the law, after 
some lilty or more millions had been retired under it, which authorized 
the taking up of this currency, and they struggled for that until they 

ecured its repeal in 1578 and preserved to the people as currency three 
hundred and forty-six millions and some odd dollars to aid in the in- 
country and to reward the labor of the country, and pre- 

the use of the people, instead of making it a 
bonded debt to increase the burdens of the people still more. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. I would ask, in the first place, whether he does not 
ecall that Mr. Manning, the late Secretary of the Treasury under this 
Administration, in his report for 1836 recommended the retirement of 
all the greenback notes? 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘The gentleman need not quote that authority upon 

lie need pot quote it upon the Democratic party. The Demo- 
y is not responsible, it never was responsible for it, as test 
votes in the two Houses of Congress for twelve or fourteen years have 
shown conclusively, and I hope the gentleman will not put Republican 
doctrine to me to know whether the Democratic party is responsible 
for it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Inasmuch as the Senator says that the Democratic 
party is not responsible for Mr. Manning, let me ask who is responsible ? 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘The gentleman can have hisopinion aboutthat. I 
simply desire to add a few words to what I have said, if the gentleman 
will allow me. He can state what he pleases when I yield the floor. 
I will be soon through. 

was showing that as soon as the Democrats got control of the House 
of Representatives they commenced the struggle to repeal that law and 
preserve thecurrency. Isay the Democrats did it, hecausein the House 
of Representatives the great body of the Democrats voted for it, while 
a good many Republicans, mostly Western Republicans, did so too, 
but the majority was Democratic, and in the Senate the same sort of 
public opinion, although it was a Republican Senate, aiding the Demo- 
cratic policy, struck down this blow at the industrial interests of the 
country. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will permit me to ask him who was the 
member of the House of Representatives who introduced the bill of 
which he has spoken ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I can not call the particular name, but there were 
a great many bills introduced. 

Mr. PLUMB. The bill that was actually passed, I will say for the 
Senator’s information, and he can easily verify it, was introduced by 
Mr. Forp, of Illinois, a Republican Representative from that State. 

Mr. REAGAN, There were some Western Republicans very earn- 
estly in favor of this measure, but I say it was the Democratic party 
which repealed the Republican legislation on that subject; and when I 
speak of the Democratic and Republican parties, I mean the controlling 
elements of those two parties. At thesame time the Democratic party 
undertook the work of trying to remonetize silver and make it again 
a part of the money of this country, and in 1878 the same class of Re- 
publicans, Western Republicans, representing agricultural and indus- 
trial interests in this country outside of corporations, aided them to se- 
cure the coinage of silver dollars in an amount of not less than $2,000, - 
000 nor more than $4,000,000 a month, making them a lawful tender 
in all payments and providing for silver certificates and making them 
a legal tender for taxes and dues of all kinds to the Government, thus 
restoring to the American people the use of the $346,000,000 of legal- 
tender notes, and restoring to the people the use of their traditional coin 
money. 

This was some of the work of ‘‘ the dirty-socked Democracy ”’ in try- 
ing to help themselves into a position of some sort of capacity to help 
pay the enormous taxes which had been imposed on them by the Re 
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circumstances. The Mexican war made business. The people can 
stand almost anything in war. And then the gold from California 
came in time to save the country from bankruptcy, to furnish a con- 
stant flow of yold to be exported. It induced railroad building and 
enterprise, and the country endured that tariff for eleven years. but 
it will be remembered at the end of eleven years the fatal tariff act of 
1857 was passed, and notwithstanding the flow of gold continued that 
was the last straw which broke the camel’s back. The glut came, the 
money went, and again came universal bankruptcy. And now at this 
crisis, When the money is contracted, and when this Administration is 
advocating its further contraction, when prices are iower than they have 
been ina hundred years, when the Western farms are covered with 
mortgages, when the loss of our circulating medium would be fatal, 
the Senator, I understand, is in favor—I hope he is not, but I fear he 
is in favor—of free trade, in favor of taking off our tariff, in favor of al- 
lowing England and all the world to throw their surplus in here ggain. 
Withdraw our currency and then you will have dear money. 

These I understand to be the cardinal principles of this Administra- 
tion—the single gold standard, the withdrawal of our scanty circulating 
medium to buy goods abroad, whereby the people of this country will 
be deprived of money with which to do business; and the Senator con- 
templates with complacency the picture that is before him here of in- 
evitable bankruptcy from the policy of this President, and still his 
Democracy holds him to it. I know the Senator is a patriotic man; | 
know that he believes in the people. I havespoken in his praise to my 
people for the efforts he made in behalf of silver and other great reforms, 
but I amsorry to see him now following the lead of this man who isin 
sympathy with the single gold standard and free trade, the twin sisters 
of destruction to our people. The single gold standard contracts the 
currency; free trade withdraws what is left and leaves the country in 
ruin. Iamsorry, I say, thatmy friend from Texascan contemplate with 
composure the spectacle that is before him with the election of Mr. 
Cleveland, if that calamity can possibly happen. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I am obliged to the Senator from 
Nevada for his kindness and sympathy and sorrow for my unfortunate 
position. I simply ask him to reverse that picture and look through 
the other end of the glass. The Republican party, which brought 
about the condition of things which contracted the currency, which de- 
monetized silver, and which is responsible for it, has no condemnation 
from him, and he is supporting that party when he knows that the 
great body of the Democratic party agrees in sentiment with him, and 
the Democrats in both Houses of Congress hold the same views which 
and yet he fails to act with them and acts and votes with the 
party that has produced the very condition of things which he laments 
and condemns. 

Mr. STEWART. 

Mr. REAGAN. 

Mr. STEWART. We know two things which reconcile me to my 
position. We know thatCleveland will veto any bill giving relief look- 
ing to the remonetization orrecoinage of silver, and we know that Har- 
rison will not. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not see how the Senator knows that. If he 
does, he knows that Mr. Harrison has changed his position since he was 
in Congress. I see no indication of it, and Senator Harrison, the Re- 
publican candidate for President, would not dare to avow what the Sen- 
ator avows for him, If he did, he would lose the support of the very 
men who are urging his election, because he is a practical representa- 
tive of those who favor class interests at the expense of the public. 

But I have nospeechto make. I simply want the Senator to reverse 
that giass and look at himself supporting and vindicating a party that 
brought these things about and refusing to act with the great body of 
tle Democratic party in correcting them, I shall express no sorrow 
forit. He does not want that. If he does not mind he will express 
the sorrow for himself after a little while. 

Mr. STEWART. I like my condition. The Republican party has 
declared in favor of the use of both gold and silver as money—not as 
a depreciated coinage, but as money. The Republican party is the 
party in favor of the tariff and opposed to the withdrawal of what 
money we have to buy goods elsewhere, which is the precipice over 
which if we ever step ruin is inevitable, because it has always followed. 
Like causes will continue to produce like effects. Free trade will con- 
tract the currency, destroy business, and produce bankruptcy. We 
have as much contraction as we can stand. I will go with Democrats 
or Republicans for any measure of reform, but I will not fight under 
the banner of any man who I know is in favor of either free trade or 
the contraction of the currency to further rob the people, and I will not 
act in conjunction with any clique in New York of importers, agents 
for foreign manufacturers, to enable them to getour markets for Euro- 
peans, nor will I act in harmony with their coadjutors, their partners, 
the money kings, who like free-traders because they are connected in 
business with free-traders, and also because free trade will make money 
scarcer in this country and enhance the value of their bonds and their 
money. I say that I will not fight under that banner, and I am aston- 





he does, 


Will the Senator allow me a word ? 
Certainly. 


ished that any Democrat should fight under a chieftain who believes in 
contracting the currency by narrowing it down to a gold standard and 
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then robbing the people of what is left by sending the money abroad 
to buy commodities elsewhere. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, it is rather a difficult thing, at least I 
should imagine it would be, for one to take part in funeral exercises 
with the corpse absent, which is my situation just now, for I in- 
tended to address myself to the Senator from Texas [Mr. Reagan] 
fora moment, but he has disappeared, and I will say what little | 
have to say without any very special reference to him. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me to call up the Chinese 
bill, and let him go on upon that? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLAIR. Not now,though I may be able to say a word or two 
that will be appropriate to that. 

The Senator from Texas ought to be sympathized with by every- 
body on both sides of the Chamber because of the remarks which have 
been made by him which have grown out of the confusion of mind that 
evidently exists either on his part or on that of the rest of us. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The ‘‘ corpse”? is here. 

Mr. BLAIR. Isee. That proves the doctrine of the resurrection. 
It does not show that what I said is not true, but simply demonstrates 
the doctrine of the resurrection. I am glad to see him. 

The Senator from Texas is nothing unless he is accurate, accurate in 
statistics; and so knowing that his figures would be true if anything 
he said was true, I listened to what he said in endeavoring to magnify 
the sorrows of the country, to give us an idea of the enormous pecu- 
niary burdens of taxation that we were suffering under, and especially 
that mud-socked Democracy, who, it seems, are paying all the sum, 
although unable tosupply themselves with decent socks. Inendeavor- 
ing to give us a correct mathematical idea of the oppression they were 
suffering under he sought to fasten in the mind some notion of its enor- 
mous significance by the word ‘‘ billion,’’ and he said to us ‘‘a billion, 
why, what is a billion?’’ Then he said it was a larger number than 
all the seconds of time since the commencement of the Christian era. 
I knew that to be true if anything he said was true, and so I went to 
work while he was deliveriug himself of the other matter which would 
be of less importance I knew than these statistics—we can tie to sta- 
tistics; you know tnat figures will not lie, although those who make 
them can, but the Senator is not one of those who do lie about figures; 
he is accurate on figures if on anything—so [ made the calculation, and 
I find, unless my figures lie—I have been over them twice—that since 
the commencement of the Christian era there have been just 59,539, - 
968,000 seconds of time. I take it that is about sixty times as many 
as the Senator says, and I think he has given us about one-sixtieth part 
of the truth in his general utterances making up the balance of his 
speech, certainly not more, because the figures, in which he was likely 
to be most accurate, are sixty times out of the way. 

Mr, President, the Senator should be sympathized with in another 
regard, and that is that he failed to draw a distinction between the two 
great divisions which exist inthe Democracy. He spoke of that mud- 
socked Democracy that paysall the taxation of the country, it seems, for 
the Senator did not in his remarks intimate at all that any Republican, 
North or South, contributed a dollar towards the taxation that has 
fallen upon the country, but itis all taken out of the mud-socked Democ- 
racy; but when I intimated to him that there might be some other 
wing of the Democracy he would not answer my question, you recollect. 
He omits wholly the great silk-stocking Democracy to which his Presi- 
dent and almostevery leader of his party belongs that hasanything what- 
ever to do with shaping its policy or dictating the condition or issues 
of this campaign. The Senator is, like myself, likely to be right, even 
to the extent of being sometimes called ‘‘ a crank.”’ 

I have before this time welcomed him to my spacious bosom as an 
advocate of the great doctrine of prohibition, and I have a sort of feel- 
ing of sympathy for him in the minority in his difficulties in his own 
party in other directions in the lone and humble and humiliating po- 
sition which he occupies among this mud-socked Democracy. I sym- 
pathize with him. When occasionally he does not see how to appear 
in the campaign until a little too late, I donot blame him for assailing 
Cleveland and Bayard and Barnum and Brice and all those men con- 
stituting the silk-stocking Democracy, which dictated the policy of 
which he complains, and who are the only arbiters of the fate of the 
Democratic party, and unfortunately at the present time of the coun- 
try itself. I havea feeling of sympathy for him. I have found no 
difficulty in acquiescing in the most of what he said, because what he 
said, if it were true, was more true than of anybody else of the silk- 
stocking Democracy, which is seeking again to be elevated to power 
and to perpetrate and continue these outrages for at least four years 
more, 

Mr. President, this is a warof newspapers tosomeextent, The Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] a few days since mace some allusion to 
the New York Tribune, and 1 have an editorial from the New York 
Tribune which I wish to put in the RecorpD, because it is so true. I 
know the Senator will call it good authority. His partisan feeling oc- 
casionally may incline him to criticise what is said in a Republican 
newspaper and say it is a lie, as he did say very plainly and bluntly in 
reference to all the contents of the New York Tribune as a partisan 
paper. The New York Tribune, the Senator ought to know, is the 
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Fe must come sooner or later. It is even said that the check was signed by iit ‘ i ‘ 4 ; 
ward Hyde, and not by Dr. Jeky.latail. But the national coa tee acce} — aS aM . . , : 
it without question, be se they know that Mr. Cleveland has bank a sit b way 
in both names, and draws on Hyde’s much more frequently than on Jekyll’s Che Senator h } much to that I did ‘ 
This disclosure must arouse a great popular sympathy with Mr. Cleve a r ‘ : — 
3 y We can easily imagine n< y what fearful str les have been going on the my ; a Aue Y i om . , 
Sees White House, at the dead of night, when Jekyll was straining every nervy ) ind I el e to exe hud é | t 
: conquer his familiar demon. If Jekyll could have had his way we might ! s and lam notin the h t of ask others t 
i had a model administration, within its intellectual limitations, but Hyde's ah ie , 
conquerable depravity has kept his wretched victim continually in »t w 1s , ‘ : ‘ 
It was Jekyll who promised to be a civil-sery reformer, but Hyde mad to ¢ 
appointments, and so it was that about two hundred persons directly connected “Ir. BLAIR VW the S illow 
with the criminal classes got into Federal office in three years. It was Je ‘ Se : : 
a who wrote such beautiful letters to George William Curtis, but to what « ae PS oe ~~ = oes 
r Hyde had no sooner been inaugurated than he struck up a violent friend | exercises 5S own judgment? igt 
a : with GoRMAN and sat up late nights with him planning political rascality Mi REAGAN. The Senator ought to k: ta 
is Hyde who writes all the pension vetoes and sneers dt ‘ ‘ 
‘dows , } t Vv enic he privilege of being a « ] 
widows. It was Hyde who wanted to return the r 1e i ; 
st frightened even him. It was Hyde who, af tlonga at st t being draited into 
ceeded in getting possession of the Pre s $s pen | and w \I BLAIR Wh l not t ~ 
the free-trade message, because it is the one craving to s . f ws oad : ‘ 
things. It was Hyde who determined that there m1 ! t ye eee ~ , 
a Irish vote, and so wrote the retaliation message in spite of Jekyll’s wailing re M REAGAN I shall n $ pe f i 
monstrances that his entire policy on this question was being revised and made shall not « { t. be nd re ring to the ) 
j ridiculous. It was Hyde, too, who dictated the new anti-Chinese bill | ’ 5 uN , 
> . : tt e advocates When t ‘ ‘ ‘ 
For ninety-one long days now this contest has lasted, and it can not cont ‘ ane : aveX ’ 
much longer. The sending of the $10,000 check was a sign that Jeky!! st \ peo} 
losing his strength and must soon succumb, It will not be n lays s AIR The Senator o t to 1 ‘ I i 
before we shall have a letter in which nothing will be said conce y ‘thea } e¢ : awhile a It ‘ ¢ ; ' 
sat : . ano fien vile ro ne r y ¢ é 
lurements of power’ and “the temptation toretain public places once gair e =" a . 
but in which the nomination for a second term will be eagerly, even i American people as old as he is roposition was ¢ 
accepted. The letter will be signed by Jekyll, but we shall all recogni be e except to educate those between the ages of ten and 
twee 4 > cunning and unscrupulous hand of Edwar« vde ss es 
{ een the lines the cunningand unscrupulo 1and of Edward Hyde. vears. lalways knew water ran down hill: I can not remem 


Mr. BLAIR. I only want to say that I should like to have that | time I did not know that water ran down hill, yet, b f 
paper preserved. I le have claimed that I have introduced a bill to have wa 
Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, in answer to the important facts I | hill towards Canada. [Laughter.] I know water will run down 














M | } r, I think, for 1 nd } t 
cou } not undertaken to educate m« 
on lam beyond the reach of his attempts at educa 
t 

( lt nator help his sneer, which came also from other 
of his part e dirty, mud-socked Democracy, and he assuined 
{ [ all they paid all the taxes. I made no sueh assump- 
t t I do not hold the Senator responsible for not being accurat 
| ld not help it I said they were charged with the burden of 
ha r ti in paying these taxes. 

ir. BLAIR. The Senator will permit me to make a suggestion, 
that is, that he get an ca nsion of time simply to conclude his 
own remarks, and he will occasionally allow me to interject a que 
tion it would be a great deal better in the RecorpD, and he will get 
th th. However, I will not trouble the Senator. 

Mr. REAGAN. I was saying that he could not help a sneer at the 
mud-socked Democracy. 

Mr. BLAIR. Betore the Senator proce eds further will he allow me 
to say-—— 

Mr. REAGAN. i must deprive the menat of that o } tun ty for 
( minute, 

. BLAIR. Very well; I will wait. 

Mi REAGA? | was saving a the party the Senator belongs to 
und sustains oppresses the poor tor the benfit of the rich, and he know 
itas wellasIdo. ‘1 hey dare not duataie . Theirchance for pro 
motion to power rests upon the idea of the support of the corporations 


and the money power. ‘They know it, and shape their policy to that 
end, and the Senator knows it; and in promoting the iuterests of cor- 
porations and monopolies they oppress the mass of the people. 

It was these questions that I was calling 
able Sen: 


was to ir the splendid wit he has exhibited in order to avoid the 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President — 

ir. BLAIR. If the Senator will allow me a moment—— 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire | 
asks unanimous consent to proceed on the resolution. Is there objec- 
tion Che Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Texas is quite mistaken about my 
feeling towards that mud-socked De mocracy. There is no mud-socked 
Democracy in my belief; we are all American citizens, and the mud- 
socked Democracy is as much a part of the great mepesigregs ey this 
country, and their interests are as dear to me as they are to the Sena- 
tor from Texas. ‘They are as much, I say, a part of the citizenship of 
this great country as are ‘‘ the mud-sills ’’ of the North who saved it. 
[am one of those who belong to ‘‘ the mud-sills,’’ and they include 
the mud-socked Democracy, and they include the rank and file and 
the leadership of the Republican party, and they have done so from 
the origin of the application of the principles which have vitalized the 


‘and saved the nation. 

‘nator from Texas—he a lea 
us into a dishonored grave as a nation—under- 
upon the American people, and to enforce it here in the 
United States, the doctrine that the Republican party is 
the common citizenship of this country, and that it is un- 
der the leadership and control of the aristocratic and moneyed 
Why, Mr. President, the Republican party is the savior of the country, 
and in it and in its platform and in its personnel are en ed all the 


Republican part; 

Now, sir, the> 
would have 
take 
senate 


the enemy ol 





brou 
to torce 
of the 


po ver. 


ibod 


great principles for which the fathers foughtand in the victory of which 
alone is to be found the ultimate political and other salvation of this 


country. 
1 


Now, Mr. President, look at it fora moment. If the Democracy of 
which the Senator was a leader, the Democracy which is led by the 
ame sentiment and the same individualship to-day, if that Democracy 


had hi 


ul its way, what sort of labor would have been brought into this 
country? What would have prevailed here? Of what use your Chi- 
nese discussion of yesterday had the Democracy that advocated the im- 


migration of the Chinese in the first instance had their way? What 
would have been the result? Chinese cheap labor and slavery all over 
the great West, west of the Mississippi River, and now extending itself 
over and dominating that country. Either that or the Democracy, 
which was active a little earlier, would have filled every in 
west of the Mississippi River with slave negro labor, whic 
been cheaper and worse than Chinese labor itself 

Is not that so? Did not the Democracy go to war in order that 


h of space 
i 


h would have 


they 


might establish that style of labor, slave labor, all over this continent, 
or at least in every portion of this continent where under Sta trol 
free principles had not already prevailed, and that See the pos 


ol the national action of the Democracy? Did they not go to war and 
undertake the destruction of the Government itself, in order that they 
might plant negro slavery ull over every other part of the great do 
main of the nation? The Senator knows it. That is the record of his 
party within the recollection of every individual who listens to me to 
day. And those men who were for Chinese labor, who were for negro 
slave sry earlier—and Chinese labor is only another form of slaver) 
these men in the Senate Chamber hour after hour harp about the op- 





the attention of the honor- | 
itor to and would have been glad to hear him on, as glad even | 


negro slave-labor over all the territory 


| that he is very mu 


| cupied by 


| at the actic 


der in the rebellion which 


| remember 


| tion of the 


| history, to understand facts, 


| tional wrong, it had been entailed upon us by the Fede 
tion; if 


| &2 question was not 


j 2 
| kind was made. 
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tne Opp! i cnt Ny i ] ) i se towaras t 

( mon citi hip « ils co f J isa prince); ) 
the United States or in the world, the ub] ) party is alone in c- 
cordance with it and i to-day Phe Senatk 
knows it do 1 nae to 1 each his sincerity. His st: yy 
prejudices, his early training, his identification with the great organi- 
zation that assumed but for at i ig nationality, enables 
him to utter sentiments on this fl in the utmost sincerity which ar 
| not in accord with the truths of 1 y or the convictions of enlig! 
| ened man 1 

The Senator is all wrong about this. ‘he1 i-sills of the North and 

| the mud-socked Democracy of the 1 are identical, and when that 
school bill, which the Senator has sneered at so much has done its 
work and educated, not the old men who are beyond hope and in whose 


political death alone lies hope for a great future—I say whi n that school 
bill } has doneits work among the children of the mud-socked Democ- 
racy of the South, as it has already done its work by previous enact- 
ments of the same kind at least all over the North, then the Senator 
will find that the Republican party, which he unde: 
will dominate ‘ ot alone in the North but dominate in h 
and there will be hope for t 


the great State of Texas then. 
Mr. REAG iN . MayI trespass upon the patience of the Senate a few 
minutes longer? 


takes to impeach, 


Is own section: 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Texas asks unan- 
imous consent to proceed on the resolutio 

Mr. STEWART. I hope the Senator will allow the Chinese bill to 
come up, and then he can speak. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 
from Texas proceeding? The Chair hears non 





Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the last resort of a Republican poli- 
tician when h cornered is to appeal to the sectional troubles which 
existed a quarter of a century ago, and to appeal to the passions and 
prejudices which grew out of those unfortunate troubles. The Senator 

| trom New Hampshire alleges that they grew out of a purpose on the 


ki 
se who favored the Confederacy to establish a system of 
west of the Mississippi River. 
the history of those times he would know 
iken in making such a statement as that. 
‘ther the State of Kansas should 


part of thi 


had read 
h mist 
There was a controversy about wh 


If the Senator 


have free or slave labor. There was never a controversy about any 
territory north of the State of Kansas being free territory or being oc- 


slave: 
But the he institution of slavery and 
federacy. He thinks it was 


If the Senator were familiar 


Senator can not help : 

on of men whe tained 
all for the purpose of maintaining slavery. 
with the history of the country he would perhaps feel m kindly 
towards that section, and he would remember that slavery intro- 
duced into the \merican colonies by Great Britain, and France, and 














was 









Spain, and by the Dutch merchants. 
He would remember that it existed in every on » of the thirteen colo- 
nies at the date of the Declaration of Independence; he would remem- 


ber that it was perpetuated by the Constitution and the laws of the 
United States and by the highest courts; he would 
that Presidents and Senators and Representatives and gov- 


the decisions of 








| ernors of States and Congresses and Legislatures sustained the institu- 
tion of slavery because it had been transmitted to our people as a hex 
itage for which, whether for good or evil, they were not responsible. 


Phe Senator must oy a very bad opinion of President Was shington, 
slaveholder; of Mr. Je ferson. of Mr. Madison, side nt 


sident Polk, of President — yr, all of whom were slave- 


who was a of Pri 


Jackson, of Pre 








holders and all of whom were elected by the people of the U nited States. 
He must have a very bad opinion of the rreat and illustrious patriots 
who ienens i the Constitution of the United States, because they n 

only perpetuated slavery but they p in that great instrument 
to perpetu: te th» African slave-trade for twenty vears after the adop- 


Consututi 


ion. 
Now, sir, it seems to me if the Senator would allow himself to read 


he would find that veople were placed 





| in a condition with rererence to that question which was not at that 
time in antagonism wi h the advanced sentiments of the most enlight 
ened nations of the world on this subject. The institution of slavery 
was the subject of sectional agitation, which caused great anxiety to 
the people of the Southern States. 
The slaves represented, in the hands of their owners, three thousand 
millions of property, as was then estimated; and while the Southen 





vo were not more responsible than the Senator and his friends, all 
of them, for the existence and continuance of slavery, none of the latte 
propos a to take any of the burdens upon themselves. If it was a na- 
1] Constitu- 
have been 
se of such 
ent for the 
tion of that 
ihe people 
Eastern 


it was a grievance, if it was athing that ought to 
disposed of because it was a national evil, the w: 
t by a bloody conflict, but by a n arran 
purchase of the slaves s and the freeing of them. 
The consequences were all entailed upon 
them : aiter those of the Northern and 


to ¢ 
No " pe 


who happened to have 
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of God. They know thatrevolutions never go backward, and that the 
last war decided that every man in America, every individual man, 
the mud-stocking Democrat, the poor white of the South, as well as 
the mud-sill of the North, and the negro as well, every one of them, 
shall have that dignity, that position, that equality, that freedom 
which is proclaimed to be his right by the Declaration of Independ- 
ence, written by the finger of God, who inspired Jefferson, the man 
who trembled for his country on account of slavery when he remem- 
bered that God was just. 

That great and holy declaration shall finally become a realized thing 
to every American citizen South as well as North. That is the policy 
of the Republican party, and the fault I find with the Senator is that 
he ranks himself with those who have turned their backs upon the 
coming time, who are making progress back to old chaos, to dark night, 
to the Darwinian origin of the race, and if they have their own way 
and can progress successfully according to their own policy, they will 
reach that condition when Senators on this floor, it may be, will see 
the time that in their demonstrations they will remind us of the ac- 
curacy of Artemus Ward’s description of his monkey, which I do not 
need to quote. 

These men fight progress, and that is the fault I find with them. 
When the North undertakes to enact a measure which reaches the 
common people, which gives to every individual that power and inde- 
pendence which knowledge only can give, so that the man knows 
enough to defend his right at the ballot-box, knows enough to defend 
his principles on the hustings, knows enough to make his way to the 
Senate of the United States and to confront the distinguished Repre- 
sentatives and Senators in argument and debate—I say that when the 
Republican party has advocated that policy, the Senator from Texas 
opposes it and makes harangues against the citizenship and the insti- 
tutions and the motives of the Republican party of the North. 

I call you to witness, Mr. President, that there has been no sectional 
debate started in this Chamber during this Congress by any Republican 
whatever. If there has been a sectional debate started or suggested 
from the Republican side of this Chamber I have not observed it; but 
if | am wrong in saying that-no such debate has been originated by a 
suggestion from this side, let somebody correct me who remembers it. 

No; invariably the Senator from Texas or some other Senator gets 
up and in cold blood delivers himself of an impetuous and, as I have 
sometimes thought, an insulting harangue against the laboring people 
and the masses of the people of the North, and complains of our in- 
stitutions, of our aggressiveness upon their rights. They insult us 
oftener than they think, it seems to me, not perhaps intentionally, but 
it has so seemed to me as I have sat here. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLom in the chair). Does the 
Senator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator from Texas ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam not impeaching motives. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iask the Senator if he means to impute to me what 
he is now saying, and if he does, what single instance can he give to 


justify his remark ? 


Mr. BLAIR. As to insulting the people of the North, I did not say 
anything of that kind. 

Mr. REAGAN, As to making war upon the laboring people of the 
North? 

Mr. BLAIR. I appeal to the Senator’s speeches here to-day. I 
appeal to his recerd every time almost that he has spoken during this 
session. I appeal te the record he made the other day, in the speech 
in which he quoted with such zeal and such apparent pleasure the 
few remarks by Mr. Blaine. That is the speech to which I have spe- 
cial reference. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Sefator will produce my record to that effect 
I shall accept his statement; but I trust he will not pat any gloss upon 
it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was not trying to gloss it. I will not put any more 
gloss upon it. I restrained myself a little, but I did not think I was 
glossing the record. But, Mr. President, the rules of the Senate have 
put a gloss upon it. I leave it there. So far as attacking the institu- 
tions of the people of the North is concerned, I do not undertake to say 
that the Senator is conscious of it. Itmay be something of the old-time 
training which survives and affects men, and which they can not eradi- 
cate from their mental processes. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator will allow me to state that I have 
never said one word (and he can not produce it and no man can pro- 
duce it) against the people of the North. I have arraigned the Repub- 
lican party, but they are not the people of the North; they are only a 
part of the people of the North. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Republican party are the vast majority of the 
people of the North. They are the people who built up the institu- 
tions of the North, who dictated the policy of the North, who estab- 
lished the protective tariff, who established the principles of liberty, 
first at home and then carried them when forced to do it by arms to 
the South, and along with arms and force the common schools of the 
North and the carpet-bag governments, which do not fail to be as- 
sailed with virulence—not with falsehood, but misrepresentation and 
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virulence almost every time that affairs between the North and South 
are alluded to here on this floor. 

The common schools of the South were first written into the consti- 
tutions under which they now live and prosper by the carpet-bag goy- 
ernments which were established through Northern agency. 

Senators would do well to stop and think whether there be any feel- 
ings, any susceptibilities north of Mason and Dixon’s line, whether we 
are equals in this Chamber, or whether we are to be treated to the 
crack of doom with comments which continually assail, and if they 
do not insult do worse than that, the motives of the people of the 
North, by which I mean the Republican party of the North; and the 
remaining portion of the people of the North are identified with the in- 
stitutions and with the policies of the Republican party of the North, so 
that whatever of prosperity and happiness there is among that people 
is to be attributed to that political policy and those institutions. 

If the Democratic party has prospered at the North, if there are great 
industries and great wealth, if there are millionaires, if there is a gen- 
eral prevalence of comfort and prosperity among the Northern people, 
it is because of Republican policies; aud if we can maintain them, not 
only will that status continue atthe North, but it will come ultimately 
to prevail all over the South. 

I have one other suggestion to make. If the Senator does not wish 
us to make allusion to the war and to the cost it brought on the coun- 
try, why is it that he is continually alluding to and parading before 
us the consequences of the war, the debts which resulted from the ne- 
cessity of the great struggle in which we were engaged in order to main- 
tain the unity of the Government? The Senator will hardly claim 
that the indebtedness of the country is not a result of the war. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I will say that I have 
stated distinctly that the formation of the debt grew out of policies 
perhaps the best that the Government could adopt. I never made any 
accusation, complaint, or arraignment about the creation of the debt. 
My words were as to the method of paying the debt by discrimina- 
tions against labor and in favor of capital. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator would have done better to have thought 
in regard to the methods and causes which led to the contraction ot 
the debt, and to have thought of that in season. He seems to labor, 
like other friends of his in debate, under the delusion’that they are to 
limit the topics to be suggested on this floor by whatsoever is pleasant 
to them to discuss, and so they take up this comparatively infinitesi- 
mal consideration of the pecuniary obligation which resulted from the 
war. The important things involved in the war were human rights, 
the perpetuity of this Union, the lasting of the American nation. Those 
were the essential things. The war cost some money, and the Sena- 
tor is continually harping upon the topic of the debt and the methods 
of paying the debt; and yet when we go a little further back into the 
history of parties and charge upon the Democratic party the contrac- 
tion of the debt and things a thousand times worse, he does not want 
to hear anything about it. 

Now, Mr. President, let me close by saying to the Senator that I ap- 
preciate his high character, and I should compliment him as he did 
myself, and with vastly greater truth, if the lexicon furnished me with 
terms in which to do it; but I complain of the Senator that when we 
come to him and to hisfriends in the South with measures which would 
produce homogeneous conditions throughout this entire country, which 
would give to the poor man the opportunity to be poor in peace and 
the opportunity to rise in his position if he has that in him which may 
stimulate him to do it, the opportunity to seek the same general eleva- 
tion all over this country, the knowledge which gives the power, so 
that he can defend his ballot and defend his right—when we come with 
that policy and with institutions which must inevitably have that re- 
sult at the South as at the North, he turns his back upon it and opposes 
it with all of rhetoric and of ability that he possesses. 

Mr. STEWART. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the reg- 
ular order, being the Washington Territory bill, has been temporarily 
laid aside for the consideration of the Chinese bill. The Chair will 
recognize the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who took the floor 
yesterday evening upon that bill. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of 
the second committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10254) 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, still further insisted 
upon its disagreement to the thirty-second, thirty-third, and thirty- 
fifth amendments of the Senate to the said bill, asked a further confer- 
ence with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. TowNSHEND, Mr. MAtsu, and Mr. SAYERS 
managers at the same on its part. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 832) to provide an additional mode of taking depositions of wit- 
nesses in causes pending in the courts of the United States, with an 











1888. CONGRESS 
































. ~ > 
amendment, asked a conference with the Senate on the 1 bill l S750 r t st 
amendment, and had appointed Mr. Oates, Mr. CULBERSON, and M 1. Chesa ce Bay is ¢ 
: CASWELL, managers at the conference oun its part. ! 
P The message also announced that the House had passed the b - SIDING ¢ ( 
vs 3234) to abolish circuit-court p wers of certain district courts ¢ 
United States, and for other purposes, with an amendment, in 1 M ALMER 
it requested the concurre of the Senate l 
The message further announced that the House had passed a] \\ ) 
ae R. 9447) to restore certain money to the fund for erect 
c building at the city of Detroit: in which it requested the I 
e of the Senate. PR DING O ( 
Fe 
4 ENROI I 
é The message also announced that theSpeaker of the H 
‘ the enrolle 1 (H. R. 8310) to provi for th sp 
Wallace mi servation in isas 1 \ { ( 
by the President prot t of the H : t t entitle 
n ( 
i? A t i Ai . , ' 
1. wr " . a . ‘ { day of Ma o 
Mr. FARWELI I ask the Senator from Colorado to i ) \I rELI , | , 
Ee for a moment. dav that this ha at . lif 
Fe Mr. TELLER. I will yield if it is not anything that will bring up a extent thet : ‘ , 
a discussion 
Mr. FARWELL. I ask the Senate to consider the 1 lution re- Before | eed =} 7 ‘ ‘ ‘ f ‘ NY 
Bs ported by me yesterday from the Committee on the Di if Co ok Fite 
oa bia, which is Order of Business 2206 . : vation tr] { t ‘ 
is Mr. TELLER. I reserve the right to call for the regular ord { ‘ oY ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ . ‘ ITnit o 
should oceasion debate. : dea ‘ \ ( | I t i 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLom in the chair Tr) ita ies ‘ ‘ . tae 16 af 
‘% ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] asks the Senate to consid ‘ 
pe } 1 1 } 
ia ojution instructing the commissioners of the District of Co t . 
oe revoke any permit granted for the erection of overhead electt ‘ 
which was reported adversely yesterday from the Committee on : 
District of Columbia. Is there objection to the present conside1 
; } ’ . ‘ aCUN 
: of the resolution ? + ana 1 : at ‘ ‘ ‘ ( na [MoM 
Mr. TELLER. I object, because the Senator from Vermont |M R1 seemed 1 re ben ati \ ted 
EDMUNDS], who has taken special interest in the matter, 
. . - e ALLVE l ‘ 
ind [ am ire that the resolution will give rise to debate. vould be { 
The PRESIDING OFFICER Che Senator from Colorado o ner | 
Mr. HHOAR. I wish the Senator from Colorado would allow 1 to \ tvent ; 
observe that the e peopl have a contract under which they will st 
as lam told, very iderably, unless they are permitted to ac 4 | aia % tad Stas 3 
by the 15th of September, which is their obligation. I do not the eral ail ertificates to { ‘ 
on taking up the resolution at this moment, bat I wish to point « ' ; ; e4 ; . 
i a) ‘ ‘ 
» the Senator that it will not be fair to insist on delaying it until tl without ; ‘ 
. : CY . WiILHOUL ANY ( 1 ‘ 
ret irn of the Senator ft m vermont Mr. Ep NDS | next Monday, Senate. that w | 1 t p } 
which will reach almost to the 15th of September, when the matte: . Lv ter 1 
. : . . . . is V i it i 
has been thi ghly heard and unanimously reported by the Com: led e 4 ‘ , 
+ eg vy. * » VIO! m ol ¢ ri V ( r t 
tee on the District of Columbia. Ido not ask to take it up m } 
a ; aa 7 ; i ae gone in ti 4 that ‘ “wl al tt 
I do not think it should be delayed until the Senator from Vermont Phesefore I insist that atin eat 
comes back. t } : j ‘ 
. . > . . ° . ° . ‘ I »> be applied ere if hii sion ) 
Mr. TELLER. Ishall not insist on its being delayed until that os dated a SY theteale 2 % - r 
7 ‘ . . . or { ice, an LHink nea l 3 ) ( 
time, but I am very confident that there are other Senators who pro a a 
: l S ‘ While I would not ‘ 
pose to be heard on the subject. As far as Iam concerned I am < tenance the violation of a treat . Labi 
posed to the resolution, and I am willing to take it upatany time when | 0, in mv iudement » member of tl ’ 
. . . “ =. . ny liaggment a ‘ ie rer oO e it e 
it will not displace the Chinese bill. FE el Ng EN , 
: . . a ne ' ve AELiit at ‘ > i tii A; 
Mr. FARWELL. I wish to say that the committee had the matter | ,, the Wnuited States eo to do 
under investigation, received testimony upon it, and directed me unani Win cies alas alien ta see it : al , 
+ 1 2 rey dK IMAY AUDIOS AT ‘ t ty ink SUC Wily as 
mously to report against the resolution. There was not a dissenting | ., i ‘ ‘ —< 
. : | tt e anc SO sometimes if 3 I po } ‘ i 
voice the com1 ec. } 
an so noane ; : J : . with which you are dealing ‘ oO ‘ \ 
Mr. TELLER. I shall not object to it when it comes up some other ee . a sl ical b fait ‘ ’ 
: i iaracter of the treaty is such tna ood 1 re I ) i 
time. rl notice to the other nat n that t 
= — ° . . vive , Cc ( t ©€ OUNCT HAavloi ble 0 t 
Mr. FARWELL. I give notice that I shall call up the resolution | 4. .:.) ; ' w 
“I the right to abrogate 1t has never been denied by a 
oe to-morrow. . awa f I ne h i 
4 rat TS . . . . am aware OI never eard 1t DUt once e! y aen 
Mr. TELLER. Ishall not object at any time after we get through 14} ; 7 1 a 1” ' ; ; 
th t] <3 bill ‘ ’ 5 and then by a member of the ¢ mittee 1 Foreign Rela a 
i » Chinese bi “ie 
with the Chinese bill. believe, finally corrected himself on that subject 
RECONSIDERATION OF LIGHT-HOUSE BILLS. other side of the Chambe1 
Mr. PALMER. Willthe Senator from Colorado yield so that I may [he question of the influx of Chinese labor into the I 
make a motion to reconsider the votes by which several bills were | not a new question. I agree with the Senator f M Mi 
passed ? Vest], who said yesterd that it was practically to-da tled 
Mr. TELLER. I will yield for any purpose of that kind. question. It is scarcely a q t ( : 
Mr. PALMER. Yesterday there were several light-house bills | declared our intention to prevent the general influ 
. 5S i 


passed Ly the Senate which I find are included in the sundry civil ap- | have asserted our right to do so. We have modified the t 
propriation bill as agreed toin conference. On that account I ask that | order that we might do it. I think what ¢ ] 
the votes by which the bills were passed may be reconsidered and the | opinion ten years or twenty year 0, to-d tist 








q bills indefinitely postponed. of the people of the United States that Chinese immign { 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator give the numbers | prohibited. 
of the bills? Solam not going int f i ( 
: Mr. PALMER. Iwill give them seriatim. The first is the bill (H. | immigration ought to be proh d. A eve t 
a R. 1228) for establishing light or lights and a fog-signal at or near | come to that conclusior In 1878 the Houseof Kepresentatives sent to 
; Ballast Point, entrance to San Diego Bay. California. I move to re- | this body a bill to prohibit, limit, and restrict Chines imigratic 


consider the votes by which the bill was ordered to a third reading and | prohibiting it in part, curtailing it, and providing certain rest 

passed. That bill was antagonized in this body with rare exceptions only. ! 
The motion to reconsider was agreed to. admit that a few Senators in this body said that it was a denial ofa 
Mr. PALMER. Inow move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. | right which they insisted belongedtoall men. They were riglit in the 
The motion was agreed to. general declaration, but wrong in its application. A few said that. I 
Mr. PALMER. I move to reconsider the votes by which the bill | was a member of the body at the time and I can not be mistaken, be- 
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then as it is now and has been | been attracted to Chinese immigration. 


| 


cause it was a matt interest to me 
for many 3 Che great objection was then that the bill was notin 
ac vith the provisions of the treaty of 1868, the Burlingame | 
treaty, v h I will say, aside from the declaration which is contained | 
in the fifth section of it, was not different from thetreaty of 1844 or the 
treaty of 1858, negotiated by Democratic administrations and: ratified 
by a Democratic Senate. 

What was the distinction between the treaty of 1868 and the treaties 
of 1844 and 1858? Simply that we asserted that which has ever been 


the doctrine of republican nations—I do not speak of it as politics; I 
speak of it in the sense that we are a republican nation—the right of 
every man who saw fitso to doto flee from oppression and to go to any 
other country that was willing to open its doors to him. 
position which we declared in 1868 in the Burlingame treaty. Does 
any man sitting on that side of the Chamber deny it? I wait to hear 
any Senator, the Senator from Mississippi included, rise and say that 
he denies the correctness of that doctrine laid down in the Burlingame 
treaty. It was the doctrine upon which Mr. Webster wrote his great 
letter which setiled that question all over the world. It is the doc- 
trine we have crystallized into treaties and statutes, that every man 
who sees fit to flee from the land of his birth has a right so to do, and 
can transfer his allegiance, with the consent only and always of the 
country to which he flees, what should be his condition when he got 
there being determined always by the law of the land where he went 
and not by the law of the land from which hecame. It was that which 
enabled us to say to the European countries when our citizens went back 
to Europe, to Germany, to France, and to Great Britain, ‘* These men 
have by a natural right severed their connection with you and trans- 
ferred theirallegiance to us.’? There are nine anda half million of men 
in the United States who have come here within twenty years assert- 
ing that right, and we have asserted it, and we have been ready to go 
to war at all times in defense of it. Yet sneeringly the Senator from 
Mississippi tells us that this was opening the door to Chinese immi- 
gration. ; 

Mr. President, that was all there was of the treaty of 1868. I re- 
peat, will any man on that side of the Chamber stand up and say he 
is opposed to that doctrine? If he is, then when an Irishman goes 
back to Great Britain, Great Britain can put him in prison for leaving 
the country if it sees fit, and the German who flees from Germany that 
he may escape the three years’ service in the German army may when 
he goes back be put into the army; and so with the Frenchman. It 
has been the prized jewel in the American crown; it has been the thing 
we have boasted of and glorified ourselves for, as we have for no other 
single principle; and yet the Senator says that simply an assertion in 
a treaty compelling China to admit that which she had denied for years 
was opening the door to Chinese immigration ! 

‘The Senator said another thing that I wish to notice. I think when 
the Senator looks over his remarks, when he thinks of the application 
that can be made of them, he will take the liberty, which every Sen- 
autor ought to have, to correct himself on that subject. The Senator 


said that Chinese immigration arose out of the treaty of 1868. He is 
not familiar with the subject. He should have come to some of us 
who have had some acquaintance with the subject for facts. I say 


without egotism we should be able to give him instruction in these 
questions. 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. MitcHELL] showed him that when 
that treaty was made there were more Chinese in the United States 
than there are in the country to-day. Years before that treaty was 
made we had seen them in camps on the Pacific coast by the thousands. 
I saw myself 4,000 in one camp years before that treaty was made. 
They came here under treaties made by Democratic administrations, 
ratified by a Democratic Senate; and the Senator would now have the 
country understand that the Republican party have invited the Chinese 
to this country! The Senator is only excusableon the ground that this 
has not been a question of importance to his people and his section, and 
therefore he has not studied it and has not read the history of this 
Asiatic immigration. 

In 1844 we made the first treaty with China. It was regarded as a 
great achievement. We were the first nation to break down the wall 
that had hedged around that great people for four thousand years. We 
were the first people, young as we were, to compel them to open their 
ports to our commerce. : Other nations followed. 

In 1858 we repeated the treaty of 1844 in substance, with some 
changes. In those treaties was there any provision that Chinamen 
should not come to the United States? There was not any assertion 
at thet time of the doctrine that a man has a right to change his alle- 
giance and his home, but the Democratic administrations who nego- 
tiated those treaties were ready then, as all administrations have been 
ready, to go to war in favor of that doctrine, and if China would have 
then consented to its insertion in a treaty they would have been able 
to have inserted it. China would not agree toitthen. It was only 
later when light reached them that they were willing to make that 
change. 

Mr. President, I blame nobody that there was no provision made in 
1844 or in 1858 that the Chinese should not come to this country, be- 
cause up to that time outside of California no attention whatever had 


| tion of any kind it shall adhere to that contract until it is p: 
That was the | 


| party on this question. 
| some of the gentlemen on this side of the Chamber were more 
| of the plighted faith of the Government than others, it 

| did not sce the great danger there was in Chinese imm 
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Nobody had supposed that 
danger lurked in it. On the contrary, it was early supposed by ne: 

all classes of men that there was a benefit to be derived from this im 
migration. So the Senator from Mississippi can throw no sticks at this 
side of the Chamber, nor can he throw any sticks at the Republican 
If, when questions of this character came 





1 
was be 
} 


gratl 
Mr. President, I yield to no man living in a desire that when tl 
Government of the United States makes a contract with a fo: 


and with the consent of the other party, if possible, changed; but I 
knew the great need and the great necessity of legislation upon this 
subject, and I was willing in 1878, as I have been willing for many 
years, to do what I think we have a legal and a proper right to do— 
abrogate by legislative action a treaty that was bearing hard upon the 
people and a treaty that was liable in the course of time to work great 
injury not only to the people of California and the Pacific coast but to 
all the country. I did not put it here on the floor nor have I put it 
anywhere solely upon the ground that it was the introduction of cheap 
labor. I put it upon a higher ground, that it brought American la! 
in contact with degraded labor and thus degraded American labor. 
The act passed in 1879 (perhaps it may have been in 1878; I have not 
looked it up; but the act was passed during Mr. Hayes’s administra- 
tion) was vetoed for the reason I have stated, and for that reason only. 
Thereupon the Republican administration made haste to see that the 
treaty was so modified that we could without any trouble, without ap- 
parently violating our good faith, exclude these people from our midst. 
When it came here I was still a member of this body. I voted every 
time, although the Senator from Mississippi said once it appeared I had 
not voted. I voted or was paired every time in favor of the exclusion 
of Chinese. Upon that question I have never occupied two sides, either 
before I came into public life or since. I have not taken this position 
simply because the Chinese were overwhelming my State or my section, 
for I believe there have never been over five hundred or six hundred 
Chinamen in Colorado at any time, but I had seen the evil influence on 
other sections of the country and knew whereof I spoke. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] the other day arraigned the 
Republican candidate for the Presidency upon the ground that he had 
been in favor of Chinese immigration, He was unable to find a single 
jot or a single tittle in the discussion anywhere which indicated that 
Mr. Harrison was opposed to the restriction of Chinese immigration. 
Mr. Harrison was opposed to saying that for twenty years Chinese 
should be excluded. Why? Because he believed it was not consist- 
ent with the treaty of 1880, and very many men on this floor believed 
the same thing. Iso believed; and when the present occupant of the 
chair [Mr. INGALLS] moved an amendment that the term should be 
put at ten years—I had made some remarks upon the subject at an- 
other time to the effect that I was opposed to Chinese immigration, and 
that I did not think twenty years was too long to exclude them—I rose 
and said: ‘‘I want to exclude them forever, but Senators on this floor 
say that they do not think that it is consistent with the treaty, and as 
I am anxious for the passage of this bill I will vote for ten years.’’ So 
I voted for the ten years, as did many others, and among those was the 
present candidate of the Republican party for the Presidency. 

The Senator from Missouri said in his remarks the other day that 
every man who voted for that modification (which was not accepted 
and did not become a partof the law} voted that after ten years he was 
in favor of unrestricted Chinese immigration. No more monstrous as- 
sertion could be made, for no man on the floor had been more anxious 
than I was for the exclusion of the Chinese, as I had expressed in my 
speeches and by my votes. The Senator’s own colleague voted for that 
amendment, as did the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], un- 
doubtedly moved by the same reason that moved me. Anxious to se- 
cure the passage of the bill, anxious to have some legislation which 
would accomplish this purpose, we were willing to make the bill ac- 
ceptable to those who were then opposed to it, and if we had made it 
so acceptable we should have avoided the subsequent veto. 

But when the Senate voted down that proposition, I voted for the 
bill with its provision of twenty years, and when the President sent it 
back I voted to pass it over his veto, although I had already then been 
nominated and confirmed by the Senate as a member of his Cabinet. 
Six weeks later the Senator from Missouri voted for that very pro- 
vision himself in the new bill that came in, which ultimately received 
the indorsement of the President, and which was identical in terms 
save and except that it limited the period to ten years instead of twenty 
years. If men who voted for the first bill thereby declared they were 
in favor of unrestricted Chinese immigration after twenty years, then 
so did the Senator from Missouri and so did all who voted in that way 
declare. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to inter- 
rupt him for a minute? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, sir. 


or 


Does the Senator from Colorado 
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The cause of that-rejoicing was that there had been a treaty con- 
cluded with China the year before, called the treaty of 1858, which 
did not provide, as the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] thinks 
the treaty of 1868 ought to have provided, for the exclusion of Chi- 
nese, but allowed them to come. 

Now, Mr? President, I want to contrast the Democrati¢ position 
with the Republican position on that subject. California had been 
ultra-Democratic. It was controlled by the most Bourbon-like of all 
Democrats. It wascontrolled by the class of men then in power in the 
country, who were managing and controlling the Democratic party, 
the ultra pro-slavery men of the country. ‘they had filled up Cali- 
fornia with able men from that section of the country, and while they 
could not control it sufficiently to establish human slavery as they 
tried to do, they controlled it sufficiently to get Democratic legislators 
and governors. 

But in 1862, in the midst of the civil war, when the patriotic love of 
the Western people was stirred, there were enough of them found voting 
with the Republican party to elect one of their number governor of the 
State—a gentleman now an honored member of this body, the Senator 
from California [Mr. STANFORD]. I wish to contrast his utterances 
with the utterances of those Democrats who preceded him, and to show 
the attitude of the Democratic party that preceded his administration 
in that State, the only State then that had been called upon to take up 
this question where public sentiment had been crystallized at all so that 
it could be said there was a sentiment. 

Before reading what Governor Stanford said with regard to the im- 
migration of Chinese, I want to read what he said on another subject; 
and I read it because the words are words that seem to me as valuable 
as gold. This, mind you, Mr. President, was in 1862, when there was 
great trouble in this country and when it was uncertain whether Cal- 
ifornia would be cut off from the rest of the country by secession. He 
said: 

California has nobly and wisely pronounced in favor of the cause of the 
people. Let her prove her devotion to the cause of the Union and to civil 
liberty by doing all in her powerto maintain both, Lether part of the national 
tax be cheerfully assumed, and provision be made for its payment out of the 
State treasury. [Every one of us should feel that we are but guardians, holding 
lives and our fortunes in trustfor the protection of the Government, around 
which cluster the anxious hopes and fears of millions who have grown with its 
growth and strengthened with its strength. 

Our Government is emphatically one of the people, possessing all the power 
of the people for their protection and defense, but powerless for their oppres- 
It is not only the best, but the strongest form of government the world 
has ever known. Let it remain unchanged. 


our 


sion 


Those are patriotic words, Mr. President, full of meaning, full of 
truth. Ina government of the people there should be no oppression of 
the people. It is not strange that he who entertained that sentiment, 
when he saw these hordes from Asia competing with American labor 
and doing what I repeat again is a hundred times worse, degrading Amer- 
ican labor by their association, pulling it down from the high position 
that it had occupied here as nowhere else in the world—it is not 
strange that he should have turned his attention to getting rid of these 
people. Now hear what he said: 

While the settlement of our State is of the first importance— 


This is the governor’s inaugural message. This is when he first ad- 
dressed the people of the State that had honored him with election. 
Mind you, Mr. President, this is from the first Republican governor ot 
California, elected in 1862—Governor Lelan® Stanford. He said: 

While the settlement of our State is of the first importance, the character of 
those who shall become settlers is worthy of scarcely less consideration. To 
my mind it is clear that the settlement among us of an inferior race is to be dis- 
couraged by every legitimate means. Asia, with her numberless millions, 
sends to our shores the dregs of her population, Large numbers of this class 
are already here, and unless we do something early to check their immigration 
the question which of the two tides of immigration meeting upon the shores of 
the Pacific shall be turned back will be forced upon our consideration when 
far more difficuit than now of disposal. There can be no doubt but that the 
presence of numbers among us of a degraded and distinct people must exercise 
a deleterious influence upon the superior race and toa certain extent repel 
desirable immigration. It will afford me great pleasure to concur with the 
Legislature in any constitutional action having for its object the repression of 
the immigration of the Asiatic races, 

That, Mr. President, was the first official utterance from any public 
man anywhere against Chinese immigation. While there had been 
protests in California and protests in other sections, the protestants had 
not heen in power; but as soon as the Republicans came into control 
in California that was what the Republican governor said. Of course 
it was a question beyond their control; of course it was a question for 
national authority and the exercise of national power; but it showed 
plainly that the Republican party then, as now, has been opposed to 
this kind of immigration. 

I desire now, Mr. President, to call attention to some other move- 
ments that have been made in the interest of the repression of this 
class of immigrants. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly; Iam always glad to answer questions. 

Mr. PAYNE. Was not Governor Stanford at that time connected 
with the Union or Central VPacilic Railroad officially and as a large 
stockholder? 

Mr. TELLER. 

Mr. PAYNE, 


What was the question ? 
I asked whether Governor Stanford was not at the 


rr | 


time referred to connected with the Union or Central Pacific Railroad 
officially and as a large stockholder. 

Mr. TELLER. Notat thattime. The company had not been or- 
ganized at that time; it had not been formed at that time. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The charter was granted in 1862. 

Mr. TELLER. As the Senator from Oregon says, the charter of that 
company was not granted until 1862, and was revivified by act of Con- 
gress in 1864, and up to that time there had been no organization of a 
continental road. 

Mr. PAYNE. Let me inquire of the Senator whether the Mongolians 
who were on the Pacific coast subsequently were not brought there by 
that company ? 

Mr. TELLER. No; not by that road nor by any other road. They 
came there of theirown accord. A Republican administration had pre- 
vented them before that—prevented the introduction of cooly labor 
into the United States. 

For fear I may forget it, I will answer the Senator from Ohio when 
he asks whether subsequently these railroads did not import contract 
labor. Before the war, as early as the year 1852, there was an inquiry 
by the House of Representatives into the cooly trade. It did not come 
to anything. The class of men who were in power, who were control- 
ling the administration, were in favor of the cooly trade. It was akin 
to their system of labor, and you could not have hoped or have ex- 
pected that in those days anybody who held that the black man ought 
to be a slave could not hold with equal propriety that the brown man 
might be a slave also. But on the 19th of February, 1862, when there 
was a Republican administration in both branches of Congress and a 
Republican Executive, there was passed this law which has gone into 
the Revised Statutes, and is now in force: 

Sec, 2158. No citizen of the United States, or foreigner coming into or residing 
within the same, shall, for himself or for any other person, either as master, 
factor, owner, or otherwise, build, equip, load, or otherwise prepare, any vessel, 
registered, enrolled, or licensed, in the United States, for the purpose of procur- 
ing from any port or place the subjects of China, Japan, or of any other oriental 
country, known as “ coolies,’’ to be transported to any foreign port, or place, to 
be disposed of, or sold, or transferred, tor any time,as servants or apprentices, 
or to be held to service or labor. 

That law, as I have said, was passed on the 19th of February, 1362. 
There is nota man sitting in this Chamber who came from south of 
Mason and Dixon’s line who would have voted for that bill; none of 
them would have donesothen. They hold different ideas, I trust, now 
from what they held then. 

I will not read the whole statute. It provides penalties, and care- 
fully guards the provision that they shall not be brought. Under that 
law there was no importation of cooly labor into any section of our 
country as there had been in some of the Southern States before the 
war. 

A Senator suggests to me that that was advanced ground. It was. 
It was breaking in upon what had been the opinion of a great many 
men in this country—the opinion, namely, that there was a right of 
capitalists to buy labor where they could buy it cheapest. The maxim 
that-they had a right to buy labor where they could buy it cheapest 
was the corollary and proper logical deduction to that which main- 
tained that you had the right always, irrespective of the interests of 
the people, to buy goods wherever you could buy them cheapest. If 
the one is sound doctrine the other is sound doctrine. At that time 
everywhere in this country where the doctrine of free trade was ram- 
pant so was the other doctrine, involving the right to buy labor as to 
buy goods. 

When this legislation was passed it was supposed it would preclude 
or hinder the coming of great bodies of these people, who it was be- 
lieved were contracted for by their own countrymen in many instances, 
and undoubtedly were. It did not have that result. 

I want to go a little further in showing up the record on this ques- 
tion. In 1°69, when labor in California was distressed, there was pend- 
ing before the Democratic Legislature of the State a bill granting a 
large body of tide lands to a railroad corporation. To this an amend- 
ment was offered prohibiting the employment of Chinese by the bene- 
ficiary. Of the 42 votes recorded against this amendment 32 were cast 
by Democrats. 

On the 4th of December, 1861, Thomas D. Elliott, of Massachusetts, 
a Republican Representative in Congress, offered a bill prohibiting the 
importation of coolies into the United States. It passed both Houses 
and was approved by Abraham Lincoln, and thatis the bill I have read. 

In 1877 Mr. STEWART, of Nevada, secured the passage of a resolu- 
tion calling for further information as to this traflic. Mr. Sargent, of 
California, in the same year also offered a bill in the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the subject. In 1873 Mr. Page, of California, offered a 
bill prohibiting the importation of Chinese coolies and prostitutes, 
which passed in the House in 1875. In 1874 General Grant called at- 
tention to the same question, in these words: 

I call the attention of Congress to a genefally conceded fact, that the greater 
proportion of Chinese immigrants * * * do not come voluntarily * * * 


but come under contracts with head-wen, who own them almost absolutely, In 
a worse form does this apply to Chinese women. * * If this evil practice 


can be legislated against, it will be my pleasure as well as duty to enforce any 
regulations to secure so desirable an end. 


In 1874 and 1875 Mr. Sargent and Mr. Page were both active in s¢ 
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or curing legislation on this subject and were both Republicans. Up to Democrats to take int ration with fere ) 
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that we have been in favor of it, when we are the only peo tl > . ‘ 
ever made an effort to secure the exclusionof Chinese. W t é 
had a Democratic House of Representative s here since 1875, and ti bill of t Vl 
have they done towards securing the exclusion of the Chinese? For »/ sl l be tl ty of the I 
years of that time the Demo e Houseand S te \ f 
didthey dothen? Thatisthe time they passed the bill. W t yy ‘ rep ! 
measure? When that was bef ite the present S ) 
State declared that the bill ou; m to and be son 1 
the treaty, that it ought to be he treat I do 
member whether he voted for he certainly made tl i a ( 
laration, and declared that he would vote for the Ingalls amendn ‘ va long d 
although I believe he did not. verai tim t } . i 
I now call the attention of the Senate to another thing in connection | 1] present | 
with this question. In 1864 we passed what was called the contract } York was of t t it , 
labor law. The other day when the Senator from Missouri [ M1 EST ig to 1 sup 
was speaking, or soon after he had spoken, on the Chinese question, | | ; vote, but by his ea effort on t 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] called attention to 1 fact | had come from the House, w 
that this contract-labor law passed in 1864 was not repealed until 18> ures, as was attempted by the Senator | ‘ 
There was a law passed in 1864 that enabled citizens of the United | South Carolina id the two 
States to make contracts with foreigners and bring them here to labor The Senator from South Ca 
Before we consider whether that was a wise law or not, we must ( with t 
sider the condition of the country at thattime. Whatwasit? The ed the 1 
was an immense number of men, either in the Army or associated with recomp t t 
the Army or engaged in supplying the wants of the Army, that is to 1 have 





say, people who were withdrawn from the productive industries of tl ill kind 
country, and their labor applied to a destructive purpose, not to the | practical effect of the amendment of t E 
creation of wealth. ' the practical effect of the amend 

How many men were there? I find the committee here saying a} who desired to allow skilled yor to t by 
million of men. Why, Mr. President, that only refers to the men that tem. Th mendment also v ! 
we had in the Army of the North. That does not refer to the great " heidi 06 ati R Rs Ole \ ee ; 
number of people who were called from other pursuits to do things that e every such suit at the ex : t i 





necessarily grew out of the war. With a million of men in the Army On that there were 43 yeas and 15 Li 
and petitions coming here from farmers, from manufacturers, and from | ‘‘nay’’ on that amendment It 
numbers of other people asking for legislation that would enable them | the Senate was going to pass an act of this kind 


to go abroad and bring labor—not Chinese labor, because that was pro- | be authorized tocarry it out. Who voted ‘‘1 
hibited by the act of 1862—but to bring reputable Irishmen, Norws present Secretary of State; Mr. BE 
gians, Germans, and that class of men into the United States faster than | Mr. Brown, Mr. Fair Mr. Gar! 
they were coming, we passed the act of 1864 at that particular time | HA ) 


to meet a demand made necessary by the war. How many peopleever | Mr 











came under it Ido not know. It was not repealed until1883. Itw Mr. Cox vhom I do not see in his t, stated that he was paired 
{ not repealed because I venture to say up to that time there had never | with the Senator from. Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. and that if M 
been any abuses underit. At least no complaint had been made b HoARr were present, Mr. COKE w te ‘*1 M 
anybody that I am aware of. his name was called, said ] iS } 
In 1883 that question came before the House and the House passed | [Mr. Logan], and if that Senator pre yuld 
the repealing bill. Let me go back a moment to say that in 1864 a | vote ‘‘nay.’’ So there were pract 17 é ts 


committee was appointed consisting of three Republicans and two inst the enforcement of this la nd not o 











I never like to mention a Senator who is not present, but I want to 


call the attention of the Senate to the fact that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky—I feel that I have a right, however, to do so, and I regret that 
he is not here that I may call attention to his record in his presence— 
th vator from Kentucky voted, it will be noticed, on that amend- 
ment. | then proposed to send the bill back to the Committee 
on the Judiciary with instructions to report, not later than the 20th, 
v bill that ll more eflectually reach the end desired. That was 
the motion of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], the only 
Republican who voted against the bill. He stated that in his judg- 
ment the | did not come up to what it ought to be. I want to say 
that by an examination of the record I find no Democrat basing his 
vo i that ground, that which everybody understood was a hostile 
movement; for its enemies would naturally vote to send it to a com- 
mittee. ° 

On th ywin nators voted to send the bill back: Mr. 
Bayard, Mr. BurLer, Mr. Garland, Mr. Gipson, Mr. Groome, Mr. 
HAWLI Mr. HiAMpTon, Mr. Harris, Mr. Maxey, Mr. MorGAan, 
Mr. Pendleton, Mr. SAuULSBURY, Mr. VANCE, and Mr. Williams. 
Those are all Demoeracts but one; nobody voted with them from this 
side of the Chamber except the mover of the resolution. There was 
no dehate intervening between the vote of the Senator from Kentucky 


to which I first called attention and the last vote on the bill. On the 
pa e of the bill tl 
Mr. Groome, Mr. HAMpron, Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. Maxey, Mr. Mor- 
GAN, Mr. SAULSBURY, Mr. VANCE, and Mr. Williams. They all 
voted against the bill. The Senator from Kentucky and the Senator 
from Delaware, Mr. Bayard, who had voted five minutes previously 
against the provision for the enforcement of the act, were absent and 
did not vote. The Senator from North Carolina |Mr. RANsoM] who 
had voted before against the proposition turned around and voted for 
the bill. Neither the Senator from Kentucky nor the Senator from 
Delaware, Mr. Bayard, was paired, so far as the record shows, nor did 
they make any excuse for not voting. In other words, after voting 
for all the amendments that were hostile to the bill, after voting as 
they had done repeatedly for things that would destroy the bill, then, 
when it came to the final vote, they were so politic that they both 
dodged. 

. President, do you not think that it is pretty cheeky 
for the Ser rom Kentucky to read us a lecture from that side of 
the Chamber on the labor-contract bill? Who passed the bill? Re- 
publicans passed it. , Who signed it? A Republican Executive signed 


it. The Nepublicans went out of power and the Democrats came into 
power, and they have not lifted a finger to enforce that law from that 
day to th 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator permit me to make a remark in that 


a 
connection 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to say that I have had sent to me at this ses- 
sion aflidavits from citizens in my own State showing that they laid 
before the United States district attorney of their district affidavits of 
the clearest and strongest character, affidavit after affidavit, showing 
the importation of laborers from Canada to perform work in my State, 
and asking and urging prosecution, and the district attorney refused 
month after month to act, and never has acted. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the Senators will pardon me, I might mention a 
case arising under that act—the case of the pastor of Trinity Church, 
in New York. In that case there was a prosecution and a conviction 
and fine, as I understood. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Ohio calls my attention to the 
fact that the Democratic administration have enforced this law. I 
was under the impression that they had not; but when the Senator 
calls my attention to it I remember that there was a religious congre- 
gation in New York, Trinity Church congregation, a great church in 
New York City, a Democraticchurch, mainly. Itis the high ‘‘ mucky- 
mucky,’’ as they say out West, of the Democratic party that assemble 
at ‘l'rinity Church for prayers, and nothing would do them but to have 
an English minister, in accordance with the general tendency of this 
Democratic Administration. They desired to have ‘something En- 
glish, you know” [laughter], and they sent abroad and got an English 
minister. ‘They contracted with him before he came to this country 
as to how much should be his salary. And now let me say that the 
Democratic party did not move that prosecution. Probably itis to their 
crelit that they did not, because the law was not intended to cover 
anything of that kind. You could hardly deny to the rich and high- 
headed people that attend Trinity Church the privilege of going to 
England or anywhere else to get a preacher # they wanted todo so. 
But some man in New York who thought he had a grievance against 
the church instituted a suit and gave them a good deal of trouble, and 
finally, 1 think, got this minister fined. 

I am obliged to the Senator from Ohio for this the only instance in 
which it has been attempted to enforce this law against a poor preacher, 
and then they were unwilling prosecutors. Italians and Hungarians 
have been brought in, and aceording to the testimony produced by a 
commiifee of the House of Representatives the prosecuting attorney’s 
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attention has been repeatedly called to it, and I think the attention of 
the Attorney-General has been called to it. The public has at least 
heard of it, if the officers have not; and yet there has never been a 
single prosecution, and the only one that the Democratic Senators can 
mention when they come to defend this Administration is the case ot 
the Trinity Church preacher. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator pert 

Mr. TELLER. Iwill. If the Sena 
another case I shall be glad to hear it. 

Mr. GRAY. There might have been a great many other cases, and 
I have no doubt that whenever a case I 
of the executive officers it has been attended to; but there is one cas: 
as to which I can refresh the recollection of the Senator, a case which 
is rather conspicuous, I refer to the case occurring in the past spring, 
where the owners of fishing vessels in Gloucester were bringing down 
from Canada by the ship-load Canadian fishermen to enter ‘‘ the nursery 
of American seamen.’’ That thing was called to the attention of the 
district attorney, and prosecutions were at once commenced, and aship- 






it me to interrupt him ? 


tor from Delaware can mention 





has been brought to the attenti 


oad at leas ere rned back. "hether they got back by rail or 
load at least were turned back. Whetl hey got back by rail 
otherwise I do not know. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator say that anybody was prosecuted 


for that? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido notso understand it, Mr. President. I know 
there was an announcement, a proclamation, but I never knew that it 
went further than a proclamation. 

Mr. GRAY. People are not indicted, tried, and convicted the same 
day, as the Senator knows. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senafor from Colorado will allow me to saya 
word, Ishall be a trifle more specific about the case in my own State. 
There was a railroad chartered there and a leading Democrat of the 
State—the leading Democrat of the State—by his nearest business 
associate, undertook to build the railroad; and I have seen sworn copies 
of a dozen affidavits, I may say, in which the written contract is set 
forth by which those parties are shown to have brought Canadian 
laborers to the State of Ney Hampshire to do railroad work in com- 
petition with others who would have been glad to do it, the common 
laborers of that State, and the sworn affidavits being produced and laid 
before the district attorney and the prosecutions of the cases urged frem 
time to time, the parties complaining were never able to accomplish 
the initiation of any prosecutions whatever. That is a clear instance 
of the failure to prosecute a violation of the law. I will put those 
papers in the Recorp if I can put my hands on them: 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand the law was passed in 1883. Were 
there not some transactions involving the violation of the law under 
the administration of Mr, Arthur which were not prosecuted ? 

Mr. BLAIR. The law was passed in 1885. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; in 1885. 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Colorado 
how many prosecutions were commenced during the administration of 
President Arthur? 

Mr. TELLER. This act was passed in the last days of Mr. Arthur's 
administration. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understood the Senator to say 1883. 

Mr. TELLER. I might have said 1883, but if I did I meant 1885. 
I was not aware that there was any fisherman on the New England 
coast prosecuted; but I am not surprised, because if there were any 
prosecutions anywhere it would be of that classof people. I have yet 
to learn that there have been any convictions of those persons or any 
others. 

When the Senator interrupted me I was about to say that the testi- 
mony in New York before a committee of the House of Representa- 
tives that is over there taking testimony shows that these matters have 
been repeatedly brought to the notice of the district attorney of the 
United States, and, as the witnesses have stated, he paid no attention 
whatever to them. 

Now, Mr. President, what is the condition of this bill and what are 
the circumstances under which it comes to us? Yesterday, as the Sen- 
ate was proceeding with its business in the usual way, t»ere came in 
a bill which I learn now has never seen a committee of any body, 
of either this House or of any other. It never ran the gantlet that 
every bill runs of criticism; it has never been printed. I do not know 
that I am at liberty to say who introduced it in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. Ido not know how far I can go upon a question of that 
kind. I can state what I have seen in the public press, and I suppose 
I have a right to read what is in the REcorD, and if I have, perhaps 
I have, the right to say that this appears to have been introduced by a 
gentleman who is not a member of the committee that generally takes 
cognizance of these things, not only not a member of the committee, 
but I may say without offense to him, a gentleman that in no sense 
and under no circumstances has a right to speak for American labor. 

Without going to a committee the biil goes through the House and 
comes here. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BurTLER] said 
with great frankness that it was a political movement. I do not find 
in the Recorp that this bill was drawn in the Solicitor’s office, but I 
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The American laborer will not be fooled by that any more than he | that in his section they purchased their slaves from Maryland and Vir- 


is by the declaration made by the Senator from Mississippi over and 
over again that he and his associates represent American labor; that 
the American laborer’s interest and happiness and welfare are dearer 
to them than to us. Is there anything in the history of the Demo- 
cratic party, either North or South, which justifies that claim? I re- 
peat what I started out with early in this speech, they can not point 
to a single great thing that they have ever done for labor. 

We hear the Democrats sometimes claiming that the act of 1841 which 
gave to us the pre-emption law was a Democratic law. Itwasa Whig 
law. I have heard ignorant Democrats on the stump declare that the 
homestead law was the result of Democratic administration, when by 
the vote of a Democratic Vice-President in the Senate one homestead 
law proposed was defeated; by a veto of a Democratic President another 
homestead law was defeated, and it was only when the Republicans 
had both branches of Congress and the Executive that they were able 
to secure for the people a law which has given homes to a million men; 
which has given against Democratic votes, against Democratic influence, 
against Democratic opposition, a million of homes to American labor- 
ers. One-fifth of the farms in the United States come from a home- 
stead law passed by a Republican Congress and signed by a Republican 
President. 

How long is it since in this Chamber a distinguished member of this 
body from South Carolina declared that the mechanics of the North, 
styling them ‘‘greasy mechanics,’’ were the mud-sills of society and 
unfit to associate with the body-servants of a gentleman in South Caro- 
lina? How long is it since Calhoun in this Chamber declared that the 
proper relation between capital and labor was the relation that existed 
in South Carolina where capital owned labor? How long isit since, in 
a Democratic convention, a distinguished citizen of Georgia advocated, 


| 


| it. Why did they not want it? 


with the approbation of the convention, the opening of the slave trade, | 


that they might have cheap labor in the South? Only twenty-eight 
years have passed since that was heard with the approbation, I repeat, 
of the Democratic members of that convention from the South and of 
a great number also from the North. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I interrupt the Senator from Colorado? I hap- 
pen to have had personal connection with that convention and I heard 
everything that transpired. I was upon the committee on resolutions. 
I wish to deny that the proposition to which he refers was received 
with applause. It was more of a burlesque than anything else, and I 
never heard any person treat it in any other way except General But- 
ler, who, when he retired from the convention at Baltimore, declared 
that he was shocked at the proposition of Mr. Gaulden. General But- 
ler is the only person I ever knew who took it for granted that it was 
a serious proposition. 
one regeive it as such except General Butler, who claimed that it 
shocked his conscience. 

Mr. TELLER. The report shows not only what I have said, that 
the proposition was received with favor, but it shows that Isaiah Ryn- 
ders, a Democratic worker of the great city of New York, a Democratic 
United States marshal then, if I remember correctly, said in his place 
in that body, ‘‘ You will find plenty of sympathy for that proposition 
up in our section of the country.”’ 


Mr. President, it was not the raving of a Georgian. Does not the 


It was not a sincere proposition, nor did any | 


Senator from Ohio remember that in 1858 there was a commercial con- | 
vention at Montgomery which passed two resolutions in favor of open- | 


ing up the slave trade? 


gomery convention of 1858? Does he not remember that the most 
prominent magazine that was ever published in the South, publicly 
and openly, clear down to 1860, advocated the opening up of the slave 
trade for the avowed purpose of filling the broad West with slaves? 
Does he not remember that Henry A. Wise, in a public speech in 
Virginia, which was world-wide at the time, in expressing his dissatis- 
faction with the admission of California, declared that if they could have 


put slaves into the mines of California they would have added 100 per | 


cent, in value to every negro in Virginia? Does not the Senator know, 
and does not everybody know, that all over the South everywhere the 
public press and in public conventions the sentiment was not only in 
favor of buying men, but stealing them—that they were not satisfied 
to buy them, but they proposed to go to Africa and steal them? The 
Senator knows it, and sodoI. I was living and old enough to know, 
and I was enough a student of history to read then and not to have 
forgotten now. I know the part the Senator from Ohio played in that 
convention in 1860 as well as any man can know who was not there. 

Mr. PAYNE. As the Senator refers to me 

Mr. TELLER. Before the Senator proceeds let me say that I do not 





mean to charge that the Senator from Ohio had any sympathy with | 


those sentiments. 
party. 

Mr. PAYNE. The Senator asked me if I did not know it. 
nothing about the matter referred to occurring at Montgomery. Iwas 
not there, but I was at Charleston; and in further explanation of the 


He did not belong to that wing of the Democratic 


Does he not remember that at Memphis, in | 
1859, another commercial convention indorsed the action of the Mont- | 


| 


| 





| 


ginia, which gave the people there a very profitable business, and he 
was in favor of opening the slave trade direct, because they would get 
them a great deal cheaper. 

Mr. TELLER. I have not read that speech lately’ When that 
speech was made I was a young man. I was watching public events. 
Although then engaged in my profession I had come from the laboring 
man’s ranks. I had blistered my hands with honest toil to get my 
education, and the words that went out from that convention were 
blistered in my memory so that I shall never forget them. I said, 
‘here is the great Democratic party, in which I had been reared and 
trained, in favor of degrading the American laborer by the side of th: 
African,’’? and when General Butler rose in that convention and said 
**T propose to leave this convention, for I shall never sit in a conven- 
tion where the advocacy of the slave trade, piracy by law, shall be re 
ceived with approval,’’ he went up 100 per cent. in my estimation, and 
I have never forgotten him for that act. 

Mr. President, it was not the raving of a lunatic. When the Wan 
derer landed on the coast of Georgia the Government was not strong 
enough to punish the relative of a man since distinguished in this hody. 
The Government had not the power to punish him according to law, 
and he went scot-free. Senators on this floor from the South, if they 
did not advocate it, declared that the Government had no right to pre- 
vent it. The press everywhere in the South was in favor of the slave 
trade, because, they said, they wanted slaves to go into the new Terri- 
tories. Mr. Gaulden, who made the speech of which I spoke, in the 
convention said, ‘‘ We can not make another slave State unless we have 
free importations of Africans.’’ I do not think the Senator from Ohio 
wanted it, and Mr. Gaulden said the people of Virginia did not want 
He said it was because the people oi 
Virginia wanted to sell to the new States or the Gulf States the slaves 
they had raised. 

Does not the Senator from Ohio know, and do not all Senators know 
that when the war broke out the traffic in human flesh and human blood 
was $30,000,000 a year, and that that traffic found advocates in every 
Democratic convention that was ever held; that it found advocates in 
Democratic organs both North and South? Yet they propose to tell 
me that they are the friends of labor! When did you get this new 
light? When did you become all at once the champions of labor ? 
When did you want to elevate and lift up the laboring man? You 
proposed to put all who labored by the side of the ignorant negro and 
to make the social position of the white laborer just what the social 
position of the negro was. 

Have you forgotten the letter that Cassius M. Clay sent to our con- 
vention in 1856 at Philadelphia, where he pictured the condition of the 
white man of the South who did not own slaves? His condition was 
absolutely worse than that of the slave himself—ignorant, degraded, 
afraid and ashamed to work. ‘There can be no such thing as decent 
respect shown to labor when it is brought in contact with a class ot 
labor that it was proposed to bring it in contact with and to keep it 
there. Slaves and freemen do not work side by side. 

To-day the gentlemen on the other side are engaged in attempting 
to enslave labor in the North as much as they were in 1859 and 1560. 
The claim that you propose to open the markets of the world to ou 
laborers, to our manufacturers, for the purpose of increasing American 
labor, is but a pretense; itis not true. How can it be done? Howis 
the wages of the man who toils for his coat or a pair of shoes or a yard 
of cloth to be increased by bringing him in centact, without protec- 
tion, with all the labor of the world? You deny the right of the Gov- 
ernment to protect labor. You declare that it is against the Constitu- 
tion; and there is where we part. We say it is not only the right but 
it is the duty of the Government to protect labor. You say you can 
not do it by law. You do not propose a system of economy that will 
doit. It can not be done except by law. 

Mr. President, I do not like to refer to these old things, and yet it is 
perfectly proper when the Senator from Mississippi, who until within 


| a few years beiieved in buying labor (and who I| think to diy willnot 


stand in his place and ‘say that he thinks it is wicked for ore man t) 
own another), taunts me with not having in my heart the interests of 
the great masses of the people with whom I must have the closest af- 
finity. Is there anybody so damnably ignorant anywhere as to believe 
that labor would have been happier in this country if the rebellion had 
succeeded? Doesanybody believe that if there had been no war and the 
old conditions still existed labor anywhere would have been better fed, 
better clothed, better housed, and would have occupied a higher plane 
than it does now? Does not everybody know that the great advance- 
ment made by the laboring people of the country has been because of 
the fact that we made it impossible that they should be put by the sice 
of the degraded serf? 

Mr. President, I might mention many other things to support my 


I know | position that it was cheap labor the Democratic party wanted and it 


It is cheap labor that 
I know 


was cheap labor for which they went to war. 
they want to-day. Mr. President, I do not want cheap labor. 


matter in that convention I wish to state the reason given by the man | that cheap labor may be had from Chinamen; I know it may be had 
who made the declaration in favor of opening the slave trade. He said | from slaves, but I do not want it, and I do not intend by my vote to 
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have it. I believe that the American laborers all over this country 
sufficiently intelligent to see that free trade means cheap lal 
is al he old system which we abolished, and I do not believe that 
tl indly listen to lectures g to1 f i the other si 
t r by the Senator from Mississi} r the Senator ym Ala- | 
ba y other Senator who will stand in his place Ww, Or W 
V da ft yea igo da assert the rig of one man tooyv ind 
tr wnothe! 
I LI “-RRED 

Che bill (H. R. 9447) to restore certain money to the fund for er 

¢ a public building at the city of Detroit was read twice by its t 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter fi 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance wit 





olution of the 28th ultimo, a judgment of the Court of Clai1 n fa 
York Central and Hudson River Railroad Company; whic! 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
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ury, transmitting in compliance with a resolution of the 28th ultimo 
schedules of certain claims allowed by the several accounting office! 
of the Treasury Department; which, with the accompanying papers 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to | 
printed. 

fe also laid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of the Tre 
ury, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriations req 

by the various Departments of the Government to complete the serv 
of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior years; which, w 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropt 


ations, and ordered to be printed. 
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DEPOSITIONS OF WIT 








INT pro t ore laid before the Senate the amendm 


> 


of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 832) to provide an ad 
de of taking depositions of witnesses in causes pending 
the United States, and the request of the House for a con 
ence on the bill and amendment. 

Mr. COKE. Imove thatthe Senate agree to the request of the H: 
of Representatives for a conference on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to 

by unanimous consent, the President 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senat 


AVARTS, and Mr. GEORGE were appointed. 





MESSAGE FROM {[E HOUSE. 





m the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. &. Tow! 





its f <, announced that the House had passed the folloy 
bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
A bill (H. R. 8344) to prevent cruelty to domestic animals; 


A bill (H. R. 9268) to punish dealers and pretended dealers in count 
eit money and other fraudulent devices for using the United Stat 
y 1 
MALLS 


{ bill (H. R. 10182) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to make ] 
sons charged with erimes and offenses competent witnesses in the United 
States and Territorial courts,’’ approved March 16, 1878; 

A bill (H. R. 10919) to make valid a deed to a certain tract of la 
in Bibb County, Georgia, made and delivered by Brig. Gen. Davis 
son, acting assistant commissioner of the Freedman’s Bureau, to Samuel 
I, Gustin, his heirs and assigns; and 








\ bill (H. R. 11258) for the relief of certain persons w 


tional taxes assessed against them under the act of March 3, 187 





ANNIE GIBSON YATES 





he Senate agree tothe sa r 
PHILETUS SAWYER 

©. K. DAVIS { 
CHAS. J. FAULKNER t 
Managers on the p toft/ s t 

J. H. BANKHEAD, | 
JNO. E. HUTTON | 
Managers on the part of the H 


The report was concurred in. 


THE LOUISIANA ELECTION. ' 
Mr. PASCO. I gave notice that to-day I would call up the res 
tion of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], for the p 
pose of submitting some remarks upon it. I had intended to do so 
twice before, but I gave way to business which appeared to be mor 
pressing. I now ask unanimous consent that immediately after the | t 
conclusion of the morning hour to-morrow that resolution may be taken 


wp for the purpose I have indicated. | tl 
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He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of the Treas- | W1 
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the « ttee charge of this matter has taken much testimony 
tou the Library building, I think it had better proceed with that 
investigati And I am about to ask, Mr. Speaker, that I may be 
permitted to insert in the RECORD a sworn statement of Mr. Smith- 
meyer, made up chiefly of extracts from the record of the commission, 
which I submit as supplementary to my remarks during the debate on 
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select committee appointed some months ago; and therefore I ask my 
friend, if he thinks it better to appoint another committee, that the 
testimony already taken before the Select Committee on the Library 
should be referred to the committee that he suggests. 

Mr. BLOUNT. So much of it as relates to the object of this inquiry 
I think ought to be referred. It is a single question going to the in- 
tegrity of the members on this floor. There is nothing that deserves 
the attention of this House more highly than that. 

Mr. KELLEY. I wish my friend would pardon me for interrupting 
him there. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. KELLEY. He broadens my language to an extent that I have 
not contemplated when he makes it apply to members on this floor. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman is at no disadvantage, for I have 
read his resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I must say to the gentleman from Georgia that I 
think that he will find that the testimony taken by the select commit- 
tee, which is quite voluminous, ought to be before the committee 
which investigates the subject, as proposed by the pending resolution, 
to avoid delay of going over the same ground again. The proposed 
committee, I think, should have this testimony already taken referred 
to that committee. 

Mr, BLOUNT. I would ask my friend what there is in the resolu- 
tion, except that a certain member of this House is involved in the 
matter and the gentleman from Pennsylvania will be prepared at the 
proper time to name the man, 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Why should we not act upon it at once ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say to my friend from Georgia that this 
Library controversy is a subject that I have had in some measure 
under investigation, and I ought to know a little about it, and my 
friend from Wisconsin [ Mr. CASWELL] ought to know something about 
it, for he and I have been the only members that have been present 
when the body of the testimony was taken, so that all that will be 
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Mr. BLOUNT. If that is all, then, Mr. Speaker, I submit my 


| amendment to the House, and I now yield to the gentleman from Ay- 


| the House. 


kansas [Mr. RoGrers]. 

Mr. KELLEY. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman from Georgia has yielded to me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] se- 
cured the floor and offered an amendment, and is, of course, entitled 
to the floor on that amendment, and he now yields to the gentleman 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, to iilustrate the propriety, and the 
wisdom as well, of the resolution offered by my friend from Georgia 
[Mr. Blount], let me put the case in this way: Suppose it shall turn 
out that the member of this House who is sought to be investigated is 
a member of the special\committee now conducting the Library inves- 
tigation; we should then have the anomaly of the House of Represent- 
atives referring the subject-matter involving the conduct of a member 
of Congress to a committee of which that gentleman is a member, and 
we should have a member of this House acting upon a special com- 
mittee to investigate himself! I insist, sir, that the proposition is an 
anomalous one, such as probably never has been presented before in 
At all events, the member could not act with any degree 
of propriety or decency upon a committee which was investigating his 
own conduct. 


Mr. CRAIN. Might not the same difficulty arise in the case of the 


| appointment of a special committee, so long as the member to be in- 


necessary for him to accomplish his purpose, if he desires to have it | 


sent to another committee, will be to have it added to this resolution 
that the testimony already taken before the present committee shall 
be transferred to that. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman from Georgia permit me ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] has 
been very pleasant in his statement about me knowing all about the 
question and very modestly assumed that he knew a little about it. I 
have a very great respect for the gentleman from Indiana; but seem- 
ingly harsh speech even in him will not deter me from doing what 
seems to me a matter of duty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No word has been dropped from my lips that would 
justify the criticism that has been made by the gentleman from Georgia. 
I would not say a word that would be offensiveto him. If I have said 
any offensive word I take it all back. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Indiana has charge of this in- 
vestigation in the Library building and knows a little about it and all 
the circumstances, and he seems anxious to get at this investigation. 
Therefore | withdraw my proposition. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, I disclaim that at once. 

Mr. ROGERS, I renew it. 

Mr. HOLMAN, On the contrary, I would be very glad to have the 
whole business turned over to some other committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 
uppointe da. 


Mr. COX. I renew it. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I have no doubt, sir—and I say it in all kindness— 
that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is more thoroughly 


vestigated is not named ? 

Mr. ROGERS. In response to that, it is to be presumed that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania who offers this resolution of investiga- 
tion will advise the Speaker before the special committee is appointed 
of the name of the member proposed to be investigated, and it is to be 
presumed that the Speaker, in the organization of the special commit- 
tee, will avoid the impropriety of placing upon it the member who is 
sought to be investigated. Now, I do not know that this point can 
have any application here, but if it should turn out in the way I have 
supposed, what position would the House be in, as well as the mem- 
ber involved ? 

Mr. CRAIN. The member would have to withdraw from the com- 
mittee. That is all. 

Mr. ROGERS. Again, Mr. Speaker, if it is important that the in- 
formation already obtained by the committee which has been investi- 
gating the subject-matter of the Library should be in the possession of 
the committee making this special investigation, the Speaker, in the 
organization of the new committee, would doubtless leave off the member 
or members involved, so that the special committee would have the 


| benefit of all the information that is now in possession of the old com- 





informed in relation to this very matter than other members of the | 
| the floor. 


House. 
Mr. IOLMAN. No; I never heard an intimation of this before. 
What I have heard here is all I know of it. 
Mr. BLOUNT. 


But my friénd has said, and I have no doubt prop- | 


erly said, that with the knowledge he has of the investigation that is tak- | 


ing place, the facts in possession of his committee will have to be turned | 
| tleman from Georgia [ Mr. BLouNT]. because I am told that this inquiry 
involves some member of the House who is upon the committee of 


over to the new committee, and I take his meaning to be that this in- 
vestigation is already actually pending before his committee. There- 
fore, having had that intimation from the gentleman from Indiana 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, my friend misapprehends me. 
of this particular matter before. But I can see at once that to make 
the testimony upon this point applicable, it will be necessary for the 
cominittee which investigates the subject to go over ground which has 
been gone over already in the main in the other investigation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. » Weil, if I misapprehended my friend from Indiana, 
for whom we all have such great respect, in supposing him to mean 
that this very matter has incidentally come up before his own commit- 
tee 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend allow me to interrupt him again ? 
I meant simply to say that I can see from the reading of this paper and 
of the resolution that to reach the point involved here it would be neces- 
sary for the committee to go over the ground that has been gone over 
already by our committee. 





I never heard | 


| mittee, and at the same time the difliculty I have pointed out wolild 


be avoided. ‘Therefore, sir, as a matter of propriety and of correct ac 
tion upon the part of the House, I claim that this special committe: 
ought to be organized by the Speaker for the purpose of making this 
special investigation; and the Speaker in the exercise of his discreti 
and-wisdom will doubtless appoint a committee which will make a 
proper and thorough investigation. I now yield the floor back to the 
gentleman from Georgia, if he desires it. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker——- 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ke.ury] 


| seems to have lost his right to the floor by inadvertence, and I am not 
| disposed to take any advantage of him. 
I withdraw my request to have a select committee | 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania yielded to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Blount], and thereupon the gentleman 
from Georgiaoffered an amendment to the resolution, and was of course 
entitled to the floor to speak to hisamendment. ‘The Chair recognizes 


| the gentleman from Pennsylvania as being still in control of the reso- 


lution and will recognize him when the gentleman from Georgia yiclds 


Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] desires 
a few minutes, and I now yield to him such time us he wishes. 

Mr. COX. Only a moment. It, is very unfortunate that our Li- 
brary building, or its construction, has been postponed by this unto- 
ward business. I would favor the amendment proposed by the gen- 


which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] is chairman. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have not said so. 

Mr. COX. It does not involve the gentleman trom Indiana [ Mr. 
HoLMAN]; we all knowthat. [Laughter.] The name of the member 
it does involve is going around in the House ina gossipy way, and J 
am here to say for the man involved that he is entitled to a fair, clear, 
and complete opportunity to meet anything that may be brought 
against him. 

Ithinka special committee will do that. In the making up ofa special 
committee the Speaker will of course have in view the selection of those 
who are familiar with the subject, and will be likely to put upon the 
committee gentlemen who have already investigated matters which are 
cognate with it. I think, however, the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Indiana is worthy of consideration; J mean his suggestion that all 
the testimony already taken be transferred to the special committee 




































































which I think this House will probably organize. I therefor 
an amendment-—— 


Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman will allow me toask 1 





not think it possible that the turning over of that testimony to this « 
mittee might disclose matters not connected with this se 1 inv 
gation and which ought not to be published at this tim 

Mr. COX. So faras concerns the testimony to be tur 
special committee, if it be appoin «d— 

Mr. KELLEY If I may be allowed, I ma 
tion which will be sat ‘tory to both the mie Let 
committee be appointed, and let it be made the « of the cha 


of the existing committee to send the name and add 

ness that has been examined before that committee to the cha 
the new committee. This would give a clue to the sources of th 
dence and to the people who are familiar with the business of this « 


struction, while it would leave the new committee free to examir 


own witnesses. The examinations of the con I 
have gone on practically in private. An i! 
highest pr vilege of the House, because involvil 





tegrity of a member thereof in 
he party accused should be permit 


and if need be the party making the arrai 





open, 
i 





gnm 
conduct the investigation or name a competent person to do so 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Willthe gentleman trom Pennsylvania 
to me a moment? 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] ha 
floor. 

Mr. COX. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. Hol 
if I have the right to do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the first intimation I had that 
gentleman connected with the committee was involved in any dé 
in the resolution offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

Mr. KELLEY. I beg the gentleman to believe that I have n 


no such suggestion. 


Mr. HOLMAN. It is made at any rate by the gentleman from N 
York; and it is the first intimation I have had on that subject, beyo 


what has been whispered around the House during the last t 
minutes. Under these circumstances, I can see myself the prop 
of appointing another committee; and I think that course on 
pursued. 

I wish to suggest, however, that the testimony already taken, in o1 
to be valuable, must be connected with this inquiry. I think t 










i 
will be no embarrassment whatever in making this resolution a 
broader, so as to embrace the provisions of the original resolutions u1 
which the existing committee was appointed, making both subje 
matter of inquiry, and adopting also an amendment transferring to t 
new committee the testimony heretofore taken, as the inquiry 
cover, to a large extent, the same ground. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Is not your committee now invest 
ing this man Smithmeyer in connection with charges of improper « 
duct on his part? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It investigating the general subject 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. The impression in this House an 


} 





many members is that this man Smithmeyer has been charged wit 


improper conduct in regard to certain contracts—cement contracts 
other contracts—and that your committee is now investigating ] 
connection with that matter. Are you not 
Mr. HOLMAN. The subject embraces that, undoubtedly. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Then the investigation now p1 
would not involve a stoppage of the investigation now goi 


> i 


committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No: but let me suggest 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. The gentleman will pardon me. 

I wanted to get at is that this man Smithmeyer shall not escapx 
investigation by raising a charge of this kind that one of the me1 
has been following him up. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is manifest, as my friend from Missouri 
concede, that if a member of the committee is involved in any ch 
of improper conduct, he ought not to act on the committee. 

Mr, O’NEILL, of Missouri. Certainly not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No matter who might be on the committee, a n 
ber under any charge of improper conduct of course should not be on 
committee. So that you would have to reorganize the committe 
any event. Therefore I think this whole matter should be transf 
to another committee as proposed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Coz 
the floor. : 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from Tennessee 
sires to ask a question. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Ithinkit due tothe House and the co 
as well as to every individual member, thatthe gentleman from 
sylvania should name the member referred to in his resolutior I 
him to name that member. 

Mr. KELLEY. When the House shall have taken action, when 
committee shall have been appointed, and I shall have received not 
when and where to meet it, I will make known the name of the per 
to whom I allude in that resolution—not until then. 
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en La third t ing en sed, it was: 

il it it i 

[ \N mo te vote by which the bill was 
pa 1 l » mi 1 that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
ta 

I ( vas agreed to. 

RDER O I SIN ESS 

Mr. McCREARY. I demand the regular order. 

R BRUMM I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. T rentleman will state it. 
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Mr. OATES. I will ask 
the fact as well as I could. 
The report (by Mr. OATES) was read, as follows: 


that the report be read. It is very short, 


and it states 


The ¢ nittee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (S, 832) to 
provide an additional mode of taking depositions of witnesses in causes pend- 
ing in the courts of the United States, having had the same under consideration, 
report 

The main purpose of the bill is to invest the district and circuit courts of the 
United States with the discretion of making rules for the taking of depositions 


of witnesses in causes at law pending in their respective courts independent of 
the method prescribed by the United States statutes, and the latter part of the | 
bill, which prescribes that these rules, as near as may be, shall conform to the 
laws of the States in which such courts are held, is merely directory and not 
obligatory 1 other words, if enacted into law its only effect would be to invest 
the courts with power and authority, in their discretion,to make whatever rules 
they deem proper for the taking of depositions of witnesses in cases at law It 
follows, thatunder its provisions two district courts in the same State might 


have different rules, or a districtanda circuit court held atthe same place might 
have different rules touching the same subject-matter, which might produce 
great confusion, uncertainty, and inconvenience. 

Your committee therefore recommend that said bill be amended by striking 
out all after the enacting clause, and inserting the following 

Phat in addition to the mode of taking depositions of witnesses in causes 
pending at law or in equity in the district and circuit courts of the United States, 
it shall be lawful to take the depositions or testimony of witnesses in the mode 
prescribed by the laws of the State in which the courts are held.’ 

And thus amended your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. OATES. The report explains the necessity for the passage of 
this bill and for the amendments submitted. It points out the objec- 
tion to the bill as passed by the Senate, and I ask that the bill be put 
on its third reading and passage. 

The amendment of the committee was adopted. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I wanted to ask the gentleman in charge of 
the bill if the object of this substitute is to secure uniformity in taking 
testimony. 

Mr. OATES. 
mode, 

‘The bill as amended was ordered toa third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. OATES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. OATES. .I think it would be proper to ask a conference with 
the Senate on this matter, because the House passed a bill similar to 
this before and there is a manifest disagreement. I will therefore 
inquire if it is in order to ask aconference with theSenate. This is an 
amendment of their bill by striking out all after the enacting clause. 
It will come to that in the end, and that is the reason why I ask the 
committee on conference now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama asks that 
the House insist upon its amendment to the Senate bill and request 
a conference with the Senate. If there be no objection, the conferees 
will be appointed during the day. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

REFUND OF ADDITIONAL TOBACCO TAX. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I call up the bill (H. R. 11258) for the relief 
of certain persons who paid additional taxes assessed against them 
under the act of March 3, 1875. This bill has been upon the Calen- 
dar, and I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole be 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and that it be 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. I will state 
it is a very short bill. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary ofthe Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, within 
two years after the appgoval of this act,to pay to any persons who may present 
their claims to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue such sums of money, re- 
spectively, as they shall show to said Commissioner to have been severally 
paid by them, or the persons whom they legally represent, as an additional tax 


on tobaceo, cigars, or cigarettes, which they sold or removed for sale or con- 
sumption, on the 3d day of March, 1875... 


Mr. CULBERSON. I yield the floor to the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON }. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 
report. 

The report (by Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina) is as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11039) 
for the relief of certain persons who paid additional taxes assessed against them 
under the act of March 3, 1875, submit the following report: 

An act of Congress of March 3, 1875, increased the internal-revenue tax on to- 
baceo from 20 cents to 24 cents per pound. The lawcontained the express pro- 
viso that it ‘shall not apply to tobacco on which the tax under existing laws 
shall have been paid when this act takes effect.” A great many persons pur- 
chased stamps to pay all the taxes which had accrued on their tobacco, cigars, 
and cigarettes, but did not affix the stamps to the same until March 3, 1875. 
The Commissioner of Internal Revenue ruled that there were no fractions of a 
day and that the stamps must have been affixed at or before midnight of March 
2. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue estimates the amount of tax to be re- 
funded, in case this bill becomes a law, at not exceeding $100,000, and he sug- 
gests certain chavges in the bill which have been concurred in by the commit- 
tee. In accordance therewith the committee recommend the adoption of the 
accompanying substitute and that the original bill (H. R. 11039) do lie upon the 
table. 


[Mr. HenNpERSON, of North Carolina, withholds his remarks for re- 
vision. See APPENDIX. ] 


It is to secure uniformity and provide an additional 


I ask for the reading of the 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SAMUEL I. GUSTIN. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I call up bill H. R. 10919, to make valid a deed 
to a certain tract of land in Bibb County, Georgia, made and delivered 
by Brig. Gen. Davis Tilson, acting assistant commi :sioner of the Freed 
men’s Bureau, to Samuel J. Gustin, his heirs and assigns, and I as 
unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill, and that it be considered in the House as in Committee of the 


i 
} 
NK 


| Whole. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be itenacted, etc., That the titleconveyed by deed from Davis Tilson, brigadier- 
general of volunteers and acting assistant commissioner of the Freedmen’s 
Bureau, on the 27th day of April, 1866, to Samuel I. Gustin, of the county of 
Bibb, State of Georgia, to 4acres 1 rod and 10 perches of land situated in said 
county and State, being a part of the 20-acre lot number 8 in the Macon re- 
serve, west of the Ocmulgee River, and farther known as a part of that portion 
of said lot which H, I. Peters and Jacob Russell deeded to Samuel P. Moore in 
his capacity of surgeon-general of the Confederate States, is hereby contirmed 
to,and whatever right or interest which the United States may be supposed to 
have in said described tract of land is hereby granted and released to the said 
Samuel I. Gustin, his heirs or assigns. 

Sec. 2. That all laws and parts of laws militating : 
saine are hereby, repealed. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield now tothe gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
STEWART]. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to explain very 
briefly the object of this bill. During the existence of the Confederate 
government, it purchased a tract of land in Bibb County for the pur- 
poses of an arsenal. After the close of the war the property was taken 
charge of by the Freedmen’s Bureau, and later General Tilson, who 
was acting assistant commissioner of the Freedmen’s Bureau, made a 
deed of the property to Mr. Gustin. The question has arisen as to the 
authority of General Tilson to make that deed. The Government has 
the money which was paid for the property, and the present owners 
simply desire to have the deed made by General Tilson validated by 
this act. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read @ third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


rainst this act be, and the 





CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURT AT JOHNSON CITY, TENN. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I now call up a bill (H. R. 11087) to establish 
a circuit and district court at Johnson City, Tenn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That bill, the Chair is informed, is 
upon the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It ought to be upon the House Calendar, and | 
now ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill, and that it be considered in the House as in committee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That a term of the circuit court and of the district court for 
the eastern district of Tennessee shall be held at Johnson City, in said State, in 
each year, on the first Mondays of May and November after the passage of this 
act. That the said courts shall be known as the mountain division of the east 
ern district of Tennessee, and shall consist of the following counties, to wit: 
Johnson, Carter, Unicoi, Sullivan, Washington, Greene, Hawkins, and Ilan- 
cock; but no additional clerk or marshal shall be appointed in said district. 
That said courts shall be held by the circuit and district judges now assigned to 
hold the courts of the eastern district of Tennessee. 

Sec.2. That the clerks of the circuit and district courts of the eastern district 
of Tennessee, and the marshal and district attorney for said district, sia!! per- 
form the duties pertaining to their offices, respectively, for said courts; and the 
said clerks and marshals shall each appoint a deputy to reside and keep their 
offices in the said Johnson City, and who shall, in the absence of their princi- 
pals, do and perform ali the duties appertaining to their offices, respectively. 

Sec. 3. That all suits not of a local nature in the circuit and district courts 
against a single defendant, inhabitant of said State, must be brought in the di- 
vision of the district where he resides; but if there are two or more defendanis 
residing in different divisions of the district such suits may be brought in either 
division. All issues of fact in said suit shall be tried at a term of the court held 
in the division where the suit is so brought. 

Sec. 4. That all prosecutions for crimes or offenses heretofore committed in 
any of the counties composing said mountain division shall be tried at Knox- 
ville, as now provided; but all crimes or offenses hereafter committed in any 
of the counties composing said mountain division shall be cognizable within 
said mountain division. ‘That all grand and petit jurors summoned to attend 
for service in said division shall be residents of the same. 

Sec. 5. That all cases of removal of suits from the courts of the State of Ten- 
nessee to the courts of the United States in the eastern district of Tennessee 
such removal shall be to the United States court in the division in which the 
county is situated from which the removal is made, and the time within which 
the removal shall be perfected, in so far as it refers to or is regulated by the 
terms of the United States courts, shall be deemed to refer to the terms of the 
United States courts in such division. That each of said courts shall be held in 
a building to be provided for that purpose by the State or municipal authorities, 
and without expense to the United States, , 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. In order to save the time of the House I will 
say it will be unnecessary to read the statement accompanying the rr 
port, as it has already been printed in the Recorp. I ask that 


printed in the RecorD to accompany the report. 











There was no objection, and it was ordered ace: gly. 
The statement is as follows: 
STATEMENT OF HOUSE CONFER $3 ON H 10234 








The managers on the part of the House of the 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H, R. 10254) 
making appropriations for the support of the y f fiscal year end 
June 3), 1889, and for other purposes, submit the following written statemen 
in explanation of the effect of the action recommended on the Senate amend- 
ments as compared with the bill as it passed the House: 

On amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, and 4: Limits the pay and traveling ex- 
penses of contract surgeons, hospital matrons, and vete rinary surgeons to not 
exceeding 50, 160, and 14 in number, respectively, and reduces the gppropria- 
tion therefor from $100,000, as provided by the House, to $85,000. 

On amendment numbered 5: Limits the number of paymasters’ messengers 
to not exceeding thirty. 

On amendment numbered 6: Restores the House provision for payment of a 
clerk attendant on the collection and classifica itary information from 
abroad, $1,500, and authorizes the oflicers detailed to obtain the same to receive 
mileage and transportation and commutation of quarters while on this duty. 

On amendments numbered 7, 8, and 9: Limits the mileage to officers when 
traveling on duty without troops to cases where authorized by law only, and 
to the shortest usually-traveled routes, and makes the appropriation $150,000 
instead of $100,000, as provided by the House. 

On amendments numbered 10 and 11: Provides for limiting the transportac 
tion to be furnished by the Quartermaster’s Department to officers traveling 
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TREATY. 
Mr. McCREARY. Icall up the bill which 
this time, and I ask that it be read: 
The Clerk read as tollows 


FISHERIES 


E is the special order for 
1 
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by the two governments, and which added greatly to the privileges of 
our fishermen in British American ports, was rejected by the unani- 


| mous vote of the Republican Senators, without any effort to recast or 


An | 


amend it. 
While the motive that prompted this action may not be properly un 


| derstood, it was equivalent to giving notice to the President and to the 


country that no treaty which could be negotiated in regard to Canadian 
troubles would be deemed sufficient by them, and that the time for 
treaty negotiations had passed and retaliation must commence. 

There is nothing left the President now but retaliation. But this is 
no new issue. ‘The policy he now proposes is substantially the policy 
decided on by him a year.and a half ago, and which was practically in 


| dorsed by Congress when the act of March 3, 1887, was passed. 


A bill to empower the President to carry out the purposes of an «ct entitled 

act to authorize the President of the United States to protect ana Jefend the 

rights of American fishing vessels, American fishermen, American trading and 

other vessels in certain cases, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 3, 1887. 

Be it enacted, etc,, That whenever the President may deem it his duty to exer- 
cise any of the powers given to him by an act entitled “‘An act to authorize the 
Pres nt of the United States to protect and defend the rights of American fish 
ing vessels, American fishermen, American trading and other vesselsin certain 
cnse ind for other purpose approved March 2, 1887, itshall be lawful forthe 
President, in his diseretion, by proclamat on to that effect, tosuspend, in whole 
or in part, the transportation across the territory of the United States,in bond 
and thout the payment of duty, of goods, wares id merchandise imported 
or exported any foreign country from or tothe British dominionsin North | 
America 

SI 2. That whenever the President shall be satisfied that there is any dis 
crimination whatever in the use of the Welland Canal, the St. Lawrence River 
Canals, the Chambly Canal, or either of them, whether by tolls, drawbacks, 
refund of tolls, or otherwise, which is, or may be, detrimental to the interests 
of the United States, or any of its citizens, it shall be lawful for the President, 
in his discretion, to issue a proclamation to that effect, whereupon there shall 
be « lected a toll of 20 cents aton upon every foreign vesse! and her cargo 
passing through either the Sault Ste. Marie Canal or the St. Clair Flats Canal; 
uid the Secretary of the Treasury may authorize and direct any of the customs 
offi to collect the tolls levied under this act, or the President may, in his 
dis when he is satisfied there is any such discrimination, prohibit the 
use of said canals to any such foreign vessel. The President, when satisfied 


eased 


may issue his proclamation to that effect, 


that such discrimination has c 
li s authorized by this act shall no longer be 


retion, where ] 


ipon the toll 


collected, and said prohibition, if ordered, shall cease. 
SEE Phat the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to make any regula- 
tions needful to carry this act into effect. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 
sidered to-day and to-morrow. After that I understand the appropria- 
tion bill will be pressed on Friday and Saturday and taking up all the 
week. And I wish to state to the friends of the Oklahoma bill it will 
be iuipossible to reach it before Tuesday next, when I will call it up. 

Mr. HOOKER. I give the gentleman notice we will not take it up 
during his absence. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, the measure which has just been 
called up for our consideration is one in which I, in common with all 
members upon this floor, take a very deep interest. I do so particu- 
larly because during the last Congress I introduced and reported to 
the House a bill of similar purport, which was adopted by the House 
with but a single dissenting voice. 

When the message of the President of the United States was received 
I was absent; and the Committee on Foreign Affairs very properly, in 
the discharge of its duty, at once proceeded upon the consideration ot 
the message and the preparation of a report to the House. Upon my 
return I thought it but right and proper that the special committee 
having this matter in charge should report it to the House; and I re- 
quested my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. McCrEeARY], so to do, knowing that the bill would thus be in 
excellent hands. I shall take occasion during the course of the debate 
to give my most hearty co-operation in securing a speedy passage of the 
bill by the House. ° 

[ deem this statement due to the House and to myself in comnection 
with the matter. [Applause. ] 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, the message of the President, sent to 
the Congress of the United States on the 23d day of August, 1888, places 


the Administration in a firm and courageous attitude on the fisheries | 


controversy with Great Britain. Itis dignified, resolute, and courteous, 
and presents a course ofaction for our Government that is worthy of the 
approval and support of the American people. 

While it may have caused some persons to sulk like Achilles, and 
others, like Thersites, to indulge in vituperation and abuse, the general 
sentiment of the public is that the President should be upheld in his 
efforts to preserve the honor and dignity of oarcountry, and protect and 
maintain the rights and interests of the people. 

This message and the tariff message of President Cleveland should 
be recorded together in the history of our country. One seeks to re- 
duce taxes and lighten the burdens of the people. The other seeks to 
muintain the rights and the dignity of American citizens, and both will 
be remembered forever. 

Prompted by a patriotic purpose and a desire to settle all disputed 
questions, he opened negotiations and concluded a treaty with Great 
britain, as was his constitutional privilege and duty, and submitted it 
to the United States Senate on the 20th day of February, 1888, for 
ratification. 

This was the proper course. The course which intelligent and en- 
lightened opinion everywhere sustains. 

If the President had resorted to retaliatory measures against Cana- 
dian citizens, under the act of March 3, 1887, without having attempted 
negotiations with Great Britain, he would have been criticised, per- 
haps censured, for having failed to make proper efforts for a settlement 
with Great Britain through the treaty-making power. 

‘rhe treaty, so carefully prepared by able and accomplished gentlemen 
under the direction and authority of the President, which provided for 
a settlement of all disputed questions that have been under discussion 


Without giving the details of all the negotiations between the United 
States and Great Britain in the past, it is proper to a satisfactory un- 
derstanding of the questions involved that a brief reference should be 
made to treaties ratified by the two governments. There have been 
twenty-five t eaties made bet: veen the United States and Great Britain, 
as follows: 

1783—Treaty of independence. 

1794—Commercial treaty. 

1796—Treaty explaining a provision of treaty of 1784. 

1798—Treaty explaining fifth article of treaty of 1784. 

1802—Thomas Jefferson madeatreaty with England explaining treaty 


| of 1794, and annulled one article of it. 


1814—Treaty of peace, negotiated on the part of the United States 


by Henry Clay, Jonathan Russell, Albert Gallatin, John Quincy Adams, 


I find the bill under consideration will be con- | 


| coasts of British North America. 


and J. A. Bayard. 

1815—Treaty of commerce. 

1817—Treaty in relation to the naval forces to be placed on the Great 
Lakes, Ontario, Erie, ete. 

1818—Fisheries treaty, negotiated by Mr. Gallatin and Mr. Rush. 

1826—Treaty in regard to the award of the Emperor of Russia about 
slaves. 

1827—Treaty about Oregon. 

1827—Second treaty, continuing in force for ten years longer the 
commercial treaty of 1815. 

1827—Third treaty, relating to the northeastern boundary. 

1842—Treaty relating to the northern boundary and to the St. Law- 
rence, St. John, and Detroit Rivers. 

1846—Treaty settling the boundary of Oregon, negotiated by James 
Buchanan. 

1850—Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 

1853—Treaty for settlement of claims. 

1854—Reciprocity treaty with Canada. 

1854—Second treaty, extending the duration of a commission pre- 
viously provided for. 

1862—Treaty relating to the suppression of African slave-trade. 

1863—Treaty adding another article to the slave-trade treaty of 1862. 

1863—Second treaty, to settle claims of Hudson Bay and Puget 
Sound Agricultural Company against the United States. 

1870—Treaty relating to the African slave-trade. 

1871, May 5—Treaty in regard to naturalization. 

1871, July 4—Treaty for the settlement of the Alabama claims, the 
fisheries, reciprocity, and the boundary line between the United States 
and British Provinces. 

1888—Treaty transmitted to the United States Senate February 20, 
1888, and rejected by the Senate. 

I only propose to discuss the treaties of 1783, 1818, 1854, and 1871, 
for these are the only treaties made between the United States and 


| Great Britain which bear upon the questions under consideration. 


Before the revolution of 1776 the inhabitants of all the British colo- 
nies in North America possessed the common right of fishing on all the 
At the end of the revolution the 
treaty of peace, made in 1 defined the area of American fisheries 
and fixed the boundaries between the British provinces and the United 
States. 

Its third article declared: 

It is agreed that the people of the United States shall continue to enjoy un- 
molested the right to take fish of every kind on the Grand Bank and on all the 
other banks of Newfoundland; also in the Gulf of St. Lawrence, and at all 
other places in the sea where the inhabitants of both countries used at any time 
heretofore to fish, and also that the inhabitants of the United States shall have 
liberty to take fish of every kind on such part of the coast of Newfoundland as 
British fishermen shall use (but not to dry or cure the same on that island), and 
also on the coasts, bays, and creeks of all other of His Britannic Majesty’s do- 
minions in America, 

The rights and liberties thus set forth, continued down to the war 
of 1812 and to the treaty of peace negotiated at Ghent, which closed 
the war on the 24th day of December, 1814, between the United States 
and Great Britain. 

This treaty of peace provided: 

First. For a restoration to each party of all countries, territories, 
etc., taken by either party during the war, without delay, saving some 
questions of islands in the Bay of Passamaquoddy. 

Second. It provided for disposition of prizes and prisoners of war. 

Third. It provided for questions of boundary and dominion regard- 
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of its citizens, to direct the collection of tolls upon every foreign ves- 
el and her cargo passing through either of said canals, or in his discre- 
tion to prohibit the use of said canals by any such foreign vessel. 
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There are importan 1e treaty of 1871 in regard to 
navigation rights, boundary lines, etc., about which no complaint 
made, and which our Government may wish to remain unabrogated. 
The President in his message makes a just and proper distinctio1 
and declares that Article X XIX of the treaty of 1871 terminated Jul: 
1, 1885, when the fisheries articles terminated, but he also says: 
Without basing our complaint upon a violation of treaty obligations, 
nevertheless true that such refusal of transit and the other injurious acts wl i 
have been recited constitute a provoking insistence upon rights neither 
gated by the amenities of national intercourse, nor modified by the recog: 
of our liberality and generous considerations. 
I think it is clear that A 
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good judgment of the Canadian authorities and of the English authori. 
ties will again be manifested and all difficulties arranged without re 
sort to anything that will break up the cordial relations which have 
existed for so many years between the United States and Great Britain. 

Let the result be as it will, I believe the President will be supported 
by the people of the United States, regardless of party, in his efforts 
to exercise such authority as may be granted to him by Congress. 
There will be no division on sectional lines, but men of the South and 
men of the North will stand shoulder to shoulder, in solid phalanx, 
to defend American rights and American honor. [Loud continued ap- 


plause. | 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 
pired. 


Mr. McCREARY. I was about to suggest thatif I had any further 
time I would reserve it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has exceeded his time 
by three minutes; and if there be no objection, the Chair will recog- 
nize the gentleman from Illinois for the same length of time in addi- 
tion to his hour. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, this new retaliation bill and the message 
with which it was sent here deserve comment, or Iwould not detain the 
House from voting by any remarks of mine. The circumstances at- 
tending it and the peculiar character of the message that the bill ac- 
companied were a surprise to the House. The message was received 
with partisan applause on the Democratic side of the House, the first 
word uttered’ about it being from the irrepressible and enthusiastic 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O’ NEILL], whocried out it was a ‘‘ good 
campaign document.’’ [Laughter.] The description sticks to it in 
the public mind. 

Presidents’ messages sent to Congress are usually state papers, and 
Iam not willing to accept that declaration even of his political friend, 
and the imputation that all this is a mere electioneering device. The 
President in this message takes a new position that to every one of us 
was gratifying in that it admits we were right—all of us who have 
urged retaliation before—and in that it admits his great mistake in 
abandoning the rights of our fishermen in his late unlamented treaty. 

We have been humbled of late. OurChief Magistrate sentin a treaty 
which he called a ‘‘just, honorable, and satisfactory settlement,’’ and 
in it the rights of American fishermen contended for and firmly claimed 
for many years were given up and tobe purchased as privileges. Now 
he sends a message, and with it comes a bill to empower him to retali- 
ate for the violation of rights not taken care of in that which he said 
was just settlement, but in that just settlement were excluded. He 
has found out that he was wrong and we were right. 

Who can forget the resounding terms with which this Administra- 
tion two years ago vindicated in words the rights, the incontestable 
rights, of American fishermen which we have ciaimed for some fifty 
years? And these rights, commercial rights, extended by us to British 
subjects in all our ports, and claimed by us in theirs, were utterly aban- 
doned in that treaty which the gentleman from Kentucky has just been 
eulogizing, as did the President, who called it just, honorable, and satis- 
factory. 

These commercial rights, so stoutly, and I believe so truthfully and 
logically, contended for in 1886 by the Secretary of State, by Minister 
Phelps, the voice of our people speaking officially, are not recognized, 
set out, and protected in the Chamberlain treaty at all. They are rele- 
gated to the fifteenth article, near the end, and among them the right 
to transship fish. Itis there agreed that these rights may be purchased 
by us hereafter as privileges by giving up to Canadians the whole 
amount of what they pay now as duties upon their fish sent into the 
United States. When the President has discovered, as it is evident he 
has, how greatly and how grievously he was mistaken as to the rights 
of American fishermen, because here he asks us for authority to retali- 
ate for the violation of one of those very rights so mistakenly aban- 
doned last February, I do not feel like interposing opposition. 

We might say in response to his request for power to retaliate that he 
has already abundant powers, and we would like them tried. 

The Congress has conferred upon him Gace and again in great and 
liberal measure authority to vindicate our wronged fishermen on the 
northeast coast. He can exclude Canadian ships, fish, products, or 
any goods coming from Canada. He asks an enlargement on one side 
of one of the powers contained in that act of 1887; he wishes power to 
stop goods going through to Canada. Congress there conferred upon 
him powers—with a wide discretion as to how he might apply them, 
revoke in part or in whole or renew—to retaliate for the offenses com- 
mitted by the Canadian fishermen upon our fishermen, graduating all, 
in kind, in degree, rising higher and higher, He may retaliate by first 
excluding their vessels, not merely fishing ships, but all vessels from 
Canada—their steam-ship lines, their trading vessels, their fishing ves- 
sels—all. Second, he may deny entrance to Canadian fish. Third, he 
may exclude or deny entrance to any other product of the Dominion of 
Canada. 

Then come the sweeping words “or other goods coming from the 
Dominion of Canada.’’ We thought when we discussed and passed 
the act of 1887 that we could not touch the bonded transit system, nor 
interrupt it in anyway in our proposed retaliation; but that the treaty 
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of 1871, in its twenty-ninth article, protected the right of both Ameri- 
cans and Canadians to send goods in bond across the other’s territory 
without paying duty. That was all that stood in the way of his ex- 
cluding all goods coming from Canada; he could not stop those bonded 
in transit. But the President now says, in his new fishery message, 
that twenty-ninth article is abrogated, and the gentleman who has 
just taken his seat says it is ‘‘dead.’’ There is nothing, then, to pre- 
vent him from stopping goods coming from Canada, even though by 
the bonded system, if they only come from Canada to the United States 
to go through our country, and the extension of power asked is to sub- 
stantially authorize the arrest of the whole bonded-transit system both 
ways. This would of course authorize the President to stop the entry 
of goods coming by way of our ports and going to Canada as provided 
for by the act of 1866, which the gentleman has read in extenso. 

lor vindicating the rights of our fishermen many members perhaps 
think this is not a necessary power at all; and many think he has 
abundant power already, and that this is like his request for power to 
buy bonds when he had abundant power. But there is a difference be 
tween that case and this. That was a mere pretense of want of power 
for a purpose, and we could readily refuse such a request when the 
pretense was brought out, the politics in it exposed. This is a ques- 
tion not of business policy, but of the rights of American citizens. The 
President asks for an additional power for their protection by retalia- 
tion. We have indicated to him long ago that he ought to retaliate. 
He has done nothing. If we refuse this request may it not be held to 
mean that we exonerate him for his failures and intimate that he need 
With him lies the vast respon- 
sibility of his acts. Heis President. Iam unwiiling torefuse a power 
asked to protect such rights. I know there are reasons for distrust, 
for refusing additional authority, and still further extension of his 
powers of retaliation. But I do not accept as a basis of my own ac- 
tion the theory of the gentleman who called this a ‘‘ campaign docu- 
ment.’’ Thatis sounding a depth we have never yet reached in Amer- 
ican politics. We must still consider it as a President’s message. 

The gentleman from Kentucky, with a felicity characteristic of his 
expressions, rich in what they imply or suggest, in eulogizing it classed 
this fishery message with the message of last December, sometimes 
known as the ‘‘free-trade message.’’ It was an apt combination; the 
fishery troubles and free-trade—how can they be used to aid it?—and 
the treatment of tle fishery question and the tendency towards free- 
trade that distinguish the Administration have gone hand in hand 
since the day of the inauguration. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

How did the Administration begin this curious business—this long 
play of one interest to forward a pet theory? In 1883 this House and 
the Senate, by a joint resolution, had provided for the termination in 
July, 1885, 'of the fishery articles of the treaty of 1871, which the gentle- 
man has cited, and that termination was to take place in a few months, 
when the present Administration came into office. 

Everybody interested, the fishermenand all others, had been notified 
for two years. All were prepared for it, and all the fishermen of the 
United States were impatiently waiting for the last day of the arrange- 
ment which had proven to be so greatly to their disadvantage. They 
did not ask and did not want any interference in their behalf to pro- 
long it. It was only eight days after the beginning of this reform Ad- 
ministration when a discussion was commenced with the British min- 
ister for the renewal of the arrangement, the news of which filled the 
Canadians with joy and the American fishermen withdismay. It was 
to provide that our fishermen should still enjoy the inshore fisheries of 
Canada, which they did not want; and although the Administration or 
the Executive could not suspend the tariff laws and give the Canadians 
free trade in fish at once, he could take the first step towards that end; 
and accordingly a promise was made to the British minister that the 
President would recommend to Congress the appointment of a commis- 
sion to take up the subject of the fisheries, and the commission, he was 
assured, would go on and consider the enlargement of trade—in other 
words, free trade in fish. 

The President kept his word. He sent in a message that recom- 
mended a commission. I remember it well. He urged upon this 
House to proceed in that line and authorize a commission. Now, the 
House, though Democratic and friendly to the President as far as it 
could go, would do nothing of the kind. The members knew too well 
the sentiment of the people on this subject. It was sent to the Senate 
also, and the Senate sent him back word that it disapproved of any 
such course. Thatwas adisappointment—a check. His policy—that 
same policy that is indicated by his last free-trade message, and which 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCREARY] classed together with 
this fishery message—was pursued still. The Canadians, greatly en- 
couraged by what had been done by our Government, now began a 
campaign of outrages upon our fishermen by every form of vexation 
intended to secure this free trade in fish, which they believed they 
would ultimately obtain indirectly if not directly. 

Is there any one here who can forget the indignation of every Amer- 
ican citizen during 1886 at the recital of wrongs brought daily from 
the Northeast, of ships boarded, arrested, and tied up in the Canadian 

rts, the inhumanities to which our fishermen were subjected, the in- 
sults to the American flag? ‘The story is a burning one of wrongs un< 
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at much length the question of the abrogation at present of the twenty- 
ninth article he treaty of 1871, providing for reciprocal transit in 
bond ac the United States and across Canada. I do not think it 
necessa » assent or answer. The President in his message tells 
us that in notice was given to our representatives that this right 
of ti hipment in } 1 would be denied to us. That denial to us 
wo re sof ¢ tion to Canada. I have tried to get a copy 
of tl ! I have asked our amiable acting chairman of the Com- | 
mitt foreign Affairs |Mr. MCCREARY ], as the organ of the com- 
mittee, if he would procure it from the State Department, where--— 

M BELMONT, The gentleman will permit me, The notice 1 

I to n the case which undoubtedly is familiar to my colleague 
on t col ttee, the case of the Novelty, which has been—— 

Mr. HIT’ I am familiar with the case of the Novelty; but the 
remark of President in his message is that ‘‘in 1886 notice was | 
rece | by the representatives of our Government,’’ and he uses the 
word in a way which would lead us to accept it as meaning formal and 

) 1 no om one government to another, given in 1886 to our 
representatives Why, sir, the story of the Novelty is a statement 
made by the ecretary of State, in a dispatch to Minister West, that 
the « 11 at Halifax told him that the collector of customs told him 
that they would not allow transshipment in bond. That is the ‘‘ no- 

Mr. BELMONT. The gentleman recognizes that is sufficient notice. 

Mr. HIT] I have not complained of that. 

\ BELMONT. The American consul at Halifax received notice 
certain privileges had been withdrawn. 

Mr. HITT. Iam aware of what the gentleman is stating. 

Mr. BELMONT, Privileges which had been up to that time granted 
nuder Canadian laws. 

Mr. HITT. That does not appear in the dispatches. 

BELMONT. ‘The gentleman will acknowledge that would be 
itl t notice? 

Mr. HITT. I have read the dispatch to which the gentleman refers, 

it appears that Mr. West is informed that Mr. Bayard is in- 
formed t Mr. Phelan is informed by a collector of customs at that 
office that they would not allow any farther shipments in bond. 

M ELMONT. lIask the gentleman if he does or does not con- 

ler the noti ufficient? 

Mr. HITT. Iam not questioning the truth of this or the validity 
of the notice. 

Mr. BELMONT. That is allI wish to know, and I am perfectly 

i ied with the answer of my colleague. 

Mr. HITT. No, sir; I have not questioned that. I have been try- 
ing to find out if there was anything more. I have been waiting to 
know whether there was or not any formal document. I know the 
President would not have made such a statement unless it was true. 
H tatement in his message that there was a notice is sufficient. 


hat notice that the reciprocal obligation on the side of the British 
to permit shipment in bond would no longer be observed released us 
bserving it. I think that is the end of that question, 


irom of 
ithout trying to prove that Article X XIX died in some secret way 


unknown to either nation three years ago, because it said ‘‘for the 
t ntioned in Article X XXIII,” and Article XX XIII said that 
Art XVIII to XXV and XXX should stand ten years and farther 
till one of the parties gave two years’ notice, and notice was given and 
ended XVIII to XXV and XXX, and XXIX must have died with 
thei 

I have en no need of going into the humiliation of an argument 
concerning the force of Article X XTX, based on references and cross- 
references, and forced meanings of words, as if I were trying to get a 
thief out of trouble on a flaw in an indictment, picking out a refer- 
ence from one article of the treaty and then picking out something else 
from another article of the treaty, and so on, trying to infer from them 
when pieced together that it could be considered as then terminated, 
when no one knew it. 


It may be 


has 


a plausible and ingenious legal argument as the President 
ade it in his message. I willhot examine it; I will not be drawn 


into it. Sir, in dealings between two great nations, the leading peoples 
of the world, can we after three years have passed and we as well as 
the other side have acted daily and are now acting on the twenty-ninth 
article, can we in good faith undo it in a moment without a word and 

iy it has been void for years? The notice received in 1886 that they 
would not observe it on the other side released us at once from the 
ob] ) observe it, though that did not terminate the article. 





resident considered that a full notice in 1886, why did he 


not act then and inform the British Government that their refusal of 
tra pment would be met by refusal on our part? I regret that he 
ha ited so long without acting either on the retaliation measure 


we placed in his hands, or on the notice from the other side that gave 
him the opportunity for acting. 

is something—to recur again to that twenty-ninth article— 
ut its alleged demise. I was a member of the commit- 


mys't is at 

tee that reported the joint resolution in 1883 to terminate the fishery 
articles. believe I am almost the sole survivor on the committee be- 
sides my frienc, General KETCHAM. 





In the Senate Mr. Win ni om Minnesota, | Ll raised th I 
tion and the words had been amended with that very purpose. If 
joint resolution struck at Article X XIX the House did not know i 
The Senate did not know it Pre nt Arthur did not knowit. He 
did not mention it in his proclamation; nor was if in the earlier com 
munication or notice by Mr. Lowell to the British Government. Lord 
Granville did not know it, did not so understand it, but just the con- 
trary. When he received notice of the passage of the resolution he 
called Mr. Lowell’s attention to the possible termination of the thi1 
second article of the treaty, which was concerning Newfoundland, and 
not having been carried out by Newfoundland in legislation 
to be by its terms of no effeet; and Lord Granvi asked, to | 
fectly clear, if that was also to be held to be terminated. Mr. |] 
said, ‘* You are right; but I will consult Mr. lrelinghuysen.’’ \« 
respondence ensued; Mr. Frelinghuysen e ned and approved 
Mr. Lowell had said; not a word in the correspond by Mr. } 
linghuysen or the others to intimate that Ar XX sj d 
or touched at all. 

In an interesting interview, communicated by the gentieman f 
New York [Mr. BELMONT],or what purported to be an interview, pu 
lished in the New York World of last Friday, I see astatement to the 
effect that he last year waited upon Mr.Cleveland at the time the Bel- 
mont bill was under consideration in the House, and discussed it with 
the President, who approved it, and the gentleman can correct me if the 
extract does not faithfully represent what he said; that some gentle 
from the Northwest (I assume that they were some Democrati 
bers), feeling anxious and uneasy as to the result the Belmont 
upon the people of that section by its possible « t uftic ‘ 
him in reference to the matter, and ] them 1 White H 
and discussed the bill with the President, who approved the 
bill. Now,the Belmont bill contains an express recognition of A 
XXIX. [Laughter.] So the President thought it was in force { 
provides that, ‘‘ upon proof that the privileges secured by Article X XI 
of the treaty concluded between the United States and Great | 
on May 8, 1871, are denied as to goods, etc., the President may : N 


At the time that resolution to abrogate the fishery articles was befo 


the committee the bonded transit system, under the twenty-ninth art 
cle, was considered, and it was intended to avoid touching that system 
Membe rs from the Northwest were concerned about it. 

When that resolution passed upon this floor Mr. Washburne, of Mi 


ta, asked whether there was anything which touched shipment 
bond. Mr. Rice, of Massachusetts, a veteran and eminent member 
the committee, told ti House that its terr vi framed expi 


to avoid that. 











proclamation forbid the exercis« as to a 
ete. — 

Mr, BELMONT. Will the gentleman permit me a moment to in- 
terrupt him just there, as he has referred to me? 

Mr. HITT. If the gentleman wishes me to yield for a qi on | 
will do so, but I would rather, as he is to follow me, that he will « 
plain in his own time. 

Mr. BELMONT. I think I can give a satisfactory explanation. 

Mr. HITT. I trust it will be satisfactory. 

Any one who has the REcoRD in his possession can refer to the bill 
of which I have spoken. President Cleveland thought last year th 
the twenty-ninth article was valid, and that we should observe it and 
make the other side observe it. We thought so when we framed the 
retaliation act. 

The debate then turned on that very point; and if any 
the pains to do so, although I do not know that any one has suflicient 
curiosity to read old Congressional debates of eighteen months ago, he 
will find that great care was taken to avoid any infringement of that 
article. Articles of agreement, when there is a question as to thei! 
meaning, are usually construed as between contending parties by the 
long continued conduct of the parties to the contract, and these two 
nations have plainly by their acts construed this article as a pledge of 
their mutual faith, binding upon each, and no one thought of question 
ing it until last Thursday week, when it was revealed for the first time 
from the White House. Then a revelation came that this artiele had 
died—died in the night over three years ago, the whole world un- 
conscious of the fact. I notice in the morning papers that the Cana- , 
dian ministers in recent speeches have referred to the twenty-nint 
articleof this treaty asin force. It isevident that they had not lean 
all that is known in Washington. 

Why, there isanother article with the same phraseology as the twenty- 
ninth, ‘*‘ for the term mentioned in Article XX XIII,’’ which the Presi- 
dent’s argument or diseovery would abrogate; I mean Article XXVIII 
of the sametreaty. It begins in the same words, provides for the same 
term mentioned in Article XX XIII, which provides a method for the 
termination of articles, ten years and further till two years’ notice is 
given, and yet I have not heard gentlemen claim that the rule which 
they would apply to Article XX1LX should determine the existence of 
Article XXVIII as well. 

Now, the twenty-eighth article is that which makes Lake Michigan 
free to Canadian vessels, and this afternoon at the ports of Milwaukee 
and Chicago, all along their docks are Canadian ships whose right to be 


of the like privileges 
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I have spoken long, perhaps, too long for your patience, of our rela- 
tions with Canada, and I must add that the remission of the duties 


Canadian produ ts would, I believe, be wise policy if we 


i au 

in return could secure the Canadian market. But we have always 
been most unfortunate in dealing with those statesmen, and have al- 
ways been outwitted. It has been almost all concession on our part 
litt notl cured in return [tf was so in that one-sided and 
unfortuffite treaty of 1854, called the reciprocity treaty. It was so 


in the unfortunate arrangement, called a treaty, recently negotiated by 


Sir Charles Tapper and Mr. Chamberlain, where we yielded all along 


the line and made a provision at the end to give up to them the duties 
on fish in return for what we had always claimed were our incontest- 
right It ¥ o again when we yielded to them in the Mills 

} pa i here in the House, without any compensation whatever 
i would enlarge widely, very widely, our relations with Canada if I 

‘ { do it so that the arrangement would be profitable to our own cit- 
izei I an advocate of friendly relations with foreign countries. 
It is the policy of wisdom. It is inspired by the highest and broadest 


sentiments that should animate every public man and every nation. 
Whenever it can be done with an enlightened self-interest in view, 
which in nations as in individuals must be the guide, it is our duty to 
cultivate in every way friendly relations and increased intercourse with 


forcign countries; and I believe this Canadian question and all que 


tions cognate to it will yet be solved on broader lines and on higher 
p! 1} 

I have introduced a measure, now on ‘the Calendar, looking to com- 
mercial union with Canada, excluding all idea of political anion. I | 
hope it may yet receive thoughtful and favorable consideration. I 


fear, however, that it will not be done 
when calm shall return to heated spirits, when Presidents’ messages 
no more be campaign documents, when legislation will not be 
lehased for use as electioneering devices. 
Nor do I entertain confident hope of wise action on legislation already 
had. TIcannot help sharing some of the distrust that so many have 


emphatically expressed of the present Administration and the sincerity 
of its akening to duty and adopting the ideas that we have pressed 
80 long upon it. We cannot tell whether aught will result, but it will 


not be long till, I trust, in other and I believe better hands an admin- 
tration willtake up the whole subject and bring it to a just, honora- 
ble, and satisfactory conclusion-——a solution which will be permanent, 





which will bring our interests together in mutual harmony for mutual 
protit, conserving the peace and the independence and the glory of both 
peoples. |Applause. | 
APPENDIX. 
JOINT RESOLUTION OF MARCH 3, 1883, TO TERMINATE FISHERY ARTICLES. 


nt resolution providing for the termination of Articles numbered XVIII to 
X XV inclusive,and Article numbered XXX of the treaty between the United 
ites of America and Her Britannic Majesty, concluded at Washington May 


&. IST] 





Be itresolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Stales of 
America in Congress assembled, That in the judgment of Congress the provisions 
of Articles numbered X VIII to XXV, inclusive, and of Article XXX of the treaty 
between the United States and Her Britannic Majesty, for an amicable settle- 
ment of all causes of difference between the two countries, concluded at Wash- 
ingion on the Sth day of May, A. D.1871, ought to be terminated at the earliest 
possible time and be no longer in force; and to this end the President be, and 
he hereby is, directed to give notice to the Government of Her Britannic Maj- 
esty that the provisions of each and every of the articles aforesaid will termi- 
nate and be of uo force on the expiration of two years next after the time of 

ving such notice, 

sec. 2. That the President be, and he hereby is, directed to give and com- 





municate to the Government of Her Britannic Majesty such notice of such termi- 
nation on the Ist day of January, A. D. 1883, or as soon thereafter as may be. 
Sec. 3. That on and after the expiration of the two years’ time required by 


said treaty, each and every of said articles shall be deemed and held to have 
expired and be of no force and effect, and that every department of the Goy- 
ernment of the United States shall execute the laws of the United States (in the 
premises) in the same manner and to the same effect asif said articles had 
never been in force; and the act of Congress approved March 1, A. D. 1873, en- 
titled ‘An actto carry into effect the provisions of the treaty between the United 
States and Great Britain, signed in the city of Washington the 8th day of May, 
1871, relating to the fisheries,” so far as it relates to the articles of said treaty so 
to be terminated, shall be and stand repealed and be of no force on and after 
the time of the expiration of said two years. 
Approved March 3, 1883. 


RETALIATION BILL PROPOSED AND PENDING, 


A bill to empower the President to carry out the purposes of an act entitled “An 
act to authorize the President of the United States to protect and defend the 
rights of American fishing vessels, American fishermen, American trading and 
other vessels in certain cases, and for other purposes,”’ approved March 3, 1887. 


Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the President may deem it his duty to exer- 
cise any of the powers given to him by an act entitled “An act to authorize the 
President of the United States to protect and defend the rights of American fish- 
ing vessels, American fishermen, American trading and other vessels in certain 
cases, and for other purposes,”’ approved March 3, 1887, it shall be lawful forthe 
President, in his discretion, by proclamation to that effect, to suspend, in whole 
or in part, the transportation across the territory of the United States, in bond 
and without the payment of duty, of goods, wares, and merchandise imported 
or exported from any foreign country from or to the British dominions in North 
America. 





RETALIATION ACT OF MARCH 3, 1887. 


Be it enacled, etc., That whenever the President of the United States shall be 
satisfied that American fishing vessels or American fishermen, visiting or being 
in the waters or at any portsor places of the British dominions of North America, 
are or then lately have been denied or abridged in the enjoyment of any rights 
secured to them by treaty or law, or are or then lately have been unjustly vexed 
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or barassed in the enjoyment of such rights, or subjected to unreasonalht« 
strictions, regulations, or requirements in respect of such rights, or othe 
unjustly vexed or harassed in said waters, ports, or places; or whenever ¢ 
President of the United States shall be satisfied that any such fishing vesse 
fishermen, having a permit under the laws of the United States to touch ; 
trade at any port or ports, place or places in the British dominions of Nx 
America, are or then lately have been denied the privilege of entering such rm 
or ports, place or places, in the same manner and under the same regulations as 
may exist therein applicable to trading vessels of the most favored nation 
shall be unjustly vexed or harassed in respect thereof, or otherwise be unjust 





vexed or harassed therein, orshall be prevented from purchasing such supplies 
as may there be lawfully sold to trading vessels of the most favored nation 
whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied that any oth 


vessels of the United States, their masters or crews, so arriving at or being 
such British waters or ports or places of the British dominions of North An 

ica, are or then lately have been denied any of the privileges therein accord: 
to the vessels, their masters or crews, of the most favored nation, or unjust 
vexed or harassed in respect of the same, or unjustly vexed or harassed ther 

by the authorities thereof, then, and in either or all of such cases, it shi: 
lawful, and it shall be the duty of the President of the United States, in hi 
cretion, by proclamation to that effect, to deny vessels, their masters and cre\ 

of the British dominions of North America, any entrance into the waters, ports 
or p'aces of or within the United States (with such exceptions in regard to ves 









| sels in distress, stress of weather, or needing supplies, as tothe President s! 


immediately, but it will be | 


seem proper), whether such vessels shall have come directly from said dom 
ions on such destined voyage or by way of some port or place in such desti: 
voyage elsewhere; and also, to deny entry into any port or place of the Unite: 
States of fresh fish or salt fish, or any other product of said dominions or other 
goods coming from said dominions to the United States. The President may 
in his diseretion, apply such proclamation to any part or toall of the foregoing 
named subjects, and may revoke, qualify, limit, and renew such proclamati 
from time to time as he may deem necessary to the full and just execution of 
the purposes of thisact. Every violation of any such proclamation, orany pa 
thereof, is hereby declared illegal, and all vessels and goods so coming, or being 
within the waters, ports, or places of the United States contrary to such pr 
lamation shall be forfeited to the United States; and such forfeiture shail be 


| enforced and proceeded upon inthe same manner and with the same effect as 


in the case of vessels or goods whose importation or coming to or being in the 
waters or ports of the United States contrary to law may now be enforced and 
proceeded upon, Every person who shall violate any of the provisions of this 
act, or such proclamation of the President made in pursuance hereof, shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished 
by a fine not exceeding $1,000, or by imprisonment fora term not exceeding tw 
years, or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court, 


ARTICLE XXIX OF THE TREATY OF 1871. 


It is agreed that, for the term of years mentioned in Article XX XIII of this 
treaty, goods, wares, or merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Bos 
ton,and Portland, and any other ports of the United States which have be« 
or may, from time to time, be specially designated by the President of tl 
United States and destined for Her Britannic Majesty’s possessions in North 
America, may be entered at the proper custom-house and conveyed in transit 
without the payment of duties, through the territory of the United States, under 
such rules, regulations, and conditions for the protection of the revenue as the 
Government of the United States may from time to time prescribe; and under 
like rules, regulations, and conditions, goods, wares, or merchandise may be 
conveyed in transit, without the payment of duties, from such possessions 
through the territory of the United States for export from the said ports of the 
United States, 

It is further agreed that, for the like period, goods, wares, or merchandise arriv- 
ing at any of the ports of Her Britannic Majesty's possessions in North America 
and destined for the United States may be entered at the proper custom-hous 
and conveyed in transit, without the payment of duties, through the said pos 
sessions, under such rules and regulations and conditions for the protection of 
the revenue as the governments of the said possessions may from time to tim« 
prescribe; and under like rules, regulations, and conditions goods, wares, « 
merchandise may be conveyed in transit, without payment of duties, from the 
United States through the said possessions to other places in the United States 
or for export from ports in the said possessions, 

Article XX XTII does not mention Article X XIX, but contains a provision tha 
Articles X VIII to X XV, inclusive, and Article XXX shall take effect as soon as 
the laws required to carry them into operation shall be passed by the legislative 
bodies of the different countries concerned therein, and that— 

‘* They shall remain in force for the period of ten years from the date in which 
they may come into operation,and further until the expiration of two years 
after either of the high contracting parties shall have given notice to the other 
of its wish to terminate the same.”’ 





Mr. Hirt introduced the following joint resolution: 

Joint resolution to promote commercial union with Canada, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represevtatives of the United Stales of Amer- 
icain Oongress assembled, That whenever it shall be duly certified to the Presi- 
dent of the United States that the Government of the Dominion of Canada has 
declared a desire to establish commercial union with the United States, having 
a uniform revenue system, like internal taxes to be collected, and like import 
duties to be imposed on articles brought into either country from other nations, 
with no duties upon trade between the United States and Canada, he shall ap- 
point three commissioners to meet those who may be likewise designated to 
represent the Government of Canada, to prepare a plan for the assimilation of 
the import duties and internal revenue taxes of the two countries, and an equi- 
table division of receipts, inacommercial union ; and said commissioners shall 
report to the President, who shall lay the report before Congress. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, the honor of our country must always 
be asserted with the decorum which becomes her dignity. Sheis strong, 
so strong that she may he forbearing without being suspected of cow- 
ardice; patient, without incurring the reproach of ignorance. I firmly 
believe that she is the most beneficent presence in the ages. I would 
have all her children believe this. I would have them so proud of her 
that they will not wrong any other nation—so loving that they will 
submit to no wrong to her. 

It is in this spirit that we ought to treat the Canadian people. It is 
our interest, and their interest, that their relations with us shall be 
friendly. Our contiguity is, of itself, a good reason for this. Along 
the northern frontier the commerce of the two countries runs in the 
same channels. The great lakes and rivers are not barriers, but bonds 
of union. From the headwaters of Lake Superior to the mouth of 


the St. Lawrence nature has created highways for millions of peeple, 
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cial power for u t XXXII é 
I will even pass over that period of peril for our country and I t art ind th 
institutions when Canada, inflamed with the wicked hope of En i to eflect 1 rdless of th m \ 
that the Union of these States n ht perish, in ulted the North and ind Art “pee & { to etlec 
cajoled the South Thank God, the pe ilis past, and all the childre ihe true nstruction I mple o1 
of the Union are here under the old roof-tree united, det ( tof pro ( 
uphold the dignity of the nation Applause ot property were expressed to ng 
I pass a | this by Though no statutes of ] ation can run: t certa ther pr ert 
memory, national hono1 is epitomized in treaties, because the nat Now, sir, the languag the 
word has been plighted, and in 1871 we made a treaty embracin mean that the beginning 
points at issue with England concerning Canada. It is the violation | term of years were to be coincident 
of that treaty which has evoked this high debat 3] ed in Art »>XXXITI Chat art 
That it has been violated isnot a question of controversy here to-day put them into fo 
violated by the Canadians, not by us; violated in it isheries and in its lr peen given, the sa arti 
canal articles; violated brutally as to the first iost meanly as to the lusive, and Article XX X 
last I know of no just complaint the Canadians have against us i years from the date at wbi t 
sir, the ink was hardly dry upon the treaty before complaints of ou Is it not plain that the ten 
rage began to pour in to the Department of State. ‘The history of the vith the operation of these a 
treaty up to the time of the passage of the joint resolution of Mar } jut, sir, the article proceeds | 
1883, is but a repetition of unfriendly acts on their part and of tem) not only ten years, but irther unt 
ate expostulation on ours. either of the high contracting 1 
They refused the ordinary amenities of commerce to ou eal other of its wish to t 
they set afloat armed vessels to hunt our fishermen on the high sea nate Articles X VIII to 4 v,1 é 
they captured American citizens and American ships; the hau Not a word here about t t t 
down the Americgn flag. At last they exhausted our patience, and cle rhe ter f t 
1883 Congress passed judgment on the whole matter, decided that t XX XIII and t 
had wronged us, by the joint resolution directing notice of terminat fate of the other 
under the thirty-third art cle of the treaty, ind again, in 1887, bv the But. sir. there 7 
retaliation act. I regard that resolution and act as the voice of the nited States | 
American people. uypproved March 1, 1873, pas 


To-day, by reason of the joint resolution and the notice given uncer | the treaty, proceeds i 
it, every provision of the treaty relating to the fisheries and depend ection 1t enacts that Article \ Al i 
ent on Article X X XIII is dead. Why they are dead, what was the | required by Article X X XII] rranted 


~ Manner of their taking off,’’ is of great concern to us, because, repre- | mits Newfoundland t 
senting the dignity of the nation, we must be right, and becanse they 
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seek I 1 it 1 of the bill before u Wel l DY e te ( 
the treat clear rig of our pleasure, to terminate certain ol 
it ‘ We exercised th tht. Still, sir, we did not repeal out 
transit laws in wh eabes ont t Chey were before the ti Ihe 
exist afte: Chey were conceived in a spirit of neighborly friendship 
butt our privateconcern. If Canada refuses to reciproca lem, 
wel ‘ or suspend them without just offense to hx 

Now I peaker, in the course of his remarks the gentlem 
Tilis Mr. Hirr], for whom I have great respect it 
ident { f exercising @ power which tne gent ‘ 
Posse under the law of 1887. I would call his attention 1 
fact that this is a bill giving power to suspend the transit of gor if 
bor wross our country, not only from but toCanada. In that re 1 
it enlarges the provisions of the act of 1887 clear beyond any appre 
sion which the gentleman has of its effect. More than that, his con 
sti on of the act of 1887, asa matter of law, is radica Me 





t mean what he thinks it does. There is no such power 
ven to the President under the law of 1887 as the gentleman thin} 

The gentleman is not only wrong in his opinion of the President’s 
action, but of the law, according to my construction; but the transit 
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nanner involved in or touched by this bill. 








of 1866 are in no 
| applies merely to Canadian goods—goods belonging to Can- 
ns, no matter how the Canadians got them—to the products of 
in soil or the products of their manufacture or what they 
may buy. If a proclamation was issued under the law of 1887 it 
would in no way prevent any American at any American port from 
ying his goods into any place of Canada, shipping them throngh 
nada, through Michigan, or anywhere through the West to their 
destination whatever it might be. The language, it seems to me, ad- 
A man could purchase his goods in 
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nits of no other construction. 


England, Spain, France, or any country beyond seas, bring them to a | 


Canadian port and ship them through Canada to the United States, 
It is Canadian goods only which the act of 1887 is directed against 

Mr. HIT Will the gentleman permit ine a moment? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Certainly |] will. I have refrained from saying 
some things I would have said, because I did not know I had the honor 
of the gentleman’s attention. I have not made so good a speech as I 
should have made if I had supposed the gentleman was ehenian to me. 
ed to hear nie the gentleman, because I have several other 
h I would be glad to have him hear. 





re! x wh 

Mr. HITT. Does the gentleman think that the words ‘‘ or any other 
prod ct of iid domini ns. or other roods coming from said d ymin I 
to the United States,’’ have any meaning? 


Mr. CHIPMAN That is exactly what I am talking about; that is 
the very point I am trying to elucidate 

Mr. HII 
to repeat each other, or is one of them an addition to the mean 
pl ed by the other ? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Ifthe gentleman had heard my remarks—— 

Mr. HITT. I listened to the gentleman. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. ‘Theclauses are an addition onetotheother. Th 
goods may be the product of Canada, or they may become the property 
of someone in Canada. The reference is to goods coming from Canada, 
not ; coming from England, not goods coming from France, not 

coming from be wend the sea, not goods brought into a Canad 
port for the purpose of transit under our transit laws of 1866 across the 
territory of Canada. The goods referred to are goods coming from 
Canada and goods produced in Canada or belonging to Canadian peo- 
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I ask you, do you thi nk those phrases are meant merely 





ple. Why, sir, under the construction of my friend from Illinois, if 
American goods were shipped at Niagara Falls, in New York, to take 
at routes to our frontier, they would have to be treated 
under the sta tate of 1887 as goods ‘* comi ing”? from Canada. 

My friend has a very airy way of treating legal questions as ‘‘ quib- 
bles. He speaks of the acuteness with which we seek to make de- 
It struck me it was rather cavalier to dispose ofa great 
That may be the way in which these things are 
done in the sublimated realms of diplomacy. There may be a purer 
ether than we ordinary people, ‘‘ of the earth earthy,’’ conceive of. But 
in our work-a-day way, we believe that words mean something, that 
laws have power, and that their interpretation should every where be 
approached with intelligence on the one hand, ara with the greatest 
respect on the other. 


either of the gi 


fens tineves. 


question in that way. 
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have no ibt you may be abusive, but La 1a hurry and |] 
to talk s | Laughter. 
Besides, t not your fight. I am replying to the gentleman fi 


Hirt}, and one at a time is enough, but two to one is o1 
toomany. [Renewed laughter. ] 


The gentigpman [Mr. Hirt] finds fault with something that M1 
yard has said. I wish I had time to follow that up to its conclusi 
but I will simply say here that with the exception of one State, : 
that the State of Pennsylvania, from which the gentleman comes vw 
sO anxious to ask me a question, with the exception of that 
State, out of all the nine States which debouch upon the lakes, 
is not one that does not desire free trade and commercial union wit] 
Canada. Indeed, one of the most eloquent and able gentlemen « 








the high priest and ao stle of that do ri +, has gone from one end 
the great West to tl hout C: inada preaching it. 

It is the settled, earnest desire of the Northwest to have free 
with Canada, and if they have anything to do with shaping their « 
destiny, if they have any potency in determining that question, 


people of that sectio olute free trade with Canada. [Ap 


your side, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH], has been 


ther and throus 





m will have ab 
plause. 

I wish I had more time [ eric sof ‘‘Goon!’’], butI will not detain y 
longer. [Cries of ’] No, I wish to finish to-night. 

I have stated only two points. I had about a dozen more, so ma 
mistakes did the gentleman make, but I think I will let them go; you 


‘Go on! 


have been patient enough already. 


| through Hay Lake and the canal around the Falls of St. 


an | 
terierence. 
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I do not care to go into the subject of the canals. Above Lake Eri 
through the Lime Kiln crossing, through the St. Clair Flats Ca 
Mary, 
money, our skill and enterprise have created paths of commerce. \ 
have not shut them up against the Canadian marine, but though o 
canals are now too crowded for our own convenience we have loya 
shared their benefits with ourneighbors. Their discrimination aga 
our marine under the mean subterfuge of charging the same rate to th« 
own as to ours and giving theirown arebate needs no commen 

one of the acts which belittle a people. 


Sir, I have heard doubts expressed as to our action here. The} 
| 


speaks of those who would give England some notice before the ] 
dent issues a proclamation under this bill if it becomes a law. 
lieve this is« steemed to be some sort of a diplomatie etiquette. Thar 
God, we have no diplomatic corps in the European sense, and tha 
the estimation of our people the nearer a man approaches a einen 
in form the nearer he is akin to a fool, and a th e more he approache 

in substance se nearer he is to a kna\ [Great laughter and : 
plause.] But, sir, our own statutes are not the sabject of foreign 
We are not by the laws of nations compelled to info 
any other power what may or may not be transporied across our té 
tory. 


T 


For one, sir, Iam not inclined to be more polite to England t 


self-respect and strict law require. Her foot has been on every 
neck. She has pursued her commercial interests with the brutal 
force or the meannesses of diplomacy, as the exigency might der 

In India, from the time of Clyde and Hastings; at the Cape, an 
the Zulus; in Ireland, among a yogis who are now bone of ou! 
and flesh of our flesh, she has been selfish and pitiless. Even th: 
day she kidnapped a poor African ¢ hief and imprisoned him on o1 
her West India Islands. She is the monster money-changer in t 
temple of God’s earth. Sir, what the honor of our country dem 

I will concede to her; not an atom more. Here we stand to-day re} 
resentatives of a nation which is in the right. This bill isin the pat 
way of our duty. I shall vote for it with a stout heart and clear « 
science. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
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him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
PROPOSED LAND OFFICE INVESTi( 
Mr. STEWART. 
information and referred to the Committec 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 


tATION. 


I offer a resolution, which I ask may be read for 
» Audit and Control the 





Resolved, That a committee of five members of the Senate be appointed by the 
Presiding Officer for the purpose of invest ing 

1. Whether there has been any improper use of the moneys appropriated by 
Congress for the purpose of protecting timber on the public lands, investigating 
fraudulent claims to the public lands, or for any othe: purpose connected with 
the administration of the General Land Office. 

2. Whether any fraudulent practices, whereby the public lands ar« ga 


acquired, exist, and whether the same are knowingly tolerated by the Comm 
sioner of the General Land Oflice, 

Whether any discriminations have been made by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Of or any of his subordinates, between citizens of the United 
ating claims to the public lands or in canceling or setting 


b> 








States in investig 
aside applications to buy or enter public lands 
1. Whether there have been any discriminations. between persons who have 


entered upon or fenced the public lands, in the recommendations, prosecutions, 
or the removal of fences, or any other matter connected therewith, and if all 
such persons have been treated alike,or whether some have been allowed to 
illegally oceupy the public lands while others have been required to remove 
therefrom 

», Whether there have been any secret compromises between the Commi 
sioner of the General Land Oflice, orany of his subordinates, and influential per 
ns, Whereby the Government of the United States has been 
defrauded and illegal claims to lands patented. 

6. Whether any prosecutions have been recommended by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office at the instance of persons, or their attorneys or 
agents, having 
the United States 

7. Whether the name of the United States has been improperly used on the 
recommendation of the Commissioner of the General Land Office to prosecute 
citizens of the United States for any improper purpose. 

&. Whether the mode of conducting the secret service in the General Land 
Office is fair and impartial, affording to citizens whose rights are affected there- 
by a fair and reasonable opportunity to be heard before decisions are rendered 
rainst them, and whether settlefs on the public lands are prevented from ob- 


fons or corporat 


a 
! 
i 


»”y és of the General Land Office. 

%, Whether the expenses and annoyances to settlers by the oper: 
secret service in the General Land Office are retarding the growth and prosper- 
ity of the States and Territories where the lands are situated. 

And that said committee or any subcommittee thereof shall have power to 
employ a clerk and stenographer, subpcena witnesses, send for persons ‘and pa- 
pers, administer oaths, and sit during the sessions of the Senate and vacation of 
Congress at such places as it may deem advisable. The expenses of said com- 
mittee shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Said committee shall have power to re port by bill or otherwise. 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred, 
under the rules, to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. Why should the resolution go to the Committee on Con- 
tingent Expenses? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Because it imposes a charge upon 
the contingent fund of the Senate, and the rule provides that in all 
such cases a resolution shall be referred to that committee. 

Mr. VEST. Ought it not to go first to the Committee on Public 
Lands in order to ascertain and report as to the propriety of these in- 
vestigations, and then as a subsequent proceeding, as to the clause 
which audits the expenses, it should go to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate? 

Isimply want to observe that if the resolution is passed it would en- 
tail the expense of employing a large additional clerical force, and an 
examination that would extend through months if not years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would advise the Senator from Missouri that 
he may make a motion to refer it to the Committee on Public Lands, 
but the rule requires that it shall go to the other committee some time 
before it is acted upon. 

Mr. VEST. I may be mistaken in regard to the practice of the 
Senate, but my impression is that the first and preliminary question is 
as to the propriety of the investigation, and then if money is to be ex- 
pended out of the contingent fund of the Senate in se nding for witnesses 
and paying for the services of the employés attending the committee, 
etc., the resolution must go to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Conti ingent Expenses of the Senate. That was my experience with the 
committee that was raised on my motion by a resolution in regard to 
the meat product of the United States. I was advised by the highest 
parliamentary authority here that it would be necessary, as to that 
clause of it which expended money for the necessary expenses of the 
committee to be taken out of the contingent fund, that it should go 
finally before that committee. But here we commit ourselves, as I 
understand it, to the necessity for this examination, or these exami- 
nations, for there seems to be more than a dozen of them, by sending 
simply the question of the payment of the money to the Committee on 
Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not soregarditat all. All other resolutions 
proposing investigations have gone first to the Committee on Contingent 
Expenses, and the question as to the propriety of passing the resolu- 
tion comes up when the resolution is reported back from that commit- 
tee. 

I do not wish to occupy the time this morning, because the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. PAsco] desires to speak. When the resolution 
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comes back from the Committee on Contingent Expenses, if they report 
favorably, I shall be able to discuss th propriety of the investigation 
and to show the necessitwfor it. Icould do it now, but I would rather 
not, 

1 will say to the Senator from Missouri that I shall not regard the 
| reportot the Committee on Contingent Expens 
motion which may be made to send the 
Public Lands when it comes back. 

Mr. VEST. Aside from this specific case I am a little interested my- 
self to know what is the practice of the Senate and what would be the 
result of the report of the Committee to Audit and Control the Conti 
gent Expenses of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chait 
agraph of Rule X XV read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


as precluding any othe: 


resolution to the Committee on 


will have the fourth par- 





RcLe XXV 
* * * * * + x 
= Senn te Rene aes tail en ‘ penses of the Senate, to 
consist of three Senators, to which shall red all esolutions directing 





nate, or creating 


the payment of money out of the conti: \ 


charge upon the same, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule is peremptory. 

Mr. VEST. I have no doubt that at some time the resolution would 
have to go to that committee, but my inquiry extends to another point. 
I should like to know whether every resolution proposing an investiga- 
tion must first goto that committee and if the report of that committee 
is conclusive as to the propriety of the investigation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. STEWART. It is not. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isuggest to the Senator from Missouri that after the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate reports, then a motion to refer the resolution to the Committee on 
Public Lands would be perfectly in order, and he could test the ques- 


| tion then as to whether it should go to that committee. 


ining pre-emptions and homesteads by secret manipulations of agents or em- | 


itions of the | be in order under the rules. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion would undoubtedly 
The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate, if there be no objection. 

PREATY WITH CHINA. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I submit the following resolution and ask that it 
be considered, if there be no objection: 

Resolved, That the President is requested, if not incompatible with the publi 
interests, to inform the Senate whether the recent treaty with China and the 
amendments adopted by the Senate have been ratified by the Emperor of China, 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I perhaps ought t o say a word in respect to the 

provisions of the resolution. After what was said on the floor yester- 


| day and the day before, it is manifestly due to the dignity of the Senate 





and the good order and conduct of our affairs that we should have offi- 
cial information from the President of the United States in regard to 
the subject-matter of the Chinese treaty before proceeding further. 
The statement made yesterday does not even seem to come to us from 
official channels. The resolution has been adopted, and I hope it will 
be answered to-day. It can be answered to-day as well as in a fort- 
night’s time. 
TOLLS ON GOODS EXPORTED TO CANADA. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to make an inquiry of the Chair. Has any 
answer come to the resolution of the Senate passed a week or more ago 
asking the President for correspondence in regard to the observance by 
Canada of the provisions of the treaty of 1871 relating to tolls? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No answer to that resolution has 
been received. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that from the necessity of the case it 
is a matter which could be answered by the executive department in 
a single day. If no such correspondence was had, why not state it? 
If there be such correspondence, copies of it can be sent. I desire to 
call the attention of the Senate in this way, and of the President him- 
self, to the reasons for a prompt answer to that request. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 6, 12, 18, 19, 22, 24, 
and 27. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 13, 14, 15,16, 17, 20,21, 23, 26, 28,29, 50,31, and 
31, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede trom its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 11, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Insert 
after the word “ charge,” in line 19. page 5 of the bill, the words ** or over any 
of the bond-aided Pacific railroads;’’ strike out in line 21, same page, the words 
“last-named railroad,” and insert in lieu thereof the word ** railroads; *’ and in 
lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said Senate amendment insert the 
following: 

* And provided further, That the transportation furnished by the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department to officers traveling without troops sha!l be limited to trans- 
portation in kind, not including sleeping or parlor car accommodations ote? 
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to the question of public defense in respect to fortification 
Mr. PLATT. What is the amendment to which a furthe 


ment has been agreed to, relating to the Canadian Vacilic road I ¢ 














longing to the department. Ona ler examination of the a 
I 
ment it was found that we ought also to « ude the land-grant 3 
. > . 1 1 a1 , 1a) Sib ‘ i i 
and the Pacifie railroads, so that transportation could : . ; 
the Quartermaster’s department on those lines, and the nee ; 
changes were made to accomplish that object. ae eae ; : Senet se : ta 
Mr. PLATT. I mistook the readi I thought it was read 
- ’ 1 ' t een Sta 
tem relating the Canadian Vacific d 
1tel re g tot na ( . 3IDEN 1 
Mr. ALLISON. It has relation only to land-grant 1 3; and t ie ai 
_ i CH Ul ie n e 14, alter t y i 

















The motion was agreed To. Mis MI CH ELL. } [} ee that the @, oa p 
By unanimous consent, the President pro t pre Was authori t He of Re sill 1 
inpoint the conferees of the further conference on the part of thes The motion w reed t 
ate, and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. P! {B, and Mr. G MAN were appoint acdiesienasen ak tte Diane ; 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. » appoint the conferees on the t he Sen 
A message from the House of Repres ntatives, by Mr. T. O. Ts Mi POON] ind Mr. HARI were appointe 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to tl ! ry u 
m¢ Senate to the bill (H. R. 10998) making pl ai ala ; 
Ol fications and other works of defense, for the armament tl Mr. FARWELL, 1 , = 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and © PRESIDENT : —— 
other purposes, agi ed to the conference asked by the renate ont t m cen m 2 : . 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and hac ap} nted Mr 5 EAA : eld wit , t A 5 
SAYERS, Mr. ForNEY, and Mr. BurTERWORTH as managers at the « a be Ghaouanee 
ference on the part of the House. x Ni} Che re 
The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H , uu VOSS Fen os eee 
R. 11087) to establish a circuit and district court at Johnson City, — ~ b ae = of 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. ee ae oa 
S eu A ul i 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED directed 
The message further announced that the Speaker of the Hous P RWI ry ? 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon sign “= any : : 
the President pro tempore: Poet PRESIDE? 
A bill (S. 2371) granting a pension to Jacob Pitner; ee ae ec as a 
A bill (S. 2716) granting a pension to Carl M. Schwantes; ome & — _ oa 
A bill (S. 2871) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah J. Martin; ~~ - : 
A bill (S. 3035) to grant a pension to William Thields Me. CALL. it Cink t ee nm 
A bill (S. 3118) for the relief of Mathew O. Regan a oa m Some tim eo po - 
A bill (S. 3178) to remove the political disabilities of William L. . EDM ee or ul t 
Bradford; and tO the VLOMMILTCS OM CNC VISIFICS OF * 
A bill (S. 3364) to provide for an American register for the steamer | ©*PTeSS!0n 0! eee cas pee eee ~ 
Saginaw, of New York. ieerenesy that oe es. 
ennen op susture Mr. I ARWELL, if my friend m Flori 
’ report to be read which is 1 ¢ 
Mr. FARWELL. In pursuance of the notice I gave yesterday, I p nace Mista chiention |} for the rea 
move to take up Order of Business 2206. The PRESIDENT pro ft 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not feel at liberty The Chief Clerl id t t AI 
to entertain that motion now, unanimous consent having been given | temper 1888 foll 


thatat the close of the formal morning businessthe Senator from Florida 
[Mr. Pasco] should be entitled to address the Senate on the resolu- | of the S refer ssior 
tion of the Senator from New Hamphire [Mr. CHANDLER]. with instructions port a1 iest 

Mr. FARWELL. It will take but a moment to dispose of the res Mg cre bait ae eee 
lution reported from the Committee on the District of Columbia. | act of Congress i Ju 
ask unanimous consent to call it up. r its ¢ te nd in good faith « 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Consent must be given by the Sen- | “''Crlon ane equi oe eee Palnetetatt ' 
ator from Florida. 























LA \ I do not care to have t testimo rea 1 
I t ‘ { a una ( ne. I ask for ) y 
n esolution be i finitely ] pone 
)| [ pro The Senator from i \ 
l repo ted b committ } In acco! with S 
Lion, idelinitely pe | ned. 
I do not think this matter ought to be pressed in t 
enator from Vermont [ Mr. Epm om vest t 
‘ allowed to stand until his return I | 
objection to the passage of the resolution 
If the Senator from Fl llow me, I ] 
' ‘ will b sent foi 
‘ Unde ppropri ym bil 
work is not done bet it can not be do 
i an the deiay asked DY the Senator n Florida S ipl Lb 
lar pa 3 interest hat enterpris 
Nl UALL. i 1all not make any fur opposl to it. ] i 
é f the fact that the city of Was yn is one of t n 
ol iden communities in the world, and many acts of incorp 
t el] lessly passed, in my opinion. The fact that certain pa 
} e their contracts ought not to be considered in a matter of tl 
kit vhere the public interest is concerned. But as the act of in 


this case contains a provision reserving the power on t 
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j Congress to alter and amend it, I shall make no further op; 
{ to t definite postponement of the resolution. 
\ Mr. President—— 
CO. Hf matter is to lead to discussion I shall t 
until after 1 conelude my remarl 
e PR [DENT protempore. The Senator from Florida has aright 
t ull for the regulai order. 

\ VES] I have no extended remarks*to make. I simply wish 
to prefer a request that this matter shall go over until to-morrow I 
ha ome papers bearing upon it, which I left at my residence this 

ning, and I want to refer to them, and I want to examine the re- 
port of t mmittee and the evidence, which I] have not had time to 
do I ask to have the resolution go over until )-Inorrow morning 

FARWELL. Will my friend call it up then [I may not |! 
here 
Mr. VI h Ihave not the slightest objection; but upy< 

mel or iro Liennessec { Mr. HARRIS] will take that task upon h 
St If he is absent and the Senator from Illinois also, I will pled 
tl enat ym Illinois to call it up. 

Mr. HOA Let it be a Ll that it 1 first business to-mor- 
row 

Mr. FARWELL. I have no objection to that course. 

The l RESIDEN r pio te mpore,. The Senator trom [li 101s a 
unanimous consent that the consideration of this resolution be re- 
sumed to-morrow morning at the conclusion of the routine busi 
Is there objection ? 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose that will be with the understanding tl] 


shall not 


Mr. HARRIS. The 
rules anyway 

The PRESII ‘T pro tempore. Is there objection to the request ? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There is another resolution, as I under- 


with the bill we have under consideration 


bill will not come up until 2 o’clock under the 


it intericre 


| 
Au 


| ator strive 


: there will 






rot 











ul A 9 ‘4 
Mr. BLAIR. Before the Senator from Florida proceeds, he will per- 
it me to say that my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER], the author of this 
ym, and to whom I have some reason to suppose the Senator 
may have occasion to advert in the course of his remarks, is necessa- 
ly absent from the city, and will not be here until the first of nex 
week. ‘The Senator from Florida has kindly postponed his speech sev- 
1 times, and I do not feel that IL have osoa 





vht to ask him to d , 
appear of record that my col- 











I simply desire t 


( rue 1s absent. 





Mr. PASCO. Iwas about to preface my remarks with the state- 
ment that I had not desired to proceed in the absence of the junior 
Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. CHANDLER], but learning that his 
vill continue some time longer, and learning also from his col- 
league [M1 Arr | that sire that it should be post- 4 
poned longer in consequence of the absence of the junior Senator as far 
hes being made upon the resolution are concerned, and also in 


absence will ¢« 


BI he does not d 








as speet 


view of the fact*that he will have abundant opportunity to reply to 

thi: y I 1a say after his return, IL have decided not to postp ne 

r the remarks which I propose to submit. 

Mr. BLAIR. I donotlike to be understood as saying that I did not 

irea further postponement, but I think it would be taxing the cou 
tesy of the Senator from Florida to ask it. 

Mr. PASCO. I will put it upon that ground, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida is entitl 
to the floor. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, the undigested miscellaneous matte: 
collected by the junior Senator from New Hampshire, or under his su- 


more credit to his industry than to his judgment. He 
ulating the zeal ani energy of his colleague, 


pervl ion, does 


ems to be desirous of em 


but there is this difference between them: The senior Senator has often 
exerted himself to benefit the people of the South, to extend the ad- 


vantages of education, to unite them in efforts for the improvement 
the condition of the ignorant and the advancement of the colored ra 
higher and better intellectual and moral condition; the junior S« 
anew the ring embers of the past, to revi 
bitterness and ill-will that is fast fading into forgetfulness, and 
fresh antagonisms between the people of different races in the 
1, Who are for the most part living together in friendly and peace- 
iul reiations, 


» lover of his coun 


vO a 


s to kindle smolde 


eate 





try can sincerely desire to see the Southern Stat< 

remanded to the condition which followed the second reconstruction. 
[t is the darkest chapter in the history of the country. States were 
robbed by political adventurers and burdens placed upon the industry 
of the people which will be felt for generations. Ill-will and bitter 
ness and prejudice were stirred up for selfish and partisan purposes be- 
tween the white and black people. Men who had no residence or in- 
terest in these unfortunate States aspired to and reached the highest 
positions of honor and trust and impudently pretended to represent the 
people. The black man was induced by flattery and deception to band 

; : 


1e 
ti 





social and business relations of societ) 
were disturbed and overthrown. Elections were carried without re- 
d to the votes that were cast. Crime went unpunished; and 
condition of the Southern States became so deplorable that it at la 
roused the slumbering indifference of the people of the North. 

To give some idea of the condition of things in the State which I h 
the honor in part to represent during the period referred to, I submit 
a recent letter written by Harrison Reed, the first governor under the 


against his old friends, and t 
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ings of the Senate and goes out through the mails under the franks of 
Senators. 

[It is a good enough story till after the election and then all interest 
in the investigation on the part of the Senator who is urging it on will 


probably cease 
tatements of this kind are made so often and so recklessly by Re- 
publican partisans that it is actually believed by many people at the 
North, who have not the disposition or the energy to investigate for 
themselves, that honest elections are unknown throughout the South, 
that it is dangerous toadvocate the principles of the Republican party 
there, and unsafe to vote the Republican ticket on election days, and 
that the vote Republicans when east are not fairly counted, but are 
systematically and willfully miscounted or suppressed. 

\ distinguished citizen of Florida, who came to our State in 1871 and 
formerly held a prominent position in the Republican party and filled 
postmaster at Jacksonville, one of the most 
the State, while his party had control of the 
national administration, is now editing a weekly paper at Eustis, 
of our flourishing towns, settled very largely by people from the North. 
\ few months ago he received a letter from a former Northern friend 
who had accepted as true the oft-repeated stories of force and fraud in 
n elections and blamed him for upholding such practices. Mr. 
Hamilton Jay, the gentleman I refer to, in replying to the letter sets 
his opportunities for gaining correct information as to the condi- 
tion of affairs in Florida and gives a fair statement of the record of our 


successtully the office ot! 


responsible positions in 


one 


Sonthe 


fort! 


people on this question, and I submit his reply as published in his 
paper, hoping that, as it comes from a former Republican, it will re- 


ccive attention among the old party associates of Mr. Jay, who will 
give it greater credit than if it came from one who was identi- 
At this point I 


ernaps 

ied with the South prior to and during the late war. 

ask the Secretary to read what I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will read, if there be 

no objection. 

‘The Secretary read as follows: 


DEMOCRATIC FRAUD. 


A valued correspondent at the West, in renewing his subscription to the Lake 
Region has this to say: ‘‘I like your paper with the exception of upholding 
Democratic fraud in the South.” 

! propose to drop the editorial “‘ we” and answer this letter personally. Iam 
a Northern man by birth and education, and came to Floridain 1871. Fornearly 
ten years I was prominently identified with the Republican party in Florida 
both ina journalistic and official capacity. In the national election of 1876 I had 
charge of the United States soldiers at the polls in Jefferson County, and during 
the work of the returning board at Tallahassee I was editor of the Daily Union, 
a stalwart Republican newspaper, then published at Jacksonville. In April, 
1577, | was appointed postmaster of Jacksonville. 

In 1880 I became profoundly convinced that the Republican party as then con- 
stituted (and it is now composed of the same elements) was not the party to 
which the interests of the State could be properly committed. It was ignorant, 
rapacious, and unpatriotic, based entirely on the spoils doctrine, and utterly 
lacking in the nobler principles of political honor. For holding those opinions 
and refusing to sacrifice my self-respect at the demand of party leaders I was 
removed from office by the professional politician who masqueraded as Presi- 
dent after the death of Garfield at the instance of another professional politician 
who was then misrepresenting Florida in the United States Congress. I was 
removed against the protest of ninety business houses of Jacksonville. 

I state these facts not from any spirit of vain-gloriousness, but simply to show 
that lam fully competent tospeak upon the subject alluded to by my correspond- 
ent. Of course I only speak for Florida, and I state most solemnly and truth- 
fully that I have never seen a negro intimidated by a Southern white man in 
his exercise of the election franchise. On the contrary, I have on more than 
one occasion seen Southern white Democrats go with negroes who hesitated to 
approach the polls, and stand by their side while they voted the ticket they de- 
sired to vote, the Republican ticket, 

In Florida every man votes as he chooses, without let or hinderance. Most 
of them vote Democratic, because they find under a Democratic government 
honesty, intelligence, and a wise and patriotic administration of affairs. 

Che patience and forbearance of the Southern white people during the trying 
times from 1858 to 1876 can not be too highly commended. [ have known two 
cases of * Southern fraud”’ to be tried in the United States courts in Florida. 
In one, ** Yellow Bluff,” Republicans were tried and acquitted ; the other, ** Bre- 
vard County,”’ where the Democratic candidate for Congress was acquitted, 
and the Republican county clerk was convicted. In both cases the courts 
were entirely in the hands of Republican officials, 

lhe Eustis Lake Region will never uphold ‘Southern fraud” or any other 
fraud while I have editorial management of it, nor will it ever fail to render 
equal and exact justice to every man, white or black, Democrat or Republican ; 
nor will it hesitate for one moment to expose fraud and injustice wherever 
found, and no matter where it may hit. 

lam no office-seeker, have no ax to grind, and only write this article because 
1 feel it my bounden duty never to let an unjust attack upon my adopted State 


go forth unchallenged. 
HAMILTON JAY. 


Mr. PASCO. I add, too, a recent editorial from the Lake Region, 
Mr. Jay’s newspaper, in which he gives a fair description of the polit- 
ical condition of the State since it came under Democratic control; 
and it states sound reasons why conservative people oppose a return 
of the Republican party to power in this as well as the other misgov- 
erned States of the South. And I allege, without fear of successful 
contradiction, that the bad record of the past, and not the suppression 
or fraudulent alteration of votes, is the insurmountable barrier which 
stands in the way ofthe so-called Republican party of the South and 
prevents its return to power. 

Here is the editorial: 

It will remain Demo- 
All talk of carrying it 


It can 
The Northern element recently citizenized in this State adds 


Florida is a Democratic State, most emphatically so. 
cratic so long as party lines are drawn as close as now. 
for the Republican ticket in the coming State contest is sheer nonsense, 
not be done 
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largely to the Democratic majority on State issues, 
every State in the Union settling in Florida find themselves confronted with 

problem that cau have but The Republican party of the North is 
only in name the Republican party of the South. Its elements vary as widely 


and local Republicans from 


one solution 


asthe poles. The national issue that dividesthemisthe same. TheState issu: 
is entirelyand radically different. The thousands of Republicans who have set 
tled in Florida during the past fifteen years find that if they would be true to 
the vital principles of their own party they must on State and Jocal issues cast 


their fortunes with the dominant party. To do otherwise istostultify their own 
professions and make a mockery of their own creed. 

Viewing with clear eyes and unclouded reason the progress of the State under 
weratic rule, they find that it has been the most rapid of any State in t 
Union, and that this rule has been wise, beneficent, and just. The administra 
tion of George F. Drew, who was elected governor of Florida in 1876, by an out- 
burst of patriotism that ignored party lines, was the first step in the long suc- 
cession of prosperity, added to by the administrations of Bloxham and Perry, 
which has made Florida one of the model States of the Republic. Under Demo- 
cratie rule Florida has more than doubled in population, has only a nominal 
State debt, low taxes, a splendid school system and almost perfect security to 
life and property. Its record for good is unsurpassed, its promise of the future 
is unapproachable. 

So far as Florida is concerned in our local election, the only principle at stake 
is that of good government. This is patent to every thinking, patriotic citizen, 
and has given to the Democratic party in all local contestsa splendid, loyal con 
tingent from those who in national polities are Republican to the core, but who 
realize in local polities the interests of good government are best subserved by 
the dominance of Democracy. ; 

Never before as now was good government so necessary to the continued 
pregress and prosperity of theState. ‘To retrogragle would be fatal. Patriotism 
sees this and is prepared to méet the issue. Our own course is plain. In the 
coming contest the Lake Region will play no neutral part. Its course will be 
outspoken, fair, and patriotic. It will be the earnest champion of the princi- 
ples of good government, and support such measures as are best to enhance the 
best interests of the State. With malice toward none and charity for all, pan 
dering to no prejudice and ignoring no virtue, we shall candidly and fearlessly 
udvocate that wise patriotism and conservative progress that has made Florida 
a marvel among the States. We can only judge the future by the past, and 
thus judging we must in common with a very large majority of our fellow-citi- 
zens believe that the continued ascendency of the Democratic party in Florida 
is essential to the best and truest interests of the State. 


Perhaps it may not be out of place before I leave this branch of the 
eubject to call the attention of Senators to charges made against the 
South in 1874 in many respects similar to the present. A clamor was 
raised against Louisiana, and acts of violence and intimidation to de- 
prive citizens of the freedom of the ballot because of their political 
opinions were alleged against her Democratic people. It was charged 
that a like condition of affairs existed in other Southern States. It was 
in the days when the bayonet was regarded as a legitimate addition to 
ordinary constitutional methods of government, and a Republican mi- 
nority was being maintained in power in Louisiana by the persuasive 
influences of the United States Army. To use the mild language of 
those times, the Kellogg government was ‘‘recognized’’ by the Presi- 
dent. 

The matter was laid before the Forty-third Congress, when it con- 
vened at its second session, in the President’s message. It was consid- 
ered of sufficient importance by the House for the appointment of a 
special committee of seven members, to whom this part of the message 
relating to the condition of the Southern States was referred. The com- 
mittee made a partial report January 15, 1875, which, I understand, 
was unanimous, and I call attention to the following extracts from it 
(Forty-third Congress, second session, Report No. 101, pages 2 8 


9 

Without now referring to other instances, we are constrained to declare that 
the action of the returning board, on the whole, was arbitrary, unjust, and, in 
our opinion, illegal; and that this arbitrary, unjust, and illegal action alone 
prevented the return by the board of a majority of Conservative members of the 
lower house. 

Upon the general subject of the state of affairsin the South, and asto whether 
the alleged wrongs to colored citizens for political offenses are real, or were 
asserted without due foundation, your committee took such proof as the oppor 
tunity offered. 

7 a . * * * * 

As a whole, they are constrained to say that the intention charged is not borne 
out by the facts beforeus. Nogeneral intimidation of Republican voters was es 
tablished; no colored man was produced who had been threatened or assaultec 
by any Conservative because of political opinion, or discharged from employ 
ment or refused employment. Of all those who testified to intimidation there 
was hardly any one who of his own knowledge could specify a reliable instance 
of such acts, and of the white men who were produced to testify generally on 
such subjects, very nearly all, if not every single one, was the holder of an office. 
Throughout the rural districts of the State the number of white Republicans are 
very few; it hardly extends beyond those holding office and those connected 
with them. No witness, we believe, succeeded in naming, in any parish, five 
Republicans who supported the Kellogg government who were not themselves 
office-holders or related to office-holders or those having official employment. 

* * * > * * a 


On the other hand, it was in evidence that blacks who sought to act with the 
Conservative party were on their part sometimes exposed toenmity and abuse 
In the interior one colored man was shot for making a Conservative speech, 
and in New Orleans it appeared from the testimony that colored men who 
sought to co-operate with the Conservatives were subject to so much abuse from 
the police and otherwise that an association of lawyers volunteered to protect 
them, but with little effect. 

The genera! condition of affairs in the State of Louisiana seems to be as fol- 
lows: The conviction has been general among the whites since 1872 that the 
Kellogg government was an usurpation. This conviction among them has 
been strengthened by the acts of the Kellogg Legislature abolishing existing 
courts and judges and substituting others presided over by judges appointed by 
Kellogg, having extraordinary and exclusive jurisdiction over political ques- 
tions; by changes in the laws centralizing in the governor every form of polit- 
ical control, including the supervision of the elections; by continuing the re- 
turning board, with absolute wer over the returns of elections; by the ex- 
traordinary provisions enacted for the trial of titles and claims to office; by the 
conversion of the police force, maintained at the expense of the city of New 
Orleans, into an armed brigade of State militia subject to the command of the 
governor; by the creation in some places of monopolies in markets, gas-mak- 
ing, water-works, and ferries, cleaning vaults and removing filth. and doisg 
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constitution of the State vct ts s 1a — hs , 
attempted to fill official posit s unless 1 yt ret r boa the gh standing of the Kepres tatives W 
unlimited appropriat s fort pa entof 1 tia expe es and for the pay t t thev were ¢« liiv d led im t ; 
ment of legislative warrants, vou s, and checks g e ye sl , 
published sha Dr gy any su { s i ved t " 
witness in his own behalf easures which, when coupled with ¢ ext ~ 
nary burdens of taxation, have serve s the language of G ‘ . 
Ke g2's< t gree of power the g ofas ‘ a : 
« sed by anys eign the W i : 1 than elsewhere : 
With this conviction is a general want of confidence in the integrity « | rth. It became t ‘ 
existing State and local officials—a want of! lence equaily in the | ‘ tt late 
and their personnel—which is accompanied by the para ut eatians eaten ; it 
i destruction of values rhe most hopeful witness produ iby t kK waa on . , Hyg t ' 
irty, while he declared that | 1ess was in a sounder ¢ t : tn 6 y 7 : - 
fore, because there was less cr nee de ured that ** the ‘ ~ It was th ? ‘ . 
perity rhe se urities of th allen twoyea i ‘ . ; ’ ‘ ve 
of the city of New Orleans, fro 10. w the f i 
<s I y voted w 
railway shares, city, and other corporate « s ha . g the earlv part of t ? 
sponded. Throughout the rural districts State ne é ay i “a : at an 
habits of reliance upon their masters for su} und in a « ‘ aah ta eames thant 
the members ure always ready t le the ( iries of ‘ i ‘ “ ‘ . * 
not regarding such action as ver and ha munity fi p - ' ull ciao 
from the nature of the local offi had « e to ‘ g . ra = ames 
vegetables, and poultry, so ger s Bishop ¥ s v = toe ad t ‘ ™ : 
trad 1 from any 8 i sing of t s had . ‘ va v¥ thew < 
iband i,totheg i s ofthe white ] | ‘ wit re par - i fee . nf 
as well as in New Orl s, the taxation had been carri¢ ) tera 3 exa . i d 
extent of contiscatior In New Orleans the ass« rs cc 3s l ‘ x 
In Natchitoches the taxation reached about 8 per « assessed ; ata rect magegg 
on the property In many parishes all the white Republicans and t sins hos on : 
fice-holders belong toas rle f ; Phe ure five f the Greens ' : 
I coln here a seve of the Boults in office Nat t es Ast aaa Pgs od Pons 
ple saw taxation increase and prosperity dir is they grew ]} came ¢ oe « 
imal rY ‘ 
ae . : ‘ y ! I a s i ey I 3 as ef waa rT 1 ft I < 
4th How . l . 
i A irra 
* * * ¢ 
I 
But the red t ‘ wag t] ! < 1 s ‘ ris 
the misfeasance of some < t s 3a ng the lea a 
sons in other loca ies, the ss or ¢ zzie ent in some cases 8 S 
funds, and the failure of the Freedman’s Bank, all « ned t vide th 3 st r I 
of colored voters d t ite car g An effort w ling x 
by t conservatives toa rea part of the negro vote at wie 4 . 
sought in many quarters to propitiate tl rrequent by t 
States marshals for intimidation or threats of yn-employme! and t t 
hension that was felt that the returning board would count out their me ' vine re 
cuse for such a ec se wel ffer all ex ed, especially a t c ‘ t 
tember, to put the cons va “ their good behavior iit res i sv I 
in November, 1874, the p ‘ > St f Lou na did I i 
majority was elected to t a the Legislature, « ‘ i 
the conservatives were de] i by the unjust, illegal, and arbitrary f | 1 g of int ‘ 
the returning board e wou All ex e . 
This is from the special report made by Mr. HoAr from the select Gmae: waa te Biplane - 
committee on that portion of the President’s message in regard to t We i e, that in N 874, the 
condition of the South in the Forty-third Congress, signed by Cl 3 . did fairly ha ree, | SRD RUEE re 
Foster, WILLIAM WALTER PHELPs, and Clarkson N. Potter, who of w larity the © . ves we ( 
stituted a subcommittee, but adopted as the report of the entiré 1 of x ! 
mittee, of which the present Senator from Massachusetts [| Mr. Ho rot egal 
was chairman. ate og eal eke ' : 
It appears from this report, made by a committee a majority of wl 1 ‘ i c i 
were Republicans, that the election investigated, which was for me : . ma , 
bers of the Legislature, had been carried by the Democrats in 1874 Li, mal Sienareadea: dua pe Ae acne g ; 


that the charges as to imidation, violence, an 
tained against them, but that some of these wrongs had been practiced ae a ee 4 a 
by theiraccusers. It further appeared that the Democrats lost the fruit ’ 


the famous returning board of that unfortunate State. The report | Ws “ken, either by th ft ny pa 
further shows that the Democratic majority, relying upon the popu 


of their election by the counting-out process successfully practiced by on general inf t and not n evidence. O 





























is . er s t f< “ < { “ 
eS mek he on Ate » We . : : } ; . ' : 
majorities that they had received, met and organized the lower house | Phelps think that ypular be 1 g bot 
of the Legislature and were then driven out from their seats by a « ~  Raeacee aan o es . 

. . . . ma Kellogg isand ha I j 
tachment of United States soldiers. eos chan eka oteiiied i t 
a nis ft nt a i ino i t t i 

TY : . +4 Sa Gad . ; so te g 

The committee submitted its final report February 23, 1875, and the volve much n 1ief to egal and pol al int t es 
7 . ‘ * , _S : ‘ +} " ‘ nfn ' ‘ f+ , 
resolutions, in which the entire committee united, are as follows (Fort ' fo avoid the mischie as os e, & ma y « : 

. ‘ . ‘ a2 e lisiana seem \ ng to ept as co se kK gest i 
third Congress, second session, Report No. 261, page 5 ‘cn seeienaiion te the Cn aiiiendss alt thin ; 

Whereas both branches of the Legislature of Louisiana have requested the For these reasons Messrs. Fost ti t t | 
special committ of this House to investigate the circumstances attend or endation that t , strat ; Gov - 
election and returns thereof in that State for the year 1874 ither, in view of ¢ : whey = * f the merits of t ASC as 

Whereas said committee have unanimously reported that returning 1 iged by competent « nce, do they om to x erstood : 
of that State, in canvassing and compiling said returns and } nulgat t aney n i ent with ¢ the S who 
result, wrongfu pplied an erroneous rule of law, by reason whereof persons r e that 4 compr se . te . 
were awarded seats in the | se of representatives of Louisiana to wh ey | tainty in Louisiana, be on the whole less intolerable 1 the pres 
were not entit! l persons entitled to se were deprived of them i to ar res t 1 rec I ge Kellogg ars nd M 

Resolved, That it is recommended tothe house of representatives of Louis a teriy Oppos ! : 5 to st t 
to take immediate steps to remedy said in ustice and to place the persons rig ted thea 
fully entitled in their seats + void ar ted the 

Resolved, That William P Kelloge be recognized as tl Pa nor of 1 vot sh against 
State of Louisiana until the end of the term of office fixed by the constitut i When une : _ : 
of that State. regained the office had us i ay 

By the forms of le sig Ww v i 


The preamble and the first resolution fully sustain the charge against | sought to nullify the choice of the } , 











the returning board of counting out Democrats who were duly elected | “; . 7 oes a a aaa 

to the State Legislature. The second resolution recommends that Kel- think, to ont blis bat ect t by w ‘u pretext at can rea ‘ 
logg, who had been counted in as governor after the election of 1872, | found, any State government may be overthrown, the w s the pe 

be allowed to fill out his term undisturbed. It will be seen from the | ' ane Bnranchy ee ee oe : , 





majority report that this was the result of a compromise; that the ma- In their cenieanes that is needed Louisiana is to w lraw i 
jority of the committee, composed of Messrs, Charles Foster of Ohio, | ttoops and leave the people of that State to govern t . 

WILLIAM WALTER PHELPs of New Jersey, Clarkson N. Potter of WILLIA [ WALT 
New York, and Samuel Marshall of Illinois, did not believe that he had CLARKSON N. P 
ever been elected, but two of them, Messrs. Fosterand PHELPs, deemed SAMUEL MAI 


it best to avoid the mischief and confusion of a change, and therefore All admitted that Louisiana had been shamefully misg ned by 
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the Repub that there had been wrong and corruption in State 
and local administration, especially under Warmoth’s rule, and that 
the Kepublicans had continued their power by wrongful means, 

The minority report, signed by Representatives GrorGe F, Hoar, 
W. A. Wheeler, and W. P. FRrvyk&, differed mainly from the majority in 
bl rt Democratic people for the means which, according to thi 
findings of the minority, they had used to put down bad government 
and usurpation, 

With such a result from a committee appointed by Speaker Blain 
composed of five Republicans and only two Democrats, to investigate 


charges preferred by a Republican President, can the Senator from 
New Hampshire reasonably expect a different result by sust 


charges now made before an investigation committee? Is it not p 1 


facie probable that his charges have no better foundation than those 
which were so unjustly made in 1874? 

Louisiana has patiently endured fresh wrongs since that day by the 
usurpation of 1876. And it would have been indeed strange if her 


people had arisen in 18*8 without regard to race, without regard 
to former political associations, without regard to color, wi t ref. 


thout re 
erence to an approaching national election, and overwhelmed with 


not 


their ballots the Republican candidate for governor, Mr. Warmoth, 
who had impudently offered his name for the support of a wronged 
and outraged people, when his former administration had been declared 
dishonest and corrupt by such high Republican authority as acted 


upon that committee. 
[ take pleasure in reciting here a statement from a well 
publican newspaper published in Western Massachusetts, the Spring- 


-known ke- 

























field Republican, which takes the position that Warmoth virtually gave 
up the battle on the eve of the election, and suggests a motive for it 
which is in harmony with the tactics of Southern Republicans in for- 
mer contest 

It is as follows: 

[Springfield, Mass., Republican, August 23,] 

S tor CHANDLER delivered yesterday his speech upon the n to ir 
into the Louisiana election of April last. As to the merits of e particular 
motion, little need be said. He may have evide ; l =} eles 
tion Ithough he did not produce it. The arg iy t ns 
ot previous elections will not do, becaus ised up the suppe ert 
ne »isa Republican. HEx-Governor \ » was the Rep fi 
da for governor of Louisiana, present en: HANDLEI urs nentto m 
thre weeks before the elections Upto thatt e he had iag d party figh 
Suddenly he published a letter claiming that me kind of a deal had been ik 
by which Governor Nicholls was to be counted in, He said that it wa 
le him to contend against such odk This was a direct inv to 
his followers to refrain from voting. Hundreds of negroes voted for N ~ 
and they repeated the service at New Orleans a few weeks later, thus 
some of the offices at the hands of the Democrats. Warmoth’s surrender upon 
the eve of battle astonished the Democrats, but there Was method in ! 
ness. Thereturns enrich Mr, CHANDLER'S speech and give himachan 
out a case upon paper. He succeeded in precipitating a ser of pers es 
yesterday, andso far he was successful, The situation in the South has ; t 
so wonderfully that it is sad to see this friend and ad ite of the bloo rt 
attempt to turn back the pages of history for partisan purposes. 

It is not often that such an opportunity is afforded to call the atten 
tion of the country to the fact that there are Northern Repub ns 
who not only understand the situation at the South but are willing to 


do justice to oursection and to recognize the fact that our elections are 
ence elections in other sections of the country. 

When such utterances as this from the Springfield Republican are 
more frequent and the people of the North rebuke the politicians who 
are always trying to array one section against another for purely par- 
tisan purposes, we shall have made a great advance in dealing with 
this race question in politics. 

As I stated in the progress of my remarks, the Republican party of 
the South has jeft bebind it a bad record in this matter of honest elec- 
tions, and during the time that they held control of the governments 
of the Southern States and maintained their ascendency by any means 
that would win, right or wrong, they were generally sustained by their 
Northern allies. When damaging proof was brought forward of a nat- 
ure to shock the moral sentiment of the country, legal difficulties to its 
consideration were interposed and no serious check was ever given to 
the success{ul consummation of Republican election fraud or wrong in 
any of the Southern States. Nothing has occurred of late years to 
show any real change of heart in the Republican party on this subject 
and we have no reason to believe that if power was restored to t 
and the same opportunities were again offered, they would make a 
better and more honest record than they did prior to 1877. 

In selecting the instance that I promised to give of an election car- 
ried in the South by unlawful and irregular means and practices, I 
have chosen the Florida election of 1876, upon which I have for some 
time wished to address the Senate. 

In a speech made by the Senator from Ohio on April 18, when the 
bill for the admission of Dakota was before the Senate, he took occa- 
sion to refer to the Presidential election of 1876 and denounced those 
who believe and allege that Mr. Hayes was not elected to the Presi- 
dency in the following language (RecorD, page 3241 








hem 


And hereafter when any man shall assert of President Hayes that he was 
elected by fraud or wrong, or that he was not duly elected, I will hold him in 
contempt as uttering that which is not true. 


In Louisiana, ho ver, there had been thrown into the ballot-boxes ove 
7,000 re votes for » Tilden than for the Hayes electors, and to make Haye 
President it beea necessary for the returning board, acting under pecu 
local vs, to throw out more than 7,000 Tilden votes on count of allege 
murder, riot, and intin tion, preventing a fair and free election in certain 

| parishes. To perform this extraordinary, even if justifiable, work in the fac 
of i “<d and infuriated Democracy required men of undaunted courage, 
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And again 


f, 1 


That he was fairly el 1, honorably elected. I believe 





€ no m ican q 

This language filled me with surprise, for I thought that the popu- 4 
lar mind had long since become convinced that Mr. Tilden and not My 
Hayes was really entitled to the majority of the electoral votes in t) 
famous contest 

rhe subject of the debate then had was the vote of Louisiana. t 
have no other information to that State than that which is open ar Bes 
iccessible to tl il reader, and shall leave the discussion of it t é 
those who are familiar with all the details and can speak of them wit ce 
greater accuracy than I can. But I have no hesitancy in saying that ES 


my investigations, made with a 
truth, have led me to a very positive conclusion as to t result i 
Lo that the fairly carried by the Demo- 
cratic party and that Tilden was justly entitled to its electoral vot 


12°78 
1876. 


own incere 


desire to discover the 





1 ue 


uisiana, and that is State wa 





eer 


a 
A 


I believe I am sustained in this view by the published statemer: f 
the New Hampshire whose resolution is now under dis 
cussion, and as he played a large part in the management of the R 


‘c- 


Penator irom 


+ 









publican side of the electoral contests in the disputed Southern Sta 
in that memorable year, his statements against his party friends ought 
to have great wéight 





In 1877 and 1878, while the incidents of the struggle were fresh in 
his mind, he published some letters in the newspapers upon the election 
of 1876 and its results which were afterwards collected into a pam- 
phlet. In this pamphlet, on pages 9 and 10, he admits that Tilden ré 
ceived 7,000 more votes than Hayes in Louisiana; he admits that mor 
than 7,000 of these votes were thrown out, not on account of any wrong- 
doing which had been proved and established, but simply on account 
of alleged murder, riot, and intimidation. He expresses doubts as to 
its hi able and says that it required courage and assurances 
that the national exigency demanded its performance and the moral 
support of the North. He further says that the returning board per- 
formed this extraordinary work after receiving such assurances. | 
quote his language, that I may not do him injustice: 


~ 
‘ 






ing justi 

















uch courage the returning board possessed. It required also that tl 
v% shonld have ass ces that ther mal exigeney demanded its per- 
! , that the m sentiment of the North would approve it, and that 
they the elves should be protected from evil consequences to be apprehended 
from t olence of a mob government, which it w known would be estab- 
lished by one Nicholls, a pretender to the oflice of governor against Stephen B e 
Packard, who was sure to be found to be elected governor if the Hayes electors . 
should be found to have been chosen. ae 
All these assurances were freely and forcibly given by Mr. Senator SHERMAN Be 
and his associates, ie 
His subsequent language in referring to the way in which Mr. b 
i ~ E, 
Hayes reached the Presidential oflice is, very frequently, not that he ag 
| was elected to it by the people, but that he was ‘‘ counted in;”’ and Be 
; sh ' Fe: 
on page 24 he insinuates, if he does not directly charge, that this Bi 





counting in was the result of a bargain by which Mr. Hayes was to 
become President upon abandoning the Packard State government. 
In a letter written to him by William Lloyd Garrison, which is pub- 
lished in this same pamphlet, it is distinctly admitted that the election 
of Mr. Hayes was carried in South Carolina, Louisiana, and Florida a 
by ‘‘ bayonet rule,’’ and the publisher of the pamphiet especially com- 





mends ‘‘the clear vision and calm judgment’’ of Mr. Garrison. a 

If, however, the result had depended upon the vote of Louisiana Fe 
only, I should have remained silent. But the vote of Louisiana, i 
added to the States which actually gave Republican majorities, wa Ee 
not enough to elect Mr. Hayes. Four more were required, and, not- F 


withstanding the risk of incurring the contempt of the Senator from 
Ohio, I allege and charge that these were wrongfully taken from the 
State which I have the honor in part to represent in order to make the 
requisite number of votes to give Mr. Hayes an apparent majority of 1. 
At the former discussion the debate was extended to so late an hour 
that I was unwilling to detain the Senate with a full history of the cir- 
cumstances that led to that result, but did not wish my silence to be 
regarded asan admission that Mr. Hayes was entitled to the vote of 
Florida. So I contented myself with a promise to go at length into 
the matter at a future day, which promise I now propose to redeem. 

Since that time another distinguished Senator upon the other side, 
the Senator from Kansas, has reiterated the claim that Mr. Hayes was 
fairly elected to the Presidency in 1876, and in a speech made here on 
May 1 he uses the following remarkable language (RECORD, page 3994 

I feel bound to say that his title isthe most absolutely impregnable of any in 
the whole line of American Presidents, because it is the only one ever passed 
upon by a constitutional tribunal lawfully organized for that purpose. 

As well might one claim to be superior to his neighbors in honesty 
because he had been tried for crime and acquitted, while their integ- 
rity had never been questioned. But if the accused had been ac- 
quitted because of a want of jurisdiction in the tribunal to hear the 
ase and listen to the witnesses, his claim to superior honesty would 
certainly be denied. 
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A little later Mr. Vance, the clerk at said box No. 2, came and made the same 
repor Subsequently both Black and Vance came to me and said they had the 
returnsfrom Archer precinct, box No. 2, signed in blank by the inspectors, and 
that the would make out the returns so as to meet the expectations of their 
own party. They retired to a private room, where they remained twoor three 
hour indthen informed me that they had added about 200 names to the poll- 
list having voted and had increased the Republican vote to that extent, and 
I afterwards learned that they had added 219 names to the poll-list. 

I entered the room while they wereemployed there, and saw them copying 
names from the county registration list upon which those who had actually 
voted at Archer precinct, box No, 2, were checked off, and the new names were 
selected from the names of Republican voters who had notalready voted at 
that precinct After completing the returns in this manner they filed them with 
the ballot-box with the county clerk. 

rhe county commissioners met a few days after election, the board con- 
sisting of I. k. Webster, clerk of the court; W. 1H. Belton, justice of the peace ; 
and Louis A. Barnes, the sheriff, allof whom were Republicans. During the 
canvass Inspector Moore appeared before the board and submitted an affidavit 
to the effect that the returns from Archer precinct No. 2 were false, and that the 
true returns should be forthe Hayes electors 180 votes, and the Tilden electors 
126 votes, but the board decided they could not hear evidence as to the truth or 
falsity of the returns, and upon the face of the returns the vote of the county 
was as follows: For the Hayes electors, 1.984; for the Tilden electors, 1,267; the 
result included the 219 votes forthe Hayes electors which were added to the vote 
cast at Archer precinct, box No, 2, by Black and Vance. These returns were 
sent to the governor and secretary of stat: After these returns were filed with 
the secretary of state an effort was a to invalidate them so far as Archer 
p inct, box No. 2, was concerned Affidavits signed by Floyd Dukes and 
Greene R. Moore, and an official statement from Mr, Webster, clerk, were filed 
with the State canvassing board, for the purpose of showing that the returns 
from Archer precinct, box No. 2, were false and fraudulent. It also appeared 
that Mr. Belton, the justice of the pe had not signed the return filed with 
the secretary of state and governor. Oneof the duplicate returns was sent back 
to Alachua County, and Belton’s signature was obtained. Moore also was in- 
duced to make a counter-affidavit denying the truth of his former affidavit. A 
count iflidavit was also obtained from lloyd Dukes, denying his former affi- 
davit 


Phe grand jury of Alachua County investigated the Archer precinct matter, 


but failed to find any fraud, and passed a1 lution to thateffect. Whereupon 
Mr. Webster was induced to withdraw his statement and make another to the 
effect that he was satisfied that the return was all right. Then aflidavits and 


estate 


nents were laid before the State canvassing board, and the returns were 


counted rhis result gave the Hayes electors 219 more votes than were cast 
for then 
“TT have never | tofore made any written statement or given any evidence / 
regarding this election in Alachua County 
L. G. DENNIS 
The above was sworn to in Florida b re a justice of the peace, and is certi- 
fied by the secretary of state. 


But this fraud was carried into the county return and it entered into 
the general result, and Mr. Hayes received the full benefit of it in all 
the final statements, whether Democratie or Republican. 

\nd to give some idea of the condition of society there at that time 


and the facilities in the hands of our political opponents, I may as 
well state here that after taking these names, as Black and Vance did, 
according to the sworn testimony of Dennis, at random from the reg- 
istration list, the Republican managers went out into the highways 
and byways and brought in men who readily swore that they cast these 
surplus votes. 

Deducting the vote of the Clay County precinct wrongfully omitted 
and adding the fruits of the Archer fraud to the Republican side gives 
the actual electoral vote as it reached the State capitol: 


Tilden, | Hayes. 

Total vote as before oeveevcece coosoes coccsveveceecesoceoeooorss 24, 469 24,137 
Deduct Clay County preciict,. .......00cccceecoscssesceccesconsen-ve . 29 6 
24, 440 24,13 

Add Archer fraud 219 
24, 350 

Democratic majority 90 


According to the law of the State as then clearly understood, and as 
afterwards declared by the supreme court, this was the actual elect- 
oral result, and it should have been promptly announced without en- 
dangering the peace and safety of the country. 

This was the situation in Florida the day after the election. The 
returns showed a majority for the Tilden electors, notwithstanding 
they came from Republican officials, through Republican sources; not- 
withstanding the opportunities for fraud and their willingness to per- 
petrate it. The Tilden electors would probably have received the offi- 
cial proofs of their election but for events which were transpiring out- 
side of the State. The Republican leaders found that they required 
more votes; a political necessity was urging them on, and the circum- 
stances which I am about to relate, taken in connection with their 
subsequent acts, indicate a determination to secure a majority of the 
electoral votes and the inauguration of Mr. Hayes, whether he was 
elected by the people or not. 

Three witnesses have sworn before committees of Congress appointed 
to investigate the election of 1876 and matters pertaining thereto that 
on the day after the election, the very day when, as ! have already 
stated, the chairman of the Republican State committee had tele- 
graphed that no more peaceable or quiet election was ever held in any 
State, telegrams were received from trusted leaders of the Republican 
party in the North stating that the salvation of the country depended 
upon the vote of Florida being cast for Hayes, and that money and 
troops would be forthcoming if necessary to secure this result. This 
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was in advance of any call for aid, and in advance of any complaint , 
disturbance, and while Florida was peaceful and quiet as Vermont 
One of the witnesses, who was the regular telegraph operator at Tal 
lahassee, says that one telegram from Tallahassee, in reply to the «> 
gestion coming from Washington or New York that the returns im 


| be attacked, inquired upon what grounds they should attack them, and = 


the reply said, fraud, intimidation, and some other word which he d 
not remember. The money was sent, as Mr. McLin, the chief of 1 ; 
returning board, and others testified; the troops were ordered to t . 


State capital, and the war upon the honest majorities was commen: 
| Stat tal, and tl the | t majorit 


Among the visiting statesmen who visited Florida to aid the Rep 


licans in their efforts was the present junior Senator from New Hai 


shire; and‘it has since been alleged by Mr. McLin, the secretary of st 
and chairman of the board of State canvassers at the time, when h: 


1 


under oath before the Potter committee as a witness, in June, 127 ) 
that he was approached by Mr. Chandler during the canvass, who a i 
sured him that if the State went and was canvassed for Mr. Hayes t o 
majority of the returning board would be well taken care of. x 

This has never been denied by this gentleman, although the opp Ec 
tunity was given to him by the committee and he was sworn as a wit et 
ness and his attention was called to McLin’s testimony on this ver cs 
point, but he never met the charge with a square denial. And intl By 


pamphlet to which I have already referred he says that the choic 
Hayes electors in Florida ‘‘ was declared without extraordinary 
ances from the Northern visitors.”’ 





McLin was taken care of and was appointed associate justice of t 

| supreme court of New Mexico, and nearly all of the other guilty nt 
-. 2 . ° ; ‘ . ne 
whether of high or low degree, who aided in the work of changing tl vi 


| and Wheeler was to make the face of the returns show a 





vote of Florida received some Federal appointment, wh 
nition of the special services rendered or because of thei 
ness for the positions they were placed in we can judge for oursel ve 
And most of those who did not get official place and position were p 


‘ther in recog 
! 





manently soured against the Hayes administration, because they fail 
to get the ‘‘ recognition ’’ that it seems they were led to expect. 
The next step in the conspiracy to count the vote of Florida for H 


majyorit 
theirfavor. The Democratic county of Baker was selected, about who 
vote there had been no doubt nor dispute. The county was in the 
northern part of the State, was traversed by a line of railrvad, and th 
vote had been regularly and publicy canvassed by the county clerk a 
the only justice of the peace in the county directly after the electioi 
The county judge should have joined with them, but he declined, 
in his absence, the sheriff, who also declined, so the two remainin 
officers acted without them. But this was in accordance with prec 
dent, and there was no controversy about the result. The precincts 
the county, four in number, aggregated as follows: 


l 
i 


ana 


: Tilden Have 
Precincts. Sav r .] 
weeror erie 
GIMIIOS sccccctvccsscecssesse wibicd eps bieenpabucdooseeaboncdsnndcatenseasnweanse 2 
I on ono ccaileeiguvireanetenaesiniptiewunnenesabenisutbumengibumes hwae 7 
Johnsville......... cietlar teh lain ekenyevionavinedayasih piscaulpewiseuen : St 
TV IIAD vic ncerssnnnsnisccsnnccansemoncoeasersseseces sinitmigbbeaie 65 
EEE ccseksciiciwendsentihdaeabaaetendide 2 l 


The legal canvass was made by the clerk and Justice Dorman Noven 
ber 10, and on the 15th they made a second canvass with precisely th 
same results, andsent with the second return a statement that they had 
been obliged to discharge their duty as county canvassers without th 
aid of the county judge or the sheriff because of the refusal of each o: 
those officials to act with them. The clerk left the court-house about 
Gp.m. Itwas dark when he leftthere. He had been obliged to light 
a candle to finish his writing before leaving. He lived afew miles from 
town, and wentonhome. After he jieftthe deputy clerk (Howell), who 
claimed an office afterwards as the originator of this scheme, furnish« 
Driggers with the key to the clerk’s office, and thus a fresh lot of can 
vassers gained admission and entered upon the scene. 

Driggers, the county judge, had persuaded the sheriff to heip him 
under the false pretense that it was necessary because of the clerk’ 
absence, when in fact the clerk had been in town and at his post of duty 
allday. Up to the 11th of November, a few days after the election, 
Dorman, who had already assisted at the legal canvass, was tie onl) 
justice of the peace in the county. On that day the governor, at Drig 
gers’s request, made to enable him to get up this false canvass, gav: 
Driggers a commission appointing William Green as a justice of the 
peace, and Driggers looked him up and secured his aid. The three 
conspirators, under the coverof darkness, sought the court-house. The) 
knew that the canvassing board had met, discharged their duty, and 
adjourned. Driggers had, in conversation with the clerk, announced 
himself as satistied with the canvass already made. There were no 
spectators. 

They took the precinct returns as the canvassers Jad left them. 
Driggers presided, and without any evidence before them, without seek- 
ing for any, they undertook to throw out the unchallenged returns from 
the two Democratic precincts of Johnsville and Darbyville, which gave 
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stead of 90 majority 1! Lilden it i6 for Ha as the 





) precincts is thrown ¢ =f ‘ d the 








All of these returns to t | ind when t - 
canvassers presented the e secretary of te held 
true and honest return a ight forward the ] d fraudu 
substitute as the only ret received from t ce It wa 
after a determined effort that the chairman of the cratic 





committee succeeded in drawing from the secretary of state the ret 


first received, which proved beyond a 
papers upon their face showed that Ti 
vote of the State. 

So thoroughly was this fraud exposed that the State canvassing board 
refused to give vitality to it and canvassed the 
returns from all the four precincts, and thus it w: 
far as the returns are concerned, they show a 
they were as follows when arranged by counties 
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il successful controversy that 
} 


lden was entitled to the elect 


county by including tl 
is admitted that 


Tilden majority, and 


Democrat electors he ) in « ctors 























qj . 7 
Counties. si |Rl/aelalrgs|] § | a l% 
g/g |a | Al sig| gil & 
: n = rs = fi “ - _ 
a q 2 e se = > if 
= = [a= & i, c > ee 0 
Ala 1, 267 l 7 (1, 267 2 “4 s4 1, 984 S4 
Baker 2 5 aS ; i 14 i 
Bre 11 | 8 2 
I yt 703 } 202 2 2 2 
Call i 215 215 2195 215 f 
Colu ' 4 ; 718 ” "Is g 
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I might safely stop here, for, as I will show later on, the Sup 
Court finally decided that it was the duty of the State canvassers to 
count the returns, and that they had no right to change them or to r 
jectthem when regular on their face. But I prefer to call attention to 
the fact that the Republicans had everything to lose and nothing to 
gain by an investigation of the election, and I shall confine myself to 
the larger matters which were brought to the attention of the Stat 
canvassing board. 

In Leon County, at a precinct known as Richardson’s School-Hous 
about 10 miles from the State capital, 73 “‘ little jokers,”’ 
termed, were surreptitiously introduced into the box, probably befor 
the election commenced. This “little joker’’ was a very small ballot | 
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( » I ratic precin were attempted to be 
th ty of the State canvassing board, against the 
p ! b> At Ja pel No. 2 the hoard continue 
‘ t morning, and the result was publicly announced. 
j Line ] 1 the court l ie the 
c he « ers had been on du yr about twenty 
] e { ed They adiourned without obiection till 9 

I I d, filled ind signed the papel accord- 
{ need the n t before. The figures were un- 
( iF irl { con plained of had no eff what- 
eve cast an ounted, The return was regular upon 
ipt to « l it was in violation of law, and tl 
‘ yn t dec d that it must be counted 
\ ie ele re ] fair, and une le I 
j ri ent t t prec defective; there \ no 
} é il vot t was overlooked, and the ele J 
\ en public oO land was known to the com- 
l ed in the r though appearing on the tally-sheets 
he ba which were ng and forwarded to the court-hou 
\ Wl 1 ti ( nit b ix it the 
oO! ) COV ed ne J we n o the « { 
} ul ted to « ‘ t eturn. Vrhey « ! } } 
10 Lt ) der ll la I] i rh y re ved rw } 
used the 1 eets and other pap and filled out t of re 
tur which mply spoke tl truti Everybody knew it to] 
tru tur No objections were made to the courss pursue 1, and the 
othe imply discha red their duty Ch county Canvassers accept l 
the return and included it in their county canvass 
It wor lhave beenstrans indeed if the courts had sustained the ef { 
to rive the people of Hamilton County of their votes on such slender 
’ ae ae 4 











pretexts, especially when these m and irregularities occurred 
th 1 election officers appointed by Republican State and county 
go its, who were not likely to act against those who appointed 
t] nd no charge of ce uption Ww ever made against either set « 
nspectors 1 onnection with these matters The only efit that wa 
made to charge fraud upon the Democrats was in Jackson County, and 
it von this gre i that the two precincts of Friendship Church 
und lton were excluded from the count in the first ca 
m t! metate can ssing board. 

his « was based mainly upon the idea that all the colored peo- 
ple voted the Republican ticket. A miscount or substitution of 56 | 
votes wa lleged at Camp! There were two Republican in- 
specto1 1 one Democratic as testified before the Senate com- 





James 
self a Republican. A similar miscount of 23 was al 
ndship Church. And irregularities were charged at both 
h, if true, would be sufficient to throw a « 

r the fact that the Republicans had a majority of the elec- 
and would hardly defraud their own party friends. 

much conflicting evid But the Democrats produced 
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‘There was 
testimony to show that large numbers of colored men had voted 


ence, 


Democratic ticket secretly, because of the espionage kept over them 
and the persecution visited upon them by those of their color who were 
Republican partisans. 








\fter the election soldiers wei » ordered to the county, and some fi- 
davit takers accompanied the detachment from Tallahassee. No mat- 
ter what may have been the intention of the officer who sent these 


troops or the disposition of the one who had immediate command of 
them, the Republican managers well knew how to take advantage of 
their presence. The ignorant colored men under this pressure were 
collected by scores and made affidavits in wholesale quantities. 

No fair-minded man, who knows the political and social condition of 
the Southern States during the terrible period of the second recon- 
struction, can read over all the aflidavits and testimony taken upon 
the Jackson County election about the time of the electoral contest, 
and give a verdict against the official result. And if they could, the 
whole loss to the Republican party which is claimed is less than their 
fraudulent addition to the Republican result at Archer precinct, N 
in Alachua County, which was proved beyond a doubt or a pera 
nture, and was afterwards admitted by the chief of the guilty actors. 
The next county that invites ourattention is Manatee. In 1876 this 
all railroad communication. Some of the towns and 
in its western borders could be reached by steam-boat, but 
ly means of travel to the larger part of the county was by stag: 
te conveyance to Gainesville, the most accessible point on tl 


l 
‘ 
t 


NO 
’ 


i- 











ro 
ie 
i 





railroad, which was 175 miles or more from Pine Level, the county site. 
It w ‘ ttractive part of the State, whither the tide of immigra- 
tion was then drif r, and the vote was always on the increase. 
Che history of the transaction shows that it was a part of the pro- 
! of the managers of the Republican campaign in Florida to de- 
pi { eople of Manatee of all their elective rights in 1876, and rob 


her vote, 


»month of October it was rumored that the Republican 


clerk i resigned, and notice of the rumor was sent to the Democratic 
Stat imittee over the Cuba wire, which extended through the west- 
ern part of the county. Upon inguiry at the State capitol the rumor 


loud upon the | 
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Gaston, a United States deputy marshal on duty | 





| on the following ground, which appears upon the return: 
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Florida law these were qualified voters. Andin order that there migh 
be no doubt as to the qualifications of those who actually voted, each 
voter was required to swear that he was so qualified before his vote wa 
received. In this way apart of the vote of the county was saved. TI 

i 


election was orderly 









At some of the pre icts memb« of both political parties par 
pated in it; at some the Repul emained away. The ret 
were formal and regular, and we chi c 1 sent up t 
State capitol, where all these facts 1 10Wn the State 
vassing board. 

The vote as compared with the nearest preceding electi 
was as follows, and Mr. Graham 1 ed that since 1874 there had 
been many cl of influent men from the Republican to 





Democratic pa 





Mention Demo Repub I 
cratic LiCat 
1872—Presidential......... 198 79 7 
1874—Congressional......... 249 77 
18 ~Presidential 262 26 28 


use for throwing out the county was that some of the 
106 complied with before the elec- 
It was because there was 
luties could not be discharged by 


The only exe 
formal requirements of the law were 1 
tion. Why they were not has been 
no clerk, and some of the clerk’s « g¢ 
any one else; but if the Republicans suffered any damage thereby it 
is manifest that it was because they willfully refrained from voting in 
the hope that by doing so they might discredit the election. 

The other county that was attacked was Monroe, in the extreme 
southern part of the State, including the island of Key West, and the 
third precinct, one of the wards of the city of Key West, was excluded 


Ssnown. 
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This precinct rejected on the ground that the inspectors adjourned b 


ompleting the canvass and resumed at a different place next day, 








[t was proved that the vote was canvassed regularly on the night of 
the election and the result publicly announced, and that the return 
corresponded with that result so far as the electoral, State, and Con- 
sional vote was concerned. The adjournment was made at mid- 
night by general consent and without objection by any one, all being 
tired out with their continuous and protracted session, and two of th 
inspectors complaining that they were c 

This gives the history of the rejected p 

















recincts and counties. The 


reductions left the Hayes electors in the majority, and I feel safe in say- 
ing that, even if the State canvassers had had the power to exercise th 


irisdiction they attempted, it was not exercised so as to support th 
right. The facts have beenspread upon the public record, and the futu 
historian can refer to them when the time arrives for an impartial and 
correct history of this period. 

The State canvass was closed early on the morning of December 6, 
the day fixed by law for casting the electoral vote; the result was clear] 
indicated a few hours sooner by the marching of a detachment of armed 
soldiers into the capitol yard, and they placed their sentinels around 
the building and the night was illumined by their camp fires. It was 
the cowardice of conscious guilt that prompted this movement, for Tal 








hassee was as peaceful and quict as an Arcadian village, notwithstand 
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— inne nao cena seeees 
tempted to force upon the court a canvass of the electorai vote which 
had not been called forand could not have been in that action. In this 
canvass they followed the views of the court so far as the counties wer« 
concerned in which they had violated the law at the former canvass, 
but they were determined to make it appear that the Hayes electors 
had received an apparent majority. 

They accomplished this by laying aside the full and honest vote of 
Baker County, which they had before canvassed and which was contained 
in the regular return made by the clerk and a justice of the peace and 
which was by their own official action pronounced genuine, and substi- 
tuted for it the false and partial Driggers return, which they them- 
selves had formerly rejected and condemned. They went further and 
rejected the entire vote of Clay County, which had never been attacked, | 
simply because the county canvassers had failed to include one of the | 
precinct returns in the result; in other words, because the people of 
that county had been deprived of 29 Democratic and 6 Republican | 
votes, therefore they attempted to wrong her still further and deprive 
her of her remaining votes—287 Democratic and 122 Republican. 

This return was stricken from the record by the order of the court, 
and the board was required to confine itself to its proper return of per- 
fect obedience. 

This was done, and the peaceful inauguration of Governor Drew, who 
had been elected by the Democratic voters, soon followed. 

In justice to the judges who made this righteous decision I wish to 
call attention to the fact that two of them, Chief-Justice Randall and 
Associate Justice Van Valkenburgh, were Republicans, and continued 
so afterwards. The latter has recently died, and our people, without 
regard to party, lament his death and honor his memory. The third, 
although inclined to the Democratic party, had not been pronounced 
in his political views from the time of the closing of the war. They | 
were all appointed by a Republican governor and held their offices by 
a life tenure. 

The Legislature met carly in January; it had alarge and undisputed 
Democratic majority in both branches. It early addressed itself to the 
task of obtaining a true canvass of the electoral vote, so that the wrong 
which had been attempted against the State might be frustrated before its 
maturity and completion. A bill was framed and passed intoa law on 
January 17, 1877, entitled ‘‘ An act to be entitled an act to procure a 
legal canvass of the electoral vote of the State of Florida as cast at the 
election held on the 7th day of November, A./D, 1876.”’ 

It ordered the State canvassing board to meet forthwith and canvass 
the electoral vote according to the construction of the law as declared 
by the supreme court in the mandamus case just referred to. 

The law is in the following words: 

Chap. 3049.—An act to provide for a canvass according to the laws of the State 
of Florida,as interpreted by the supreme court, of the votes for electors of 
President and Vice-President, cast at the election held November 7, 1876. 
SrcTion 1. The secretary of state, attorney-general, and the comptroller of 

public accounts, or any two of them, together with any member of the cabinet 

who may be designated by them, shall meet forthwith at the office of the secre- 
tary of state, pursuant to notice to be given by the secretary of state,and form 

a board of State canvassers and proceed to canvass the returns of the election 

of clectors of President and Vice-President held on the 7th day of Novem- 

ber, 1876, and determine and declare who were elected and appointed electors 
at said election as shown by such returns on file in the office of the secretary of | 


state 

Sec, 2, The said board of State canvassers shall canvass the said returns ac- 
cording to the fourth section of the statute approved lebruary 27, 1872, entitled 
“An act to amend an act to provide for the registration of electors and the hold- 
ing of elections, approved August 6, 1868,’’ and according to the construction 
declared and the rules defining the powers and duties of the board of State 
canvassers under said law, prescribed in and by the supreme court of this State, | 
in the case of the State of Florida on the relation of Bloxham vs. Jonathan C, 
Gibbs, secretary of state, et al., decided in January, 1871, and in the case of the 
{Sate of Florida on the relation of George F. Drew vs. Samuel B. McLin, secre- 
tary of slate; William: Archer Cocke, attorney-general, and Clayton A. Cow- 
gill, comptroller of public accounts of the State of Florida, decided December 
23, 1876 
Sec. 3. The said board shall make and sign a certificate containing in words 
written at full length the whole number of votes given at said election for each 
office of elector, the number of votes given for each person for such office, and 
therein declare the result, which certificate shall be recorded in the office of the 
secretary of state in a book to be kept for that purpose,and the secretary of 
state shall cause a certified copy of such certificate to be published once in one 
or more newspapers printed at the seat of government, and shall transmit two 
certified copies of such certificate, one to the presiding officer of the senate and 
one to the presiding officer of the assembly of the State of Florida. 

Sec. 4, This act shall take effect from and after its passage. 

Approved January 17, 1877. 





the different counties of the State with the following result: 











Tilden electors. Hayes electors. | 3 .* 

j em 

—_—— - _ —_— ——— a 
| | 66 

oe 

Names. Votes Names. Votes.| 5§ 

A 
James EF. Yonge ..........06 woes) 24, 440 Villiam H. Holden............ 24, 350 90 
Wilicinson Call .................0.. 24,437 | Frederick ¢. Humphries...) 24,319 88 
Robert Bullock....................) 24, 487 Charles H, Pearce .| 24, 345 92 
Robert B. Hilton ................ 24,437 | Thomas W. Long............... 24, 344 93 

| 


Which is the same as the result I have already given. It gives the 


The board met under this authority, and canvassed the returns from 
Republican electors the benefit of the Alachua County fraud committed 
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at Archer precinct No. 2, the omitted precinct in Clay County, the 
wholesale additions to the Republican vote in Jefferson County, and 
the 73 little jokers which were smugvled into the box at Ric 
son’s School-House in Leon County. There was no way of el 
nating these errors and frauds, but they were not quite large enoug] 
to reverse the honest Democratic majority. After the announcement 
of this result another act was passed to cure and correct the wrong and 
error that had been done before it had operated to reverse the will of 
the people as declared at the polls. The act was as follows: 

An act to declare and establish the appointment by the State of Florida of clectors 

of President and Vice-President. 

Whereas at the general election held in this State on the 7th of November, 1875, 
according to the returns from the several counties on file in the office of the sec- 
retary of state,and according to a canvass, and a statement and certification 
thereof, made by the secretary of state, treasurer, and comptroller of public ac- 
counts, under an act of this Legislature, entitled ‘* An act to procure a jegal can- 
vass of the electoral vote of the State of Florida as cast at the election held on 
the 7th day of November, A. D. 1876,’ Robert Bullock received 24,437 votes for 
the office of elector of President and Vice-President of the United States; Rob 
ert B. Hilton received 24,437 votes for the said office; Wilkinson Call received 
24,137 votes for the said office; James E. Yonge received 21,440 votes for the said 
office; Charles H. Pearce received 24,345 votes for the said office: Frederick C. 
Humphries received 24,349 votes for the said office; William H. Holden received 








| 24,350 votes for the said office; Thomas W. Long received 24,344 votes for the 
| said office; and 


Whereas, as shown by the said returns, the said Robert Bullock, Robert R. 
Hilton, Wilkinson Call,and James E. Yonge were duly chosen and appointed 
electors of President and Vice-President of the United States by the State of 
Florida, insuch manner as the Legislature of the said State bad directed; and 

Whereas the board of State canvassers constituted under the act approved 
February 27, 1872, did interpret the laws of this State defining the powers and 
duties of the said board in such manner as to give them power to exclude 
certain regular returns, and did in fact under such interpretation exclude cer- 
tain of such regular returns, which said interpretation has been adjudged by 
the supreme court to be erroneous and illegal; and 

Whereas the late governor, Marcellus L. Stearns, by reason of said illegal ac- 
tion and erroneous and illegal canvass of the said board of State canvassers, 
did erroneously cause to be made and certified lists of the names of the electors 
of this State, containing the names of the said Charles H. Pearce, Frederick C 
Ilumphries, William H. Holden, and Thomas W. Long, and did deliver such 
lists to said persons, when in fact the said persons had not received the hi; 
number of votes, and, on a canvass conducted according to the rules prescribed 
and adjudged as legal by the supreme court, were not appointed as electors or 
entitled to receive such lists from the governor, but Robert Bullock, Robert B. 
Hilton, Wilkinson Call, and James E. Yonge were duly appointed electors, and 
were entitled to have their names compose the lists made and certified by the 
governor, and to have such lists delivered to them: Now, therefore, 

The people of the State of Florida, represented in senate and assembly, do enact as 
follows; Sxecrion 1, That Robert Bullock, Robert B. Hilton, Wilkinson Call, and 
James E. Yonge were, on the 7th day of November, 1876, duly chosen and ap- 
pointed by and on behalf of the State of Florida, in such manner as the Legis- 
lature thereof has directed, electors of President and Vice-President of the 
United States, and were from the said 7th day of Novémber, 1876, and are au- 
thorized and entitled to exercise all the powers and duties of the office of elec- 
tors as aforesaid, and had full power and authority on the 6th day of December, 
1876, to vote as such electors for President and Vice-President of the United 
States, and to certify and transmit their votes as provided by law, and their acts 
as such electors are hereby ratified, confirmed, and declared to be valid to all 
intents and purposes; and the said Robert Bullock, Robert B. Hilton, Wilkin- 
son Call,and James E. Yonge are hereby appointed such clectors as on and 
from and after the said 7th day of November, 1876. 

Sec. 2. The governor of this State is hereby authorized and directed to make 
and certify in due form, under the great seal of this State, three lists of the 
names of the said electors, to wit: Robert Bullock, Robert B. Hilton, Wilkinson 
Call, and James E. Yonge, and to transmit the same, with an authenticated 
copy of this act, to the President of the Senate of the United States; and said 
lists and certificates shall be as valid and effectual to authenticate in behalf of 
this State the appointment of such electors by this State as if they had been 
made and delivered on or before the 6th day otf December, 1876, and had been 
(ransmitted immediately thereafter; and the lists and certificates containing the 
names of Charles H. Pearce, Frederick C. Humphries, William H. Holden, and 
Thomas W. Longare hereby declared to be illegal and void. 

Sec. 3. The governor of this State is further authorized and required to cause 
three other lists of the names of said electors, to wit: Robert Bullock, Robert B. 
Hilton, Wilkinson Call, and James E. Yonge, to be made and certified and forth- 
with delivered to the said electors; and the said electors shall thereupon meet 
at the capitol in Tallahassee and make and sign three additional certificates of 
all the votes given by them on said 6th day of December, each of which certifi- 
cates shall contain two distinct lists, one of the votes for President and the other 
of the votes for Vice-President, and annex to each of the certificates one of the 
lists of the electors, which shall have been furnished to them by the governor, 
pursuant to this section, and the certificates so made shall be sealed up, certi- 
fied, and one of them transmitted by messenger and the other by mail to the 
President of the Senate, and the third delivered to the judge of the district, as 
required by law. 

Sec. 4. An authenticated copy of this act shall be transmitted by the secretary 
of state to the President of the Senate of the United States, and another copy to 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United States, 

Sec. 5. This act shall teke effect from and after its passage. 

Approved January 26, 1877. 

It declared the Tilden electors duly chosen and appointed. 

It authorized the governor to certify lists of the names of these elect- 
ors to the President of the Senate of the United States, and declared 
such lists as valid and effective as if they had been made before these 
electors had voted for President and Vice-President. 

It declared the lists formerly given to the Hayes electors illegal and 
void. 

It authorized the true electors to meet and make additional certifi- 
cates of the result and attach to them lists of the electors as required by 
law. Itdirected copies of the act to be transmitted to the Secretary of 
State, the President of the Senate, and the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives at Washington. All this was done, and the action of the 
State as thus corrected by lawful and legitimate means was in the pos- 
session of the President of the Senate when the two Houses of Congress 
met to declare the result of the Presidential election on the Ist dey of 
February, 1877. 
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clothed with all the forms of law, v ore Con ss t I ‘ 
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on the popular vote nor a true canvass of the r he Hayes ¢ t t 
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electo as approved January 29, 1877, after all these pro¢ l Hien thie ) ‘ ced ii it 
ings ha sompleted and after the true and valid certificate of th n elect t é lt olet 
vote o had reached the President of the Senate. mn the correct t tion ¢ ; 
, . , , ‘Yr * } } } ’ ? ‘ ; 
A¢ ing to the terms of this act the two Houses of Congress met BUA UCI ‘ . ud 
: . > -bD ’ ‘ : 1 tad +} . } } ’ t | 
in the Hall of the House of Representatives on the Ist day of F« l edi th ‘ ry 
The following powers were given to the Electoral Commission by t h the Hayes te l i cert 
act, as appears in the second section (Electoral Count, page 5 fer Legislatu dont ta } 
When all such objections so made to any e« icate, vote, or paper 1as 1 the law as ceé t I y 
shall have been received and read, all such certificate I < made in a lay il tatnt i 1 { 
jected to, and papers accompanying the same, togetl 1 ; ‘ ; 5 
shall be forthwith submitted to said commission, whi ed t . 
he same, with the same powers, if any, now posse t t sit 0 | e % ed 
»two Houses acting separately or together, and, by a ma ty « t i 
decide whether any and what votes from such State are the votes | 
by the Constitution of the I i States, and how many and what | A mS ' t 
duly appointed electors in such State, and may therein take into vi 8 rea \ t é 
titions, depositions, and ot pers, if any, as shall by the Constitut vale » ta elacti« en ! 1 4 l 
now existing law, be coniy i pertinent in such consideration; w 7 ~ 3 oe : 5 : ay ; 
cision shall be made in wi iting briefly the ground thereof, and j | Os the peopie, Au} ‘ : 4 cen « ‘ uM 
by the members of said commission agreeing therein: whereu 1 t i executiy ind t I lit t 1 A i ] 11 
Houses shall again meet, and such decision shall be read ard entered mitte to Concress at the de 
Journal of each House, and the counting of the votes shall proceed in « : ‘ : : 
ity therewlth, unless, upon objection made thereto in writing by at leas ik eve a rong ¢ S BMG ‘ ¢ i i Was ) 
Senators and five members of the House of Represer 3, the two Houses | | mn whvt sone s i ‘ 
shall separately concur in ordering otherwise, in which case such t e wer , Che ‘ 
order shall govern. No votes or papers from any other State shall ted - ; . ; 
until the objections previously made to the votes or papers fr any Stat : peu . os t ‘ ‘ t Une lal 
have been finally disposed of. re t. and tl y wre L che ded t wl Ame 1 people. 
Under these powers the Electoral Commission reached the followi: Che State had done ; 1 her power and v present with t idg- 
conclusion as to the vote of Florida, and so declared in their so its of her courts hich were tled to pect; v el 
judgment (Electoral Count, page 196 tive acts, W we lv enacté 1d with the formal and = 
The commission also has decided, and hereby decides and rey th é declaratio of her executive Com 1. in spite ‘ 
four persons first before named were duly appointed electors in a , woe 5 , , ‘ 4] oss s 
State of Florida. _— a tO Pau : All = ‘ om 
The ground of this decision, stated briefly, as required by s 3 t I i io r 
lows: ‘ } ‘ 
That it is not competent under the Constitution and the law, a é ; ara le ae : - 
the date of the passage of said act, to go into evidence aliu eon th ‘ , — “z 7 ‘ 
opened by the President of the Senate in the presence of the t »] ‘ ed. the ele ) \ S j 
prove that other persons than those regularly certified to by the gov tive rislat ' ‘ to 
the State of Florida, in and according to the determinatic ‘ a eeiald Pista , , . , 
their appointment by the board of State canvassers of saix . . , 
time required for the performance of their duties, had been : lé S100 i i tl tion as to wv } 
or by counter-proof to show that they had not, and that a t re e ‘ t ‘ { : ett] ind 
courts or acts of the Legislature, or of the executive of Florida, subs ‘ a s , , s a 
. . ° > at . . > = ne sand ¢ir é ( ao 7 . (i- 
the casting of the votes of the electors on the press d day are inad : . ; ’ . 77 ~— 
for any such purpose. il ol any one. ihe contempt of no m i eve high and power- 
_ . . 5 . ‘ > . ly l nreve +h, ‘ } te ‘ . aan . ‘ne 
With reference to this opinion I wish to say that the commission | ! 6 may nt aking 
did not have to go into evidence aliunde the papers opened by the Pres- tigations and reaching Nis co ms. 4i use will be reviewed, 
ident of the Senate to obtain the proof of the action of the State in | Very Witn ee DO ey OVGS) weighed, every do 
correcting the wrong and fraud of the first State canvassing board and | UMent which may throw light upon these t ns will be searched 
. +4 . ‘ . . nd etndie — have } donhbt as to ¢ verdict in . the 
the false certificate given by Governor Stearns. Such evidence was nd studied, and I have no dou mnAL Verd sn 
. } née frreat fe . af WV rT . ! ‘ a onan nm neonle since tha 
part of the record. absolute forgeuu ak DY. Tay y th 1 peopie the 
They did not find that the people of Florida had chosen the Ha expiration ol ¢ Presiden { , ul raict upon 
. . ‘ , , ‘ ets yr Tt 7 € le t¢ I t I l 7 
electors; they only found that the first State canvassers had so de 1; 4 ACUS ¢ 
e “ rT 1 4 ‘ ‘ ; 1 +} y ln 
and that Governor Stearns had so certified, facts which the who AD CLOSING UAIS SUDJECE 2 Propose ecord the Oj 
country knew before the Electoral Commission was organized They ns of Some prominent ire} to t of Florida in 1876, 
further found that it was not competent for them ‘‘ to consider t und I shall men wie v La know the truth, and 
proceedings of the courts or acts of the Legislature or of the executi some of them were act mn th 1 have described, others were 
. . : : se ' witneaces h 11] hav a time ' | ou ] 
of the State subsequent to the casting of the votes of the Legislatu wit! ¢ t ail ve ea r viev 4 
; . teetimony is ¢ ret th nt eat of , 
on the prescribed day. And all such evidence, though it was part and lony 1S agalp ne ‘ i € ? 
parcel of the record, and with the papers opened in the presence of the | * rength and value of their statements. 
: : oge A Gener Yrancria ¢ Parlow a dictir shel ad i aldig 
two Houses, was rejected as inadmissible. eral Franci ‘ OW, &@ GISti hed | 1 Soldier, 
- : : ' . ‘ SO ne v.veneral of New York a cent! a f a hicheat co} 
The reasoning upon which the commission acted was clearly and ney-general of New ork, a gentieman of the higl 
com Bs . : ’ hat tima wan hitica: sme te io I . : 
forcibly stated by one of its members as follows and at that time a Republican, and touse } 1 wo I 
When the agencies which the State has selected have acted, the State has | Ment’ In his party opinions, went to f-orida at the request 0! oe 
acted; no power can reverse its action for mis in law or fact. for fraud or | dent Grant as one of the visiting statesmer 
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That General Barlow made a formal report to President Grant in 
harmony with these views, and that he openly proclaimed them on his 
return from Florida, are facts well known to all familiar with tl 


ill, who sought the interview with G« 
statement was made, was at 


. Clayton A. Cov 
eral Barlow, at which the foregoing 








easurer of F and a member of the board of State 
yas a he l afterwards voted to give the 
ection to ’ lectors. But at this interview 
night, within twenty-four hours of the decision, and after | 


the evidence 
as follows with ref 


and the argument of counsel, General 
rence to his declarations. 





ingly assented to what I said. He seemed very eager to get 

formation he could and apparently reed to what I said. I 

nally he distinctly said: “I agree with you; I can not consci- 

» other way; J can not conscientiously vote to give the State 

ector This conversation lasted some time, and finally we 

1eard « meb coming. I said to Dr. Cowgill, ‘‘ Do not go, because this must 

be « ‘ ty friends, and I want to say fore whoever it is what I have 
just Ltoy 


It was Governor Stearns who entered, and Barlow told him what 
had been said; but, some fresh influence operating on Cowgill’s mind, 
he voted contrary to these conscientious views on the day following. 
Samuel B. McLin was another member of the board of State canvassers 
and its president. He was an extreme Republican and held the offic 
of secretary of state. In June, 1878, he appeared before the Potter 
committee and filed a sworn statement he had prepared the previous 
March with reference to the electoral count of 1876, and while before 


rmed the substantial 





that committee and under examination hee: 


parts of this statement. The following extracts are taken from this | 





vy taken 


session, Mis- 


sin full in the second volume of the testimon 
Forty-fifth Congress, third 


pay and it appear 
before the Potter committe: 








cellaneous Document 31, part 2, pages 98 and 99 

Paper } { to be McLin’s conf on put in eviden as follows 

me of the la ite I d of ca issers of the State of Flo »T 
feel impelle yase f duty to myself and justice to others to ma ke the fo 
low Lemme 

the t i wa >] was not at any time conscious of act 
c rwise than 1 it and proper I enteved cham tat anvass with the convic- 
t ‘ \ y priv and duty in a political sense to g ive the benefit of 
every doubt in favor of Republican party. felt that where a question 
could be decided either way without doing violence to a public sense o f justice 


it was fairly allowable in politics that I should always lean to my own party, 
and give my decision in its favor, even at the hazard of straining a point. 
no time did I feel that I oceupied the position of a judge charged with the dt ty 








ofa strict and nice weig x and baJancing of all the evidence _prese nted 
LA ne back now to that time I feel that there wasacombination of influenc 
that must have operated most powerfully in blinding my judgment and sway 
li uA“ n 


time of the canvass avery a ti 
ld suffer i: 


J i been for many years and was at the 
pa 1. Lsineerely thought that our State and the nation wor 
parable ury the Democratic party were to obtain the Presid ney and th 
policy of hatred to the negro should obtain control at Washington. It was th 
commuon and universal talk that the very exi eens Se elen See ae South 

l ended upon the election of Mr. Hayes. 











lad t Re} lican party 
My i sustain them throughout the South, while Mr. Tilden ae 1 
‘ } n 

I was shown numerous telegrams addressed to Governor Stearns and others 
fi rust eaders of the Republican party in the North, insisting that 
the saly nof the country depended upon the vote of Florida being cast for 
H h crams came from those to whom I had been accustomed to 
ak in of the national committee and the man who was the near- 
es id of Mr. Hayes had conducted the canvass. These telegrams 
also ‘ ince of the forthcoming of money and troops if necessary in se- 
eur ev ry for Mr. Hayes. Following these telegrams trusted northern 
Re irty leaders and personal friends of Mr. Hayes, arrived in Florida 
A I iscould bring them. I was surrounded by these men, 


\ i t Republicans, and especially by friends of Governor Hayes. 





One itle par ilarly, Governor Noyes, of Ohio, was understood to r 
res¢ him and speak with the authority of a warm personal friend, commis- 
sioned with ver to act in his behalf, 





rhese men referred to the general destruction of the country should Mr, Tilden 
xiety of the Republican party of the North and their 
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s pathy with us I can t say i ne n have bee 
ced | th I ent th I \ i aro i me¢ I v f 
in zeal may ! eledt nto error rcan I say how far my « 
vas { ) t 1 Noves Mr. 
Pres ls i ! i ‘ - 
! ong ¢ y a ‘ ’ 
wil his dist \ ilmr i 
I vied i I tisan i t I S¢ 
yedand me y ro i er 
‘ did so much f n,! i} I 
ote lucted with th ‘ unt 
1 have characteri € i vi 
t i lofthisly tha W ng 
of ement: t 
t I t . ' the mo I ‘ < S ’ 
& s and pe ped r 
I < es i t ce 
v | i th 
for I { t1t' luty of the board tothr« 
i includ the « nt, or rets ind count precincts, on the ground « 
t ] elec 1 or fraud that was charged to exist. T 
é i ‘ board had decided that t 
had rs, a had t ! t to exclude precincts from t 
‘ t if the re ‘ iown t ) ! uli r Ludulent : 
r tt i 1 ning t ith this vy 
‘ t pon he cony 
that th were il ted with large « onary ] i were of x 
Partisa ar ) | tical bias had a powerful influence in the 
< of tt r ht ng a majority of the 
‘ vas y t t proved. If the board | 
r tht S f eme urt of the State, de 
( nd 3 of t be to throwing out precin i 
‘ I » quest t at Mr. Tilden would have n 
to tl Flor ding re mm B | 
‘ int Iwhich L} i i rt 3 
! ely red t i Hh z 
j led w precinct re ns t v ‘ 
State to M I i Archer Pre 2 ichua ¢ a] 
it é ! ri 1 ex tted \ ot l 
! Den I ! 8, althou vas I n 
Z t tl have f tl 
‘ { ta the returns had htt 
seat. 2 \ r ! tot I I 
cin 
Ini C« i Li I t l 
t r i Ni it t ir to <« t i 
em tic mer r he vat those were f: ballots. Subsequ« 
confession she it they we ntothe box. I had seen Joseph Bows 
one of t spect imilar to them afew days before the « 
un ition eir ] were generally adopt 
In Jefferson Ce precinct at which Mr. J, Bell was i t« 
tes were r I llots andcounted, Nocl re W 
as to this onfession of J. Bell since mad 





closes the fa 
19 votes fraudulently added to the Archer return, and the 74 vo 

edin the box in Leon County, and the 100 votes surreptitiously added 
n County, : ating 393 votes, been rejected and the De ratic re- 
hich we oo ga y, contrary 
to the decision of the suy i tai ounted, Mr. Tilden 
would ha arried the State. The nclusion, tl fore, is irresisti ible that 
Mr. Tilden was entitled to the electoral vote of Flor and not Mr. I 
in making this statement my motives will doubiless be questioned by many 
but the facts will stand alone as the truth, without any man’s motives to sus 
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jected precincts w 

















tain them. I am free to admit that, ving things as I now do, and remem- 
bering that Mr. Hayes was continually inspiring his personal friends and 
trusted agents by every means in his power te 


» secu ire for him the electors 
ave been a conscious wr ¢ 
been elected, as his subsequ: 
vas | und up in his own, and } 
i who contributed so largely t 
tiable littleness of the man is be- 


al v« 










and } ey 
) ‘7 nowledge that he 


Florida an i Lon 
his part, done w 
repudiation of Governor Packard 
willful and cowardly desertion o f tl ’ 
his election have shown, my conter 1 otf yr the] 
yond my power of expression. 

Mr, Hayes has denied the validity of hi 
ard’s; he has ignored his Flori 
worthy and tainted with : 
his own opinion was se« 5 ] Ie has cowardly 
and betrayed his Southern Republican friends through fear of be 
that he believes he never was elected by the people. 

Whatever may be the opinion of men in regard to my motives, I give the 
facts and leave my motives to a higher tribunal. 
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SAML. B. McLIN, 


The views of the Republican chief-justice of the supreme court 
Florida, E. M. Randall, and the associate justice, R. B. Van Valken 
burgh, have already been referred to. The whole question was befo: 
them, and their solemn judgment was in favor of the Tilden elector 

L. G. Dennis was an active Republican partisan, familiar with all th 
circumstances. His sworn statement as to the Archer fraud, alread 
submitted, and his testimony taken since the completion of the work 
of 1876, are conclusive as to the actualresult. The record shows that he 
was indorsed by some of the leading Republicans of the country when 
he came to Washington to get an office in 1877 after Mr. Hayes was in- 
augurated. He plainly says that he warned one of the visiting Repub- 
lican statesmen, who had a controlling influence in the management of 
the Republican interests before the board of State canvassers, and who 
wanted Dennis to go upon the stand as a witness, not to introduce hin 
unless he wanted to lose hiscase. And he accepted the suggestion and 
Dennis was not called upon to testify. 

The last Republican whom I shall now call is William J. Purman. 
In 1876 he was a Representative in Congress from the first Congre 
sional district of Florida and a candidate for re-election. If the work 
of McLin and Cowgill in counting in the Hayes electors in the State 
was, as the Senator from Ohio claims, right and just, then Purman was 
re-elected. He participated in the entire campaign and was actively 











at work aiding his party friends in ascertaining the result of the e elec 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


Mr. BUTLER. Iv simply going to inquire of the Senator from 
Nevada why the ial courtesy of the Senate should be violated in this 
particular instance and this bill should be railroaded through the Sen 
ate. I should be very glad if the Senator would give some reason for it. 
When I left the Senate Chamber on Monday the Senator had up for con 
ideration the bill for the admission of Washington Territory, and he 
made ery nest appeal to ine to help him in its passage. When I 
can k J found that the Chinese bill had come in and that he had 

hbandoned his pet scheme for the admission of Washington Territery 
and that thi ill must be railroaded through the Senate. 

[ should ery glad, I say, if some explanation could be given why 

hat I understand to be the usual courtesy of the Senate should |} 
vio nd this bill wurebed through in this form. 

Mr rEWART. Iam the last man to violate the courtesy of the 
Senate, but several Senators ine take an interest in the Washington | 
Perrit bill, among them the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoornHEEs], 
went away this afternoon supposing that the time to-day would be oc- 
cupied by the Chinese restriction bill. They desire very much to be 
present when the Washington Territory bill is under consideration, and 
i told them that undoubtedly the restriction bill would be taken up 
to-da 

As I said before, the Senator from Mississippi is in favor of the bill, 
und if h to make a speech on the Chinese question he can do 
that at any time. Of course if he were opposed to the bill it would be 
against the courtesy of the body to refuse to grant his request, but he 
is in favor of the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘That is not the question at alk The Senator from 
Mississippi has announced that he is sick and can not proceed without 


great personal and physical inconvenience. ‘That is the point I make, 
and th nator from Nevada insists that the Senator from Mississippi 
shall a deliver his speech when he is sick. 


re 


vo on 


Mr. STEWART. I do not insist upon his going on with his speech. 
He can make his speech to-morrow morning. 
Mr. BUTLI That is not the point. The Senator from Mississippi 


wishes to speak ‘to this bill. 

Mr. SPOONER, I hope the Senator from Mississippi will not goon 
at this time if, as he states, and as I have no doubt is the fact, he is ill 
and can not proceed without great discomfort and pain to himself. 1 
understand him simply to ask that the bill be postponed until to-morrow 
in order that he might then without pain and suffering make some re- 
marks upon it. 


Mr. GEORGE. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from Wis- 
consin, but-—— 
STEWART. Under the circumstances I shall not press my ob- 
jection. 


Mr. GEORGE. 

ir. STEWART. 

Mr. CULLOM. 

Mr. STEWART 
ators take of it. 

Mr. TELLER. Then let 
to-morrow morning. 

Mr. STEWART. Iask unanimous consent that the bill be 
up to-morrow after the formal morning business, and that it be con- 
tinued until it is disposed of without any intervening business. 

Mr. GEORGE, 
has been acceded to by unanimous consent. 


I shall not press the request any further. 
I withdraw my objection. 
The obfection is withdrawn. 
I withdraw my objection if that is the view Sen- 


us have an agreement to take up the bill 


Is that true ? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was not acceded to. 
Mr. GEORGE. Then am I to proceed now? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada withdraws 
his objection, and asks that the consideration of the bill be resumed to- 
morrow morning at the close of the formal routine business, to be pro- 
ceeded with thence until concluded. 

Mr. GEORGE. That would incidentally grant my request? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be entitled to the floor, if he takes it now for that purpose, when the 
consideration of the bill should be resumed to-morrow morning. 

Mr. BROWN. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. HOAR. Is there not something set down, by unanimous con- 
sent, for immediately after the routine business to-morrow morning? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Illinois [Mr. FAar- 
WELL] obtained unanimous consent that the question concerning the 
electric-motor street railway in this city should be considered at the 
close of the morning business to-morrow. 

Mr. STEWART. Then I will put the hour at 1 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will tell you what I will do. I shall goon the 
best way I can now. 

Mr. FARWELL. 

The PRESIDEN 
the floor. 

Mr. GEORGE. I shall have to apologize to the Senate for the very 
desultory and disjointed way in which I shall discuss the question to- 


Mr. President—— 
‘T pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi has 


day for the reasons which I stated when I asked for a postponement of 


taken ! 


I understand, then, that the request which I made | 


Is there objection to the request of 


| qualification to the proper performance of my duties as a 
the one hundred years of our nationel 
| perilous per 


| qualification fi 
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the consideration of this matter until to-morrow. 
wish of the Senate that I should proceed, and I wil 
i can and to the extent that I may be able 


It seems to be the 
| do so in the best 
way to pursue the discus 
sion. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President. in the outset I 
to a declaration made by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER}, in 
tended to discreditanything that I or any other Senator up_n this sid 
of the Chamber who comes from the South may say because we have 
That objection to our participation in the discussion ot 
questions before this body has been made on several oc 
who at American citizens and American Senators, 
ing with equal rights equal and sovereign States of the Union, ar 
titled to less liberty of thought and less liberty of h than is 
corded to other Senators cn this floor. 


believe I shall allud 


Sli vel iaers, 
‘asions, as if y 
e here as repr 


Speer 
i 


at 


I was aslaveholder. I was a slaveholder ina very small way, how- 
ever. Iwasa slaveholder by inheritance. My tather before me w: 
asiaveholder. _It was not understood in the section from which | 
came at that time that the holding of slaves was immoral or sinful. 


The Senator from Colorado yesterday twitted me with the banter that 


I would not get up now and say that I thought that slaveholding w: 
asin 
Mr. President, whatever may be my views upon the 


nya? 
nial 


sinfulness or 
righteousness of slaveholding is a matter that I suppose no mortal 

no humancreature within the broad limits of the country has the sli 
est interest in; and certainly I have thought—and that is the main idea 
that [ desire to present in reference to that—that whatever may bs 
opinions now or whatever may have been my opinions heretofore 
the question of the sinfulness or the contrary of slavery, was not adi 
Senator. In 
, including that dark, that 
riod of seven years in which we were contesting for the priv 
ilege of having a national life, it had not been regarded by the 
body of the American people, or, so far as I know, by any considerable 
portion of them, that being a slaveholder in the present, much le: 
having been a slaveholder a quarter of a century before, was any im- 
peachment of the patriotism of the person thus situated or was any dis- 
x the performance of the highest and most important 





1px 


hile 


great 


| duties which a citizen of the United States can owe to his country. 


| 


| foundation for any success we might have in our contest with the 
| ish Empire, it was not considered a disqualification to him that he 


! 





The Senator from Mississippi would | 2 \ € ; i 
| to preside over the deliberations of the convention. 





When George Washington was called to take command of the Con 
tinental Army and proceeded to Boston, then beleagured by the Brit- 
ish forces; when from all the great men who adorned our history at 
that time the Continental Congress selected him as the hope and the 
Brit- 


owned slaves; it was no impeachment of his ability, of his patriotism, 
of his fidelity to the cause of the United States. So after relying on 
him during the seven dark years in which the weak and feeble colonies, 

in every one of which I believe at that time slave ry was lawful—lI say 
under him, a slaveholder, leading the weak and feeble, comparatively 


| so, armies of these colonies against the strongest power on earth, the 


country reached freedom and independence. And during that whole 
time there was not one man in all this broad land who doubted that 
he would perform his duty as ably, as faithfully, as if he were a non- 
slaveholder. 

And so, sir, after our struggles, through the Confederation, when it 
became obvious to the thinking men of this country that there must 
be a closer and a better union between the States than existed under 
the Articles of Confederation; when the great spirits, the great minds 
of this country were called in consultation to form a new bond of union, 
to form that Constitution under which we now live—and which, allow 
me to say parenthetically, if we observe it and obey it with fidelity to 
its provisions will continue for many ages to come, as it has in the 
past, to make us a great and prosperous people—when the great and 
the patriotic spirits of this land were called together to form this Union, 
and form the Constitution under which we live, that same man who, 
3a slaveholder, had led our armies through the Revolution was called 
In that same body 
the men who most gave shape and form to that grand instrument, that 
palladium of our liberties, were slaveholders representing slavehold- 
ing constituencies 

When the new Government had been formed, when in weakness we 
were inaugurating the experiment of free institutions in hee c comnts y; 
surrounded by powerful nations looking on us and on the experiment 
with jealousy and with hope that it might fail; when it required the 
highest genius and the highest patriotism to guard and guide the des- 
tinies of the young Republic through the perils which surrounded it, 
that same man was called to the helm. He was a slave-holder still, 


| and it was not regarded as an objection to him that he was known to 


be such. Slave-holders were in his Cabinet, and from that time until 


| our unhappy civil war most of the great men—many were not in that 


position—but most of the great men who guided the destinies of this 
country, who made it honored at home and eg abroad by their 
patriotism and their genius, were slave-holders. Jefferson wasa slave- 
holder, Madison and Monroe were slavt-holders; Henry Clay and An- 
drew Jackson were slave-holders. I will not go through the list; you 
all know it. They were allowed free speech and free discussion in the 
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dictates of the hea ] S cau olt ( t é t = 
rel w h once divides een I 1, that there should bli 1 Ly or, 
orth, no South, no Eas no We ! tics tt ‘ Ne] . Vv 
; e such communi ich consult ind { pen ( t i uke 
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of either army, only to make good that the Southern man, the \ rl not ! i f Ch he ¢ com! ! 
. ern white man, should be thes ect and I of the ) \ | ‘ i do ( which ‘ 
z white man? If such was your purpose I did not so understand it. It ! us from trade 1 China ' we , 
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destruction of any real union. or { 1 Oregon and eated by the Senator ff lo t ( 





So, Mr. President, when I took my seat here, now about eight years ese ( e her larg | the ¢ I I 
ago, I entered into all the questions which concerned the An 1 | did not know as do! I 
people and any part of the American people with the same d tors I ! i ) L ( [ } 
ination to do what my heart and my head told me was right \ { { I had » ( f 


t ¥ 

reference to them, whether the particular section fr6m which I come | 1 we t » this « ry prior to t t { f leed. 
had an interest in that particular question or not. The very first | But eems thet I und 
speech I ever delivered in thi 

fense into which I was precipitated very soon after I took my at uw that as to wl ( t I i State, until t 


here) was to advocate a bill then pending before the American treaty-makir 


3 Chamber except one ot! personal ce t 1 under t n tation of ¢ y . 1 const ‘ nal 








1} ) oO! ist 
ate to exclude the Chinese from this country I did not vote for tha ree, or until ‘ i State 
bill, I did not speak for that bill, because the presence of Chinese in | « State acts for itsel 
this country was a special injury to the State in which I live or an in-} Iam not prepared 1 f 1 we 1 | o a discu 1 of the 


jury to the section from which I come. No Chinese were there, but } question whether the people of ¢ nia or t people of ¢ racd 






feeling deeply from sad experience the dangers of a commingling upon } acted wisely in admitting the Chinese hat is for them to decide; it 
the same soil of diverse races, and believing as I did then and as I do | is a question for them to act upon. I have nothing to do with y- 
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I y tute to prohibit « seamen from engaging in ¥ 
is « ed t ‘ with coolie It had no reference the 
port on ot ¢ nese or J nese into ft] country, ar | ved 
by t ion of the statute hich I will d, and lich t 
Se rom Colorado did not read, a section of the same st 
in 

- } contained sh I l “il to 
tar’ n A of tl subjects epecified in section 2158, or ’ carry 
i I sp er on board the same 

\ ’ tatute to which the Senator alluded as pr il ng 

tine yx tation of Chinese into this country there is an ex} SS pr 
visic n for 1 rcoming intothis country. I wasalittle mistakenin my 
sp 1 a few days ago in supposing and stating that the treaty of 1868 
op d the door. It had been opened six years before that time by 
the act to whi { have called attention. That act was in force and 
under it ¢ immigration was taking place year by year when the 
United States came to make the treaty of 18 which was the cause 















of a)l our sorrow If the matter had stood upon the statute it would 
have been in our power to repeal it at any time without any impeach- 
ment of our honor, without any charge that we had broken faith 

anot hie ty-making power. It would have been then not only in 
our ym pet y to have repealed the law but to have enacted or 
wholly prohibiting the Chinese from coming here. 

But 1868 ms to have been a year of fruitful error in reference to 
the tter We had the treaty, to which I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate again, because on that the Senator from Colorado 
and m f differ very much. The Senator said that Article V was 
nothi re than an abstract declaration of a doctrine which is called 
the can doctrine, but he was mistaken about that as he was about 
otl I tle 

I { ticle of the treaty of 1868: 

TF y 

l . r m ‘ dt I of Ch rd I 
the Lilt 5) i {1 his home and 

d there the r would have been right, but it 


al 

rn . 

j y < recog 
th of the free migration and emigration of their citizens and 
sub s1 lv from the one connt t l yther for the purposes of cur 
osit l 1s } inent residents. 

It ito abstract when this doctrine was expressly applied by 





the ty to the coming of Chinese here and to the going of Americans 
to ¢ . But thatis not allot the treaty, Mr. President. You might 
82 iat Was au ingenious argument. Aningenious man might get up 
a litth rument to show tha tthat d mi not meananything. Butif you 
wi o to Article VI you will see something even more signifi cant. 





tute of 1862 in force, and here is Article VI. After 


rd re sik 


is of the United S 








providing he citiz tates visiting an ling in 
China, which was in the other treaties, they came on and for the first 
time said in this treaty: 

A ‘ illy, Chinese subjects visiting or residing in the d States 
shal me privile ee alee sn éoaeaiinin in enmaian tennes 
or 1 may t r enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of the most 
fave 


express contract by which the Chinese are to have the 


CF wiattion 


same privileges of visiting this country, of doing business in this coun- 
try, and of residing in this country as an Englishman, or an Irishman, 
or a Frenchman, or any other foreigner. That makes it a little more 
than the mere abstract enunciation, as the Senator said in substance, 
of an American doctrine. It applied that doctrine by making it a 


treaty right that every Chinaman should come here, and reside here, 
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statute the provision which I have just read, so that no matter how 
objectionable Chinese immigration might be and however desirable 
Irish immigration an 1imm tion and German immigration 
ind Seandinavian i on might be, they just said to the States, 


‘You 

















shall not tax the Chinese any more than om tax the others.’ 
As I understood the Senator from Colorado, the burden of his speech 
was to show that the Republican party had been all along fighting 
triving to keep the Chinese out of this country. Yet here there w: : 
acts by which you not only invited them here in 1862, but you con- E 
tracted in 1865 ‘should come. And what was done two years 
afterwards? Cal possibly (I do not know about that, it may b« a 
the Senator from Oregon or the Senator from Nevada or some of them 
can tell me) had commenced discriminating against and taxing th c 
Chinese, or they were talking about doing it; and right then the Re s 
publi Congress said You shall not do that you shall not tax a as 
Chinaman any more than you shalltax an Irishman.’’ That brings us P 
| down to 1870. How did we stand then ? : 
Mr. MITCHELL. To whatsection of the Revised Statutes does th 
Senator refer ? e 
Mr. GEORGE. bout the tax? 
Mr. MITCHELI Yes, sir. 
Mr. GEORGE. I refer to section 2164 of the Revised Statutes, which 


is asection of the civil-rights act of 187' 
ing. It is a section of the act by which i 
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them to our shores, and at the same time you would exciude tl : 


Chinese. 
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England and China and Brazil and for 
and the United States; and then, 


as det 


ing said there should be construed into ir 

or Japanese coming into this country. 
That did very well forone statute, Mr. I 

of the pen it did pretty well. B 


got to prohibit i 
in another 
you for the Chinamen to come, you put it 


ut I suppose 
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section, sO anxious Wel 

1 a little provision that noth- 

nterfering with any Chinaman 


is your 


Just for one stroke 
they were afraid thxt 


*resident. 





want to ds 
Mr. GEORGE. ; 
Mr. MITCHELL. Is 
rred, 18s al 
the first restriction on 
as ever passet I 


GEORGE. 


Look at the supposed 

and a \ 
1 
i 


-ownel 


sse 


not the U1 ( 
Mr. MITCH 











8300 


who was insisting that the Republican platform of 1880 authorized and 
commanded the passage of laws by Congress to restrict this immigra- 
tion. I want to read the language of a very distinguished Senator 
who, I suppose, has about as much right to speak for the Republican 
party as any man on this floor. He said: 


Mr. Hoar. Mr. President,I do not think that anything will be gained by en- 


tering upon an extende discussion of a measure which has very recently re- | 


ceived so thorough and careful an examination at the hands of the Senate. 
I suppose the bill, either with or without the amendment which has been 
adopted, is destined to pass. I wish before it passes to put on record my cer- 
tain conviction 


And by the way, in order to save time, I want to call the attention | the right to bring his labor, bring his ow n property to ourshores, and the rig 


of the Senate to a good many other propositions in what I am reading 
besides the main point- 


my certain conviction that the opinion which has come from a large body of 
the most intelligent people of the country, from the organs of the great denom- 
inations of Christians, from the representatives of the communities which have 
owed their prosperity, their power, their happiness to the respect in which the 
labor on which they are based has been held 
sure, sooner or later, is sure very speedily, to prevail in reversing the policy on 
which we now seem about to enter. 

That is, in passing the Chinese exclusion bill of 1882. 

I believe that the Pacific coast itself will come back very soon to the doctrine 
of the eloquent resolution framed by my honorable friend from California a 
few years ago as a representative of the Republican convention of his State, of 
which he was a leading member, It is impossible, it is incredible that a blow 
at the dignity of human nature, a blow at the dignity of labor, a blow at men, 


not because of their individual qualities or characters, but because of the color | 


of their skin, should not fail to be a subject of deep regret and repentance to 
the American people in the nineteenth century. 

I do not, however, rise to reargue this question or to reaffirm my own indi- 
vidual opinion. The conviction with which I have started has been deepened 
and re-enforced by the expressions of sentiment which have come from the 
sober, religious sense of this country. It has been strengthened also by the 
exhibition of the true character of the leaders of the sentiment which has de- 
manded and secured the passage of this bill, which we have seen in the press 
of the section of country from which it comes. 

I wish, however, to refer in a single word to one charge which has been fre- 
quently made, and that is that those members of the Republican party— 


And to this I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Colorado. 
I might have omitted the reading of all the other, but it was good to 
have it read and put in the RecorD, and I wanted it in— 


I wish, however, to refer in a single word to one charge which has been fre- 
quently made, and that is that those members of the Republican party who 
have resisted the passage of this measure have violated the pledges with which 
they asked the support of the American people at the recent Presidential elec- 
tion. I waain a condition, I think, to know something of the opinion and pur- 
poses of the men who composed the great Republican national convention of 
1880. I was also in acondition to know something of the opinion of the great 
statesman and soldier and martyr and lover of liberty who was the standard- 
bearer of my political associates in that memorable campaign. It is adishonor 
to both to charge that they asked the support of the American people by pledg- 
ing themselves to the principles upon which this legislation is based. 

General Garfield, I believe, would have gone to the stake, he would have put 
his right hand into the flames like Cranmer, before he would have accepted the 
Presidency or have subscribed his name to adeclaration involving such a blow 
to the dignity of labor and the dignity of American humanity as is involved in 
this bill. 

This is what the Republican national convention declared. I stand, and am 
ready to stand in the future, by every word and letter and syllable of the dec- 
laration. 


Now, I will read that declaration: 


Since the authority to regulate immigration and intercourse between the United 
States and foreign nations rests with the Congress of the United States and the 
treaty-making power,the Republican party, regarding the unrestricted immigra- 
tion of the Chinese as a matter of grave concernment, under the exercise of both 
these powers, would limitand restrict that immigration by the enactment of such 
just, humane, and reasonable laws and treaties as will produce that result. 


The same idea exactly as the resolution offered in 1876 by the Sena- 
tor from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. Here is the comment of the Senator 
from whom I am reading: 


That is, the regulation of immigration and intercourse. Then General Gar- 
field in his letter of acceptance stated the doctrine to which he understands he 
is committed by accepting the nomination of that party upon that platform. 
He said: 

“The material interests ofthis country,the traditions of its settlement, and the 
sentiment of our people have led the Government to offer the widest hospitality 
to emigrants who seek our shores for new and happier homes, willing to share 
the burdens as well the benefits of our society, and intending that their pos- 
terity shall become an undistinguishable part of our population.” 


Then says the Senator: 


Is that like an enactment that no Chinese shall ever be naturalized in the 
American Republic? e 

“The recent movement of the Chinese to our Pacific coast partakes but little 
of the qualities of such an immigration either in its purposes or its result. It 
is too much like an importation to be welcomed without restrictions, too much 
like an invasion to be looked upon without solicitude. Wecan not consent to 
allow any form of servile labor to be introduced among us under the guise of 
immigration. Recognizing the gravity of this subject, the present administra- 
tion, supported by Congress, has sent to China a commission of distinguished 
citizens for the purpose of securing such a modification of the existing treaty as 
will prevent the evils likely to arise from the present situation. It is confidently 
believed that these diplomatic negotiations will be successful without the loss 
of commercial intercourse between the two powers, which promises a great in- 
crease of reciprocal trade and the enlargement of our markets. Should these 
efforts fail, it will be the duty of Congress to mitigate the evils already felt and 
prevent their increase by such restrictions as, without violence or injustice, will 
place upon a sure foundation the peace of our communities and the freedom 
and dignity of labor.”’ 


That ends the quotation from Mr. Garfield. 
speech made by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 
Senator continues: 

Mr, President, I reaffirm for myself, and for the people whom I immediately 


I am reading from a 
That 


I say I think this opinion is | 
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represent, every syllable of that eloquent declaration. 
friends from the Pacific coast in regulating immigration so as to extirpate, roo 
and branch, every form of cooly labor. I am willing to plant at the outer gate- 
ways of this Asiatic nation vigilant and competent consular agents, without 
whose certificate no man shall come to our shores whose labor is not his own 
property; who does not come with his family, if he has a family; who does not 
come under the fair promise that he is likely to take upon himself in good faith 
the responsibilities, the duties,and the opportunities of American citizenship 


Not an evil has been suggested in the petition and complaints that have co: 


Iam willing to join my 








| from the Pacific coast against which I will not join with its representatives j 


| striking a hard and fatal blow. 





But I will not strike at an honest, industrio 
temperate Christian laborer because I am afraid that his labor is more skilif 
than mine or than the labor of the men of my race. I will not deny tot! 
Chinaman any more than I will to the negro or the Irishman or the Caucasia: 


to fix such a price upon it as according to his own judgment and his own j 
terest may seem to him best. 

I denounce this legislation not only as a violation of the ancient policy of tli 
American Republic, not only as a violation of the rights of human nature itse] 
but especially as a departure from the doctrine to which the great party t 
which I belong is committed in its latest declaration of principles, and to whic! 
our great martyred chief, whom we were so proud to acknowledge as o1 
standard-bearer, affixed his declaration in almost the latest public act of his 
distinguished life, 


So the Senator from Colorado will see that the platform of 1876 
which I have just remarked is substantially the same as the platform 
of 1880, almost in the same words, as interpreted by one of the most 
distinguished members of his party, is not in accord with the views 
which he expressed yesterday; or, in other words, that there is noth- 
ing in that platform which justifies the present bill and nothing even Ps 
which justified the bill which we passed in 1882. I will let that an- 
swer the argument of the Senator upon that point. 

I showed some days ago in ashort speech I made then that the bulk 
of the Republican party in the Senate voted in favor of striking out 
from the House bill in 1882 the clause which prohibited Chinese natu- 
ralization. I stated that fact. I think I was interrupted then by a 
suggestion or by a question that that was unnecessary, that the law 
already prohibited it, and thatthere wasnosuch practice. It had been 
a good while since these matters came before me and I only had a dim 
recollection of them, and so stated at the time; but it was stated in that 
debate that Chinese were actually being naturalized by State courts in 
the United States. Upon that subject I desire to read something from 
that debate. On the motion to strike out section 14, which is in the 
following words: 

That hereafter no State court or court of the United States shall admit Chi- 
nese to citizenship; and all laws in conflict with this act are hereby repealed 





Mr. Farley, of California, said: 

Mr, FARLEY. I hope that amendment will not be adopted. For many reasons 
Ido not wish to take up the time of the Senate just now in the discussion or 
thisamendment. At the time that it was put into the first bill I know that 
some distinguished Senators took the ground that there was no necessity for 
this provision, because the statute already provided for it. But, notwithstand- 
ing that statute, the courts have been naturalizing Chinamen; and I shall insist 
on the rejection of the amendment at this time. ES 

Nobody controverted that statement made by Senator Farley. That ee 
matter came up again in the debate in acolloaquy between Mr. Farley and . 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. Senator Farley said: 

Will the Senator— 

Speaking to Senator HAWLEY— 

Will the Senator allow me to ask him one question? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. Fartey. Were they naturalized in the State of Connecticut, or where a 
were they naturalized? a 

Mr. HAWLEY. They were naturalized in Connecticut, I believe. One of them ol 
I know was a graduate at Yale College, had taken prizes in English composi- ie 
tion there, and was regarded as a man of superior ability and education. 

So I was right in stating that it was a then present emergent evil 
that required legislation, that the practice was going on. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator state that under the law as it 
existed at that time Chinese could be rightfully or legally naturalized 
in this country? 

Mr. GEORGE. I have not examined that question very fully, but 
my present impressions are that they had no right to be naturalized. 

That is my impression. 

Mr. MITCHELL. At the time when the amendment was voted 
down ? 

Mr. GEORGE. 
was voted on. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think the Senator is right in that. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have not examined that matter very thoroughly, 
though, but there seems to have been a doubt about it. The Senator 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] tells me, in addition to what I have stated 
here, that they naturalized about seven Chinamen in Indianapolis. 
Ind., a very enlightened State with a very intelligent State court, and 
then there was the statement made made by the Senator from Connect- 
icut [Mr. HAWLEY] that they were naturalizing them in Connecticut, 
and I think that one of the most beneficent acts, and one of the most 
judicious grounds of legislation is to remove a doubt upon a statute 
and to prevent misconstructions of the statute by the courts of the 
country, and so it appears 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the 
question? 

Mr. GEORGE. 





Yes, I will state that—at the time the amendment 





Senator from Mississippi allow me to ask a 


Yes. 
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Mr. DOLPH. Is 
place, or by what judge Chinese were natural din Indiana it = \ I 

Mr. GEORGE. I have st read from Senator HAwI I re 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask asto India 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Texas gave me that for [XS \ ed 








I have seen something in the newspapers about Chinese bei it ! te, | { 1 it 
ized in Indianapolis 
Mr. DOLI | ed 


ago, mat 











United States lately I y m 
record proving that seven Chinam re naturalized in | \ M \ 
and voted there against Democratic est Toa < 
Mr. DOLPH. Is the Senator able tostate from recollect r ¢ 
s \ 


wise what that record was, before what court or what judge, or in 
town ? ' < 
Mr. REAGAN. It was the record of a State court. se twos 
Mr. GEORGE. Well, they were naturalized. I want to bring ' : “tothe 1s 


‘ me d i 
before the Senate the opinions of distinguished Republicans to the « ; 
that they ought to be naturalized, that they were proper sub they a that 
naturalization. I have not got my marked copy of the hi : 7 

g 


ve to read a little more _ wile 


and I may have 
-R. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question. 


Mr. TELL 
Mr. GEOR . Let me find this now. . : 
Mr. TELLER. Ishould liketo ask hima question with reference t { ; ( t I 


naturalization. Does the Senator regart 





the statute since 1804 a provision that is to natura i id for 
be white men ? phe 7 


. . . : } ers exe t dc 
Mr. GEORG! I do not know that it is exactly that vi ¥ ‘ i Ido 





. , =< we | t t re 
Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator appeals to: e I think I « in | ¢ pager ee a te ; ie ie Mica 
the decision of the State court of Indiana which has been refe: v entand g “ i my 
Mr. GEORGE The Senator from Colorado will agree with : a es : h evi $ Sul 
when I state my position. one. t elf out 
Mr. TELLER Let me call attention to the statu t t sw eed t} 
Ir. GEORGE. I know what the statute i In 1804 t} S t 
statute passed, and I believe before that, in 1791, the first statut , ' sai 
passed for the naturalization of white men. In 1870 it was ext " ord or t t li s 
to persons of ‘an descent M resid I ead th 
Mr. TELLER. To Africans only; so that it includes only e view of nging upon t i re] _ 
men and Africans, not Asiatics. of these o t tly 
Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator from M sissippi al yw me to tes ed as ! , | 1} ‘ 
him another question? I ha 1 | Ty t toy 1 f 
Mr. GEORGE. I shall never get through if I am constantly \ rt { 
rupted. ly} r{Mr. [: I> 
Mr. DOLPH. I desire to know if he is aware that } i 
House amended the bill which was recently px 1 so as to rep. : 
provision of the act of 1882 which provided that no court should t ee: I 
ura »a Chinaman; and does he know wheth t ' 





the impression—— 


Mr. GEORGE. You must not ask me as to my knowled I do e 













































not know much. If the Senator onl: t the ¢ 
my information I will admit that I am 

Here is what the Senator from Com HA 
about it after the colloquy in which v 3 t 1 
a, ‘1, s ht 
izing Chinese in his State : vy. I f t : 

Therefore ve that the arg at i th ‘ | } I 
force here reast t is alrea ‘ } f 4 
twenty ye id on that ‘ : : 
tendency o ird i ‘ ry r é vy ¢ ig 1 is ‘ . : 
beheading in China } 

ri Chinese ir 4 wh t affords a ser s itot f 5 ( ‘ 
the California coast I 1ize \ t of t é x : 
my judgment, re hed y ke the threate g proportions w ( e rest! ) ( ire i 
Lye represented. I ams s not distributed more thre hout t 1) t ] v t nd t t 1 ( ul 
try. f appreciate the pa ness vi n 1 Giscussing att ) ‘ 
does not immediately aff my own Sta ut ind J 1 willing to « : 
tothe charitable and s etic fee yr those 1 1eers | t vy ¢ i i t 4 t { 

Ives afflicted Cher 3 the re 14 ‘ : 

I wish we could have some sympathetic feeling of that sort so record which your pa mad 
times from Northern Senators about tre les that are equ , swered before the A : 
tressing to some other sections of the country. ul vho brings 16 } ( ’ 

Iam willing to regulate th mmigration I think the Chin > Gove t ihere 1s anotne Ut } i t 1‘ i 
is willing. lam willing to limit it; to restrict it I admit, nay more, I e Senate, 1 } f 
the right of a government to defend itself against : ile or « 1 vy } } 

. | ( 

gration It is a question of fact as to whether this i It isa fu ‘ . ra ; 

- : . 4 F e 4 ++ 4 r l + 
tion for rightful consideration whether we are wisel} slating against it « or from Jiassachuse is 2D 
if there be an evil. If we could suppose a bill that should admit on such ¢ Senator } me } I ! 
namen as came with the es, and admit such only as came with a : ate 
pose to permanent settlement with us, admitting n e to be citizens and 7 ses 2 

: : : a . . re 1 } 

unless they should be able to speak and read the English language, you co cu i A l i 
tainly could defend such a bill with much more consistency than you ca 0 I é 1 ft t el 
fend this bill as it stands with the clause forbidding naturalization, b« ot 4 ‘ ’ 
that makes no distinction upontheg ind of merit, or education, or int« ‘ aa ! : P 
or patriotism. It simply excludes a man by reason of his race or color, a iassacnusetts think t 
have said as emphatically as we could to the world that no man should whether he thinks that y r t 


cluded for that reason 
An exclusion based purely upon race or color is philosophical, ur : 
undemocratic. cgemand of the American people for t 
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Tl Line tlie plece ol ] story to which I propose to allude will an 
to co I é tement of the Senator from Colorado that the Repub- | 
lican party | pee breaking its neck here for several years to try to 

top ¢ ‘ ul ition! On May 1, 1882,a very important act oc- | 
curred in t House of Representative In view of the fact that the 
Senator from Colorado draws a distinction between the abrogation o 

treaties the violation of treaties, let us see how the Republican | 


party 52 upon a direct and square-out proposition to abro 

gate the ¢ e& treaty I read f i the proceedings of the iious 

Ke} itati | 
A | that 4 es ] 14 ‘ 

















i ‘ s 
J i ‘ { Ss 1 ey t i 
. t n Ch tot I si sex | 
i at n, and foreign commerc 
vi ea e great majority of Chinese who immigrate to this country | 
det ntal to the v fare of American laborers; and ; 
st no willingness or capacity or intention to assimilat 
W ir ¢ people and have no appreciation of our institutions; and 
W here t execution of the fifth and sixth articles of the treaty gene: 
known as the Burlingame treaty endangers the peace and good understanding 
exi yr between tl United States and China, and interferes with the power of 
Oor stor ilate foreign commerce: Therefore, 
a lved by the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled, That 
the s i f the United States be, and heis hereby, au i 
toi iediat ‘ orres} 1ce with the Government of 
pos f ra change or rogation of all stipulations in ~ 
W ! 1it the immigration of Chinese into the United or 
tre n, and foreign commerce, 
\ny one who listened to the Senator from Colorado yesterday, when 


he spoke about the grand difference between abrogation and violation, 
when he summoned his great powers to show to the American people | 
that whilst the Republicans and General Harrison would not doa thing, 
would not move a hair’s breadth in the way of ‘‘ violation,’’ might be | 
led to suppose that they would do everything, travel the circuit of the | 
earth if they could only have ‘*‘ abrogation ’’ asthe end of their journey. 
Her a distinct proposition to change or abrogate. Now let ussee 
what became of that resolutlon. 


was 





Mr. Kasson. What power to abrogate have we under the treaty ? 

Mr. Hooker, I desire to offer an amendment to this resolution. 

Mr. TOWNS! », of Illinois. Ido not yield for the purpose of allowing the 
amendment, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois 
[M LOWNSHEND |. 

Mr. TowwsuHeEnp, of Illinois. I desire that the House may consider the motion 
as onded 

rhe SPEAKER, No second has been demanded. 

Mr. Rosin , of Massachusetts. Let the question be taken on seconding the 
mot n. 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Mr, Roprnson, of Massachusetts, and Mr, Town- 

HeNnD, of Illinois, were appointed, 

fhe House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 62, noes 100. 

Here comes the great part of this thing. It is funny: 

So the House refused to second the motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. TOwNSHEND, of Illinois. I ask for the yeas and nays upon this proposi- |} 
tio 

The Speaker. That is not in order, 

The first thing we do over here after a division has been had, if any 
one is dissatisfied with the count, is to call for the yeas and nays, and 
yet the Speaker, who happened to be not JoHN G. CARLISLE or 
SAMUEL J. RANDALL, but John W. Keifer, a distinguished member 
of the Republican party, decided the motion not to bein order. Now, 
let us see what else happened. 

Mr. Townsuenp, of Illinois. Although therules provide that the roll need not 
be called on seconding a motion of this kind, I make the point that thisis a 
motion to suspend the rules, including that rule as well as a}l others. 

rhe SpEAKER, But the motion is not entertained by the House. 

Mr. Roprnson, of Massachusetts. The rules are not yet suspended. 

Mr, Resp. You can not suspend the rules until you suspend them. [Laugh- 
ter 

The SPEAKER. The vote just taken was to determine whether this proposition 
should be entertained by the House; and the House has refused to entertain it. 

» he could not get the yeas and nayson the motion. Now, see what 
Mr. TOWNSHEND said was his motive for getting the yeas and nays, 
which was not controverted by anybody: 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. My purpose was to show that but one Repub- 
lican in this House has voted to sustain the motion. | 

Che important historical fact that only one Republican in the House 
of Representatives voted to sustain the motion to suspend the rules by 
which this Republican panacea for all the ills of human life, the abro- 
gation of this treaty, could come before the House of Representatives, 
was not allowed by the Republican Speaker to be put on the records 
or Journals of the House, and posterity and the world will not know 
that fact that only one Republican voted to suspend those rules, ex- 
cept by the statement of Mr. TOWNSHEND, which was not contradicted 
by anybody. 

Mr. DAWES. What is the date of that proceeding? 

Mr. GEORGE. May 1, 1882. I read from the ConGREssIONAL | 
RECORD, volume 13, part 4, page 3476. 
Mr. DAWES. Is the Senator aware that the rules of the House do 
not permit the calling of the yeas and nays on the second of a motion 

to order the previous question? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir; I do not impeach the Speaker’s decision. 
I am only stating that I read that for the purpose of showing Mr. 
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ime come this exeecration and this disfavor will be mainly laid u; 
the shoulders ef the Democrats, If the Republicans in their action 
this matter have been looking forward to that happy time when 
prejudices of the American people against admitting these Mongol 
| into their country to compete with American laborers for their } 
| shall bave passed away—lI say if t waiting for that time, tl 
they may indeed rejoice if it shall come. They have shown the | 
record for that happy time that ty has « hown upon any qu 
on. In 1862 they invited the Chin in 1868 they contract 
with China that the; ulcl never be kept in 1870, in the ci 
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TOWNSHEND’S statement. He wanted to get it t] I 1 
could not doit. His statement that only one Republican vot 
t was not contradicted. 
When that time shall come, which the Senator from Massachu 
certain will come, when all the legislation we have had or are hay 


will be re 
disfavor 
ke it wh 


or are trying to have for the f the Chinese 
1 execration, I believe 


ot remember the 


was the word, at least with 


word, but with disfavor—then I t 








y shoul 
rights law, they protected t ongolians from discriminating t 

tion as against Irishmen, Germans, and Englishmen, and after 

commenced, in answer to the demand of the American people, to p: 
legislation in Congress upon this subject, as I showed a few days ag 
and up to 1886 at least, that side of the Chamber presented almost 
not entirely, dls nts ri 


enti n up sometimes, I believe, as high as eis 








or nine—almost a solid vote against all measures on that subject. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a gu 
tion? 
Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. Fs 
Mr. MITCHELL. Is the Senator from Mississippi aware of th Fe 
fact—— ; 
Mr. GEORGE. Do not ask me yt rab my knowledge = 3 
am a very ignorant man. 4 
Mr. MITCHELL. Is heaware of the fact that the present Preside : 
of the United States and the present candidate of the Democratic part ae 
for the next Presidency —— .% 
Mr. GEORGE. Whowill be elected, too. Putthatin. [ Laughter. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Is the Senator aware that the President on 1 
6th day of April, 1886, sent a message over his signature to the Sena ‘4 
and House of Representatives of the United States—— , 
Mr. GEORGE. Oh, well, put that in an appendix to my speech 


ator 





Mr. MITCHELL. Will thes 

Mr. GEORGE. Goodn. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ‘That in that message the President reeoommended 
that Congress amend the Chinese restriction act of 1882 as amended by 
the act of 1884 in such a way as to enlarge the right of Chinese to come to 
this country, which recommendation, had it been adopted by the Con- 
gress of the United States, would have admitted into this country a 
very large class of Chinese who are not permitted to come into this 
country by the acts of 1882 and 1884. 

Mr. GEORGE. Are you through with your question now? 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is my question. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam not aware of any such thing. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, he did. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam answering now. You are through with you 
question. Now you can just stop. Iam not aware of any such thin 
If any such extraordinary thing happened as that I should think th 
President had been taking a little Republican liquor, or had been ass 
ciating with and had been inspired by some of my Republican friends 
on the other side, and I do not believe he did either. In other words, 
I do not believe, in the first place, that the President did that thin; 
and in the next place 

Mr. MITCHELL. Well he did, and I hold the message in my hand 

Mr. GEORGE. Wait until I get through. Ido not want to b 
terrupted now. 


allow me one moment ? 


log 





ice 








Mr. MITCHELL. I should think not. a 


Mr. GEORGE. Of course not. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi is « 
titled to the floor, and declines to be further interrupted. 





Mr. GEORGE. Iam entitled to the floor. on 
Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. . 
Mr. GEORGE. TheSenator from Oregon has from now until Chri . 


mas to use his papers. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not wish to inter 
wanted to ask him a question. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have a little more to say, and I do not want 
waste my time in interruptions of that sort. I had a pretty good id 
in my head when the Senator came in with his foolishness. I belie 
I was recapitulating the great efforts made by the Republican party to 
get the Chinese into this country, but I am so much astounded now | 
the revelations made by the Senator from Oregon that I have rath 
lost the track. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 

Mr. GEORGE. Never mind. 


upt the Senator: I on 


I think from the sound the Senator—— 
Keep your seat, if you please. 


I believe when the Senator from Oregon interrupted me I was tall- 
ing about the cl: 
Colorado, as being the early, original, eternal. 


im of the Republican party, set up by the Senator from 
and undying enemies of 
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to state that my colleague [ Mr. BEcK | is paired with the Senator from 
Maine | Mr. HAL¥], neither of them being present. My colleague would 
vote ’ if he were present and not paired. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. PADDOM I desire toinform the Senator from Kentucky that 
my colleague [Mr. MANDERSON ] would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ if he were here. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Then I shall ask leave to have my vote recorded 
in the aflirmative. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the affirmative). My colleague 
[Mr. WILSON, of lowa] is necessarily absent to-day, and is paired with 
the Senator from Maryland | Mr. W1Lson]. Ihavea general pair with 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY I leave it with 
his colleagues to say what I shall do respecting the pair. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘The senior Senator from Delaware [ Mr. SAuLs- 
BURY | would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ if he were present. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
thinks I ought to observe my pair. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let itstand. 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY ]. 
the pair shall be observed. 


“6 


Iam paired with the Senator from 
Lleave it to his colleague to say whether 


Mr. PLATT. Ido not know how my colleague would vote. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I have voted ‘‘yea.’’ I will withdraw my vote 
if the Senator says so. I withdraw my vote. 


The PRESIDENT p 
draws his vote. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Did I understand some Senator to announce that 
he was paired with my colleague [Mr. Evarts]? 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘The Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts] is 
usually paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The announcement of the pair was 
made. 

Mr. PUGH. 
ator from New York [Mr. EVARTs]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Both Senators are absent. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ if he were here. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague [ Mr. 
BOWEN] with the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. If my col- 
league were-present he would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] re- 
quested me to announce his pair with the Senator from Minnesota | Mr. 


o temporc. The Senator from Missouri with- 


} 


SABID The Senator from West Virginia would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ if he | 
were present. 
Mr. BATE. My colleague [Mr. HArnts] is necessarily absent, and 


is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morri.u]. 
league were present he would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. BLODGETT. Iam paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER]. I understand that he would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ if 
he were present. 


If my col- 


Mr. BLAIR. My colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] would vote “‘ yea,”’ 
if present. 

Mr. BLODGETT. Then I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. BLAIR. I will simply say that my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] 
is necessarily absent, and, as has been stated, if present he would vote 
** yea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 0; as follows: 

YEAS—32. 
Allison, Colquitt, McPherson, Reagan, 
Bate, Cullom Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Berry, Davis Paddock, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Dolph, Palmer, Stewart, 
Blair George, Pasco, Teller, 
Blodgett Hampto Plumb, Turpie, 
Chace Hiscock, Pugh, Vest, 
Coke Jones of Nevada, Ransom, Walthall, 


NAYS—0. 
ABSENT—44. 


Aldrich, Edmunds, Hawley, Quay, 

Beck, Eustis, Hearst, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Evarts, Hoar, Sabin, 

Brown, Farwell Ingalls, Saulsbury, 
sutler Faulkner, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 
Call, Frye, Kenna, Stanford, 
Cameron, Gibson, Mandersou, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Gorman, Morgan, Vance, 
Cockrell, Gray, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Hale, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Harris, Platt Wilson of Mad. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum not having voted, the Sec- 
retary will call the roll of the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB and Mr. CocKRELL addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is it in order to move an adjournment ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me, though Ido not care to make the mo- 
tion—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. 

Mr. PLUMB. 


I rose for that purpose myself. 
It seems to me that perhaps we should not lose any 


time by letting this matter go over until to-morrow morning when 
there will no doubt be a quorum present. 
tion to adjourn. 


Still, I do not make a mo- 


My colleague [Mr. MorGAN] is paired with the Sen- | 


I have no doubt that my colleague [Mr. Evarts] | the light-house or the establishment of the light-ship, as the case may 


I vill allow my vote to stand unless some Senator 
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} 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll of 
the Senate. 

Mr. BROWN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 42 minutes p. m 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, September 6, 1888 
at 12 o’clock m. 


OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, September 5, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 


D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. CuTHs! 


MISSOULA RESERVATION, MONTANA, 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
War, with accompanying papers, recommending legislation to secure 


| for military purposes certain lqnds within the limits of the Missoula 


reservation, Montana; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
CLAIMS DISMISSED UNDER BOWMAN ACT. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 


| clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a list of war claims under the 


Bowman act dismissed for failure of proof of loyalty; which was r 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 
ESTABLISHMENT OF LIGHT-SHIPS AND LIGHT-HOUSES, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 5716) for establishing a light at the mouth of 
Otter Creek, Lake Champlain. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, this is one of several bills that are on the 
Speaker’s table which have been amended by the Senate by inserting 
in the House bills the appropriation of the money for the erection of 


be. Under the rules of the House the Committee on Commerce has no 
authority to make appropriations for such purpose. The Senate ask a 
conference with the House on the amendments to these several bills; 
and I ask unanimous consent that the House non-concur in the amend- 
ments of the Senate and agree to the conference asked. 

Mr. ADAMS. Let me ask the gentleman what difference there is 
between the request in this case and a somewhat similar request a few 
days ago, to which objection was then made? The gentleman isaware 
of the fact that I have been strenuous in my desire that in some way 
on all such questions there should be an expression of sentiment on the 
part of the House, although whenever a good reason has been given I 


| have withdrawn any objection to such requests. 


Mr. CRISP. The gentleman perhaps did not hear my statement. 


| Under the rules of the House the Committee on Commerce does not in- 
| corporate in any of their bills a provision appropriating the money for 


the work. 
Mr. ADAMS. Iam aware of that. 
Mr. CRISP. The cases to which I now refer are House bills pro- 





New Jersey; 


viding for the establishment of light-ships or the erection of light- 
houses in some half dozen different localities, which are on the Speak- 
er’s table. 

Mr. ADAMS. The rule is the same in regard to them. The gen- 
tleman asked, if I understand it, unanimous consent, a few days ago, 
that the House should take action upon these bills without reference 
to the committee at all. 

Mr. CRISP. No, sir; they are different bills. 

Mr. ADAMS. ‘The bills are of the same character. 

Mr. CRISP. They are of the same general character. In each case 
the Senate amendment appropriates the money. My request is that 
the House non-concur in these amendments and agree to the confer- 
ence, in order that we may make an effort at least to enforce the rules 
of the House in this respect. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The same order was made with reference to the following bills, 
aamely: 

A bill (H. R. 1239) to extend the jurisdiction of the Light-House 
Board to the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, California; 

A bill (H. R. 1641) for the erection of a light-house at or near a point 
about midway between Barnegat and Navesink lights, in the State ot 


A bill (H. R. 1249) for establishing a light-house and fog-signal on 
Roe Island, Suisun Bay, California; 

A bill (H. R. 5700) to facilitate the transportation of life-saving and 
light-house supplies at Hog Island, Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. 8855) for the establishment of a light-ship with a steam 
fog-signal at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor. 

BONDS OF DISBURSING OFFICERS, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the Senate“amendments 
to the bill (H. R. 8873) in relation to the bonds of disbursing or other 
officers and the monthly payments of the Army; which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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a (DE AUE?P al 1.3.3 a — ’ a ants . ae NI 33 of the new Librarv lild : th atian af tin 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3074) for the i as : 
relief of Nicholas J. Bigley; which was read twice, and referred to the | P/an 
: ? , ¥ , , 
‘ } ] ry) ct ‘ ‘ - i ‘ A : i y 
Committee on Claims, . 
























































































RETURN OF I S TO THE SENATI 7 . 3 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the request of the Senate | , 1 to practice a e tot ' f \ 
for the return of the bill (S. 3086) granting a pension to Victor, Ger- | , : mv childhoor ld : t { 
trude, Margaret, and Helen, minor children of Lieut. George L. M oe in ation : y 
S. 3087) granting a pension to Mary A. Pfeiffer tion offered by the member Pent M | 
If there be no objection, this request will be agreed | , han mneiinatlw wrilltiner $: 5 
to, and the Clerk will be directed to return the bills to the Senate . investigation, recat 
Lhere was no objection, and it was so ordered WwW disclose t] fa ‘ l i 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. | dation. Applause on the D 
L By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows r AT . . 
es lo Mr. PHELAN, for ten days, on account of important busines | Wr TATCH f a I 
mr r yal Aa | ‘ 
; lo Mr. WHITTHORNE, for ten days. ; ( : ° ; a3 
e rt , . , , ’ ‘ ol é r 
: lo Mr. WARNER, for three days from September 5. , ann 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, asks leave of absence for three weeks, on s P a & 
i \ l yin VV 
ount of important business H t 
ee [The SPEAKER. The Chair has also received a letter from the gen as a 
e , + . , . tt ‘ 
tleman from Virginia [ Mr. GAINES] asking that his leave of absence . ; P 
. . A ‘ i ‘ . 
extended until the 20th instant, on account of serious sickness in “aes. ap 
> , . , ‘y t nN ‘ { ’ 
family Without objection this leave will be granted. 7 
was no objection. ’ 
Tha s 
¥ ENI I ) S SIGNED 3 ‘ ated 
A KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported t a Se 
t] had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the follo et 
fo when the Speaker signed the same, namely irposes of ( I 
bw \ bill (S. 2871) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah J. Mart cs 
E4 li (S. 3035) to grant a pension to William Thields; WIR] 
i a 074 . . . v4 r bee 
f \ ll (S. 3118) for the relief of Mathew O. Regan; . . ag ' ; 
? " aoa . . . . TY : 7 ( iLi¢ l i 
2 4 bill (S. 3178) to remove the political disabilities of William |! . 
Bradford . str 
\ bill (S. 3364) to provide for an American register for the ste ' ‘ 
° . Commiss! ¢ \ t 
Saginaw, ot New York: : 4} 
‘ bil] 924 me : ] 1 : Mr. HATCH i < f 
\ bill (S. 2371) granting a pension to Jacob Fitner; an a 
\ bill (S. 2716) granting a pension to Carl M. Schwantes. ae RO 
LOGI ‘ 
FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. are to b 
os Mr. SAYERS. . Mr. Speaker, I am directed to submit a priv ing is to be constructed under t 
weg report from the Committee on Appropriat ( ‘ t » me 
Ps rhe Clerk read as follows: a} bu y 
The Committee on Appropriations, to l t the ‘I to |} 
% 098) making appropriations for fortification t rks ¢ ¢ 4 { 
eo the armament thereof, and forthe procuren ivy ordnance tria i 
Bn I ‘ ind for other purpos s, together with the S« te amen r “ . : 
e 1 r considered the same beg leave to report as follows i FLA i HH. i 
rhey recommend non-concurrence in all of the am iments of t Ser ' ) ) 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent that this re- | Dist . Now, t mportance 
; port be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole at the Mr. HOLMA l 
present time; that the House no n Senate amendm« PI \ 
1 agree to the conference aske nate thereon I . 
There being no objection, th request W 3 agreed to. MI HATCH ‘ 
The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. SAYERs, M ti ivisions of the Depart: 
FORNEY, and Mr. BUTTERWORTH as managers on the part of the Hor ment of the i 1 exp 
at said conference. emel of ) ling 
. 1) PPR ApDITY PPpAp* oo owt ‘ i hie re a Vv V iarge 1 her OL the a l 
\LLEGED IRREGULARITY IN LIBRARY BUILDING CONTRACT ’ z 7 
—- aac ool a‘ : ; ut it has been condemned from t » tot ( 
Mr. STAHLNECKER. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa privileged qu y ees alts ; 
. ; . . . > ) ii Ul { is } i ’ t i 
having discovered this morning upon my arrival at the House of Rep nthe buil 
f resentatives the following article in the New York World, which I | *..; n for a lone ¢ 1 +} 
. ‘ ' > ) Oo i ) i ¢ 
B send to the Clerk’s desk to have read. 1 in rtal f it 
r mae . - int mportance ¢ i 
[The Clerk read as follows Said “ ‘f the | 
‘ i suit ‘ iO! Oi Lilt ‘ . 
A CONGRESSMAN TO BE ACCUSED. The SPEAKER, Is there o! 
aan’ tha ¥% . af . " 
special to the World Vr. ROGERS Ref e | 
WASHINGTON, Se; er4 that this simp! nvol vé matter « 
Mr. Ke.ury, of Pennsylvania, to-day offered a resolution in the House dire have not noticed t er tr ( of 
ing the special committee stigating the construction of the new I ¥ n : v= nt : rpsee 7 
building to inquire whether any member of the House has used improper meat epartments of the Go ‘ 
to influence J. L. Smithmeyer, the architect, in the selection, acce pian: or ay provide 3that the plans, ete.. sha 
srovra f inferio ri roper aterial to } ised i ‘ c n< 1 
proval of inferior or improper material to be use 1 in the con 1 of of t Creasul und it t g | ‘ 
building. Mr. Ke_uey refused to name the member his res dy} A : 1 
ably hit, but when the time came for testimony the name and evidence would | ‘ I Lot I ) 
be forthcoming. During the discussion it was intimated that the geitle i f public money for the construct rot t 
accused might be a member of the special Library committe Che reso ‘ contra + id ‘ } 
was therefore amended by providing for a new committee, and then ad : . . 
The Post says: ‘‘It is understood that the resolution is directed against I under the control of the 11 . t 
: resentative STAHLNECKER, of New York, who is now at Atlantic City, b ‘ ys, and itis put under t ] Lol e ( 
a will return to-morrow. [ HATCH | et eat , 


Mr. STAHLNECKER. If this resolution (and I commence in t umendment adding the $ tary ¢ 
subjunctive mood) aims at me, I most emphatically pronounce the stat: of Agriculture 
ment therein contained as false in every particular. I am not in that Mr. ROGERS. Ido not s t 
frame of mind to answer the base insinuations contained in this article | trol of the Secretar the T1 
at present, as I would not trust myself to do so under the aggravat Mr. HATCH. Ido not th he Secret 
circumstances surrounding me, and with my present information as to e to have this duty added to ] 
the meaning of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I have a reput Mr. ROGERS. Whether he 





. . ; r , . ’ 
tion that I feel is well guarded at home, and I believe that here I have | duty. 
the confidence of my peers. I have certainly no knowledge why this Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. H n 


article should have been printed or this resolution offered. Thi ve | given for the consideration of this bill? 
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I EAKEI It has not. 

Mr. KILGORI I demand the regular order. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I would ask the gentleman from Texas to withdraw 
t] bjectic« It is a very important bill for the Department, and 
t nothing objectionable about it. 

Mr. HATCH I have made my statement, and gentlemen object- 
ng to the consideration of such a bill as this can take the responsibil 
ity forit. Iam not going to make an appeal to any one to withdraw 
l jection 

UPPRESSION O INFECTION I> NTERSTATE COMMERCE, 

Mr. FORNEY, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 

Senate joint resolution 102, appropriating $200,000 to suppress infection 








in the interstate commerce the United States: which was referred to 
the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | 
U1 
ORD! ) I SINI 

The SPEAKE] he regular order is the call of committees for re- 
port 

Mr. McCREARY. I move to dispense with the call of committees 
for reports, and tha 1animous consent be given that members hay- 
ing reports to submit shall file them with the Clerk for reference. 

I re was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ILING OF REPORTS. 

Che foll ig reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 

di 
BRIDGE ACROSS COOSA RIVER, ALABAMA. 
Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 


ably the bill (H. R. 11338) to authorize the construction ofa bridge across 
the Coosa River at Gadsden, in the State of Alabama; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
HERMAN LIEBMANN. 
Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. BR. ) for the relief of Herman Liebmann; which 


4005 


was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. OATES offered the following concurrent resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

Ree ed he Senate and House of Representatives, That the President of the 
Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives be authorized to close 
the ‘ it session by adjourning their respective Houses on Thursday, the 

iy of September, 1883, at 12 o'clock m 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills begins at 

thirty-one minutes past 12 o’clock. The call rests with the Commit- 


tee on the Judiciary. That committee has a bill pending before the 
House, the title of which the Clerk will read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (AH. R. 1873) to lim 
the United States. 

Ir. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, at the conclusion of the consider- 
ation hour yesterday there were two amendments pending reported by 
the Committee on the Judiciary. I desire now to submit another 
amendment, which I ask to have read and considered as pending. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 
Add at the end of the bill the following 


“ Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to affect suits pend- 
ing in the courts of the United States atthetime this act shall take effect.’ 


Mr. CULBERSON. I now ask that the Clerk be directed to read the 
bill again. 

The bill was again read, with the pending amendments. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, the effectof this measure, should 
it become a law, may be stated in very few words. 

I propose now to make such a statement, reserving the privilege, in 
reply, to answer any objection to the bill that may be offered, if deemed 
necessary. 

The law of citizenship of corporations has not escaped mutation from 
conflicting decisions of the courts. 

It is conceded now, however, that it is definitely settled by the law 
as interpreted by the Supreme Court that a corporation organized un- 
der the laws of a State is a citizen of such State for all judicial pur- 
poses. 

It follows that such a corporation, in a proper case, may sue in the 
courts of the United States located in any other State, or if sued in a 
State court may remove the cause to a circuit court of the United 
States, provided the amount involved in the controversy is within the 
jurisdiction of the court. 

Congress having vested in the circuit courts of the United States 
jurisdiction over controversies between citizens of different States when 
the amount in controversy is within the limits prescribed by law, cor- 
porations avail themselves of the right to sue in the courts of the United 
States as citizens. 

‘his bill does not propese to interfere with the citizenship of cor- 


tthe jurisdiction of the district and circuit courts of 
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withdraw from the courts of the United States jurisdiction 
troversies arising between a corporat ind a<« nh ¢ stat ; 
than that in which the corporation was organized, in which 
ition may | irrying on busines thorized its « 
ti if¢ the i i ‘ act or ‘1 ile ] 
Che legal operation of the pr ition < { ed the | 
4 ‘ | ! 
rated, as follows 
A cor ition organ 1 unde1 s laws of Massachusett 
an office and conduct its business in the State of Iowa, under a} 


ranted by that State or under the comity existing between the 
It acontrovel 
ind the a 


y arises between sucha 


} 


orporation and a citizen « 





mount involved is within the jurisdiction of a circuit 

of the United States, such corperation may under existing law suc 
citizen of Iowa in such court. The corporation organized in 
chusetts being a citizen of that State, although domiciled and « 
ing its business in Iowa, may properly under the law as now 
bring such a suit. 

[f this bill should become law such a suit could not be maintair 
the courts of the United State The corporation would be 1 
to the courts of the State. 

The proposition to change existing law in this regard is not 


by any feeling of hostility to corporations, but rests on the doctr 


equal and exact justice to the corporation and citizen. 
If a corporation avails itself of the license of a State other than t 
in which it is organized to conduct its business within such Sta 


should not be entitled to greater privileges than the citizens \ 
whom it dwells and deals. 
There is no reason why such corporations should be clothed as n 


4 ? 
LO G 


f s home to dist 


with the right rag the citizen from hi 
sive tribunals. 

Our observation shows that this power or authority under the | 
is often employed to vex, harass, and oppress the citizen litigant 
the purpose of extorting compliance witl rionable 
upon the part of corporations, or compelling the citizen to surre1 
just claims rather than litigate under such circumstances. 

There is another object in the passage of this bill which I th 
should commend it to the favorable consideration of Congress. 

We are all advised of the immense amount of business pending it 
Supreme Court of the United States. This does not arise from a want 
of industry upon the part of the judges of that court. 

The flow of business into that tribunal under existin; 
great that it is simply impossible for the court to 
any greater dispatch. 

It is well understood, Mr. Speaker, that it requires 
years ordinarily after a cause is filed to reach a trial of a case on th 
docket. This delay, unavoidable, it is true, results oftentimes in 
absolute denial of justice. 

What remedy ought to be applied to change this condition is a ques- 
tion of great importance to the country. 


ant and exp 


7 
unconst aet 









dispose 


The bill now under con 
eration will contribute largely to the reduction of business in tl 
court. 

It has been estimated that one-third of the business now upon t 
docket of the Supreme Court arises out of controversies between cor- 
porations and citizens of States in which corporations are conducting 
their business under license or comity. 

By the passage of this bill, therefore, two objects, worthy of our at 
tention, and of great interest to the country, will be attained, namely 
Corporations doing business in States, other than those in which the) 
were organized, will be placed on the same plane with the citizens with 
whom they deal, and the Supreme Court will be largely relieved of the 
burden of an overcrowded docket. 

The limited time allotted to the committee does not permit me to 
extend my remarks further. Other gentlemen desire to submit r- 
marks upon the bill, and I desire, as far as possible, to accommodat Ae 
them by yielding such time as I am permitted to do before the hour 
expires. 

But in anticipation of an objection to this measure upon the ground 
of unconstitutionality, I beg to submit very briefly that the inferi 
courts of the United States do not derive their jurisdiction dire: 
from the Constitution but from the laws of Congress. 

Congress creates inferior courts and vests in them such jurisdiction 
within the judicial power of the United States as it may deem prope 

On this proposition I submit the following authority: 

In the ease of Cary vs. Curtis (3 Howard, page 245), the Supreme 
Court held: 


Secondly, in the doctrine so often ruled in this court, that the judicial power 
of the United States, although it has its origin in the Constitution, is (except in 
enumerated instances, applicable exclusively tothis court) dependent for its dis 
tribution and organization, and for the modes of its exercise, entirely upon the 
action of Congress, who possess the sole power of creating the tribunals (inferior 
to the Supreme Court) for the exercise of the judicial power, and of investing 
them with jurisdiction either limited, concurrent, or exclusive, and of withhold 
ing jurisdiction from them in the exact degrees and character which to Congress 
may seem proper forthe public good. To deny this position would be to elevate 
the judicial over the legislative branch of the Government and to give to the 
former powers limited by its own discretion merely. It follows, then, that the 
courts created by statute must look to the statute as the warrant for their au- 
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bring an action in the’Federal courts against the citizen of any other 
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State he corporation is deemed a citizen of the State granting its 
charter. If an action is brought in the State courts against such cor- | 


poration, in any State other than the one granting such charter, such 
foreign corporation may, on petition, remove the action to the Federal 
court, In other words, a railroad company may obtain its organization 
in Massachusetts, and proceed at once to Wisconsin and there construct 
a railroad and carry on its business. So may an insurance company, 
created in one State, conduct its business in another State. In either 
case such corporation may bring suits in the Federal courts; or if sued 
in the State courts, may file a petition causing a removal to the Fed- 
eral courts. In this way great embarrassments often attend the citizen 
of the State where the business is transacted. He is often subjected to 
great expense aud taken hundreds of miles from the scene of conflict 
to attend the Federal court. 
of justice and ought to be corrected. 
States against the Federal courts because of this unnatural right ex- 
tended to corporations which may haveobtained their charter or organ 
ization in another State. 

It seems to me reasonable to provide that if corporations see fit to 
conduct a business in another State that they shall have the same but no 
greater rights or privileges in bringing actions, or in their defense, taan 
the citizens of that State may themselves enjoy. Usually these bodies 
have great wealth and power, and certainly they shouJd ask no greater 
privileges than are granted to a single individual. 
become local in their business, and reap the benefits of protection un- 
der the police powers and laws of the State where they are operating, 
and they should seek their remedies and defenses in the ordinary way, 
and in the tribunals furnished under the laws of the State where they 
are transacting such business. 

In reply to the constitutional objections raised by the gentleman from 
Jilinois {Mr. ADAMs] I will remind the House that a corporation is the 
creature of legislation; from that source it derives all its powers and 
privileges. Legislative authority may restrict such powers and cur- 
tail its privileges, especially, to the limit of those enjoyed by the citi- 
zens of the State where the litigation is had. 

Congress, through the judiciary act, conferred upon the courts the 
jurisdiction which they exercise. ‘The same authority may withdraw 
or modify that jurisdiction, and especially that which pertains to bodies 
created by law. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I now yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, this is an important measure and 
should pass. I shall occupy only a momentof time. 
to introduce a bill similar to this in the Forty-sixth Congress. Why 
should the corporations of the country be privileged above the people 
with whom they transact their business? Take the railroads that 
traverse my. State, for example. The majority ofthe great trunk lines 
running through the State of Iowa were not organized under the 
laws of the State, and are foreign corporations. Their principal places 
of business are in Boston, New York, or Philadelphia perhaps. Yet 
they are permanently located in the State and are carrying on business 
with our people and expect to do so for all time to come. 

Now, will any one tell why they should not be required to litigate 
their causes in the State courts? Are they any better than the peo- 
ple? Why should the people be dragged away from their homes be- 
fore strange tribunals and before packed juries? Is it to insure jus- 
tice? No! It is done that justice may be sacrificed. If the corpora- 
tions can trust the people in business matters, they can trust the State 
courts in the administration of justice. This removal of causes from 


ne 





*State courts to Federal courts by the corporations is all wrong, and this | 


Congress should put an end to it. Let the corporations be placed upon 
a level with their customers, the people. Let us have one tribunal 
for both, This is simple justice and sound constitutional law. I hope 
the bill will pass. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
HAYES]. 

Mr. HAYES. That this bill should pass is, to my mind, clear, and 
I think the objections made to it in the minority report are more im- 
aginary than real, aithough personally I would not object to mere de- 
tail in the provisions, so that they might cover some of these objections. 

Great volumes of the business of the country is done through the 
medium of corporations, and doubtless they are practically a neces- 
sity, although attended by many objectionable features. It should be 
the aim of legislation to make these objectionable features as few as 
possible, and the way to do this is manifestly by attaching, as far as 
possible, personal attributes to the corporation—in other words, make 
the attending circumstances and consequences of its business transac- 
tions as near like the same between individuals as can be. 

Right here is the reason that an apparently different rule should be 
made as to the jurisdiction of the Federal courts. It may seem para- 
doxical, butas a matter of fact the different rule brings the same result. 
I do not refer to exceptional or imaginary cases, but to business as it is 
actually transacted. The great bulk of the business of the country 
transacted between individuals is so done that controversies respecting 
or growing out of it are or may be settled in the local State tribunals, 


I now yield to the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
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and there is little, if any, such business done in a way so as to be at al! 
analogous to corporation business, like the business of railroads and 
insurance Companies for instance, and no wrong is done by leaving the 
doors of the Federal courts wide open for litigation respecting this 


| business when between citizens of different States, whereas if the same 


rule is applied tothe business done by these corporations it necessitates 
in frequent or most instances the settlement of these difficulties in a 
court far removed from the locality of the business itself, from the 
residence of the individual and the place of business of the corporation, 
which is irksome and expensive to the individual, wholly unnetessary 


| to the ends of justice, and very largely amounts practically to a denial 


of justice to the individual. 
I have personally known in practice insurance companies to use this 


| right of removal as a lever to force settlements at less than was hon- 


Such practice often amounts to a denial 
Great prejudice exists in the | 


estly due by reason of losses under policies, and its right and exercise 
by railroad companies in my State is and has been in practical effect 
an unmitigated outrage upon persons havingjust claims against them, 
and with no necessity to the companies for any purposes of mere jus- 
tice. This has, of course, been lessened somewhat since the jurisdic- 


| tional amount by reason of damages claimed has been raised to $2,000. 


They necessarily | 


i 
i 





The great trunk lines of railway crossing the State of Iowa are the 
Illinois Central, the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul, the Chicago 
and Northwestern, the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific, and the Chi- 
cago, Burlington and Quincy, and only one of them, the Chicago, Rock 
Island and Pacific, is an Iowa corporation, and the result is that al- 
though these other companies have great interests in the State, do their 
business there with its citizens, and are thoroughly identified with 
its interests and locally all along their lines, and are only citizens of 
another State, in relation to this business, in an ideal sense, as is the 
case with most insurance companies, they have a different, an unneces- 
sary, and a mischievous right of removal of suits from what ordinary in- 
dividuals have, and for which there is no just reason or excuse, and 
which is used oppressively and to gain unjust advantages rather than 
from any necessity in obtaining justice. 

I do not believe that the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway 
suffers the slightest injustice for not having this right, and doubt if it 
would even be claimed. 

I have never heard but one apparently substantial reason advanced 
by those interested in the matter why the companies should have this 
right, and this is that otherwise they would have to employ local at- 
torneys all along their lines to attend to local litigation, and at an in- 
creased expense. Thisisnot true in fact, as is well illustrated in Iowa 
by the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway, but even if fully 
true it would afford no good argument. Ali saved to the companies 
would be vastly more than lost to the individuals on the other side, 
and the joint increased expense of witnesses, travel, and other incidents 
would make this insignificant. The argument that the greater ex- 
pense, etc., to the individual should not be considered because it would 
be the same in litigation between individuals is fallacious from the 
fact that there is comparatively so little of such litigation that the 
question is not a practical one. 

If the corporation does its business locally it should stand on the 
same footing as individuals of the locality in business transacted at the 
same place, and there is no justice in its claiming any different right. 

A doubt has been suggested as to the constitutionality of this act, 
but it is hardly necessary to even consider it. The jurisdiction of the 
Federal courts in cases ‘* between citizens of different States’’ is mani- 
festly subject to legislative control and regulation, as is evidenced by 
the time-honored custom of fixing a jurisdictional amount of damages 
claimed for original jurisdiction and for removal, and evenif otherwise, 
except in this way, this jurisdictional amount can be so placed as to 
answer all practical purposes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I have not had opportu- 
nity to give this bill the careful consideration that it merits. I assume 
that this has been done by the Committee of the Judiciary. 

I can see that this may, in some cases, work a hardship to certain 
corporations in the matter of forcing them to encounter local prejudice 
in the trial of their causes. But there is one clear way out for them 
so far as this difficulty goes, and that is by their so conducting their 
business as to avoid any such prejudice. The rule that places all liti- 


gants upon an equal footing can not be considered a harsh one. The 
conditions are daily changing in this rapidly growing country. To- 


day many States are full of the workers and representatives of corpora- 
tions that do not exist under the laws of the States where they are 
coining money, and the rule that brings these corporations into the 
home courts of the people can only result in a more delicate regard for 
the people’s rights. 

It is true that in Iowa the conditions, as to the Federal courts, are 
better than in many of the States. We have two districts, with three 
divisions in each. Terms of the circuit and district courts are held at 
Keokuk, Des Moines, Council Bluffs, Sioux City, Fort Dodge, and Du- 
buque. These points are so distributed that with two terms a year in 
each division the people of Iowa are in better relations to the United 
States courts than in other States. Since the creation of two districts 
and six divisions we have had good Federal court facilities. But still 


there is every reason why, even under our favorable conditions, lowa 
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Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Ir. Speaker, in the brief time allotted ! itter motion SS AB ACS 
me I have but time to put myself on record in favor of the proposition 
embodied by this bill. I knownot, of course, exec pt as I reason by aaa 
process of analogy, how important this bill may be fo other section ; — " 
the country; but 1 can safely say that in the State of Iowa id Se ae ore D aa eae 
part I have the honor to represent, where all the great railroads wit pie aempaenesy —" parang cabal a 
which the people have to do business, with which they come into « I ‘ A ; > - 
mercial relations, are domiciled in other States, there is nota proposi a - oe aes , 
tion pending in Congress that in one particular item will do more good 3 of the | states 
or will be more acceptable to the people of that State than the prop Dow Ort ns 
tion contained in the pending measure, confining corporations doing pb 
business in the State to the State courts. S read =e 
One of the most vexatious things arising in connection with lit ¢ I f 
tion in lowais the matter of our citizens being dragged to dist Se eee ame : : 
courts at great expense, which has been carried on to such an extent al va ¢ 
and in such manner as to leave our people who get into litigation with tant t e 
the railroads practically without their day in court. Iowa is some Pipa “psjoc nd sate ss “eee ibe eae se 
what peculiarly situated, as nearly all the great railway lines that ned into « subsid ( sa e ~ 
serve her people are corporations organized under the laws of other | ' Treasury 
States, having citizenship outside the State. To this is due, in good Mr. BLAND. I will ask t l a letter f it I of 


part, the bad feeling that prevails to-day in that State between the | the Mint, Mr. Kimball 
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Int 20 i oin there is a loss of 2¢ y 
‘ ! e tha ase of a silver dollar. 
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Ss. P. KIMBAL 
D ft iM 
Il 
BLANI Phis bill is intended to redeem the subsidiary coin 
ly istead it th bulli n value. In ] SSU, I th 
Co } lan act for the purpose of preventing the punch- 
ing mutilating of the subsidiary coinage, and it was done by re- 
I le tender character of any coin so punched, so that a 
qu t dollar or a dime that might have a hole made in it for the 
purpose « it around a child’s neck or for any other purpose 
le I ind could be redeemed only as bullion. Iam 
nf ad} ‘ presenting the Pacific coast, especially the gentle- 
man from Calif 1 [Mr. Morrow], that a large number of these 
Cr nched and some have been defaced by the Chine 
nd they ha t deal of trouble with them on the street cars and 
n other ] 1 mal ing change. 
Now, t a des that this coin may be « inged for le 
( n and re ed mint Und the present 1aW it can not ( 
received « pt at its bullion value, and that would be a great 
it 1 the terest the public that this coin should be received at 
its col ie f ecoil I demand the previous question 1 
the passage of the bill there should be some members who wish 
to speak on and I w d tothe gentleman from California [ M 
Morrow | if he desires. 
Mr. MORROW. Ido not think it is necessary to have any further 
explanation of this bill. The report from the Director of the Mint ex- 


plains the necessity for it, and the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 





BLAND] has st uted qu te correctly the difficulty respecting this sub 
idiary « which exists in California. Itis a fact, as stated by 
the gentleman from Missouri, that a considerable portion of o1 aller 
coins have been defaced from time to time by the punching of holes i 


them, in so1 cases by marking the names of firms on them; and 
some insta the ¢ » have marked names on the coins. Now, 
that coin under the present law can only be received at its bullion 
value. Itis claimed that that is a hardship on the poor px 
generally have these coins, and it is but fair that they shou 
deemed at their coinage value, as provide d in this bill. It 
measure of relief to our people, a proper and reasonable 
and I hope the bill will pass. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and beir 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. AND. Iask that the original bill be laid on the ta 
It was so ordered, 
Mr. BLAND moved to reconsider the vote by which the substitute 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


Che latter motion 


nine 


ople, who 
] 
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ld be re- 
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was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

when the Committee on Commerce was reached). 
there are but twelve minutes of the hour remaining—— 
“The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘There are fifteen minutes of the hour 


i 


Mr. 


The Committee on Commerce desire to call up one or 
twovery important bills. Oneis the act amendatory of the interstate- 
commerce law; and I ask not to be forced to go on with it now. My 
OWN ] would be to have that bill go over till to-morrow. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I would ask the gentleman to change 


preterence 


his request and ask that his committee be passed. There may be other 
committees that would like to use the thirteen minutes. 
Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I hardly think it would be just to the 
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M B AND I t H C i for ten ml 11 
[r. CR objection t r l that I madet 
) } { le 1 - ) 
~~ \ j ) ‘ ] } ) »} é ; 
vi ( ul ) I ti niuleman ) E 
( 1 that the hour ‘ ie 
noo ‘ 
fr. O1 iWAITI I ya 1m ) 
[ RUMM. Irise to estion « rivi i 
I he - CER pro te n ian irom Ohio 
Mr. OUTHWAITE, I l } 1 | ’ 
Mr. ] (mM ]. 
Ir. BRUMM. On yeste vreed that l be recog 
I ed for th purpose v lica If against char 3; which had j 
b ade by m: ea Mr.§ I have been waiting for Mr. 
rt for some tim« Ife hi ist a ed, and he wants me to agree F 
to mntinuance of this matter until to-morrow morning. He wishe 
to speak on the retaliation bill t ay. It would be too laborious for ’ 
him to do both, and I} reed to withhold this matter until 
! y mornin He h me that Ishall be recognized, if the 
Speaker will do so, immediate] ter t re 1x of the Journal t 
morrow morning. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I was just going to suggest that I supposed tl 
question a to whether or not the matter consi $a question Of privi- 
lege would come up then as it would now r 
The SPEAKER. If that question is ma 
Mr. McMILLIN. It would bea question for the House tod ‘ 
mine whether the gentleman presents a question of priv : 
Mr. BRUMM. ‘Thereis no doubt in my mind of its } a1 ‘ 
of the highest privilege, and it was agré erday tha I would . 
consent to have this matter go over the vould be no qi 1 of it , 
being considered. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. What I wanted to sayas a member of the If 
and for the integrity of the proceedings of this body is that the Hou 7 
will have the right to say as to what shall come before it on to-mort 
or any other day; and I think it is weil to have it understood that 
agreement between these parties concerned ¢ vay that righto E 
the House. If the gentleman has a grievance vy is a privileged 
question, I would be the last to ] ent any member from getting t] 
full benefit of any explanation he wished to make; bu t wa 
the action taken either yesterday) norning tod H 
itself of the right, if this is to eration into: airil t 
views that gentlemen ha le I do not from m : 
knowledge of the gre ntleman Ivania that he would bri a 7 
matter of that kind up, still the right of the House should 
be reserved to determine for itself wl rit is a matter yr its consid- 
| eration or not at the time. 
Mr. BRUMM. If there is to be any factious opposition or objection, 
or if there are to be technical point l, we as well go 1 
on and have them raised now. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I was speaking only: n individual mem] { 
the House. I have seen cases of this ki 1 here Oo oiten where i 
word brings on anoth as it does in private dispute that I thought 
it well to make the suggestion I have made. If a real qi 
e involved, « co [ shoul 10t think of int rposing 
iv objection 
Mr. BRUM Th 1tleman from Ohio! Mr. O [IWAITE 
to me fora eI nd I now give way to him; but under exi 
circumstal [ can i t on my nght to go on with this mat 
da 


| sider on the table, and upon that the y 


TENNIAL EXPOSITION, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I call up the mot to reconsider the motion 
consider the vote by which the amendment of the gentleman from 
lowa [Mr. HENDERSON |] was adopted to the bill (S. 3182) making an 
appropriation to enable certain Executive Departments to participate in 
the Ohio centennial exposition. 

The SPEAKER. The motion was made to lay the motion to recon- 
reas and nays were osdered by 


ion 


to I 


the House. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I dislike very much to interfere 
with the gentleman from Ohio, but the special order for this hour was 
and is the consideration of House bill 11309, which was under consid- 
eration yesterday. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. We have already entered upon the considera- 
ation of my motion, and it has prior privilege. 

‘the SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider is a privileged matter. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider is privileged. 

Mr. McCREARY. I know it is; but can not I raise the question of 
consideration against it? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I 
tucky. 

The SPEAKER. Still, the gentleman must have an opportunity at 
some time or other to raise the question of consideration, and this seems 


have not yielded to the gentleman from Ken- 
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Tl DAKER he question is j \ 
the co ration of them illed yt i 
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~ ned to have it 
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sist upon the point I | leman from Ohio if he } ) ‘ 


more than to take a yea-an r vot 1 the mo 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I propose to take a yea-and-nay iS 7 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. BLAND. Ifthe motion to reco le ig 1 to l ! 
the gentleman prop to do? 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. It ose to take a 





the passage of the bil 


Mr. BLAND. There: or two amendments pending tt 





are to be disposed of, and the Hous roing to lay aside i 
1; ‘ 4 . } } } . 
public measure to take up a bill whi ij rulates a 
side-show in a few of the States of the ec nti si 1s i 
point of no quorum. If this Ho ints to stultify 
r™ 4al! = _ 74 =» wil . } ; +r y Tix , + 
The tellers resumed their places; and after ft ier division ‘ an 


ported—ayes 63, noes 64, ‘ 
So the motion was disagreed to. 
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we gave them to him. The powers were 








then thought I mple, and they were. If the treaty stipulations 
are abi |, as the President claims, they are suflicient to cut off 
C ym all commercial intercourse, foreign and domestic. If they 
are not, the powe still sufficient to deprive Canada of all inter- 
colonial or interstate commerce both by sea and land. In one section 
of the act of March 3, 1887, the President is authorized to exclude any 


{from our harbors. This stops all communication by 





wate! \nd in the other section he is authorized to deny entry to any 
product of the dominions or any goods that come from the dominions. 
rhis stops all communication by land. 
Pu < No, 125 

An act to authorize the President of the United States to protect and defend 

the rights of Amer n fishing vessels, American fishermen, American tras 

and ot i ri in cases, and for other purposes 

I t ‘ Phat whenever the President of the United States shal 
& Ar f ng ve els or American fishermen, visiting or b 

tany ports or places ofthe British dominions of North Amer- 


tely have 


} been denied or abridged in the enjoyment of any 
n by treaty or law, or are or then lately have unjustly vexed 









enjoyment of such rights, or subjected to unreasonable re- 
18, or requirements in respect of such rights; or otherwise un- 

irassed in said waters, ports, or places; or whenever the Presi- | 
dent of the t I States shall be satisfied thatany such fishing vessels or fisher 
men, having a permit under the laws of the United Statesto touch and trade at 
any port or ports, place or places, inthe British dominions of North America, are 
or then lately ve been denied the privilege of entering such port or ports, plac« 
orp es, inthe same mannerand under the same regulations As may exist therein 

applicable to trading vessels of the most favored nation, or shall be unjustly | 
vexed or harassed in respect thereof, or otherwise be unjustly vexed or harassed 
there or shall be prevented from purchasing such supplies as may there be 
Jawtulls Lto trading vessels of the most favored nation; or whenever the 
President of the United States shall be satisfied that any other vessels of the 
United States, their masters or crews, so arriving at or being in such British 
waters or ports or places of the British dominions of North America, are or then 
Jately have been denied any of the privileges therein accorded to the vessels 
theirs { or crews, of the most favored nation, or unjustly vexed or harassed 
in respect of the same, or unjustly vexed or harassed therein by the authorities 


thereof, then, and in either or all of such cases, it shall be lawful, and it shall 
he the duty of the Presidentof the United States, in his discretion, by proclama- 
tion to that efiect, to deny vessels, their masters and crews, of the British do- 
minions of North America, any entrance into the waters, ports, or places of, or 


within 





the United States (with such exceptions in re 
stress of weather, or needing supplies as to the President shall seem proper), 
whether such vessels shall have come directly from said dominions on such des- 
tined voyage or by way of some port or place in such destined voyage elsewhere ; 


rd to vessels in distress, 


and so 





to deny entry into any port or place of the United States of fresh fish | 

or salt fish or any other product of said dominions, or other goods comir from 
suid d n o the United States. The President may, in his discretion, ap- 
! i proclamation to any partor to all of the foregoing-named subjects, and 
may revol qualify, limit, and renew such proclamation from time to time as he 
in deem necessary to the full and just execution of the purposes of this act. 
I-very violation of any such proclamation, or any part thereof, is hereby de- 
clared illegal, and all vessels and goods so coming or being within the waters, 
ports, or places of the United States contrary to such proclamation shall be for- 
feited to the United States; and such forfeiture shall be enforced and proceeded 

pon in the same manner and with the same effect as in the case of vessels or 
goods whose importation or coming to or being in the waters or ports of the 


United States contrary tolaw may now be enforced and proceeded upon. Every 
person who shall violate any of the provisions of this act, or such proclamation 
of the President made in pursuance hereof, shall be deemed guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by a fine not exceeding 
$1,000, or by imprisonment for a term not exceeding two years, or by both said 
punishments, in the discretion of the court, 


Approved, March 3, 1887, 

At the time these powers were granted, everybody thought them 
ample They ought to be. I do not see what more there is to give. 
And nobody since, President or citizen, has suggested that there were not 
all the powers necessary to harass and coerce Canada into good behavior, 
until Thursday, August 23, then the President went out alone and 
shot the rocket of his Presidential message into the clear and peaceful 
air. [Laughter.] It was so clear that you could hear the Senate 
Chamber still echoing with the voices of the Presidential Senators urg- 
ing their fellows to come and buy the rights which Canada had re- 
fused to give. Jt was so peaceful that, in the Democratic view at least, 
there was only the cheerful chatter of a market, and the only question 
between Canada and the United States was one of price. Holding the 
President’s bargain in their hands, they advised the Senate to close 
with it. Canada would sell the right to buy supplies and reship our 
fish if we would give free entry to their fish and fish-oil. 

The supplies we needed might be worth $50,000, and the duties re- 
mitted $600,000; but then it would be peace. Besides, until this won- 
derful bargain was signed our fishermen could supply and transship 
upon buying a license for a dollar and a half a ton, and although this 
to the fishermen was a modus moriendi we can call it a modus vivendi, 
and that,too,is peace. Is not this a fair statement of the fifteenth arti- 
cle of the Chamberlain treaty and of the protocol to it? The Senators 
pleaded, but pleaded in vain. The Senate would not buy. The Sen- 
ate refused to ratify and confirm the treaty, and the President had 
scarcely heard the Senate’s reasons before he went back upon himself, 
upon his Senators, upon his treaty, and adopted the Senate’s view. It 
was, he admitted, no longer a question of the price of the goods—it 
was a question of the title. 

The rights he proposed to buy were our rights already; they belonged 
to us, and instead of buying them we would take them; and the Presi- 
dent, reversing his engine so suddenly, has no time to provide for con- 
sistency or courtesy. He urged Wednesday that the rights were Can- 
ada’s, and we mustbuythem. He was urging Thursday thatthe rights 
were ours and we must take them. And in the haste with which he 


| States, 


| the payment of duties, through the territory of the 


|} veyed in transit, without the paymentof duties 
| the territory of the United States for export fr 


| port its goods through the other’s territory in 





| ship our fish, was withdrawn. 
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appropriated the cry of ‘‘fishermen’s rights or retaliation,’’ he forgot 
to turn to the Republican Senators and say, ‘‘I thank you, gentlem: 
for those words.’’ [Laughter and applause.] This conversion of the 


President from the opinion of the treaty, that the rights were Canada 


and we must buy them, to the opinion of the message, that the rights 
were ours and we must take them, was instantaneous. And yet he 


had fought long and well for his original opinion. His opinion was 
that we had no right to transship our catch, and in order to maintain 


| this opinion and to justify Canada in refusing to let us do it, he w 


forced to do and sufi 
he twenty: 


er many unpleasant things. He had first to get 
iintb article of the treaty of 1871. 


rid of the 


ARTICLE XXIX. 
it is agreed that, for the term of years mentionedin Article XXXITI of tl 
reaty, goods, wares, or merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Bos 


} ton, and Portland, and any other ports in the United States which have been o1 


nay from time to time be ially des 
and destined for Her Brita 
may be entered at the p 


sper snated by the President of the United 
ic Majesty’s possessionsin North America, 
veyed in transit, without 
United States, under such 
revenue as the Gov- 
and under like 
merchandise may be con 
ym such possessions through 


m the said ports of the United 








ym-house and con 
' 


oper cus 


rules, reguiations, and conditions for the protection of the 
ernment of the United States may from time to tir 


rules, regulations, and conditions, goods, wares, « 





prescribe; 








States, 

It is further agreed that, for the like period, goods, wares or merchandise a 
riving at any of the ports of Her Britannic Majesty's possessions in North Amer- 
ica and destined for the United States may be entered at the proper cust 
house ana conveyed in transit, without the payment of duties, through the said 
possessions, under such rules and regulations, and conditions for the protection 


| of the revenue as the Governments of the said possessions may from time to 


time prescribe; and under like rules, regulations, and conditions goods, wares, 


or merchandise may be conveyed in transit, without payment of duties, from 
the United States through the said po yns to other places in the United 


| States, or for export from ports in the said possessions, 


This was the article which gave to each country the right to trans- 
bond, and it was under 
kis article that for thirteen years our fishermen exercised the privi- 
lege of sending their fish directly home through Canada. To deprive 
them of this right it was necessary to cancel the article. There were 
wo ways: one was to hold that the article was canceled by infraction 
when the Canadians ref ised to perform their duty under it; the other 
way was to hold that it was canceled by formal abrogation with the 
fisheries treaty. The first way was direct and certain. The obliga- 
tions of thearticle werecanceled by infraction, andeverybody knew and 
acknowledged the fact. The other way was indirect and uncertain, 
but the President chose it. He determined to adopt the belief that it 
was abrogated. He found many difficulties. First of all, the Cana- 
dians did not believe it was abrogated. 

They gave their reasons for refusing to transport our catch, and 
strangest of all, the President never told them that he believed that 
the article was abrogated, and I venture to assert that the first inti- 
mation that the Canadian authorities had that the President thought 
so was when they read his message. Howcould they think otherwise? 
If it was abrogated it ceased to be operative July 1, 1885; but every- 
thing went on as far as our side was concerned just as before, and so on 
their side until June, 1886. Then they told us that the privilege 
granted us under the article and used by us for thirteen years, to trans- 
This was a violation of the article and 
canceled it. But the President did not say so. He did not say that 
it was canceled by abrogation a year ago. He said nothing. He did 
not protest; hesubmitted; and what is worse, he continued to perform 
all our obligations under the article just as if it were not canceled 
either by abrogation or by infraction, and to perform them with increas- 
ing effusion and alacrity. 

Mr. BELMONT. Will the 
me for a question ? 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman from New Jersey will yield cheer- 
fully for a question. 

Mr. BELMONT. It is only in order—— 

Mr. PHELPS (interrupting). But will not yield for a speech, be- 
cause the gentleman has his opportunity afterwards. I will cheerfully 
yield to any gentleman who desires to submit a question, but to no 
one who desires to interject a speech. 

Mr. BELMONT. Ishould regret that the House should be in the 
least misled 

Mr. PHELPS (interrupting). That is notaquestion. Thatis stat- 
ing the reason why the gentleman wants to ask a question. 

Mr. BELMONT. I would ask the gentleman if he does not know 
that the operations of commerce of which he is speaking have been 
allowed and continued under legislative enactments, and that Article 
X XIX, whether it is violated or not, does not apply to them as they 
exist to-day? 

Mr. PHELPS. Let me now ask the gentleman a question. If the 
right to send voods from the one country through the other in bond 
was not created and given to both sides in the twenty-ninth article of 
the treaty of Washington, will the gentleman from New York be good 
enough to refer me to the treaty and to the article wherein these rights 
were created and exchanged between the two countries? 

Mr. BELMONT. The gentleman seems to forget that there was 


gentleman from New Jersey yield to 





legislation upon this subject—— 









































] 
gentieman, 


























the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of Wa gton, if he will st rt 
actly the article 1 the Was i 
1 | é i to 
y 4 i ‘ 
3 ti |} p \ 
vy Yor tated 1 
e the \ y h . 
No that st t 
ition rie » 
é (y rit 
t 1e 1 > ‘ 
P. t Ty . 
th is given sor 
] re ¢ ‘ ist . A ‘ S 
tm nywhere s 5 egara t 
abroad, does not know it, as Macdonald, in Canada, doe 
for had either knownit, he would havesaidso, Will notthe gen ed t n 
then condescend, as I yielded him thet sponse to his 
to explicitly state in what treaty and in what article of the t ) 2 
these important rights were given and exchanged before the tw was not L by ; 
ninth article of the treaty of 1871? hem to 
Mr. BELMONT. Iunderstand man from New Jersey | M I 
PHELPS] has yielded to me in o 
Several MEMB on t! R I Oh, no : 
Mr. BELMONT. Statement in regard to this 1 er for ] t 
mation ‘ 
ir. PHELPS Will t ‘ man where I 
in what treaty? I was saying that the ¢ lia ' 
Mr. BELMON'I I understand the gentle i Ided to ( 
awer him Md LK] 
Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman refuses to answer the quest 
has his own time, and he can perhaps state then where the treaty i 
Mr. BELMONT. It is not in any treaty or ar eof a treat \ i 
in statutory provisions that founded the present commercial oper that the Senat | furt 
with Canada. The gentleman from New Jersey interrupted 1 - 11242 s 
every opportunity that he could, and he prevented me from answering ly ending 1 
Ir. PHELPS. The gentleman refused to: ver a categorica , and 35 reed ) ‘ ‘ é ) 
tion; and because my time the further conference asked by the Ho Rep 
Mr. BELMONT (interrupting). I will very easily answer it reeing votes the ), and had appointed Messrs. AI 
own time. ( RMAN conferees on the 1 ot t se 
Mr. PHELPS. for n it y 11 ent me¢ rthe s 
you, nor, I fear, et ‘ 1 the Repu ‘ t H t “ 
It is a painful retrospect—the catalogue of our | d ( 
the last two years in that direction. The President urt of the | ed State gre t 
which he belie ved to have } an abrogated, whic h ] i T qaisagre¢ ‘ T ‘ i 
celed by infraction, and which was constantly and y ¢ ted Mess ( G 
garded by Canada, was heaping favors on Canad I t Se t 
and sea that they might compete more successfull: Am | message f ed t t > ( 
ean rivals. The country will read with especial pains, if the informa 1endments the bill (H. R. 1073) for the 1 
tion shall ever be given it, of the special favors given to Canadian ra Church of St. Peter and St. Paul, at Chatt 
ways. They know what Canadian railways are. They are the er i conference on t greeing votes there 
tures of the Canadian Government. They were built by the gove MITCHELL, Mr. $ NER, and Mr. HA é 
ment for political purposes. They are maintained by government tf the Senate 
sidies, and they are operated without any of the restrictions of the in The message further announced that the & 
terstate-commerce act. Yet these are the railways to which the I’ port of the committee of con 1 t I 
dent, has generously extended all the facilities of a bonded transit two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to t i 
What will the people say when they learn what was done after the | to increase the pension of Annie Gibson Yat 
Canadian Government had, in June, 1886, refused to give our goods The message further annou l that t - f 
the fucilities of transit even after Congress had passed the retaliation | of Representatives to return to the Senate t 
act in March, 1887? Will they believe it? On the 20th of May, 1587 tab ¢ a light att iouth of Otter ¢ e ¢ 
the Canadian Pacific Railway was opened to Vancouver. On that 
day the Secretary of the Treasury bonded the Pacific Coast Steam 
Company, and in July following gave that company a permit to carr Mr. BELMON' Ordinarily I yuld find ita1 t 
goods in bond from San Francisco to Vancouver, to be transported rious undertaking to reply to my colleagt of t ( ttee on 
the Canadian Pacific to Boston, New York, or any other harbor of t Foreign Atta the gen [lin Mr. J 
United States. That business, which was entirely American, tleman from New Jersey | Mr. | I have] tlo 
belonged to the American railways, might be given to this foreign rail- | of their ingenuity a the 
way, the President authorizes a steamship company to carry goods | this, and I have a respect for their o put 
over the high seas, to deliver them toits Canadian rival. I know that ter listening to t rgument é de, : 
Congress has begun to think that railways have no rights which : | bering that in not one single sentence has either of them de ed | 
are bound to respect; but is there any reason why a broken treaty | intention to vote against the my only difficulty is to believe t 


should be used to take from an American railway and give to a Cana- | even those who may be po ally opposed to t Presid 
dian railway the business of carrying goods from San Francisco to New | United States should, in such a grave « s as tl charge 
York? motives inconsistent with his dut o bravely and well p ( 


The President, because he would not tell any one that he thought the | to guard and protect the rights of Ame in cit 1S a { 





' 
twenty-ninth article abrogated, but would keep on executing its pro the dignity and honor of the nation 

visions without hint or protest or retaliation, just as if it were in force Why, Mr. Speaker, we ought not to be, and | é 

had trouble not only with Canada but with everybody else. tion we will not be, Democ | not be Repu ‘ 2 
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he it ian from New Jersey was a member of the Committee on 


foreign Atlairs in the last Congress, and he has referred to the bill which 





























‘ 1imously reported at that time, and has endez avored to point out 
) ‘ in the position of the committee by reason of the fact 
ikes reference to the twenty-ninth article. In view of 
running parallel with the twenty-ninth article 
wl i eady terminated, it —— ir that it was qpite proper 
t} { perations of commerce should be described by some phras 
which could properly enter into a bill of that nature, but the language 
‘ yyed does not imply at all that the twenty-ninth article was then 
in , lnotimply any such thing. Ifthe House will perm 
I will here insert the text of that bill, which was as follows: 
t 1 ! er the President shall be satisfied that vessels of 
i States are d ed, in ports or territorial waters of the Brit ish dot s 
North At rica, rights to which such vessels are entitled by treaty or by th« 
law na t d d the comity of treatment or the reasonable privi 
] sua led between neighboring and friendly nations, he may, in 
} ret I i tion, prohibit from entering the ports of the Unite 
I exercis such privileges therein as he may, in his discreti 
! } tion, dk e, vessels owned wholly or in part by a subje of 
i i coming or: rom any port or place it 
i> ( la, « in the Island indland, whether dire 
hay t any 1er port, exc yr such vessels shall be in distress of 
led repairs or supplies therefor, and he may also forbid 
1, r by land or water, into the United States, of 
l iY r merchandise from the aforesaid Dominion of Cana 
\ locomotive, car, or other vehicle, with any goods that 
the m contained, from the Dominion of Canada; and upon proof 
t he } il Article XXIX of the treaty concluded between 
t nited States and Great Britain on the 8th day of May, 1871, are denied 
~ wares, and merchandise arriving at the ports of British North 
At t iy also, by proclamation, forbid the exercise of the 
lik ‘ to goods, wares d merchandise arriving in any of the ports 
of ed Sta und any person violating or attempting to violate the pri 
‘ amation issued under this act, — any person preventingor 
at nt any officer ofthe United States from enforcin; g such pr 
la i ty of a misdemeanor, ond, eet aouvialion Gienedt, cha! I 
be f not more than $1,000, or imprisoned for a term not exceed- 
i two} yt i said punishments, in the discretion of the court; and 
if an t which such proclamation takes effect, the master or 
other pers ze of any vessel thereby excluded from the ports of _ 
United St t} rts hart ors, or waters of the United States, fi 
or on Ack i s i vessel 
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| other side of the aisle about this treaty, 
t forbidden by such proclamation afecesaid. | from our enemies across the border; pad | will ask th 
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We in the House, during the course of the debate—many of us, at 
] t—said it might be that the large railroad interests which undoul 
edly would be affected were very sensitive about the measure. It may 
| o to-day, and we have vet to see the course of this bill to its yn 
clusion. The Senate has not only placed itself in the way of the pol 


y which the President then desired, but it has also interposed by a 
party vote its opposition to a fair, hon », and advantageous treaty. 
Not only that, but the Foreign Relations Committee of the Senate h 
announced that the fisheries questions, tween Great 
Britain and the United States, aty negotiation. 
The country, it seems to me, will apprehend that the Senate has 
thereby abdicated its share in the settlement of these grave questions, 
ind that it now rests with the House to give direction and force to the 
oe of our Government; that it rests with to uphold 
the President in the policy which the country | received. 

The gentleman from Illinois | Mr. H1rr] has referred to the projected 
treaty of 1888 in terms of contempt, and has made the statement, which 
opi - ars also in the report of the majority of the Senate Committee on 
Fi gn Relations, that by the treaty there was a surrender of a vast 
fishing 


rable 
as 
in controversy b 


are subjects for tr¢ 


not 





e n 
r 
1ouse 


80 well 











ea of rwaters. The report of the Senate committee stated that 
that area amounted to 1,127square miles. I have had a tabularstate- 
ment prepared, from which it appears that the entire area amounts to 


749 square miles as against 4,000 square miles claimed by Canada; and 
the majority of the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations a: Amit in 
another part of their report, in the third, fourth, and fifth of their 
conclusions, that the fisheries in those surrendered waters are pract ti- 
he 





cally worthless at the present time, though they contend that t] 
might become : profitable in the future, and should therefore not be 
given up. The exact areas surrendered, if the House cares th 
ligures, were as follows: In square miles, (1) Baie des Chaleurs, £00 
miles; (2) Bay of Miramichi, 23; (3) Egmont Bay, 20; (4) St. Ann 


Sir Charles Hamilton Sound, 2; (7 
Peter’s Bays, 18; (9) 
Mary’s Bay, 5. This is 


Bay, 160: 6 
Chedabucto Bay 
Bay, 7; (11 


Bay, 5; (5) Fortune 
Barrington Bay, 2; (8) 
Mira Bay, 7; (10) Placentia 


St 


and 


~ ft 


an actual area of 749 square miles , and is nearly all in two bays. 
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his new-born zeal or thwart his late purpose of defending our interests 
in the manner pointed out by Congress. But I am concerned to in 
quire what has led to this sudden conversion. The exig@ncy calling 
for the exercise of the powers he already possesses, not to speak of those 
he calls for, is by no means as imperative as it was when the retaliatory 
act pa ! Che fishing season is nearly over, and there is little, 
if any, disturbance on the Canadian coast. What, then, has aroused 
t! President so suddenly to th Importance of retaliation? 

It is known that following the revocation of the fishery articles of 
the treaty of 1871, a series of anno inces, agvressions, and outra 
were practiced by the Canadian officials upon our fishing vessels Lhe 
commercial rights which they had enjoyed almost uninterruptedly tor 
more than halt century by virtue of reciprocal arrangements between 
Great Brit ul the United States were denied them. They were 
molested and driven away or seized when exercising their rights under 
the treaty of 1818 In short, a conditton of commercial non-mtercours« 
and hostility was put in practice by the Dominion Government toward 
a class of our vessels apparently because they dared to pursue a calling 
upon the high seas which the New England fishermen had prosecuted 
nm century before the British occupation of Canada. More than two 
thousand of our fishing vessels had been molested and harassed in this 
manner. hese violations of international law, comity, and treaties 
had been vigorou ly protests d against by our present Secretary of State | 


and minister at the Court of St. James, and in each case the British 
l 


Government had been notified that compensation for damages would 
be der nd 

Che object of this injurious policy on the part of the Canadian au- 
thorities, sustained by the mother Government, was of course well un- 
derstood and stated by our Government in the official correspondence 
arising fromit. It wasintended to force us to abolish our customs duties 


upon fish and fish products in order that they might have free entrance 


with our American fishermen. Their experience of the treaty of 1871 


i prove l that wit 
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have hated the word ‘‘ delimitation ’’ ashe hates the enemy of his s 
tion. : 

It left the question of the alleged infraction of this treaty to be d 
termined by Canadian courts, and permitted harsh penalties, extending 
to forfeiture of vessels and cargo and supplies. These courtsare pre 
diced against our fishermen and the witnesses are substantially brib 
by the share thi y would receive of the confiscated property 11 ¢ 
COnVICUION, 

he burden is placed upon the defendant to prove his innocen<« 
monstrous perversion of justice. Andif theseizure should be adjudyer 
illegal, nominal damages only ean be secured. This treaty failed t 
secure indemnity for the numerous and wanton injuries and outrag 
committed upen our fishermen, and for which Secretary Bayard had 
declared compensation would be demanded. 

It sacrificed the commercial rights which our fishing vessels had ex- 
ercised almost uninterruptedly for more than fifty years, and for which 
we had rendered a full equivalent by the concession of similar privi- 
leges which this treaty did not disturb or impair. Instead of th 
full commercial rights, which were and still are conceded to Canadian 
lishing vessels in our ports,it only secured what no civilized government 
could deny—the privilege of purchasing provisions and supplies on th: 
homeward voyage if needed, and these not to be obtained by barter. 
in other words, it was not to be in any sense a commercial right, but a 
privilege to be exercised in the most expensive manner to avert actual 
want or possibly starvation on the homeward trip. 

it could not be and was not intended to be of the slightest use in 
prosecuting the business of the vessel. If the provisions should be 
spoiled or run short while engaged in fishing, except by casualty, not 


an ounce of bread or meat could be purchased in all Her Majeésty’s 


*-North American dominions, unless the vessel should agree to leave the 


| fishing grounds and return home, abandoning of course her season’s 


» our markets for the products of Canadian fisheries in competition | 


fishing. 


What a concession from one civilized nation to another—kindred 


| Nations, as we are so fond of saying. Then, under stress of weather or 


other casualty, we might unload, reload, transship, or sell, subject to 
customs laws or regulations, all fish on board, when such proceedings 
were ‘*made necessary as incidental to repairs, and may replenish out- 
fits,. provisions, and supplies damaged or lost by disaster.”’ 

‘The concession of those privileges only when necessary to save vessel 
or cargo was a simple act of humanity which needed no treaty stipu 
lations to enforce and which no government could decline to grant with- 


| out disgrace. But I wish to call the attention of the House to a most 


th their cheapness of vessels, outfit, and crews and 
the bounty they received they could eventually destroy our fishing 
udustry and take possession of our market. 
is because of this state of facts that Congress passed, with sub 
stantial unanimity, the retaliatory act, which clothed the President 
ith discretionary power to prohibit for such a period of time as he saw | 
fit the entrance into ports or places of the United States of Canadian 
hing vesse fish, or the products of Canada. 
lhis was the obvious method of dealing with the subject. It would 
teach the Canadians that their policy could not accomplish its object, 
ind that so long as it was pursued they would be utterly shut out from 
our markets; that, so far from succeeding in forcing us to their position 
d securing the entrance of their fish free of duty, they would exclude 


that product by their own act from our ports and markets. It can 


hardly be doubted that the exercise of this power by the President for | 


a short time would have been effectual, and would have inflicted no 
serious injury upon any American interest. 

Then when our northern neighbors had discovered their mistake it 
would have been easy, either by reciprocal legislation to have secured 
our rights, or, if a new treaty were desirable, we could have restored 
the previous status, and in return demanded commercial rights and fair 
and liberal treatment in all respects, The President, however, pre- 
ferred to negotiate a treaty, which was properly rejected by the Senate. 

I shall not attempt to discuss this treaty in detail. I firmly believe, 
however, that if it had not been for that pressure that an executive 
knows how to bring in favor of a measure it would have been rejected 
by atwo-thirds vote of the Senate. 

[t utterly failed to protect our fishing interests, and was in the most 
important respects a surrender of our ancient claims and a submission 
to the most arrogant British pretensions, Itadmitted the British head- 
land theory, never before conceded by our Government or even insisted 
upon by Great Britain; and by its specific delimitations and the in- 
crease of the width across the mouths of excluded bays from 6 to 10 
miles shut us off from vast areas in which we had claimed and exer- 
cised common fishing rights. 

It occurs to me that among other waters the Bay of Chaleur was de- 
limited by this treaty—a bay 70 miles in length and 20 miles or more 
in width—where our fishermen have sailed and fished almost from time 
immemorial; yes, sir, since the first mackerel was caught by the first 
Yankee fishermen, two hundred and fifty years ago. 





serious surrender of our interests contained in this article. 

Under the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of 1871 we secured the 
right to convey in bond goods, wares, or merchandise arriving in any 
ot the ports of Her Britannic Majesty’s possessions in North America 
through said possessions without the payment of duties. 

The representative of the Administration and chief negotiator on our 
side of the rejected treaty declares that this article is not abrogated, 
and theretore agreed to Article XI of the Bayard treaty under the con- 
viction that Article X XIX of the treaty of 1871 was then in existence. 
Now, it is clear that by express implication this article repeals the 
right to convey fish in bond secured by the former treaty, and only 
preserved the right to transship in case of casualty or disaster. 

Two years ago the British Government notified us that this right 
which we had enjoyed under the treaty of 1871 would no longer be 
conceded, and this article of the treaty of 1888 virtually admitted the 
propriety of the refusal of the British Government to obey its treaty 
stipulations and gave away the most important right which our fisher- 
men possessed under it. The President now says that— 

In the year 1886 notice was received by the representatives of our Government 
that our fishermen would no longer be allowed to ship their fish in bond and 
free of duty through Canadian territory to this country; and ever since that 
time such shipment has been denied. 

The privilege of such shipment, which had been extended to our fishermen, 
was a most important one, allowing them to spend the time upon the fishing- 
grounds which would otherwise be devoted to a voyage home with their catch, 
and doubling their opportunities for profitably prosecuting their vocation. _ 

In forbidding the transit of the catch of our fishermen over their territory in 
bond and free of duty the Canadian authorities deprived us of the only facility 
dependent upon their concession, and for which we could supp!y no substitute , 

ihe value to the Dominion of Canada of the privilege of transit for their cx 
poris and imports across our territory, and to and from our ports, though great 
in every aspect, will be better appreciated when it isremembered that, for a con- 
siderable portion of each year, the St. Lawrence River, which constitutes the 


direct avenue of foreign commerce leading to Canada, is closed by ice. 


I can recollect when the chief catch of the mackerel fishermen was | 


taken in those waters, and the name of this famous bay is one of the 
familiar sounds of my childhood. 


The Massachusetts fisherman knew these waters as he knew those of | 


Barnstable Bay. He knew its coast line, the rise and fall of its tides, 
and the familiar roar and swell of its waves. He had seen year by 
year, month by month, day by day, upon its surface those vast schools 
of the most beautiful of the finny tribe, their delicate forms leaping 
and their blue sides glancing in the sunlight, as he merrily plied his 


lines or drew in his nets. Sir, the Yankee fisherman excluded from | 


those waters would feel as the Scotch Highlander felt when driven from 
his native mountains by the greed of rapacious landlords. 
If this treaty had been ratified, the New England fisherman would 


During the last six years the imports and exports of British Canadian prov- 
inces carried across our territory, under the privileges granted by our laws, 
amounted in value to about $270,000,000, nearly allof which were goods dutiable 
under our tariff laws, by far the larger part of this traffic consisting of exchanges 
of goods between Great Britain and her American provinces brought to and car- 
ried from our ports in their own vessels. 

The President is now of the opinion that the article of the treaty of 
1871 under discussion was revoked, but this probably was not his opinion 
when the treaty of 1888 was negotiated, as he and the Secretary would 
hardly have entertained opposite views on a matter of such impor- 
tance. 

But suppose the twenty-ninth article were revoked, the reciprocal 
legislation which preceded it was in force, and, as the President has 
shown, was of much more importance to Canada than tous. Why, 
then, did he assent to a treaty which justified the Canadian Government 
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in refusing to convey fish in bond through its territory, and fortified Che purpose is here as pla 3 if expressly stated tl 
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two of their official years, are buried beneaththis treaty and their : s 
dishonored by its retreat fr t t “ An < t ~ 
ivilers have said the ‘ ISIS is W from our weakness s \ 
treaty, made in the hour of our streng surre lers what that never did ect« i 
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Let the treaty be rejected. is Ss ex ling z l ‘ : 
CHARLES LEVI WOODBURY 3 
Boston, May 4, 1888. g ¢ . 
+ - * . = s i N t 
f that treaty failed to protect American interests irse 4 t 
American honor. It surrendered the New England fis ced ist t 5 
to hisenemies. It was the weakest and the worst treaty ever negotiated net : ayes 
. : l 7 1 1 , 3 ‘ . , 
by an American administration. It leads us to question either t , ‘ 
telligence and competency of our negotiators or their loy » tl ( ( 8 
interests they represented. The fifteenth article reliev from a 
any imputation of lack of intelligence and reveals the true animus of ation of A 4 
t i 
the instrument. It reads as follows n ! ‘ 
The fifteenth article of the treaty is as follows , ities 
Whenever the United Stat hall remove t d ) fish-« 1 < « 
sca il, and fish of all kinds (except fish preserved in oil), being the product pon t t gl ss and exter ) 4 t f 
fisheries carried on by the fishermen of Canada and Newfoundland, includi te lut the er ent t ts 
Labrador, as well as from the usual and necessary casks, barrels, kegs, cans, a < ens 3G t . 
other usual and nec¢ uy coverings containing the products above mentione Ls t—allintent u ia u 
the like products, being the produce of fisheries carried on by the fisherme: fa maintenance it 
the United States, as well as the usual and necessary coverings of \ na seeking y 3 
above described, shall be admitted free of duty into the Domin Z zt rig 
and Newfoundland. 1 upon such removal of duties, and w terests i i 
said articles are allowed to be brought into the United States by i t tical ) the } A ‘ 
jects without duty being re imposed thereon, the privilege of enter ts factures, anda ul pr rr r age ‘ 
bays, and harbors of the aforesaid coasts of Canadaand Newfound: sto Ww i these eg i 
ac d to United States fishing vessels by anr license irge, f t it Ur Ss + l sh Ar " 
the following p ses, name ( ood neighbor i i fri 
1. The purch o ovis s ait, ic seines, lines, and supplic zg ate « erial wea ilrela s r g 
. I 
1 outfits j i 3 i 
Transshi f catch, for trar rt by any means of conveyance. umber of our people w are « “ 
Shipping of crews. In the performance oi the serious v t ( + has 
Supplies shall not be obtained by ba I und is reise upon st « s of ‘ 
The like privileges shail be continue Canada erred 1 leem! to 
and Newfoundland on the Atlantic co | rtion of i : . Ss 








ing } é ‘ 1 « ty of t i dk 
ne oan ‘ ' 
I ‘ r > pe 
eo 1 s ay, tii 

‘ »\ IR ¢ VELAN 

‘ 

Mr. DA lt to n Lin tl l 
1 i ‘ Li emedies } } ed in the t i ol 

u ent] } e and efficient; no p ion that t do not 
o far en the purp f the la It do ho 

the extraol ind that the statute should be enforced o ‘ 
e! le i not to protect the erest specially in 

I think the Pre it is clearly wrong. No other interest w im 
periled | ntei _and this alone, wasin issue. The antagoni 
attitude of the two governments related to this question only. 
reta ito! é ) ol ¢ 3 was intended to meet and cor 
this d Cl en i was of course involved in secul 
justice for ou ‘ he rigits and il ts had b want 
a l. 

He iif l wr of his « t ho more elec ely than 
by proter i reign aggression and outrage any class of citi 
zen r i ( en. He should have recollected the maxim 
which has come down to us from antiquity, that that form of gov: 
ment is the best in which an injury done to the meanest of its citizen 
is an injury to the it He had before him the glorious example of 
the preat fall the ancient nations, which resented with the whole | 
force of her esistible power any insult or injury to a Roman citizen, 
ond whose policy in this respect was so well understood that the sim- 
pleexpre bp, ‘* lama Roman citizen,’’ was ashield none dared pierce, 
wh er the name and power of the great republic were known and 
{¢ | f 

1. sir, in modern tim the grandest feature of the English Gov- | 
i 

ernnient, representing a great people who have extended their dominion 
te ry quarter of the globe, with an unequaled energy, ambition, and | 
en is her protection of the rights of Englishmen wherever as- | 
Batt 
regret t un Ame in President could not find inspiration and j 
courage in such examples when confronted with similar exigencies and 
clothed with ample power. He refers to the great and increasing in- | 
terests of the two countries in such amanner as plainly betraysa dread 
of responsibility. No fisherman after reading that unfortunate letter | 
ever expected the President to enforce the legislation of Congress. The | 
sheathed sword which was placed in his hand he dared not draw from 
its scabbard. No, sir; he dared not touch its hilt with his nerveless 
hand! Oh, for one hour of Dundee! Oh, for one day of Jackson or | 
of Grant! \pplause.] But he has at last—thanks to the rejection 
of his treaty—found his courage. He has at last, perforce, taken the | 
ground assumed by Congress eighteen months ago. Of course he has | 

not enforeed the retaliation act, but he has written a very courageous 

message to Congress asking for more power. He has not tried the ex- 


periment to ascertain whether a law deliberately passed by Congress 
and signed by himself is adequate to the emergency, and, if not, whether 


the Secretary of the Treasury has not sufficient power under existing 
law. as the ablest statesman living who has occupied that position 
declares that he has, and that it has already been exercised in similar 
Cases 

Of course no imperious exigency exists at present for the action of 
Congress or the President, as no outrages are now being committed, 


and the fishing season is nearly closed. The exigency does not relate 
to our foreign affairs. It is strictly domestic, not to say partisan, and 
will terminate with the election, as the English friends of the Admin- 
istration believe. 

With the remaining part of his message concerning unjust discrimi- 
nation against our commerce through the canals, along the course 
of the lakes and the St. Lawrence, and the steps to be taken to correct 
it, I am in entire accord. The attention of Congress and the country 
was month ro directed to this subject by the gentleman from Maine 
[ Mr. DinGiry] and it has been discussed in the press ever since. 

Can it be possible, however, that the President has not called the 
attention of the British authorities to this subject, and that they will 
first learn by his message to Congress that he is aware of this grievance | 
and is determined to redress it? If this be so, or if complaint has been | 
made so recently that they have not had sufficient time to reply, and , 
diplomatic courtesy should be thus violated, they will doubtless at- 
tribute it to the political necessities of the situation, which are so 
urgent and grave as to call for an unusual step; and such seems to be 
the generous view taken by the English press, who are extremely 
friendly towards the Administration. 





Mr. Speaker, I apprehend that this movement, with all its dramatic 

accompaniments, with all the applause here, and the telegrams of con- 
gratulations from the outside, is a little late. This change of bas2 to 
Harrison’s 
an incident in recent French history, where, during one of her revolu- 
tions, when the royal family had fled, the Duchess of Orleans took the 


- ; : >| 
Landing is rather tardy. [Applause.] Iam reminded of | 
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i nt heir of the throne iu rms and introd | him to th 
\ ili | t , i j 
i p 100} ( late ) 
So it is with this latest product of | lom \ h | 
ented tou + po 1t10n Oo! e President in ¢ ct that 
a mis that the Secret fSta yverreached by Me}; 
toy eles Chamb Ll na tha il ruly | 
pplat : t } n ] pre l nh n ne ( 
pat } ing Line { erry Nn I } { hit ( s should 
th ’ ras it f pincl L very by an | hman, i 
cry Ret ) | I l ta h iti 
me chil d lo fathe ] 
»0 lat I A )} 
sir, death- be ventanc ] t } ‘ inot | 
ed into a song of t mph, ¢ reate i lany conce 
t Wialrs ¢ Lois worida 1 1 tt ( resident in t 
expil I ril urs 0 his « i il ue i pie l , to the ‘ 
tire po Vy ol Administ n i ‘ nD to commu 
the « dence of the counti 
‘Ir. Spe .er, t message \ 1 fai pa ct the very cla \ 
tended to influence. However much they may distrust and d 
the Tory Government of England, its plenipotentiary, who was wel 
( db inistration, they do not ask that their feeling m 
be shared b: Government in its diplomatic relations with t] 
country. They are, first and last and above every other considerat 
(merican citizens, and tney only ask that the Government of the 
adopted country shall adequately defend it against all undue foreign 
influence or aggression. 
This class, among whom I am proud to rank myself, are profound], 


grateful for the rights, privileges, and measureless and boundless bles 
i 


ings which a generous and paternal Government has conferred on them, 
and they would not seek to embarrass her relations with any foreign 
power. 


\merican citizens of Irish birth or descent doubtless have faults, but 
; 


| you can not reckon among them their warm and uncalculating devo- 


tion to American interests and institutions, their readiness to defend 
them when attacked with tongue and pen and sword, a readiness which 
was proved by Montgomery beneath the walls of Quebec by the severest 
of all tests, the offering of his life, and by uncounted thousands of his 
humbler countrymen in our every hour of trial and martial conflict 
from then tillnow. [Applause. ] 

They will justly resent as an insult to their intelligence and patriot- 
ism the idea that a sham menace of opposition to Great Britain and 
Canada, closing a career of surrender and subserviency to both, should 
infinence their suffrages. They have discovered the determination of 
this Administration to carry out its free-trade and British policy to the 
bitter end in the destruction of American industries and the impover- 
ishment and degradation of American labor, and thousands of them 
have decided to cast their lot with that great party which wielded the 
destinies of our country for many glorious years in war and peace 


| during the stormiest and grandest period of its history, and raised it 
to a height of honor, prosperity, and power unmatched in all the tide 


of time. [Applause. ] 

This party is about to resume its sway as the rightful representative 
of American ideas, policy, interests, and destiny, and its conquering 
battle cry is protection to American labor and American suffrage rep- 
resented by a pure, intelligent, and unintimidated ballot. [Applause. ] 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of conferees on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bills of the House numbered 7421, 7604, 8752, 10183, 1641, 5700, 
1249, 8855, and 1239, in relation to the establishment of light-ships, 
light-houses, etc., Mr. Crisp, Mr. ANDERSON of Iowa, and Mr. THOMAS 
H. B. BROWNE. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. HITT. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman from Massa- 

chusetis [Mr. LopGE] may be permitted to print certain remarks in 


| connection with the pending bill. 


*Mr. McCREARY. I think leave was given generally this morning. 

Mr. SCOTT. No, it was objected to by a gentleman on the other 
side. 

Mr. McCREARY. ThenI now submit the motion that any member 
who desires to do so may have leave to print on this question. 

There was no objection. 

THE FISHERIES. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I now yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. CoGSwELL]. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Before the gentleman proceeds I have twenty-two 
minutes of my time remaining since yesterday, and I ask unanimous 
consent to give that to my colleague [Mr. TARSNEY]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the gentle- 
man will be permitted to reserve that time. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Speaker, if it be true of this world as of 
Heaven, ‘‘ that there is joy over one sinner that repenteth more than over 
the ninety and nine just persons which need no repentance,’ then the 
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PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 11363) for the relief of Mack 
Holmes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BELDEN: A bill (H. R. 11364) for the relief of James 
Nicholas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 11365) for the relief of Mary Ann 
Bowers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELDEN: Petition of numerous citizensof Syracuse, N. Y., 
for a pension to James Nicholas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of Hon.C. L. Pushing and others, citizens 
of Pottsville, and of Joseph McArkie and others,citizens of Port Carbon, 
Pa,, against the admission of Utah with polygamy—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Petition of John H. Percival, of 
Kings County, New York, for a pension—to the Committee on Pen- 


S1ODS. 


claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Memorial for a deep-water harbor of the first class 
at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of Frederick A. Repogle, of Madison 
County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORROW: Memorial of the citizens’ committee and of cit- 
izens of San Francisco, Cal., on Chinese immigration—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of the Commercial Exchange, of Phil- 

lelphia, for the prompt passage of Senate bill 2851, amendatory of 
the act regulating commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of Mary Ann Bower, for payment of her 
war claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition for the relief of Harvey H. Robinson, 
of Kentucky—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition of W. H. Gilbert, heir of Jacob 
Gilbert, and of John Gibson, for the estate of Ebin Fussell, for refer- 
ence of theirclaims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


The following petition, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 


bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines of 


the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the service, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
By Mr. BELDEN: Of 150 ex-soldiers and sailors of New York City. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, September 6, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ALLEGED TIMBER DEPREDATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to*a 
resolution of August 27, 1888, a report from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, together with other papers, upon which the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office based the statements in his letter 
to Hon. JAMES N. BuRNEs, of the House of Representatives, dated 
August 18, 1888, with regard to the amendment to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill relating to the prosecution of persons in the mining 
region of the United States for cutting, for mining or domestic pur- 
poses, dwarfed or scrubby timber, unfit to be sawed or hewed into lum- 
ber of commercial value; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of Caroline V. English, widow of 
the late Lieut. Col. Thomas C. English, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying 
to be allowed an increase of pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of citizens of Hayes County, Ne- 
braska, praying for éhe location of the Indian tribes of the Indian Ter 
ritory upon their lands lying within the eastern portion of that Terri 
tory, ete.; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PUGH. In the absence of the Senator from California { Mr. 
Hearst], I wish to have read resolutions showing the action of a mass 
meeting in the city of San Francisco upon the subject of the Chinese 
exclusion bill now before the Senate. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent to have a telegram read. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That subject will come up in a few minutes, when 
it witl be more appropriate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It isa telegram purporting to trans- 
mit resolutions adopted at a meeting in San Francisco by its chairman, 
addressed to Hon. GEORGE HEARST. Shall it be read? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It could more properly be read in a few minutes, 
when the Chinese bill comes up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The telegram will lie on the table, 
under objection, until that bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to its being read, but the read- 
iny had better be deferred. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


*Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3060) granting right of way to the Pima Land 
and Water Company across Fort Lowell military reservation, in Ari- 


| zona, and for other purposes, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
| mitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 


| 952) for the reliefof A. W. Hager, submitted an adverse report thereon; 








| 


| 


| 


é a : , | which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indéfinitely. 
By Mr. CANDLER: Petition of Joseph M. Fountain, executor of 
Artenessa Fountain, of Cherokee County, Georgia, for reference of his | 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 


287) to authorize the appointment and tetirement of Nathaniel C. 
Sawyer, late United States Army, submitted an adverse report thereon; 


o 


| which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 10856) for pension for Eliza N. Aiken, reported it without 


|} amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3353) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza N. Aiken, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1574) for the erection of a 
post-office building at St. Paul, Minn., reported it with amendments. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10342) granting a pension to John Dauper; 

A bill (H. R. 10563) granting a pension to William 8. Latham; 

A bill (H. R. 7185) granting a pension to Samuel Neikirk; 

A bill (H. R. 10824) granting a pension to Mary A. Van Buskirk; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 201) granting a pension to Edward Waters. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amendment: 

A bill (S. 3446) granting to the Oregon Railway and Navigation Com- 
pany certain tracts of land upon the Umatilla Indian reservation for 
station and railroad purposes; and 

A bill (S. 3506) toamend an act entitled ‘‘An act providing for allot- 
ment of lands in severalty to the Indians residing upon the Umatilla 
reservation, in the State of Oregon, and granting patents therefor, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved March 3, 1885. “ 

Mr. HAMPTON. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3458) for the relief of General 
George Stoneman, to report it without amendment, and submit a re- 
port thereon. I ask that the memorial of General Stoneman be printed 
with the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed upon the 
Calendar, and the memorial will be printed with the report if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2429) for the relief of Charles F. Holly, re- 
ported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 3595) for the relief of C. M. Stinson, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7186) to authorize the Leavenworth 
and Rio Grande Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, reported it with 
amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 6612) to grant right of way through the Indian Territory to the 
St. Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, and for other purposes, 
reported it with amendments. > 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am directed by the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to the bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to supply defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, 
and for prior years, and for other purposes, to report it unfavorably on 
the ground that the relief proposed by the amendment can not prop- 
erly be disposed of on an appropriation bill, and there should be a sep- 
arate act to provide for the matter itself. I therefore report it adversely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will lie upon the 
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table, the Committee on Indian Affairs bei: lischarged from its f from Kar Mr \ 16. 1888 ve . 
ther consideration. wasters 
Mr. COCKRELL, from the Co t 1M ‘ Affairs, to wl 
were referred the following bills ported tl 1 with ESIDI I : 
ment: ( 3 
A bill (S. 3100) to correct the military record of David C. Spears 
A bill (S. 3078) to remove the charge of desertion from the military se8 : is ‘ 
record of James S. Vaughn; and ‘ a : 
\ bill (S. 2868) to remove the charge of desertion from Mik ; 
Sullivan, alias Michael Murphy. 


AT 


ir. COCKRELL. Iam also instructed by the Committee on M 
tary Affairs, to which was referred the bill (S. 3120) to remove 
charge of desertion against Godfrey Smalley, to report it advers Lisl be 
The Senator from Oregon | Mr. DoLPH] introduced the bill. ; : . 
structed to report the bill adversely and recommend that it be ind slso t ort . ts 
nitely postponed, as there is no merit whatever in the application. these cas 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. Mr. CHACE I ask unanimous consent for t! d 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ali right. tion of the resolution 

>] 





Mr. DOLPH. As the Senator states, I introduced the bill. If he The PRESIDENT yt [s t 
had simply reported it back and asked that it be indefinitely post Mr. COCKRELI Wha the re t 
poned, I should not have made any objection; but after the statement Mr. CHACE. It é tion as Gen- 
of the Senator, I desire to examine the bill. eral to report the condition of postmasters’ accour 





Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill go on the Calendar. Mr. COCKRELI lL object to 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal Mr. PLATT. He is to report at the next sess 

endar, with the adverse report of the committee. The PRESIDENT } t Che resolution will go 
Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee ou Military Affairs, to which w tor from Missouri objecti 


referred the biil (S. 3081) to remove the charge of desertion against i ali 

Horace E. Ball, late of Company B, Second Connecticut Heavy Art . sa sa ae 

lery, which was introduced by the Senator from Connecticut | M yt PLATT introduc is ae ee ee 
PLATT], have instructed me to report it back adversely, and ask to be | Hmer ! a - - oe Ce ee , ' 
discharged from its further consideration. The War Department have "Mie ae wr) a ee ” 

ample jurisdiction to remove this charge upon the presentation of sat AW YER re eee 

isfactory evidence. There were three charges of desertion upon the \) 4 Lramatl was i 


Committee on Pensions, 


record, and they have already removed two of them. In 1885 and 1886 a 
: Mr. SPOONER 


an explanation was asked in regard to the third charge, and as the . os teenie : 
have ample jurisdiction to remove it, and as we have no additional | “14 4 ae, we a 


et . , Committee on Pensions 
evidence which was not furnished to the War Department, we report M : ME! : N . : recys 
1} 7 Mia RON introduced a bill (S. 3525) granting ] on to 
the bill adversely. r. CA i itroduce 











Mr. PLATT. The Senator will allow the bill to go upon the Calen- | *@4™ Dimer; waich was read 

dar ? ; panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pens 

“hMe COONKRE is | He also introduced a bill (S 6) for the re fofts h A. K 
Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 


rT : } : : } | which was read twice by its title, and referr to t Committe 
Mr. PLATT. In view of the statement which the Senator has made, | cn Wa it : 


of course if the War Department will remove the charge of desertion Pensions. 











that is all that is desired. From my recollection about the case, it is He also introdu . da bill (S, 3527) granti1 : — 
one in which the soldier ought to be relieved from the charge. Per- | ™" a ae “= Ma twice by 1% : —* — 
haps he has not made the proper proof, but I am convinced that he can | P&PETS, ordered Whe pened. , aod 
make it either to the War Department or to the committee Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a joint res« oe a 
i Mr. COCKRELL. He made no proof in regard to the third char SE, CONSE. Cf Nana a oo 
5 The petition seems to have been drawn up by his attorney, and it ot. ohn's Rivet orida, below Falatka, Fia.; wii 
never signed by him, and was never verified by affidavit. It ma by is Wille, And referred to the Commttes vm 
s the statement that the cnarge of desertion was made at a certain t 
ry } ! } } 4 . 1 . 
That charge has been already removed, but there is another chai \ HOAR. J] ‘ Slematds + oc, 


j made in July, 1865. See ee 
8 Mr. PLATT. Let the bill go upon the Calendai ‘ 4 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the ¢ S 





























: endar with the adverse report of the committee. ent of br . yay the 
Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military to wl sag magegar ; 1 
was referred the bill (S. 912) granting bounty to Ca C. ¢ ( 
which was introduced by the Senator frem Ohio [ Mr. § AN I PRESIDI 
instructed me to report the same back adversely and to recommend that leration of the 
7 the bill be indefinitely postponed. Mi EST. I go 
Mr. Cooley joined a regiment as private and was voluntarily t ir. HOAR 
ferred to the regimental band, and served in that for about a year, | then of : ‘ 
when under an act of Congress all the regimental bands were re 5 p 
charged, and he was discharged and did not go back into the se 7 d ~f O 
He is not entitled to a bounty any more than any other musician. ‘ , ( 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The adverse report will be agreed | ] ! i rey pgs 
to and the bill indefinitely postponed, if there be no objection. matt ’ 
Mr. COCKRELL. Iam instructed by the Committee on M auit ] f e. in 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill (S. 199) to remove the chat order to be able to vh 
desertion from the military record of William H. McBride, introd } heen introdu é é t 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], to report it ive no objectior rt Presid 
versely and recommend that the committee be discharged from t ence at o1 
further consideration of the bill. The War Department have a1 ‘ I think every : ’ | 
power to remove this charge of desertion, and will doubtless do so u to Great Brit t 
the presentation of a proper application. Che PRESIDENT ° 
The adverse report was agreed to; and the bill was postponed ind leration of the 
nitely. Mr. VEST nator 
Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to who1 from Ma Sth 
: referred the bill (S. 947) to declare forfeited certain lands grant \ugus 
4 the State of Michigan to aid in the construction of a railroad t ! Mr. HOA] t w t offered ¢ 
tonagon to the Wisconsin State line, etc., reported it with end us da 
ments. Mr. VES t } { of August [tis to- 
CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS. e 6th of Se 
Mr. CHACE. Iam directed by the Committee on Post-Offices 1 Mr. HOAR. Nine days sin 
Post-Roads, to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Se Mr. VEST Nine days ce I be a u 
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( oul {f the t 
ferred to t Co 

The bill (H. R. 7$ 


eliy ed punched Oo! 


Mr. DAW] I 





which I did not hear 
9 


1 


the statement which 


not any more tam) 
] 


may carry an idea in referenc 
Massachnsetts to which it is 


may seem to acquie 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
rises to a personal explanation ? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes; 

The PRESIDI NT prot mpore. 


Mr. DAWES. I 
peech ot 
The PRESIDENT 


indicated. 


4 ; 
The Secreta read 
Ltake ple re i 
newspaj published i 
which tak i ) 

of the elect 1 
of Southern | ) 
it is as foll 
r ‘ i 
quu nto the Louisian 
ular motion, little 
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elections, although he d 
turns of previous elections will not do, because based upon the suppe 
iex-Governor Warmoth, w 
ana, presented Senator CHANDLER'S ar 
Up to that time he 1 
nly he published a letter claiming that some 


every negro is a Republi 





an candi 
ment to him thre 
good party 

deal had bes mad 
said that it was uselk 


invita nto } follow 


for Niche l : rep 
thus f the 


method . 


h 2 cl to 


to: ay 


Mr. DAWES. TI 


RECORD—SENATE. SEPTEMBER 6 


CONGRESSIONAL 








House of 





1aving reported favorably 


ynsidered and t 
The Chair hear 





viding for the 
I coins of the 
nomination than one dollar, for new or unworn 
sidiary silver coin at designated places and under certain circumstances, 
le, and referred to the Committee on Finan 
ANATION. 

lanimous consent to correct a statement made 
in his speech yes 
, or I should have asked his in- 
It is not a matter of great consequence, 
except that the mistake which the Senator fell into adds a weig] 
s quoted to which i 


tor from Florida |Mr. Pasco] 
made at the ti 


qauigence th oO corre 


entitled, and to those 
menator appears 
sentiments of Wester: 
I desire to correct it 
ment of the Senator from Florida. 

Massachusetts 


liar 


he political 





The Senator 





to correct 
rhe Chair hears no objection. 
pecretary 


lorida yeste 


I ask unanimous consen mistake. | 
| 
ask 
the Senator from F have marked. 
cretary will read the extract 


l-known Repu 





oth virtually gave up the battle on 











eed be s 


i not produce it. 


have evidence « 
argument by 
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Hundreds of neg 
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Democrats. 

Democrats, but there 
CHANDLER'S speech a 
-ceeded in precipitatir 
The situatior 


from voting. 
| conferences as 


astonished 








so far he was succ¢ 
lerfully that it is sad to see this friend ; 
pt to turn back the page 








3 of history for partis 





3 afforded to call the a 
orthern Republicans who n¢ ’ 
e willing to do justice to our section a1 
influenced and controlle« 


yns in other sections of the coun 
. 





s from the Springfield Republican are more 
rth rebuke the politicians who are always tr 
inother for purely partisan purposes, we shall have 
ion in polities 


’ the Springfield Republican are per- 
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sonal friends of mine, and are very much esteem 


y are KnOWND ihney wouid feel hurt if th 





r 





. he that | 
here in silence and heard their paper called a Republican paper. Wh 
they publish a paper of great value as a newspaper its politics are dread- 
ful, They would resent at any time since 1872 to be called a Repul 
paper, andit would very much impair their influence in the polit 
ical field in which they earnestly at work if the idea should get 


abroad outside of Massac that the sentiments uttered in that 























sentiments coming from a Republican paper. Therefore | 
duty which I feel I owe t my personal friends in correct 
ke which the Senator innocently fel cenomina 
‘ pu um paper, and in endeavoring t to the ar ; 
ment made yesterday by quoting Republican ; to sustain it A 
I simply do this out of a feel ! to ice to the truth 
and the Republican, but a pers fa o fi hom personally 
lam under obligations. 
Mr. PASCO. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
hat are the politics of the Springfield Republican at the present time ? 
Mr. SPOONER and others. Mugwump. 
Mr. DAWES. The paper has been laboring 72 to the utm: 
of its ability, and with great success, in the service of the Democrat 
irty It calls itself independent, but having the name of Springfield 
Republican it goes abroad, where its exact position is not known, as a & 
Republican paper, which it originally was. It is one of the most zeal- 
ous supporters of President Cleveland. 
Mr. ALLISON. Now? 
Mr. DAWES. Now, at this moment, and has been during all the 
| eccentricities of this Administration of any paper that has come to my 
observation. It does not hesitate to take professions and practice alike, 
without question. 
Mr. PASCO. I have not been a reader of the Springfield Repub- 
ican, though I have known a good deal of its history and know how . 


high its reputation and character have been, and I know how fair a 
paper it used to be when f& considered itself a Republican paper. 


I will state that the extract which I read was taken from the Pul 





lie 
yi 


! Opinion, and it was there designated as a Republican paper, and I sup- 
i . .* = Z : . ’ 
posed the editor of the Public Opinion was well acquainted with the 























polities of the different newspapers from which he quoted. F 
However, whatever the politics of the paper may be, the sentiment 
as there expressed is fair and manly and just towards our people, and 
whether it comes from an independent, a Democratic, or a Republican 
source, it deserves to be commended. But it also comes from a North- 
|} ern source, and is certainly commendable and fair towards our people; 
| and I am very glad of this evidence that the light of Democracy is 4 
spreading out upon the western part of Massachusetts. 
Mr. DAWES. The error into which the paper that took the extract 
fell was caused probably in the same manner as the Senator’s mistake; 
it was because the paper has the name which it bore—it is an old pa 
per—when it did advocate Republican principles with earnestness, a 
it does everything that it advocates. But wherever its exact politics 
| are understood, and have been since 1872, when it left the Republican 
| party tosupport the Democratic candidate for the Presidency that y« 
it has never claimed, and never would claim, that it was a Republi 
paper or supported Republican candidates or Republican principles, ( 
except when those principles were those which a man could consist 
} ently support and still fight the battles of the Democratic party. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOt 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, it 
| Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amendments of 
the Senate to the following bi 
A bill (H. R. 7421) for establishing a light off Pamlico Poi North 
Carolina: 
\ bill (H. R. 7604) for the establishment of a light-house and fog- ¥ 
ignal ator near Gull Shoal, Pamlico Sound, North Carolina; 
\ bill (H. R. 8752) providing for the establishment of an additional 
life-saving station on Nautucket Island, Massachusetts; and E 
ae e 


A bill (H. R. 10183) to establish a light-ship off Great Round Shoal, ' . 
near Nantucket, Mass. 

The message also announced that 1 use agreed to the respective 
ked by the Senate on the foregoing bills and amendments, 
and had appointed Mr. Crisp, Mr. ANDERSON of Iowa, and Mr. 













THomMAS H. B. BROWNE man n its part 3 
The message also annou passed the bill 
212) for the relief of Patric 
The message further am had agreed to t 
amendment of the § yr the relief of th 1 
Roman Catholic 1 at Chatta 


Tenn 


ACO, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no further morning busi 


| ness, pursuant to the order of yesterday the Senate resumes the con- 





sideration of the resolution reported by the Senator from Illinois [ Mr. 
“ARWELL | from the Committee on the District of Columbia in relation 


I 
to the erection of overhead electric wires. The resolution will be read. 
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I can say for myself, without the matter having received any further 
attention in conference (that is, I do not know that that feature of it 
was specially mentioned), my idea was plainly and clearly that the 
commissioners might issue permits up to the 15th of September which 
would be operative beyond that time. That is the idea I had about 
it. We knew practically, from the conference which we had with 
them, their views on the subject. We knew, as we thought, that they 
would not exercise this authority to any very great extent, and would | 
not go beyond what the public convenience seemed to require. [ was | 
perfectly willing, so far as I was concerned, and I think the language 
carried out that idea, that they should grant permits up to the 15th 
of September, but which should operate beyond that time. For in- 
stance, they might grant permits up to that time to carry wires to be 
put up at a later period, into different quarters of the city, where the 
conditions of which I spoke existed, they of course doing it all with a 
knowledge of the fact that they were required to report to the next 
Congress, if they were warranted in doing so by what they should de- 
termine by investigation, a plan whereby all these wires were to be 
put under-ground. We felt, therefore, that they would not exercise 
the authority in any bad way. 

Mr. VEST. I understand, then, from the Senator from Kansas that 
the question which is now before the Senate as to these elevated or 
overhead electric wires for this Eckington Railroad was not contem- 
plated or considered by the committee of conference at all; and, as I 
supposed before I made the inquiry, the fixing of a day in futuro as 
the date when this prohibition took effect was put there with refer- 
ence tothe present overhead electric wires used by the telegraph and 
telephone companies. But I still insist that the expressed will of Con- 
gress was against all these overhead electric wires, because if it was 
right to prohibit them after the 15th day of September, or, leaving 
out that, if Congress had come to that conclusion, then the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia ought te have respected that opin- 
ion and that will. Speaking for myself, I would unquestionably, if 
placed in that position, have so considered it. 

But 1 proceed without any intention to do injustice to these gentle- 
men, and let the commissioners of the District of Columbia give their 
own version of the matter. Mr. 8. E. Wheatley, one of the District 
commissioners, was examined by the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumia, 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me before he 
goes into that evidence to call his attention to this law, which seems 
to have been entirely overlooked in the debate so far as I have heard. 

The commissioners of the District of Columbia shall not, after the 15th day of 
September, 1888, permit or authorize any additional telegraph, telephone, elec- 
tric lighting, or other wires to be erected or maintained on or over any of the 
streets or avenues of the city of Washington. 

I can not understand, if this is the law of the land, why that word 
‘*maintained’’ does not stand there to make unlawful any act of the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia permitting electric wires 
or any other wires of that kind to be maintained after the 15th day of 
September. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator to read the rest of the clause, 
where the District commissioners are required to investigate the prac- 
ticability of putting the wires under-ground and $1,000 is appropriated 
to enable them to conduct that investigation. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘That is very true, but that word ‘‘maintained”’ 
has to go out of this text, or else it is unlawful to maintain the wires 
after the 15th of September. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ithink the construction which the conferees put upon 
it is illustrated very fairly by the use of the word ‘‘ maintained ’’ there. 
The idea was that they should not issue permits after the 15th of Sep- 
tember, nor permit any wires to be erected after that date. I mean to 
say they could not grant permits after that date. The maintenance 
there of the wires had reference to wires that were put up without the 
permits which are provided for, and which might be issued up to the 
15th of September. Of course, the language is not as plain as it ought 
to be, and it only illustrates how entirely right our Committee on Ap- 
propriations originally was in insisting that the provision ought to go 
out and that the subject ought to be taken up de novo by the commit- 
tee having jurisdiction of that subject, to wit, the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and not committed to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and of course necessarily in due time to a conference with other 
things, a portion of which were to be taken up perhaps and discussed 
and disposed of without that attention which they ought to receive. 

Mr. MORGAN. It seems to me it would require positive legislation 
to authorize the maintenancein the District of Columbia after the 15th 
of September of any telephone or telegraph wires, especially so as to 
those which required permits from the District commissioners. My 
vote upon this measure will be controlled by that construction of it, at 
all events. 

Mr. VEST. I rather think the construction of the Senator from 
Alabama is the correct one, but I base my observations in regard to 
the action of these commissioners, not upon any construction of that 
statute technically, but upon the simple fact that both Houses of Con- 
gress have condemned that system and that the District commissioners 
knew it, and that they deliberately availed themselves of a power given 
to them, a discretion until the 15th of September, to put the broadest 
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construction upon it, in order to violate what they knew to be the ex- 
pressed statutory opinion of the representatives of the people of tho 
United States. As I do not want to do them any injustice, I give 


them the full benefit of their own explanation of what seems to me to 
be most extraordinary conduct. Mr. Wheatley, one of the commis- 


| sioners, was examined before the District Committee, and I will read 
from his evidence: 


Q. Before you granted that permission— 
That is to the Eckington Railway— 
did you take counse! about it? 
A. We gave the matterconsiderable thoughtand discussion. Oneof the mem- 


bers of the board, Mr. Webb, is a lawyer, and we decided to issue the permit after 
considerable thought and discussion, and it is clearly legal under the require- 


|} ments of that bill, 


_ it never seems to have suggested itself to Mr. Wheatley that it was 
improper for him or that board to have violated the unquestionable 
will of Congress, but he says it was lawful. He sticks in the bark 
about it, and acts with Congress as if they were adversaries instead of 
being agents and servants of the people, or as if they represented some 
foreign interest against the Government and against the people and 
against the Senate and against the House. He says it was lawful. 


Then in regard to this particular construction of overhead system, of overhead 
motive power, we have Major Raymond’s views upon that subject. 


Not his views, but the viewsof Major Raymond. Mr. Wheatley says: 


Then, inregard to this particular construction of overhead system, of overhead 
motive power, we have Major Raymond’s views upon that subject, 

Major Raymond is the engineer officer of the commissioners; and 
afterwards, upon the very next page, he is put on the stand, and here 
is what he said. It seems that his views and opinions were potential 
in this matter with the board. Major Raymond was examined and 
testified: 

By Mr. FARWELL: 

Q. Do you consider the electrical system which is proposed to be used for the 
Eckington Railroad at all dangerous to life? 

A. No, sir; I do not, 

_Q. Are you sufficiently familiar with the character of electricity and the quan- 
tity necessary to be used as to be prepared to make that statement? 

A. No, sir; Iam not. 

Major Raymond is a remarkable expert. This is the gentleman upon 
whose opinion this board of commissioners trample upon the express 
law of Congress, and yet he says he knows nothing about it. 


I make that statement as the result of what little experience I have had in 
electricity, and as the result of inquiries which I made of men who know more 
than I do. 

Second-hand information. 


I am not an electrical expert, and I do not appear in that capacity. 


I take it if there ever was a witness who discredited hiniself on a 
subject-matter on which he was being examined that witness has done 
so; and yet his opinion is the sole basis upon which this question was 
disposed of by the District commissioners in the very teeth of tle ac- 
tion of Congress, which is now part of the statute law of the land. 

Mr.CHACE. I should like toask the Senator whether or not, in view 
of this provision in the District appropriation bill, he considers that the 
commissioners were authorized and empowered to issue such permits 
up to the 15th of September ? 

Mr. VEST. I have not examined the matter as a lawyer should, 
and I have long since adopted as one of the fundamental rules in the 
practice of my profession to give no opinion by which I choose to be 
bound or ought to be bound without a critical examination of the in- 
strument conferring the power. My impression in this case from what 
I have read—and I simply read it not so much as a lawyer as because 
I wanted information on this whole subject—is that these commission- 
ers do have that power up to the 15th of September. 

I thought I said that before. That, however, is not the point I make, 
I say it was improper, inappropriate, extraordinary for these commis- 
sioners to stand upon a legal technical power when they occupied the 
position of trustees or agents for the people, and when they were un- 
der the control of Congress and ought to have a decent respect for the 
opinions of both Houses of Congress and of the President of the United 
States solemnly expressed. I do not think my friend from Rhode 
Island would have done it. 

Mr. CHACE. I certainly should if I had been one of the commis- 
sioners. 

Mr. VEST. I donot think yet, notwithstanding his disavowal, that 
my friend from Rhode Island, in the teeth of that expressed will of 
both Houses of Congress, if he had been a commissioner of this Dis- 
trict, would have seized hold of that technical power—for it was noth- 
ing else—and issued those permits in the face of the language, which 
even if you do not give it the broad meaning that the Senator from 
Alabama gives it, prohibiting the maintenance of overhead electric 
wires after the 15th of September, still in its spirit and soul condemned 
the whole system whether applied to telegraphs, telephones, or the 
motive power of railroads. 

Mr. President, I have honestly performed what I conceived to be my 
duty,and according to the promise I made to the Senate yesterday I 
examined all this evidence last night, and I think as an impartial juror, 
I must say if I have any feeling in the world in the matter it is in be 
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7 ~~? 
half of the « orporators, and, besides that, I am unalterably opposed t Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senat illow 1 to state a 
horse-car railroads, and I have sat here for ei long years and con ups he is not aware 
demned and denounced this infamous system in the District of Co Mr. VEST With ple 
lumbia. Mr. HARRIS. I think the very morning after the ] 
Mr. SPOONER. Howcan a juror be impartial and lean to any side res tion of the Si f from \ it {Mr. I . +} 2 
Mr. VEST. I say if I am not an impartial juror, I lean to the sid f 1M setts [M rm} pre ted am il and ed 
of the Senator from Wisconsin, and I infer from his remarks that he } 
decidedly in favor of this system. I lean to the side of this ele t ' 
railway because I want that system introduced into this District; bu ition of elect | 
I re} it here now I would as soon stand here and defend the old flint \ VEST yn . 
lock musket, that passed away with the arsenal at Harper's het in¢ [am bound ul I 
is now one of the relics of the peak a0 to stand here and de fend th tl ( imiitt s 1 it: and | i 
tem of horse-car railroads, And yet every Senator here knows that the follow 
this District we bave, notwithstanding our protestations and r + E 
strances, streets in this beautiful city absolutely ruined by the present Ss : 
rails, with the cobble-stones between, over which no vehicle can pass s to report a re ( s 
without inconvenience 4nd alm nge! All my sympa : ‘ 
thies are with the men who want lectric roads in this Dis- rl t wa th subiect-matter before t] ‘ und g 
trict, but I r he . trustee ; se conimissioners. I Mr. HARRIS. Will the Se 
simply give to my brot Senators the result of my examination of Mr VEST. Certainly. 
this testimony and my deliberate judgment, and if I could honestly and Mr. HARRIS Che particular r 
conscientiously vote in accordance with the recommendation of this | to the custom of all committees of this bodv, referred 
committee I would do it with the greatest pleasure imaginable. ers to report on, while the other subjects kin 1 
I have great personal respect for the men enga gedin this enterprise, | ¢ coennaiell iat it were referred to ot subecommittec 
who are men of high character in this District. I do not blame then Che Senator reads from the report of a Senator w 
but as a matter of course they are looking to the success of their enter- | charged with th particular resolution in q . 
prise. They want toconstruet this road as cheaply as possible and wit! Mr. VEST. Well, Mr. President, that particular reso 
a view tothe ee. If I were to say that they expected iny- | tion is the matter before the Senate—that, and that alot 
thing else, I should simply remove them from the or r trailtic {| mittee, structed to report a certain resolution referred to t 
human nature and put aaah in the attitude of angel wh I | a report, but they puta poison in its blood that destt 
presume they are not. They have the same motives that every cor- ring it back to the Senate with the recommendation tl ‘ 
porator has, and it is my duty as as I conceive ado} ted. I know so little about parliamentary law that I seare 
it to be, to do justice to them an: e to my con dare to indulge in a criticism in the presence of the Senator from Ten 
stituents, who are interested in th he people who lesse¢ Mr. HARRIS |. It is my misfortune that I neve ew but 
reside here. two rules of parliamentary law, and one was that a motion to adjourn 
I have examined this testimony not a iti cally as I would have vas always in order, and that a motion for the previous qu 
done if I were counsel in the case and w ith a brief but as carefully as lwavs in order. but since the rules of the Senate struck ou hie 
- other duties would permit, and I must be permitted to express my | rule in regard to the previous question, I have been going singl 
gret, with great respect to tl 1e District Committee, that they did not | with the former, and I have found out sporadically that 
examine one single witness, so faras I have seen, that was notconnected | one is always in order So. with my » parliamenta 
directly or indirectly either with this electric railroad company or | J hardly like to indulge in ac riticism upon the committee vat 
with the Thomson-Houston Electric Company, who under contract a to me when they were instructed to report back a resolution s} 
furnishing the electric motive power to this corporation. If lamn ally. they ought to have done it: but instead of that. they reps 
taken in that I can be very easily corrected. it back with deadly killing blight upon it in the nature of a 


Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will allow me a word. I was not! mendation that it be not adopted, and then they proceed to give t 
present at the hearing before the Committee on the District of Colu testimony upon which that recommendation is based, from which I 
bia, but I desire to remind the Senator that that committee was not | now quoting. 














charged by any order of the Senate with an investigation into the sub- Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator mean that the , . 
ject. They were given jurisdiction by an unusual proce ding, and | deprived by the action of the Senate of all power of r nmendation 
that was a motion that they grant to certain parties who pet ned | in reporting the resolution back? Were we bound to report it |} 
the Senate, and who I believe were the parties in interest in the con- | with the recommendation that it pass, when ery memb f t 
struction of this particul ir railroad, a hearing. Thatwas the direction | eommittee was opposed to its ‘ 
laid upon the committee, and with that mandate the committee com- Mr. VEST. I beg pardon, ] L pa menta that 
lied absolutely. ] vo by the rules of common sense I must be excused I thought that 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, if the Senator from Missouri will al- | when the Senate instructed its servants and agents to do a p 
low me to supplem« nt the statement of the Senator from Wisconsin, thing they oug ht to do it. 
there was before the committce a large number of affidavits and cer Mr. CHAC Right dang re I should like to ¢ f 
tificates from persons of experience in the use of electric power L | Missouri ae could have been the object of referring that 1 
have not noticed to see whether or not they appear in the report that | to the Committee on the District of Columbia i 
the Senator from [Illinois presented, but a large number of persons who | their judgment upon the propriety of its adoption 
had no connection whatever with the companies referred to by the Mr. VEST. The Senator from Vermont. who, I will i 
ve ‘om Missouri—— say in his absence or presence, generally knows exactly w! 
Mr. VEST. Perhaps my statement was a little too broad, but I cer- | and adopts the proper instrumentalities to effect his ¢ 
tainly intended to make no imputi ition either of negligence or other- | resolution, and I take it that if he meaut that the ¢ 
wise on this committee either in the aggregate or individually; it | District of Columbia ought to examine and r I i 





} 

I think that when they went into this question, when they under- | so but the Senator from Vert ' lev W 
took to examine witnesses, they ought to have done so thoroughly. | a resolution. He did not draw the resolutio1 it | 
They have reported here against the action of the Senate deliberately | the long debate we had here that | 
taken. They were instructed to report a resolution prohibiting the | was to report a resolution. draughted in appropriate te » do tha 
commissioners from putting up overhead electric wires. They report | thine. which was to prohibit this Eckington and ‘ 
back that resolution, but at the same time recommend that it be r road from putting up overhe: ' 
jected, and as a ground for their action they furnish us testimony taken | jing of it, it is my limited parliamentary k edg 
by them; and, under the familiar legal maxim, once in court they must | me in the eves of mv fri nie from Rhode Island and W 
remain in court and stand the test of examination and cross-examina- ow. Mr. President. without intending to be] 
tion, and I have the right to comment upon that testimony and the | eyrsory examina ies 
facts which it assumes to present. I agree that I possibly stated it too | Mansfield. the electrical engineer of the Tno 
broadly when I said there was not a single person whose testimony | was put upon the stand and examined by th 
was taken here—I ought to be more accurate in my statement—that Mr. DANIEL]. a member of the committe: We come - to 
was not connected directly or indirectly either with this railroad com- question whether these overhead electric wires are dangero to 
pany or the electric company, or who was not directly interested in the | mal life. Upon that point, when the « mittee were « 
contract, nesses, the Senator from Virginia asked tl juestion ol! eorgt Fe 

Mr. SPOONER. _ They were the parties to whom the committee was | Mansfield . 
instructed to give a hearing. 

Mr.VEST. With due deference to the Senator from Wisconsin, who 
interrupts me, I did not know that the committee was instructed to Which I may say in an explanatory ' referred t t 
give ary hearing. which seems to be the u of all elect t 
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term, if I may be permitted to insert this to make myself understood. 
Mr. DANIEL’S question was 

You think under a thousand | volts} the: no dan 

A. It is perle tly fe to human Wh 

Anywhere under a thousand volts. 

@. What he charge of electricity that is given rer lially » persons who 
are being treated with electricity? 


I could not state, 
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was trailing upon the surface of the street, and the horse put his foot 


| upon it and in a single instant it was dead. Iam told by the Senator 
| from Alabama that so great was the complaint upon the part of th 


Understand that the electrician of this company states that under 
1,009 volts the electric current is perfectly harmless to human life. On 
the very next page and almost in the same sentence he is asked by the 
acting chairman: 

Q. What number of } ur ¢ s your company con t to furnish the 
Kekington Company 

A. I think it was originally talked over, and 500 volts was decided upon, as | 
we are using 500 volts on all the roads we are building and that are now in op- 
eration. Butin this particular instance \ thought best to possibly keep that 


med to be a feeling that there was some dang 





potential to 400, as there si rin 
connection with it, 

This very same gentleman had declared one minute before that it 
was perfectly harmless under 1,000 volts, and yet he declares that they 
reduced it in this contract between Thomson-Howston Company and 
the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company to 400 volts, G00 
volts under the thousand, because there was some danger in it. 

Mr. HARKIS. Not because there was some danger, but because 
there was some apprehension in the public mind of danger. 

Mr. VEST. Let me read what he says; I will let him speak for 
himself. ° 








to 400, as there seemed to be a feeling that there was some danger in connection 


with it, 
Mr. HARRIS. Yes. 
Mr. VEST. Now, where that feeling was, who entertained it, why 





people of that city against that system, and so dangerous was it, th; 


it was abandoned or went out of operation four months ago, and | 
not been reconstructed. 

lam not giving this testimony as a witness or an expert, but J 
bound as an intelligent man to be governed by these statements « 


ing from reputable sources. I admit that in this pamphlet there ar 
large number of statements coming from persons attached to this 1 


road company—its officers and employ¢és—and from the employés« 
Thomson-Houston Electric Company, coming from a place in Massch 
setts called Crescent Beach, which, I take it, is the place where th 
Thomson-Honuston Company have their manufactory. 


Mr. HOAR. I think that i 

Mr. VEST. I only know dings of the letters, not bei 
acquainted with the locality— Beach, Mass.’’—and the: 
witnesses, the parties who gave these ex parte statements without cro 
examination, say that they are employés of this electric company, and 
they put their hands upon these wires with 500 volts of electric pow 
and simply felt a pleasurable sensation like an amatory caress from so1 
loved person. 

Mr. HOAR, I think that this is not important enough to interrup: 
the Senator for, but I think Crescent Deach is in the city of Lym 
which is probably 8 miles outof Boston. The company have their fac- 









| tory in Lynn and their business place in Boston. They employ somo 


_, | fifteen hundred hands in constructing works in different parts of the 
But in tt particular instance we thought best to possibly keep that potential | : = =< ; pa e 


they should reduce it under 500 volts, which they say themselves was | 


necessary, is something they can explain possibly, but it seems a little 
uncertain and nebulous to my mind. It was, to say the least of it, a 


deference to public opinion upon the part of the railway constructors | 


that lam glad to see obtaining in this community and throughout 
the country, something we have long sought and much needed. 

Now, upon the question of danger I have not endeavored to find in- 
stances in which there has been injury to animal life or human life by 
reason of these overhead electric wires, and without any exertion upon 
my part I present to the Senate for what it is worth, a statement which 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKE] handed to me not twenty minutes 
ago, contained in the Cleburne Chronicle, of Cleburne, Tex., which I 
will ask the Secretary to read. 

‘The Secretary read as follows: 

SHOCKED TO DEATH, 
AvstTIn, Trex., August 27. 

Edward Ramsey, a young colored man, at 1 o'clock to-day had occasion to 
cross the roof of a building near Congress avenue, An electric motor wire ran 
across the roof. In some unknown manner Ramsey came in contact with it 
and was instantly killed. When the body was found it was stilllimp. A doc- 
tor was summoned, but life was extinct. On examination it was found the in- 
sulation of the wire was intact, and the theory is that it was too thin and the 
heavy rain which fell this morning so saturated it as to destroy insulation al- 
together. The shock wasso strong that it burned the flesh off of two fingers of 
Ramsey as he clutched the wire, No other marks were left on the body. 

Mr.VEST. Now, Mr. President, desire tosay so farasI am concerned 
in regard tothat question of the danger to humanlife or of injury tothe 
human body by this system, that much as I favor the electrie system 
as applied to motive power for railways in this District and elsewhere, 
if it be dangerous to one single human life it is no argument to me to 
say that those accidents are infrequent. I hold it to be my duty as a 
legislator, if the object can be obtained at additional expense, but with- 
out danger to humen life, to adopt that method and no other. I have 
never yet come to the conclusion that the life of any human being should 
be endangered in order to save any amountof money to any corporation 
or to any individual; and I am not speaking about corporations invid- 
iously. Human life is aboveeverything else. The man who legislates 
in any capacity and disregards life and limb in the interest of money 
is, in my judgment, unworthy the place of a legislator, State or na- 
tional. If the humblest citizen of this District in passing along a street 
where these overhead wires are suspended is in danger by any sort of 
unioreseen accident, that risk should not be taken by the legislators of 
the country, who are the custodians of that life and liberty in the high- 
est degree and in the most sacred manner. 

I have not compiled statistics to show that these electric overhead 
wires are dangerous. Iam not here to comment upon the degree of 
credibility which should attach to the statements of newspapers. Like 
any man of ordinary intelligence, I have an impression upon the sub- 
ject, gathered from the daily current statements of the press and from 
my own intellectual conclusions about them. My friend in front of 
me, the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], tells me that in the 
city of Montgomery, the capital of his State, a railroad with suspended 
electric wires has been abandoned on account of its destruction to an- 
imal life, horses, mules, and human beings. I believe—and I can be 
corrected if I misstate it—that the governor of the State recently, in 
driving along with his horse and buggy, encountered one of these wires, 
which by a storm or insufficient attachment had become loose and 
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world. 

Mr. VEST. The material part of my statement is simply that thes 
ex parte presentations come from the employés of the electric company, 
and they tell us that five hundred volts of electric power when injected 
or shot into a man produce simply a pleasurable sensation and are not 
at all dangerous to human life. 

There is nothing whatever to restrain this company from increasing 
the amount of electric power that they see necessary to use hereafter, 
notwithstanding their original contract. They claim as a matter of 
course under their act of incorporation the power to use as much elec- 
tric force as is necessary. They have made a contract, they state, for 
the use of four hundred volts or units of electricity as motive power, 
but hereafter, if they see proper, they can make it one thousand, or 
fifteen hundred, or two thousand. There is no limit upon their con- 
tracting capacity in that regard. 

Mr. President, aside from this question of danger, there is another 
element to be considered which was not much alluded to the other day 
in the debate that preceded the reference of this matter to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. It is proposed, according to the 
testimony of the officers of this company, to place in the middle of the 
street along their route to the Soldiers’ Home—— 

Mr. HARRIS. To the boundary. 

Mr. VEST. One mile of this route being inside of the city limits 
and 2 miles outside, it is proposed to place in the middle of the street 
what they call ornamental iron posts, from which are to be suspended 
the electric wires. If this electric power can be used with perfect safety 
to life and limb without any disfigurement or inconvenience to the 
public by reason of these posts being placed in the streets of the city, 
why should it not be done? Why should we now give to this corpo- 
ration, with our past experience with street-railroad corporations in this 
city, the power to further disfigure the streets of the most beautiful 
city upon this continent, if not in the world? We have had for years 
and years upon the streets of this city these miserable car-tracks that 
are a disgrace to civilization, and we are not able to remove them. 
The men who own them declare enormous dividends year after year, 
and yet they persist in maintaining these monstrosities against public 
sentiment and the will of Congress. 

There is one clausein the letter of the attorney of the Thomson-Hous- 
ton Electric Company that made these contracts, which it seems to me 
is most suggestive, if not conclusive as to what should be the action of 
Congress in this matter. Mr. George W. Mansfield, representing the 
Thomson-Houston Electric Company, and signing himself attorney for 
it, says: 

In conclusion, by all means put the wires under-ground if you ean afford to 
adopt any plan that will insure an efficient, satisfactory service. It will im- 
prove the appearance of your city, will remove one of the least of the obstruc- 
tions in your streets, but will not in any appreciable degree lessen the dan- 
gers that surround you. 

Even this paid attorney, salaried by this company, says these wires, 
if they can afford it, should be put under-ground because then they 
will not disfigure the streets of the cityof Washington. He states that 
it will not lessen the danger to put them under-ground, but he says: 

That will insure an efficient, satisfactory service. It willimprovetheappear- 
ance of your city, will remove one of the least of the obstructions in your 
streets. 

Is it possible—and I come to the gist of this whole matter—to have 
an electric railway in the city of Washington without these overhead 
wires disfiguring the streets and endangering animal life? Can the 
conduit system, as itis called, be adopted in this city successfully, and 
is it practicable? That is the whole question before us, it seems to 
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the overhead electric ires, bt 
tem, notwithstanding the statement that snow and 
pede the cars in winter, they have had no delay and 1 
operating them. 

Mr. President, I w 
speak fairly and justly, witl f ig, in < 
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is absolutely gone, and in addition to the cost and under the most fa- 
vorable circumstances the best electrical information based upon ex- 
periments is that there is a loss of power with the wire in the conduit 
of from 10 to 15 per cent. under the very best system of under-ground 
wires that can be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour hasexpired. The 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumes the consideration of the 
unfinished business, being Senate bill No. 12, the title of which will 
be stated. 

The Cuter CierKk. A bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation 
and admission into the Union of the State of Washington, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask that that bill be laid aside, and that we may 
take up the Chinese bill and take the vote on it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenatorfrom Nevada asks unani- 
mous consent that the unfinished business beinformally laid aside that 
the Senate may proceed with the Chinese bill. 

Mr. HARRIS, I was inclined to ask the Senator from Nevada and 
the Senator in charge of the unfinished business to let us proceed with 
this matter this morning. 

Mr. STEWART. I will yield after the Chinese bill is disposed of. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course the Senator will yield when he has no 
other object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to submit some remarks to the Senate 
for a few moments in regard to the Chinese bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the request of 
he Senator from Nevada that the unfinished business be informally 
aid aside and that the consideration of the Chinese restriction bill be 
resumed. ‘The Chair hears none. : 

Mr. VEST. I want to make a statement, and then the Senate, as a 
matter of course, can do as it pleases. I saw the secretary of the Sena- 
tor from Vermont [Mr. EpMuUNDs] this morning and asked him when 
that Senator would return to the city. I did so because, before leavy- 
ing us, the Senator from Vermont had spoken to me about this identical 
question and expressed anxiety to be present when it was discussed, as 
he was the mover of the resolution referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. He seemed to assume, and I did not ask him 
upon what authority, that the matter would not be taken up in his 
absence. I asked his secretary to-day to telegraph him, unless this 
matter came to a vote during the morning hour, requesting him to re- 
turn to the city, and I should be very glad indeed if some agreement 
of that sort could be had. I know very well it is said that the 15th of 
September is rapidly approaching and that this matter must be disposed 
of, and I have been informed by the president of the company that he 
has material on hand and is ready to put up the overhead electric wires 
and only waits the disposition of this question in Congress. Still I 
think that under the circumstances it would be better to let the mat- 
ter go over for two days anyhow, until the Senator from Vermont can 
take charge of it. I am simply acting in loco parentis for him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate has agreed to consider 
the Chinese restriction bill. 


- BENJAMIN D, LAKIN. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
(S. 979) for the relief of Benjamin D. Lakin was postponed indefinitely, 
and that it be recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs. I 
have spoken to the Senator who reported it. It is desired to submit 
additional testimony. 

Mr. BATE. I have no objection to the action proposed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the vote 
indefinitely postponing the bill will be reconsidered, and it will be re- 
committed to the Committee on Military Affairs. The Chair hears no 
objection, and it is so ordered. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11336) a sup- 
plement to an act entitled ‘‘An act to execute certain treaty stipula- 
tions relating to Chinese,’’ approved the 6th day of May, 1882. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 
on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. STEWART. We were in the act of taking the vote when the 
Senate adjourned yesterday. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator from Ohio give way to allow me to 
call up a telegram now on the table which I offered this morning in re- 
lation to this bill and have it read to the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The telegram will be read, if there 
be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

San Francisco, Car., September 6, 1888, 
Hon.Grorcre Hearst, Washington: 


Following resolutions were adopted at mass mecting to-night: 
D. A. MACDONALD. 


“ Whereas the Scott anti-Chinese total-exclusion act the House of Rep- 
resentatives and now before the Senate of the United States for consideration 
and passage will relieve the people of the United States from the further 
coming of Chinese, with whom we are now too long overburdened ; and 
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** Whereas the withdrawal of the ruinous competition with our laboring and 
industrial classes*will be the dawn of a greater ene to the people of our 
— country and in a special degree to the entire Pacific Slope: Now, 

** Be it resolved, That we, the citizens of San Francisco, in mass meeting assem- 
bled, urgently appeal to the Senate of the United States to give the act immedi- 
ate and uninterrupted consideration and to pass the same. 

** And be it further resolved, That the chairman and secretary of this meeting 
immediately forward a copy of these resolutions by telegraph to Senator 
HEARST for presentation to the Senate. 

* Metropolitan Hall, September 5, 1888. 

“DP. A, MACDONALD, Chairman, 
“ HERMANN GUDTSTADT, Secretary.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not intend to prolong the de- 
bate on this bill, because I think the Senate ought to be willing to wait 
a day or two, or two or three days, until we ascertain, in response to the 
inquiry sent to the President, whether the fact on which this bill rests 
really exists. Yesterday, after information communicated to me in an 
informal way that we were acting in the dark and in haste upon in- 
formation that was probably groundless, that the Senate was departing 
from its usual orderly proceeding upon a misapprehension of facts, I 
introduced a resolution, which was passed yesterday morning, calling 
on the President to inform us whether or not there was any informa- 
tion of any kind whatever indicating thatthe treaty with China was 
not to be ratified. 

There is a bill now before the President of the United States for his 
approval, passed by both Houses of Congress after full deliberation, 
after full examination, providing for the exclusion of Chinese laborers 
under the provision of that treaty. The President has not yet ap- 
proved that bill. It has not yet been returned to us with his signa- 
ture. Therefore an inference was drawn in my own mind that per- 
haps the President of the United States had information that the treaty 
was not ratified, and therefore that the bill before him would be nuga- 
tory and that this bill was intended to supply the defect. Hence I 
made no objection to it, although it was an unusual thing for the Sen- 
ate of the United States to receive a bill of this importance and pass it 
without a reference, withoyt consideration, without any of the forms 
required by our ordinary legislative proceedings; but assuming that 
this bill came from the executive department of the Government now 
in possession of an act based upon an erroneous idea, I was perfectly 
willing to waive the ordinary rules to meet the exigencies of the case. 

I am decidedly in favor of the passage of this bill. If the Chinese 
Government has deliberately declined to negotiate further upon this 
subject, and has refused to accede to the universal demand of the 
American people that there shall be a restriction on this kind of im- 
migration, then I am perfectly willing to pass a law asserting the 
power of the United States to regulate the coming of persons to this 
country, declaring who shall be kept out of it, and of passing such a 
bill without regard to the ordinary forms of legislation. But that fact 
has not been ascertained; we have no answer to the resolution of the 
Senate adopted yesterday. That answer will undoubtedly come to-day 
in the ordinary course of proceedings. 

If it should appear, as I believe it will appear, that no such inforn a- 
tion has-been received, that in point of fact the Chinese minister is now 
on his way to this country, orabout to come on his way from Peru, as 
he is charged also with diplomatic duty, probably with the ratitica- 
tion, at any rate with some explanation or modification of it, then that 
we should hastily without regard to the ordinary usages of the Senate 
pass this bill would be a surprise to the whole country and to the whole 
civilized world. 

The very fact that we have felt it to be our duty to wait and have 
waited and delayed action upon the subject until we could negotiate a 
new treaty; the very fact that the Senate through its committee had 
called upon the executive authorities to negotiate this treaty; that it 
had been negotiated and successfully negotiated only subject to two 
small amendments that were in harmony with the general object of the 
treaty and in the line of the treaty, to male that clear which was de- 
clared to be already clear, shows the importance of the question. The 
amendments were put on the treaty for greater safety to accomplish 
the object by general assent, for the purpose of making clear what 
perhaps was not sufficiently clear before. And now I have the in- 
formation from indirect sources, not from the President of the United 
States or his Secretary of State, but information otherwise that is 
trustworthy, that the probability is no such action has been taken as 
has been suggested, but that the Chinese Government is still consider- 
ing the proposition, although embarrassed by complications with another 
government, and the Chinese legation have no information at all on 
this subject, and the President of the United States has no information 
on the subject. So we are blindly, like a set of partridges, running 
away from a fact that has not yet occurred. 

When this bill came to us from the House of Representatives, as I 
said in making my remarks in favor of its passage, I assumed as a 
matter of course that it came by the Executive authority. We had no 
information about it; we only knew that the House of Representatives 
suddenly suspended their business at the very beginning of a day’s 
session and sent us this bill on the motion of a gentleman who was 
supposed to be high in favor with the Executive authorities, 

Now suppose it should turn out, as i believe it will turn out, that 
no such information has been received, that having made a friendly 
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offer to the Chinese Government to ratify the treaty, and having passed only d st the treaty 
a law in pursuance of the treaty, expecting it to be ratified, we, with- 
out waiting to hear from that Government whether it has been ratified e was was unan 
or not, or what action has been taken on it, whether or not they may e on Foreign Relations, and certait s | 
not want some modification of the amendments or some qualification itis ry to President and to the Sen- 
of the terms proposed—suppose we hastily pass a bill of this kind, it ‘I wing that tre the Senate 
would be unbecoming the American Senate, and I have no right to \ S88. to I to « t ) 
criticise any other body of the Government. I think we are bound by d ged 
the common courtesies due between nations to wait until we ascertain Mal 
the action of the Chinese Government on the subject, and then I shall , l 
be prep ired to act. If it should appear that this tre aty is or shall be 
ratified, we place ourselves in the ridiculous attitude of assuming a e of t 
fact that does not exist. If, on the contrary, it be not ratified, we shall eaty 
have ample time then to pass a bill like this. ect of t 
I do not care to be embarrassed about voting on this bill, and I ap- to the people of 
peal to the Senate to let the matter stand over a day or two until we eve, of the x me t ‘ 
ascertain the facts. No harmcan result tothe people of California from | Article he tr led as tiated as 1 
a shortdelay. No Chinaman can be shipped to this country unless h¢ i high contracting parties agr 
is now on his way. Thereis no hasteabout it. Suppose a dozen Chi- | '™ with t lat xch 
namen should land ona vessel within a day or two, or within the next | ; Serie Sroitedt Ghats aie 
week, what difference would it make to the great 60,000, 000 of people To which the Senate added this amendment 
‘i we have in this country? I do not like to see the Congress of the Kind (hide: teoitition. ah salt Ont ceili 
ae United States rush pell-mell like a herd of buffalos, at the fire of a! not now in the United States. whether holding return c it 
single shot, by some rumor that may prove to be false. What harm | ing laws or not. 
can come? None whatever. Article II contained the limitations under which a Chinese 
I hope, therefore, and I will submit the motion, that this matter be | who had left this country under the provisions of its laws, with tl 
laid aside informally so that we can ascertain what information can be | tificate issued by law in his pocket allowing him to return, might be 
communicated to us by the executive authorities. I dothisin no hos- |} permitted to « ome back. and I will put it all into my remarks which I 
tility to the bill, but with a desire to see it passed and not wishing at | am making without readi1 n full, simply saying that vider t 
all to engage in a political race, if that is the object. I do not think | the Chinese laborer who had ta a certifica was provided | 
it is worthy of us. I resent the imputation that we are governed by | laws of the United States he mi take 1 entitled him to return 
a any desire to run a race for political ends. Ido not believe that that | shoul 1 e left behind him here a lawful wife, child 
ae is the feeling which actuates the Senate, and resent it. I think the | or par ! Ss, or prope therein of the value of $1, ) 
S proper way is for the Senate to wait and see whether there is any dan- | o1 debts of like amount due him and I ending settlement. Article J 
ex ger; whether this treaty is to be rejected. If it is to be rejected, then | of the treaty as sent to the Senate was as follows 
q the bill stands upon the table, and in a single moment upon hearing ART 
from the President of the United States that the treaty is not to be Che preceding article not app re United S of 
ratified we may pass the bill; but to do it until that time comes, it y Chinese laborer who] ia wife, ch par the U S 
seems to me, as I said before, is unbecoming the dignity and good order | ProPerty a ao ee oe ys oe ven A anche saa Senene 
of the Senate of the United States. Until that is done, asI intimated | the United States, deposit, as a condition of his return, sleet. is 
the other day, I shall not vote for this or any other bill, however im- | toms of the district from which he departs, a full descr writing 
portant or however good it may appear to be, or however desirable to Sonten totahvoan pdr s = a os a oer, ie deca by > ory Ro 
any portion of our people it may be to pass it. They can wait a little | of the United States may now or hereafter prescribe and 1 consist 1 
J whileand have us do the thing in an orderly manner. the provisions of this treaty; and should the written description a 
I submit the motion that the bill be laid over. ane ee eee > i a —— as 
[A message in writing was received from the President of the United | United States shall be exercised within one year fr . . 
States, by Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. ] United States; but such right of return to the United States may be « 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks unan- ee 06, not to exe: 7 , men gy plan an yyohinte age 
imous consent that the further consideration of this bill be informally | shall | Sea cae eae ation exicieth Maal ciation, Galler ote 
postponed. Will the Senator name the time? ~ | the Chinese consul at the port of departure, and by him ic 
Mr. SHERMAN. No; I leave it to the Senate. a a “ _~ a oa i er = ts = ee re aps 
B The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Informally laid aside. D tn, Piedad Giakan tes tendl anaes wiliened eendmele saneetts @iltenn’ oi tine 
Mr. STEWART. I object. customs the return certificate herein requir 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada objects. To the text of this article, as negotiated, we added this clau 
Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, when the vote wastaken last evening, And no such Chinese laborer shall be } tted to « the United S 
just at the adjournment of the Senate, I did not vote, although in my | land o1 t Without producing to the proper office: t isto 
seat. I did not vote, for the reason that I had not anticipated that the | °eificate herein required 
vote would then be taken, and I did not wish to vote at all, either in The act which we passed on the day of A st, 1888, | t 
favor of or against the bill, until I had had an opportunity to express | Section the whole act taking efle 1 the date the ¢ t 
the reasons which would govern my vote. ; ratifications of this treaty), made it uhlawful fo ( n 
If a vote is now pressed upon this bill I shall vote for it, and I de- | whether a subject of China or iny other powe ( ed 
a. sire to state the reasons, and I desire also to state some reasons why I | States except as therein provided. It provided that ¢ 
j shali do it under protest, for I do not intend that any action of mine | teachers, students, merchants, or travelers for plea ; 
shall be misunderstood or misrepresented. should be permitted to enter the United States, having 1 tained 
‘ I do not like the way this bill has come before Congress, and I want | the permission of the Chinese G or ot of 
to say so as emphatically as I know how. In May last the Senate of | which they might at the time be citizens or subjects, and prescribeda 
the United States advised and consented to a treaty which had been | great number of conditions attaching to that cert ite, so to make 
negotiated with China and communicated to the Senate by the Presi- | it impossible that any person from China except officials, te tu- 
dent. We were told by those representing the Pacific coast, and we | dents, merchants, or travelers for pleasure or curiosity s 1 ever 
have heard it over and over again, that the treaty as it came to the | thereafter land in the United States 
Senate was not satisfactory and would not accomplish the object in It provided also that the provisions of the act ymald apply to all 
view, namely, the exclusion of Chinese laborers from this country. | persons of the Chinese race or the subjects of ¢ 
Being told that, the Senate amended the treaty in a way which was | power, except Chinese diplomatic or consular ers t 
proposed by the representatives of the Pacific coast and in a manner | ants, and that the words ‘‘ Chinese laborers’? wh } 
which they told us would be entirely satisfactory and would have the | act should be construed to mean skilled 1 unskilled c l 
s effect of preventing Chinese laborers from coming to this country in | Chinese employed in mining. 
: competition with our home labor. The treaty was so amended and It provided that > passage t 10 , 
: passed the Senate, I think, without a dissenting voice, which I may | the United States st ) t é g t L 
say because the injunction of secrecy has been removed. ' | thereto except under the conditions stated in the fi ving sect , 6 
Mr. TELLER. IwishtocorrecttheSenator. I forone voted against | 2nd 7, which are in these words 
the treaty. Src. 6. That no Chinese laborer within the purview of the preced section 
nec tien 3 wae waintaken ab to Ck WEI the Senator | Seal) Se permisted fo reeamn, te the United States unices be Base lawful wife 
tell me how many voted against the treaty? or delta Pf like gnenntdas bieand a ‘d ing set > meng Phomerries aaah 
Mr, TELLER. I think perhaps three or four, not over three or four, | wife must have taken place at least a year priortothea 
7 perhaps only two. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] and | '' * Permit to return oe erent naga momen peat 
myself voted against the treaty. | If the right to return fa iiaiendl ot the avetnd propert ' must 
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appear that the property is bona fide and not colorably acquired forthe purpose 
of evading this act, or that the debts are unascertained and unsettled,and not 
promissory notes or other similar acknowledgments of ascertained liability, 

Sec. 7. That a Chinese person claiming the right to be permitted to leave the 
United States and return thereto on any of the grounds stated in the foregoing 
section shall apply to the collector of customs of the district from which he 
wishes to depart at least a month prior to the time of his departure, and shall 
make on oath before the said collector a full statement descriptive of his family, 
or property, or debts, asthe case may be, and shall farnish to said collector such 
proofs of the facts entitling him to return as shall be required by the rules and 
regulations prescribed from time to time by the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
for any false swearing in relation thereto hesha!! incur the penalties of perjury. 
He shall also permit the collector to take a full description of his person, which 
description the collector shall retain and mark withanumber. And if the col- 
lector, after bearing the proofs and investigating all the circumstances of the 
case, shall decide to issue a certificate of return, he shall, at such time and place 
as he may designate, sign and give to the person applying a certificate contain- 
ing the number of the description last aforesaid, which shall be the sole evi- 
dence given to such person of his right to return, If this last-named certificate 
be transferred, it shall become void, and the person to whom it was given shall 
forfeit his right to return to the United States. The right to return under the 
said certificate shall be limited to one year; but it may be extended for an ad- 
ditional period, not to exceed a year, in cases where, by reason of sickness or 
other cause of disability beyond his control, the holder thereof shall be rendered 
unable sooner to return, which facts shall be fully reported to and investigated 
by the consular representative of the United States at the port or place from 
which such laborer departs for the United States, and certified by such repre- 
sentative of the United States to the satisfaction of the collector of customs at 
the port where such Chinese person shall seek to land in the United States, 
such certificate to be delivered by said representative to the master of the ves- 
sel on which he departs for the United States. And no Chinese laborer shall be 
permitted to re-enter the United States without producing to the proper officer 
of the customs at the port of such entry the return certificate herein required. 
A Chinese laborer possessing a certificate under this section shall be admitted 
to the United States only at the port from which he departed therefrom, and no 
Chinese person, except Chinese diplomatic or consular officers, and their at- 
tendants, shall be permitted to enter the United States except at the ports of 
San Francisco, Portland, Oregon, Boston, New York, New Orleans, Port Town- 
send, or such other ports as may be designated by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. 

The treaty was agreed to by the Senate, I think, on the 7th day of 
May, and, as I understand, has been submitted to the Chinese authori- 
ties for the exchange of ratifications. The bill, after having passed 
the Senate, went to the House of Representatives, was concurred in by 
the House, and on the ist day of September, 1888, was taken to the 
President of the United States for his approval, and remains before 
him at the present time. That was last Saturday. With that bill, 
which if the treaty is to be ratified by the Chines2 Government goes 
as far as any human being in the United States has asked Congress to 
go in the exclusion of Chinese laborers—with that bill passed by both 
Houses, now in the hands of the President of the United States for 
approval or rejection, there comes here another act, based upon the as- 
sumption that this treaty is not to be ratified. As I say, the bill 
passed by both Houses of Congress was delivered to the President of 
the United States last Saturday, the 1st day of September. On last 
Monday, the 3d day of September, there came to us from the House 
of Representatives the bill now under consideration. 

If as every Senator here thinks, if as the whole country believes, the 
bill under consideration emanated from the executive department, and 
was started in hot haste immediately after the laying before the Presi- 
dent of the United States of a bill passed by Congress upon the subject, 
it seems to me to be an executive interference with the legislative 
branch of ithe Government, and I am bound in my character as a Sen- 
ator to make that remark. 

I want to say one thing more. If there has been any notice received 
by the executive branch of this Government to the effect that this treaty 
has been rejected, whether officially or unofficially, that notice has been 
studiously kept and concealed from every Republican member of the 
Senate and from every Republican. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, will the Senator from Connecticut 
allow me to interrupt him for one moment? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido it to say that if any such information, official or 
unoflicial, has been received, so far as I know it has also studiously been 
kept from every member of the Senate upon this side of the Chamber. 
I know of no ground on which the Senator has authority to make the 
remark that the Executive is responsible in any way for this bill or 
that any Executive Department is. 

Mr. PLATT. I can not say that this bill is written upon the paper 
of the executive department. I know it is generally believed in both 
Houses of this Congress that itis. I can not say that the most poten- 
tial man in the Democratic national committee in the management of 
this campaign came from the White House to the Capitol with this bill; 
but it is generally believed in this Chamber and throughout the Union. 
If there has been no official notice or unofficial intimation that this 
treaty has been rejected or is to be rejected by the Chinese Government, 
why this hot haste to override the act now lying before the Executive 
for his approval, and to pass this bill, which under such circumstances 
would be a direct insult to a nation with whom at least we are desirous of 
continuing friendly commercial relations? Is this a vote-catching per- 
formance? Has it come to this that public office is to be prostituted for 
Democratic electioneering purposes? And if not, what other reason 
is there for this thrusting in in this untimely way of this bill upon the 
attention of Congress? 

It is considerations like these which lead me to say that I can not vote 
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for this bill except under protest. If this treaty is to be rejected, not 
to be ratified by China, if there has been even an unofficial intimation 
or communication of that fact received by the Executive or by theState 
Department and we can be informed of that fact, I would willingly 
vote for thisbill. I am going to vote for it, after what I have said, any- 
way, if the vote is pressed before we can get this information. 

I am not going to assume that a potent member of the Democrati 
national committee, even, has thrust this bill before this Congress when 
a bill which we had passed was lying before the President, and when 
there was no intimation received by the President or by the State De 
partment that the treaty which that bill was to carry into effect would 
not be ratified. Iam not goingin my position asa Senator toact upon 
the assumption that this act as it comes here before us isa purely elec- 
tioneering dodge, coming to us from the source from whence it started, 
wherever that source may be, in hot haste solely in order that the Dem- 
ocratic party may thereby commend itself to that class of our citizens 
who are excited upon the question of whether Chinese laborers arc 
coming here to displace American labor. 

This bill being here, being bound asa Senator, in spite of all the cir- 
cumstances which point to other conclusions, to assume that the Ex- 
ecutive and the State Department and the Democratic national com- 
mittee have some knowledge which has not been communicated to us 
that this treaty is not to be ratified, lam goingto vote for the bill, and 
I am going to do so because I am heartily and sincerely in favor of pro- 
hibiting and preventing any immigration into this country of a character 
which we ought not to receive. When I voted against the law of 1882 
to exclude Chinese laborers, I put it upon the ground that it was un- 
necessary, and that it was improper plainly to violate a treaty of the 
United States, and, that I might not be misunderstood and misrepre- 
sented, although I have since been misunderstood and misrepresented, 
I took occasion to explain my position on this subject of improper im- 
migration into this country at that time, and I read now from what I 
said in 1882: 


My opposition to this bill shall not be misrepresented; no false issue shail be 
raised without my protest. I say, therefore, that Iam willing, and I put on rec- 
ord my willingness, to vote for any law we may properly pass, any law we can 
pass without violation of treaty obligation, to the end that the labor market of 
this country shall not be oversupplied by immigration from any quarter; that 
there shall be no undue and ruinous competition in labor; that Seses labor 
shall not be dishonored or degraded anywhere; that the standard of labor shall 
be fairly remunerative everywhere; that the man who is willing to do honest 
work with hand or brain, or both, shall receive wages enough to enable him to 
live respectably, to educate his children, and respect himself. I believe in the 
dignity of labor and the dignity of the laborer. 1 believe that work ennobles a 
man, and that it is the primal law and condition of successful civilization. 


As I believed then I believe now. Idid not believe then that it was 
necessary in order to protect the labor of this country from ruinous and 
improper competition with Chinese labor to violate a treaty in a law 
which we might pass. 

But still further, that there may be no doubt where I stand on this 
question of immigration, I desire to say this: I hold first to the right of 
expatriation. Does any Senator dispute that right? I hold thata cit- 
izen of any country on the face of this earth has a right to leave that 
country and to transfer his allegiance to another country with the con- 
sent of the government to which he endeavors to transfer his allegiance. 
That right, I think, is toosacred in American history to be denied or im- 
peached or in any way invaded. 

I hold-just as firmly to our right not to receive a man who may thus 
expatriate himself and desire to come to this country as I do to his 
right to come with our consent. I hold that we have a right to so 
regulate, restrain, restrict, or prohibit immigration into this country, 
as that our own country and our own people shall not sufter by that 
immigration, as that the character of our own people shall not be in 
any sense degraded or suffer by such immigration. In the third place, 
I hold that we ought to receive any person who thus desires to leave a 
foreign country and come to our shores and who can comply with cer- 
tain conditions which are necessary to be complied with in order that 
our civilization, our labor, and the character of our people shall be in 
no sense lessened, interfered with, or degraded. 

If, then, a man coming from another country is honest, is reputable, 
is able to take care of himself, is healthy, is the head of a family, is 
of capacity to understand our system of government, and is sincerely 
desirous of casting in his lot with us and ultimately becoming a citi- 
zen of this Government, I hold we have no right to exclude him. But 
if on the other hand that person belongs to the criminal, or to the pau- 
per, or the diseased or vicious class, we ought to exclude him. We 
have no room here for that class of immigrants. We have no room 
for criminals, paupers, diseased, vicious people in all our wide domain. 
We ought also to exclude people who have no sympathy with us or 
with our form of government or with our institutions. 

The very clause in our statute of naturalization isa guide to us in 
this respect. Before an alien can become a naturalized citizen he must 
make it appear to the satisfaction of the court admitting him to citi- 
zenship that during his residence in the United States ‘‘ he has behaved 
as a man of good moral character, is attached to the principles of the 
Constitution of the United States and well disposed to the good order 
and happiness of the same.’’ I would not admit to these shores, if I 
could apply the test, a single individual who had not capacity enough 
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the United States. We have no information, and I feel free to say in 

reply to the question of the Senator from Georgia that no communica- 

tion of any kind has come to the President of the United States in re- 
gard to this treaty. 

I believe that to be the fact. The whole of our action heretofore has 
been based on the assumption because a distinguished member of the 
House of Representatives brought a bill in, got it through the House, 
and sent it here, that it was with the sanction of the Administration. 
Certainly we ought not to be satisfied with that. Suppose the Presi- 
dent should veto the bill he has before him on the ground that we have 
passed a law which abrogates the very treaty which that bill proposes 
to execute; we should be in a hole then, in a very embarrassing posi- 
tion. 

Mr. PLUMB. Who will be in a hole? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate of the United States, when it under- 
takes to act upon rumors or upon inferences, upon probabilities, when 
it has asked a plain question to be answered in a plain way, and which 
has not yet been responded to, would be acting like a set of schoolboys. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator what reason he thinks there is, 
the President having had this resolution for some time, why he has 
not sent any information about the treaty one way ortheother? What 
is the reason the President does not answer the resolution ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The resolution was only sent to him yesterday, 
and I think in due form an answer ought to come to-day. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose he might send a boy over. It would not 
take more than half an hour. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PLUMB. It is incredible to me that this bill could have been 
introduced in the House of Representatives and passed there, coming 
from the source it did, without the proceeding having been with the 
consent and practical connivance of the Administration. When I say 
that I speak with all due respect. I have no doubt in the world it was 
on the suggestion of the President of the United States, and that he 
believed a measure of this kind had become necessary by reason of in- 
formation he had of the rejection of the Chinese treaty. 

I do not take into special account that the State Department had no 
information on the subject, because in what I read from the New York 
World of to-day—and nobody doubts its friendly relations to the Ad- 
ministration or its inspiration in regard to matters of high Administra- 
tion policy —there was stronger evidence of verity than any knowledge 
of the State Department would haveimplied. The general title to the 
article I have mentioned is: 

TUE KITCHEN CABINET—THE RIGHT HONORABLE WILLIAM L. SCOTT, K, C,—THE 
MOST INFLUENTIAL MAN IN WASHINGTON—HIS SHARE IN THE RECENT RETALI- 
ATORY MESSAGE AND HIS ANTI-CHINESE BILL. 

Then it proceeds: 

The bill introduced in the House yesterday relating to the Chinese was the 
work of the kitchen cabinet. Mr. Scott brought that bill fromthe White House. 


Not from some kitchen or shanty adjacent to the White House, but 
from the White House itself. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is that in the correspondence of the World? 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘Thecorrespondence ofthe New York World. 
tinues: 

It seems that he read in a newspaper last Sunday morning that the Chinese 
Government had rejected the pending treaty. 

So that it goes back to the best of all sources of information, a 
newspaper. 


This is all the information that the kitchen cabinet or the House had upon 
the subject. 


A distinction will be observed there, a lack of information from other 
than newspaper sources on the part of the kitchen cabinet and the 
House. 

* member of the House Foreign Relations Committee, and a Democrat at 
that— 

Which makes it more binding still, being a Democrat—[laughter]— 
told me this morning that he had been to the State Department and had re- 
ceived there no information upon the subject. 

That was of no consequence, as will appear when I read further to 
the effect that the State Department knew nothing about it. That 
makes it more certain to me that the President knew all about it. 
[Laughter, ] 

Mr. Bayard was out of town and had not been consulted concerning this im- 
portantaction. The first information that he could have received on the subject 
was from the morning papers. 

The best possible source of information, as I said a moment ago, that 
any one can have. 

When Mr. Scort presented the matter in the House it was generally reported 
about that it was an Administration measure and that the bill was written upon 
Administration paper. ° 

Of course the last part about stationery is of importance. No re- 
form Administration could, of course, have any loose sheets of paper 
lying around. [Laughter. } 

They must have had just the amount necessary to carry on the public 
business, and of course if that bill came down written upon paper of 
the Administration brand, used only for the transaction of executive 
business, which, of course, could only be transacted upon official station- 
ery by this reform Administration, and of course there is a practical 
visé of the bill, the sign manual of the White House upon it. 





It con- 
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The motive for this extraordinary haste is so transparent as to appear like a 
bit of comedy, Senator BuTLER, who denounced the haste in the Senate yes- 
terday with which this bill was rushed through the House, is much more of a 
statesman than a partisan. 


I detect the colored gentleman in the wood-pile right there. [Laugh- 
ter.] The House of Representatives put it through under the inspira- 
tion of a wink it got from the White House. It came down there at 
the hands of the kitchen cabinet; it was written on Administration 
stationery, and with all the surroundings and concomitants, of course, 
of an Administration move, and the House held its breath and put it 
through without winking, and it was hoped that the Senate, which is 
said to be a conservative body and governed by traditions and all that 
sort of thing, would probably go into secret session on the bill or would 
hesitate about it, or shy at it like a horse that was partially blind and 
did not exactly understand the character and size of the object in frontof 
him, and therefore some credit come to the Administration and the House 
by reassa of promptness. But the Senate appeared in as much ofa 
hurry as the House had been, and was proceeding with the tumultuous 
haste to follow the example of the House—being desirous, of course, of 
obliging the Administration. This was not counted on by the Admin- 
istration or the kitchen cabinet, and therefore it was that one of the 
principal representatives of the Administration on this floor endeavored 
to interpose in order that the Senate should not getits work in so quick 
as then seemed probable in order that the country might have full op- 
portunity to observe the dilatoriness of the Senate as compared with 
the haste of the House in passing this very important measure. 

He— 

That is the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER], and I am 
sorry he is not here to hear the compliment which I pay him as the 
leader of the Administration forces— 

He saw very clearly the lack of wisdom of such a course. 

Certainly from the Democratic standpoint it was exceedingly unwise 
that the Republican Senate should make such haste to pass.this bill. 

The State Department has cable communication with China, but has received 


no word of the rejection of the treaty, and therefore was not at all pleased with 
the position in which the action of the House has placed it. 


The article proceeds: 

‘ men not the first time that Mr. Bayard has been ignored by the kitchen eab- 
net. 

Now the phrase ‘‘the kitchen cabinet’’ becomes more comprehen- 
sive. It embraces not only the man who sits at the head of the table 
with his cabinet ministers around him, who may be advisers or may 
be puppets, but also the President himself, and so I am prepared for 
what follows: 


The retaliation measure of the President was the direct result of Mr. Scort’s 
suggestions. 


I do not need to dilate upon the relations of Mr. Scorr to the Ad- 
ministration, and I mention his name only because it occurs in the 
article from which I read. Ido not dilate upon his relation to the 
Administration at all. That is known of all men. That is about as 
important a relation as was occupied by the traditional Captain Scott 
to that celebrated coon that came down when he learned who was aim- 
ing a musket at him. [Laughter. ] 

The message was not approved by Mr. Bayard— 

Which, of course, is of no possible consequence— 
indeed, it can be said that he was not consulted. Most men occupying ai high 
position as Mr. Bayard has would leave the Cabinet after being ignored ii two 
such important matters. But Mr. Bayard will not resign— 

That I regard as entirely true— 
the members of the Cabinet are so thoroughly accustomed to being ignored 
by the President in all matters of public policy that they would not dream of 
showing resentment. 

It will be observed, in the first place, that the President and the 
kitchen cabinet, or the kitchen cabinet and the President, not to raise 
a question between them or to put one in the front and thé other in the 
rear, have just done this thing by themselves and that is all there is 
about it. Nothing in the world could be plainer than that it is an Ad- 
ministration measure from the title of the bill to the period with which 
its contents are closed; not a measure of a member of the Cabinet—I 
mean the regular statutory Cabinet—but of the kitchen cabinet; not 
the work of the statutory Cabinet, not the work of one of those super- 
fluous gentlemen who sit around the table and hear what the President 
has to say and execute his commands if he chooses to trust them rather 
than some person outside picked up for the occasion, but the Admin- 
istratiom itself, kitchen cabinet and all. [Laughter. ] 

There is a further sentence here of this letter which has some rela- 
tion to the subject-matter, and which I will read: 

= Scorr has now made arrangements to create popularity on the Pacific 
coast, 

That is another evidence, I think, that this was the inspiration of 
the Administration, because that is, of course, what they are trying to 
do, and properly enough, for we are trying to do the same thing; but 
the Administration of course has got the advantage, because it can act 
more promptly and more rapidly than we can, and has got the in- 
formation probably which we are only guessing at. 


This was the meaning of the bill of yesterday. It was this which galloped it 
through the House without debate or consideration. 
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Of course if it is going to come to nothing, if it is going to be vetoed, 
if it is going to be shown some of these days that it was not necessary 
because the Chinese Government has ratified our treaty, where will 
the votes on the Pacific coast be that the Administration is expecting 
to get? We should have done a vain thing in the way of helping the 
Administration. But they know what they are about. The kitchen 
cabinet has moved upon information that this bill is necessary in or 
der that it may make popularity for the Administration on the Pacilic 
coast, and, of course, it can only make popularity on the Pacific coast 
from the fact that it has a good foundation. 

For many weeks the House has been able to do nothing. Whenever any leg 
islation has come up there have been always enough objecting members to 
withdraw and break a quorum. The passage of this measure yesterday w 
the first bill of any importance which the House has been able to vote upon for 
some time. The Republicans could have broken the quorum yesterday, but 
they, too, were as anxious as the Democrats to make votes on the Pacific coast 
and after the potential whisper went about thatthe bill was from the Whi 
House there was not a single objection. 


is 





That 


not 


It seems to have affected Republicans and Democrats alike. 
potential whisper that went out, not from the State Departmen 
from the Attorney-General’s oflice, not from the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, but from the White House, through the medium of the White 
House, settled it. 

Now, Mr. President, I submit to my doubting friend from Ohio that 
while he is anxious to get a glimpse of the official document with the 
signature of the prime minister of China in tea-box characters at th 
bottom of it in order to make perfectly sure that he is on solid ground 
he could not decipher the signature if he saw it) [laughter], and it 
would not be half as plain as the blazed way I have shown him between 
the Capitol and the White House. He certainly must be convinced, 
unless it would take one risen from the dead to convince him, that this 
measure is based on information which the President himself has, which 
has made him desirous of getting votes on the Pacific coast by having 
it passed, that we are perlectly warranted in going ahead and passing 
the bill, and in addition to all the marks and blazes pointing the wa 
plainly, we ought to know, at least we ought to feel that assurance in 
the good judgment, in the judiciousness, and in the devotion to tl 
public service of the President of the United States that he would not 
allow Congress to go on for three whole days debating a measure whicl 
was based upon false information which he had the means of correct- 
ing. 


y 





I have not the slightest doubt in the world that somewhere con- | 


cealed about the clothes of the President of the United States is that 
identical dispatch which my friend from Ohio wants to see. [ Laugh- 
ter.] I am willing to go ahead without seeing it, and if it was here I 
could not read it anyhow, no more than he could. 


So, sir, it seems to me that the Senate, without partisan discussion, 
with the light before it, ought to go ahead rapidly. The agreement 


between the kitchen cabinet and the head of the Administration that 
this bill should be passed we should promptly ratify. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, while I have noauthority to speak for 
the Administration, judging from the character of this measure I deny 
that it is an Administration measureor a Republican measure. I sup- 
pose it is intended to stand uponits merits. In the House of Represent- 
atives it was introduced by a distinguished Democrat, and it passed the 
Democratic House I believe with great unanimity, both parties voting 
for it. The bill came here and was taken charge of, and is now in his 
charge, by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], who is a dis- 
tinguished Republican. If it were a Democratic measure it 
to be under the control of a Democratic Senator in this branch 
Congress. 

Mr. PLUMB. 

Mr. BROWN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLUMB. It appeared from the remarks which I read, coupled 
with the fact all of us know, that it was brought to the other Hous 
by a member of what is called in the terse expression of the count 
the K. C., to wit, that is to say, namely, the Kitchen Cabinet. | 
not believe there is any member of that cabinet on this floor. 
sequence of the absence of some one to take charge of it here, that 
tential whisper by which it was put afloat in the other House is there- 
fore lacking. 

Mr. BROWN. I think the Senate has laughed all it can afford to 
laugh at that rather trite jest of my friend from Kansas about a kitcl 
cabinet. 

I repudiate the idea that this is an Administration measure, and pre 
fer to treat it upon its merits. I think in some respects the bill 
a very good one. In other respects it very seriously needs amendment 
and I propose to offer an amendment, to come in at the end of the first 
section, which I shall read for information: 


ought 


ol 


Will the Senator pardon a suggestion there? 
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Provided, That this act shall not apply to any Chinese laborer resid t 
United States who has departed therefrom with the certificate of id ity pr 
vided for under the treaty by the laws of the United States, and who is no 
sent,and who shall have sailed from China or other foreign country t tne 
United States, and who shall be upon the ocean on his return at the date of the 


passage of this act. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that the bill in its present shape op- 
erates a very great hardship in the class of cases provided for by my 
amendment. 
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children, as some of them have x that under the provisions ot 
the treaty between the United States and China and under the stat 
ites of the United States he had a perft ght to depart from the 
United States and visit China for business or pleasure, and having com 
plied with all the requisites of the law, and having obtained the cer- 
tilicate of identity required by the sta ewhich guarant 
to return, he may now be on a trip abroad intending to re 
immediately, and not doubting his 1 t to return, and her 
engaged his passage on the s eal r, an 3 ) 
or before the people or Govern t ( t any such 
bill has been introduced, he ma ive sailed { i States, « 
he may have sailed ten days or two ud thin 
twenty-four hours of the Golden Gate at the mouth of the San Joaquin 
River at San Francisco when th ll is passed and ed t i- 
dent of the United State 

But if the bill becomes a law he would be met |! 1 Officer of t 
United States, who would inform him that notwithstanding he had 
wife and children and property in San Fran », and may have i 
there twenty years, and notwithstanding he Ik e with the guar 
aunty of both governments that he should r ( cert ite, tha 
t Congress of the U d States, without gi either him or the 
Chinese Government any previous notice, has passed a law forbidding 
his return, and that he can not put his foot upon land or see his \- 
ily, but he must return to China. Doubtless the vill bean I 
of such cases, and it seems to me to be not o . great hard ! : 
cruelty and an outrage that no existing public sent nt: polit 
ical exigency can justify. 

Let us look a moment to the treaty stipulations between the United 


States and China. What is known as the Burlingame treaty was rat 
fied on the day of July, 1868. In the f 


it is provided that— 


‘ 41 ; } ? +h + ; , 
28th fth article of that treaty 











The United States of Ar 1, and the I peror of ¢ 1, cordially re Ze 
the ina able right of man to change his h« e and egiance, and also the 
mutual advantage of the free migration and gra 1 of their « ens and 
~ € respectively, from the or u y to < I ry pos lrios- 

f trade, or as per ent residents 

I ine h article of the aame treat - Ge eit al 

in the sixth articie of the same treaty it 1s provided tl - 

Citizens « United States visiting or residing in China shall enjoy th ime 
privileges, im inities, and exempt iS in respect to trave residence as may 
there be enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of the most favored nation; and re 

iproeally, Chinese subjects visiting « residing in the I ted States shall en- 
oy the same privil ges, immunities, and xemptions respect to trave P 
residence as may there : enjoyed by t 3 or subjects of st favored 

i nation But nothin herein contained s held to « r naturalizat l 
upon citizens of the United States in China, nor upon t - sof China in 
the United States 

These provisions are very strong and vert pointed. The two gov- 
ernments recognize by this treaty the inalienable right of man to change 
his home and his allegiance, and also the mutual advantage of the free 


A Chinaman living in San Francisco, having a wife and | 





migration and emigration of their citize 
from the one country to the other for the 
or as permanent residents. 


And 


ns and subiects respectively 


purposes of curiosity or trade 


to the citizens and subject ch the 


ts of e treaty guaranties all 
] ol ’ citizen id nt > h ( fax ~«] tior 
the rights of citizens and subjects « e most favores ition 
But I am aware that this treaty has been changed and modified by 
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agreement of both governments. On the h day of November, 1880, 
J ¢ } , - ‘ ; r 
the Government of the United States and the Emperor of China entered 
into an amendatory treaty, by t st section of which it is provided 
1 
that 
When the opin of the G r f States the coming 
of Chines sborers to tl 1 ted St < le the n affects or 
threatens to affect th I of t unt ‘ langer t il order 
of the r i ‘ < G 
ent a tha } G ¢ United States ¢ ite, 
t res te Oo 
< { { is ~ . ers 3 
ted in LA ard ( 4 
‘ be of s ae o sis e re 
nd suspens f ora i a ns 
i the ond t 1 Of the < p it t— 
subic \ T = tea - 
d s ‘ s, or f a ¢ tt it hold 
Ss vantsand Ch ~ ‘ ted s « hye wed 
to go and come oft own free w l. and s! re ‘ 
rici privileges sande ha it 
oO ects of tl i tig 
I treaty } le t 
r { Stat 1 1 ‘ * 
er} sor ( t eds will 
se measure t - re em 
i : , it 
*Y st iavo n and to the i er A 
treat) 
] , il] , r that the Chin Govert 
ihus you willl see ) eS the 1inesé¢ +OV 
} + } + 
agreed to a mod n ¢ Burlingame treaty the eaty of 
1880, by which the Governr of the United States is authorized in 





case of Chinese laborers to reguiate, limit, or suspend such coming or 





residence, but may not absolutely prohibit it. The limitation - 
pe nsion shall be reasonable and shall apply only to the ¢ who 
may go to the Uhited States as laborers, other classes not being in- 
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cluded in the limitation. And that legislation, taken in regard to 
Chinese laborers, will be only such as is necessary to enforce the regu- 
lation, limitation, and suspension of immigration. You will also ob- 
serve that laborers who are in the United States at the time of the rati- 
fication of the treaty of 1880 shall be allowed to go and come of their 
own free will and accord, and there shall be accorded to them all the 
privileges, immunities, and exemptions which are accorded to the citi- 
zens or subjects of the most favored nation. 

Jn other words, a Chinese laborer who was in the United States at the 
time of the ratification of the treaty of 1880 has the right tocome and go 
at his own good pleasure with as absolute protection, if the guaranty of 
the treaty is carried out, as is accorded to an Englishman, an Irishman, 
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a German, or a Russian. _ Let it be borne in mind that this treaty isof | 


force to-day, that it is tht abiding solemn compact and pledge of the 
two governments cach to the other. The treaty gave to the United 
States the power not absolutely to exclude Chinese laborers who never 
hal been here, but the power to regulate, limit, or suspend their right 
to come, but such suspension must be reasonable and must apply only 
to laborers. 


In 1882 the Congress of the United States strained this treaty to the 


utmost, when the act was passed absolutely forbidding the coming of 
Chinese laborers who had never been here, for the period of ten years. 
Here was an absolute prohibition which could scarcely be said to be a 
reasonable limitation or suspension of the right to come. But the act 
of 1882 does not pretend to take from Chinese laborers who were here 
at the time of the ratification of the treaty the right to remain or the 
right to go abroad and return. It is true the act contains provisions 
which trammel the Chinaman who desires to go abroad no little, by 
requiring of him to obtain a certificate of identity which must be filed in 
the custom-house, which must go through a considerable routine of 
red tape, but which when put in the shape required by the law is his 
passport and guaranty that on his return home he may land on our 
shores. While embarrassment may have been thrown in the way of 
the execution of this law, the Government has not pretended to repu- 
diate it, but itis the law of the land to-day, and the treaty of 1880 
from which I have quoted is the treaty of full force between China and 
the United States. 

It is true another treaty was negotiated by the present Administra- 
tion a few months since with the Chinese Government through its 
minister in Washington, who was authorized by his Government to 
negotiate the same. In that treaty, if it were ratified, provision is 
made for the exclusion of Chinese laborers for twenty years with the 
consent of China. The Senate, however, amended the treaty, which 
made it necessary for it to go back to China for ratification of the 
amendment. If the Chinese Government agrees to the amendments, 
then the treaty becomes the supreme law of the land, and there is no 
question about the right of Congress to pass an act excluding Chinese 
laborers, with a few excepted classes, for the period of twenty years. 

I have not been able to learn that the Government of the United 
States has any official intelligence that the Government of China has 
rejected the amendments which this Senate proposed tothe treaty. It 
the Chinese Government has not rejected them, and it should within 
the next few days agree to the amendments and ratify the treaty, then 
the pending bill would be a slap by this Gdvernment in the face of the 
Chinese Government that would seem to me to be unwise and unwar- 
rantable., 

But it is said there is a rumor or somebody has seen a statement in 
a newspaper that the Government of China hasrefused to concur in the 
amendments. 

As the present indications are that Congress will remain in session 
for a very considerable period of time, why this hot haste in the enact- 
ment of legislation that disregards and violates our solemn compact 
with China? Why do the great injustice to the Chinaman who is now 
on the broad ocean on his return to his home in California to deny him 
the right to land when he reaches there, though he holds in his hand 
the certificate prescribed by the act of Congress, which by clear impli- 
cation guarantied his right to return? 

Why not act with a little more caution and circumspection? Why 
not get rid of Chinese labor in the legal and constitutional way with- 
out the violation of our faith, which is pledged to the Chinese Govern- 
ment? Not only is the bill now under consideration a violation of the 
existing treaty, but it is a violation of the provisions and principles of 
the new treaty, to which I have referred, that is now pending, which 
is supposed to express in substance the will of the two governments, 
with the exception of the amendments, which seem tosome of us t obe 
immaterial. 

The first section of the pending treaty provides that— 


The high contracting parties agree that for a period of twenty years, begin- 
ning with the date of the exchange of the ratifications of this convention, the 
coming, except under the conditions hereinafter specified, of Chinese laborers 
to the United States shall be absolutely prohibited [and this prohibition shall 
extend to the return of Chinese laborers who are not now in the United States, 
whether holding return certificates under existing laws or not). 


The part in brackets is one of the proposed amendments. In the 
second article of the treaty it is provided that— 


The preceding article shall not apply to the return to the United States of any 
Chinese laborer who has a Jawful wife, child, or parent in the United States, or 
property therein of the e of $1,000, or debts of like Amount due him and 
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pending settlement. Nevertheless, every such Chinese laborer shall, before 
leaving the United States, deposit, as a condition of his return, with the co!- 
lector of customs of the district from which he departs, a full description in writ- 
ing of his family, or property, or debts, as aforesaid, and shall be furnished by 
said collector with such certilicate of his right to return under this treaty as the 
laws of the United States may now or hereafter prescribe, and not inconsistent 
with the provisions of this treaty; and should the written description aforesai| 
be proved to be false, the right of return thereunder, or of continued residence 
after return, shall in each case be forfeited. 

Then it provides that the return shall be within one year from the 
date of leaving the United States, but the time may be extended for 
an additional period not to exceed one year, in cases where, by reason 
of sickness or other cause of disability beyond his control, such Chinese 
laborer may be rendered unable to return. And the otheramendment 
proposed by the Senate is in these words: 

And no such Chinese laborer shall be permitted to enter the United States by 
land or sea without producing to the proper officer of the customs the return 
certificate herein required. 

This is in substance the treaty agreed upon by the President of the 
United States and the Emperor of China. The amendments have not 
been agreed upop, but it shows that they were in accord on the ques- 
tion as to the right of a certain class of Chinese residents of this coun- 
try to depart from it and return to it. The class of cases is such that 
great hardship will be wrought if the right to return is denied, as in 
case of the Chinaman having a wife, child, parent, property, etc., in 
this country. 

Now, Mr. President, I am opposed to the admission of Chinese Ja- 
borers into this country, and I am willing to do any act or vote for 
any law that is necessary to exclude them from our shores whenever 
it can be done without violating our solemn pledge to the Chinese 
Government contained in our treaty stipulations, without violating the 
provisions of our own statutes, and without violating the common prin- 
ciples of humanity; but I do not think the exigencies of the case are 
so great as to make it necessary to violate faith with the Chinese Gov- 
ernment, or to be unreasonable and inhuman, or to do acts that are 
ungenerous, unjustifiable, and oppressive. 

This great Government, with its 60,000,000 of free citizens,can not 
afford to exercise cruelty or do acts of flagrant injustice to the hum- 
blest subject of the most arbitrary government in Asia. What are the 
provisions of the pending bill? It is entitled ‘‘A supplement to an 
act entitled ‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to 
the Chinese,’ approved the 6th day of May, 1882.’’ 

It provides as follows: 

Secrion 1. Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act it 
shall be unlawful for any Chinese laborer who shall atany time heretofore have 
been, or who may now or hereafter be, a resident within the United States, and 
who shall have departed or shall depart therefrom, and shall not have returned 
before the passage of this act, to return to or remain in the United States. 

Sec, 2, That no certificates of identity provided for in the fourth and fifth sec- 
tions of the act to which this isa supplement shai! hereafter be issued; and 
every certificate heretofore issued in pursuance thereof is hereby declared void 
and of no effect, and the Chinese laborer claiming admission by virtue thereof 
shall not be permitted to enter the United States, 

Sec. 3. That all the duties prescribed, liabilities, penalties, and forfeitures im- 
posed, and the powers conferred by the second, tenth, eleventh, and twelfth 
sections of the act to which this is asupplement, are hereby extended and made 
applicable to the provisions of this act. 


Sec. 4. That all such part or parts of the act to which this is a supplement as 
are inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 


Mr. President, the treaty of 1880 which now exists between the two 
governments provides distinctly and emphatically that the Chinese 
laborer who was a resident of the United States at the tinie of the rati- 
fication of the treaty shall have the right to go and come from time to 
time at his own free will and accord, with all the rights of citizens and 
subjects of the most favored nation. The act of Congress provides the 
certificates that shall be obtained when they desire to travel abroad, to 
enable them to return, which implies an obligation and asolemn pledge 
by the United States that on compliance with the terms they shall have 
the right to return. 

This proposed act is in the very teeth of the treaty, and is in the 
very teeth of the implied pledge made by this Government to each 
Chinaman who was a resident of this country at the time the treaty 
was ratified, and who has complied with the statute on that subject, 
that he shall have the right to return to his home in this country. It 
is therefore such an act as neither this Government nor any other great 
government professing to be guided by the principles of right and jus- 
tice should feel itself at liberty to perform. But we are told that the 
Congress of the United States has the power to repeal a treaty or abro- 
gate it, ortoset it asideabsolutely. Thisistrue. The Congress, with 
the assent of the President, has this power. It may repudiate its sol- 
emn compact and refuse longer to be bound by it; but can the Con- 
gress of the United States afford to do it ina manner that is hasty, un- 
just, and at variance with the common principles of humanity? Can 
a great government like ours afford to repeal a treaty where the inter- 
ests of individuals are seriously affected, and where the repeal may 
work the absolute ruin of many persons, without even giving such 
person notice in advance or allowing such person or persons any time 
to put their affairs in a shape to conform to the provisions of the re- 
pealing act ? 

My amendment does not go far enough. It ought to provide that 
this act shall not go into effect until notice has been given by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to the Chinese Government, and until 
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Mr. President, I know very well that this bill will be passed n ord I ‘ 
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a newspaper report that it is an Administration measure. The Ad- | 
ministration certainly would know how, if it desired to secure the pas- 
sage of a measure, to communicate information to that effect either to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations or to some member on one or tho 
other side of the Chamber. It is assumed on all hands that there is ne 
information from the State Department or from the President that our 
treaty with China has been acted on. 

Mr, MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator just one question? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Doesthe Senator from Texas understand that the 
Administration is opposed to this measure ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Idonot. I have no understanding about the po- 
sition of the Administration any more than the Senator from Oregon 
has. In what I have tosay about this measure I do not choose to lower 
the dignity of this body by discussing as a matter of petty partisanship 
a question which affects the national honor and the character of the 
Senate of the United States before the world. I shall not get down to 
that, young Senator as | am. 

We have no information coming from the proper Department that 
China has refused to ratify the treaty which has been approved by the 
Senate. That treaty contains stipulations, amended as the Senate de- 
sired to amend it, so as to cover the wishes of this country and the 
American people on the subject of the restriction of Chinese immigra- 
tion. To carry out that treaty we passed an act of Congress which has 
been for a few days before the President of the United States. 

Shall we now pass another act assuming that the Government of 
China has refused to ratify this treaty when we do not know it, and put 
two acts on this subject, started from different points of view, belore 
the President at the same time? I take it that the President does no 
want to be put in that sort of a fix. At least, if I were President I 
would not want it done. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him for a 
moment, I observe that the REcorD discloses that on yesterday he 
voted in the affirmative on the passage of this bill. 

Mr. REAGAN, I will enlighten the Senator from Kansas further 
on that subject in a few minutes, if he will just bear with patience. 
What I am now saying is that we have made a treaty which as far as 
we know stands binding against the Senate and the United States to- 
day. We know that we have passed an act to carry out that treaty, 
and it is in the hands of the President. Now, without knowing that 
that treaty is rejected, and without waiting a reasonable time to ob- 
tain information, we propose to pass a law utterly disregarding a sol- 
emn treaty and an act of the Congress of the United States, and we pro- 
pose to do that in the face not only of the American people but of the 
civilized world. We propose thus to deal with a nation the most pop- 
ulous on the face of the earth, with which though our commerce is not 
very great yet when the population and commerce on our Pacific coast 
become greater and when the means of transportation on the Pacitic 
Ocean shall be increased, it will then be a very considerable commerce 
if we maintain proper friendly relations with that great and populous 
Empire. 

I have said this much simply because I am not willing, without a 
protest, to see the Senate go forward in this sort of way to compro- 
mise its dignity and its honor and the dignity and honor of this Goy- 
ernment before the world. 

Leaving that subject, I will say, upon the policy of Chinese restric- 
tion, that I have always favored, since I have been in Congress for the 
last fifteen years, I believe, the strongest measure for the restriction of 
Chinese immigration to this country, and I am prepared now to sus- 
tain the strongest measures for the restriction of Chinese labor that 
are consistent with law and with reason. I was so inclined, not from 
any mere matter of prejudice, but from a feeling that the restriction 
of Chinese labor is necessary to preserve the rights, the prosperity, and 
the dignity of American labor. That is one of the reasons. 

Another reason which I had covers a broader and a more important 
field, if possible. By the strain which, as almost an inevitable neces- 
sity, fell upon the Constitution during the exigencies of war by the en- 
franchisement of some eight millions of people not heretofore enjoying 
the full rights of citizenship, and illy prepared to discharge the duties 
of citizenship, needing education and instruction to bring them up to 
a realization of what the rights and duties of citizens are, by the intro- 
duction into the country from Western Europe, from the Christian 
nations of Europe, perhaps three hundred thousand or four hundred 
thousand emigrants a year, which it has been the policy of this coun- 
try to invite, so far as they are proper persons to be received, who, 
like our native element, were not informed as to the theory, the char- 
acter, and genius of our Government, have to be educated into a know!l- 
edge of our republican system of dual governments, we have a strain 
placed upon the Constitution and character of our Government which, 
to say the least of it, puts in some measure of peril the preservation 
and the perpetuation of our constitutional form of government in the 
spirit in which it was made. It is a government intended for people 
es of self-government, intended for people whose intelligence en- 
ables them to understand the functions of government, and the duties 
of the officers necessary to administer that government. 

With our 7,000,00P or 8,000,000 blacks, or more perhaps, with the 
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vast influx of foreign emigration, uninformed as to the nature, the 
genius, and the character of our Government,I was unwilling to sec 
additional elements brought into this country, especially a race which 
does not assimilate with ours in color, in character, in habits of thought 

in religion, in their ideas of government, in everything that makes up 
a people. I mean those of them who come here, unless they shall re- 
main hereafter for generations to be educated into a knowledge of our 
institutions, who are utterly disqualified to understand the nature and 
character of our Government and to become citizens whose authority 
is toaid in the making of laws and in the administration of laws. 

It is reasons like these, briefly expressed, which have made me at al! 
times in favor of the restriction of Chinese labor, and Iam as much so 
now as I ever was. I hope the statement which I have made will sat- 
isfy my friend from Kansas. 

I am not only opposed now to the introduction of Chinese labor, but 
I have been at all times. I have been in Congress ready to act upon 
the question. I remain so to-day for the reason, first, that it would 
degrade and impoverish American labor; second, because we do not 
want an alien race that does not assimilate with our people and un- 
fitted to carry on our great system of self-government brought in to put 
further strain on the Constitution and form of our Government. 

I wish it had been the consent of the Senate to allow the request 
made by the Senator from Ohio to prevail, so as to give us a few days 
at least for further information as to whether the Chinese Government 
has ratified or rejected the treaty so lately approved by the Senate ot 
the United States, that we might know we were not doing an awk- 
ward, foolish, undignified thing, unworthy the American Senate. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, 1 have voted, I believe, for every bill 
for the restriction of Chinese immigration that has been passed during 
the ten years I have been in Congress, but I do not wish to disguise to 
the country nor pretend to disguise to myself the belief that the con- 
siderations upon which this public policy has been urged are without 
any foundation whatever. I have not deceived myself with the alle- 
gation that these people should be excluded because they do not assim- 
ilate with the people of the United States, that they do not intermix 
or intermarry with them, when there are twelve millions of people in 
this country as diverse from the white American people as any two 
races within the whole range of creation. 

Why. then, should this great deliberative body put its support of a 
measure of this character upon such a baseless and manifestly untrue 
foundation? Is there not 2s great diversity between the colored man, 
the African, and the white man, as there is between the Mongolian, 
the yellow man, and the white man? Yet, the African makes a reason- 
ably good citizen, and performs a useful part in the public economy of 
the country. Why, then, shall you seek to justify this legislation with 
reasons which are in defiance of your own constitutional amendment 
that every person born in the United States and subject to its jurisdic- 
tion shall be a citizen? If you quibble upon the words ‘‘subject to 
its jurisdiction,’’ it can have no just foundation. You can not make 
that point against the philosophy, the spirit, the purpose upon which 
that enactment was made a fundamental provision of your Constitution. 

Neither do I deceive myself, nor am I willing to be committed to 
the country and to the future of this country upon the proposition that 
the contact of our Christian civilization and our superior race with an 
inferior one will degrade us. I shall not insult the Christian religion, nor 
the teachings of Christ, nor the great commission to go aad preach the 
gospel to all the world, with the assertion that it will degrade the su- 
perior Christianity, the superior religion, and the superior race for it 
to come in contact with all the world. 

Mr. President, there is nothing in this proposition. Neitheris there 
anything in the proposition that American labor is to be degraded, or 
that it is to be substituted by and with an inferior race and a different 
civilization. These are not the economies which are to prevail in this 
country or in the world’s future. I do not care to enter into the dis- 
cussion of the great economic questions related to this subject, but | 
wish for myself to repudiate any belief or any public action based upon 
such considerations. They have no part in a true system of economy. 

My support of these measures, which I have endeavored to modify 
so far as they were unreasonable and harsh and severely punitive, has 
been based upon the proposition that the people of California and 
Oregon, with great unanimity, were opposed to the admission and the 
permanent residence among them, and even to the temporary residence 
of the laborers of this race of people. I recognize the right of every 
State or community of people to say who in large numbers shall be 
component parts of their civilization, and be their opinions good or bad 
I should accord to them the right to keep them out, although it be true 
that these foreigners, these Mongolians, may be made useful citizens; 
although it is true that they are embraced within the circle of civilizing 
and religious influences, and that it is a part of every wise public policy 
on the part of a Christian civilized nation to do the greatest good to 
individuals as well as to peoples. 

Although that is true, I am not willing that the locality, the com- 
munity, the State where they may go, shall bear the burden of the 
upward civilization and training of this race—of the long time which 
it may require to make them sympathetic in feeling and homogeneous 
with them, and this latter quality, however unnecessary for the eco- 
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which it reached us, if it had been ratified by the Senate of the United 
States, would have been a treaty in all of its essential parts, and would 
have required no additional act on the part of the Chinese Government 
to have made it an absolutely obligatory treaty. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator yield for an interruption? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH., I have good authority for saying that the Senator is 
entirely mistaken about that; that the Chinese minister had no fuller 
power on such a question than our minister in China; and that the treaty 
had to be transmitted, and was immediately transmitted to the Chinese 
Government. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iadhere to my opinion on the subject and to the 
information that I have, which I think is quite as good as that of the 
Senator from Oregon. . 

Mr. DOLPH. I get mine directly from the Chinese legation here. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not go to the Chinese legation for mine. 

Mr. DOLPH. Nor do I. 

Mr. MORGAN. But I go to sources quite as high. 

Mr. DOLPH. I got my information from the gentleman referred to 
this morning by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam informed that the minister came here with a 
treaty already prepared, which had been submitted to the Emperor of 
China before he came, if not in the very words in which the treaty was 
negotiated at least upon all the principles involved in it, and it con- 
tained an expression that a Chinese minister would have lost his head 
for making if it had not been true. I will read that: 

And whereas the Government of China, in view of the antagonism and much 
deprecated and serious disorders to which the presence of Chinese laborers has 
given rise in certain parts of the United States, desires to prohibit the emigra- 
tion of such laborers from China to the United States. 

No Chinese minister ever made such a declaration as that on the part 
of his Government without previous exact authority for making it. 

Mr. BLAUR. Do I understand the Senator, then, that the only mod- 
ifications made in this treaty coming directly from China, just as China 
wanted it, are the amendments suggested by the Senate? 

Mr. MORGAN. I say that the treaty was negotiated by a minister 
who had full power, and if the treaty had been assented to by the 
Senate of the United States as negotiated it would haye been to-day a 
treaty between China and the United States without any necessity for 
the formal ratification in Peking. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President-— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Colorado appeals 
to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator stated that the clause which he read 
would cost a Chinese minister his head if he had put it in without the 
permission of the Emperor, or words to that effect. I wish to know 
why the Senator makes that statement. What is there in Chinese law 
or Chinese polity to justify a statement of that kind ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not propose to go intoa history of Chinese law 
or Chinese polity in this brief debate that I have here this day, and 
in which I shall participate for a very short time. I speak of my in- 
formation. Of course I do not suppose that the bosom of China is very 
widely opened or unlocked to anybody; but I know enough of that 
despotic government to understand perfectly well that if a minister 
should come here and make a representation that the Emperor of China 
desired to prohibit the immigration of laborers from China to the 
United States when that was not true, and he had no authority for 
saying so, he would lose his head. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to suggest that ever since 
we have had any knowledge of the Chinese it has been their policy to 
prohibit their people from going abroad ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not so read the Burlingame treaty. I read a 
joint announcement in the Burlingame treaty of both parties that the 
doctrine of expatriation is allowed, and not only allowed but encour- 
aged. Immigration back and forth from China and other countries is 
provided for and put upon a very high basis of morality and public 
policy both. 

Mr. BROWN. With a right to change allegiance. 

Mr. MORGAN. The right to change allegiance is expressly an- 
nounced in the Burlingame treaty, and we considered that a great rev- 
olution in Chinese ideas. There is no treaty that was ever penned by 
the hand of man which contains a stronger expression on this subject 
than the Burlingame treaty. SoI think a little careful reading will 
correct some of our wild views and vagaries about matters of this sort. 

This is the situation: The House of Representatives, impressed as 
the Senate is impressed with this great American decree for the abso- 
lute exclusion of Chinese laborers from this country by any means 
which are available, finds that we have negotiated this treaty and that 
the Senate had amended it in certain particulars, so as to make it, as 
was supposed, more stringent. I never concurred in the view that the 
amendments added anything to the significance of the treaty, but the 
supposition was that it was necessary that we should p it again 
to China as an unconcluded negotiation in order that the Chinese Gov- 
ernment might accede to the amendments which we submitted. It has 
been four months since that was done. In the mean time the iwo great 
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political parties of the United States have nominated their candidates 
for the Presidency. When the candidate of the Republican party for 
the Presidency was nominated, by some sudden outburst of patriotism 
on the part of Chinese—I do not know how it happened—they ex- 
pressed the greatest gratification at the nomination of Mr. Harrison be- 
cause he had voted for the Chinese side of these questions. 

Mr. SPOONER. What evidence of that is there? 

Mr. MORGAN. I suppose I havea right in this body now, after 
four or five weeks of the most extraordinary experience that I have 
ever observed, to make some reference to a newspaper account. Iam 
very sorry, Mr. President, that I have it to do, and Iam exceedingly 
sorry that we do not organize a committee of the correspondents of the 
various newspapers in this country for the purpose of giving Senators in- 
formation on various public topics. It would be a very considerable 
addition to the intelligence of this body, to the information we receive 
from day to day, and to the fortifying of our moral convictions in re- 
gard to great public questions. It would be a great thingif we could 
have the galleries to come down on this floor and give us private infor- 
mation as to what we ought to do, the facts we ought to have, which 
are so assiduously gleaned every day and laid before the world. Our 
REcORD has got to be a mere supplement to the New York World, the 
Chicago Times, the Cincinnati Enquirer, and a few others of the leading 
papers of the United States, a mere supplement, a mere editing of 
scraps gathered by editorial ingenuity and industry out of the leading 
daily newspapers in the United States. What a blessing it is, Mr. 
President, to live in a country where we have the privilege of free 
speech, so that the Senate can be informed from time to time by these 
gentlemen who have means of ascertaining things that no Senator here 
would dare to presume that he had, things that come from the ‘kitchen 
cabinet,’’ even the odors that ascend the stairway to gratify the nos- 
trils! 

it is like the case of the little boy described by Dickens, who hay- 
ing nothing to eat at home, nothing to subsist upon at home, took up 
a position about the stairway of the kitchen of some of the lords in 
London and feasted upon what he could smell through his nose. 

That seems to be the business of the Senate of the United States of 
late days—fishing up from the correspondence of the newspapers the 
odors we can gather and distribute about in this way from the places 
that we are not permitted to enter. 

So I can refer now, I suppose, Mr. President, to the newspapers for 
the statement that the Chinese were very enthusiastic over the nomi- 
nation of Mr. Harrison, and perhaps the Chinese Government, taking 
the cue from the Six Companies or from Chinese of distinction in the 
United States, have thought it would be better not to ratify this treaty 
as amended by the Senate of the United States, but to delay until No- 
vember and take the chances of his election. Then they would get a 
better treaty and be on more favorable ground. 

The House of Representatives, snuffing the tainted air doubtless, 
have discerned the fact that there was danger in front; and they con- 
cluded that it was a good time to strike, a very good time, and that 
they had better pass a law which would emanate entirely from the 
constitutional power of the Government of the United States as rep- 
resented in Congress and in the Presidency, which should prohibit ab- 
solutely the coming of the Chinese here, rather than take the chances 
of some misunderstanding between us and China in respect to our 
treaty rights and relations, and take the chances also of this American 
sentiment and decree being reversed between now and November. So 
they moved to the front, they put their knife to the root of the tree, 
and, if this bill passes, Chinese immigration is dead. 

That is not all that is dead, I grant you. The treaty itself, of 
course, and the Burlingame treaty, in respect of the features author- 
izing Chinese immigration to this country, are dead, and the treaty of 
1880 is dead. They all die together, and they die the death—a death 
from which, as I understand it, there is to be no resurrection in the 
United States. This treaty itself, and the Burlingame treaty, and the 
treaty of 1880, all go together; and the House of Representatives, ex- 
ercising its constitutional powers and functions, has declared in har- 
mony with the declaration of the Emperor of China that it is our will 
in the United States, as it is also the will of the Emperor of China, 
that no more Chinese laborers shall be admitted into this country. 
The two countries, therefore, concur in the restatement of their views, 
entirely reversing the doctrines and all the statements in the Burlin- 
game treaty. The House of Representatives concludes that it has a 
right to present a bill to the Senate in which it shall express this Amer- 
ican decree and by which it shall exclude Chinese absolutely from 
this country and take no risks of the November election about it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from Alabama yield to me for a 
short question? 

Mr. MORGAN. For a short one, yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does the Senator from Alabama understand that 
the pending bill has any relation at all to any Chinese laborer who 
never was in this country? In other words,if this bi!l shall become a 
law will it operate to keep out a single Chinaman who never has been 
in this country? : 

Mr. MORGAN. With the act to which it is supplemental, it will. 
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ber that in dealing with Oriental powers in a diplomatic way we al- surprised to find a bill of this character on its passage here. I knew 


ways make a very large margin of allowance for their delays. ‘They 
are proverbially slow, indeed they are diplomatically slow, for it is 
part of their proverbial philosophy that it is always best to go slow. 
They are a diflicult people to deal with because of their desire to delay 
and postpone, to see what will turn up. 

The Chinese Government, in respect of this treaty and the amend- 
ments, being sagacious people, and having just as keen an eye upon 
the politics of the United States as a Chinaman has upon a dime, fol- 
lowing up that policy with most close and assiduous attention always, 
have doubtless found reasons for delaying this negotiation, for delaying 
the ratification of that which the Emperor of China expressed through 
his minister to be his desire, the exclusion of Chinese from the United 
States. Whether his real reasons are what he said or not makes little 
difference. 

Mr. STEWART. 
day now. 

Mr. MORGAN. Probably they are; I have no doubt they are com- 
ing in every day, the Emperor of China not being so desirous now per- 
haps as he expressed himself to be of restraining that immigration. 

sut the reasons for the delay may reach farther than that. There may 
be an expectation that the policy of the Government of the United 
States may be changed in November to such a degree as that Chinese will 
not only have a right to come here but will have the old Burlingame 
provisions revived. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator from Alabama one more 
question? I do not wish to disturb him, but I wish to know his views 
generally about this. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Suppose this bill is passed and sent to the Presi- 
dent and becomes a law, as I hope it will, and then it should turn out a 
week later that China accepts the treaty with the Senate amendments, 
I ask what in the opinion of the Senator from Alabama would be the 
legal situation then ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not hear the Senator’s question. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Suppose, I say, that we pass this bill and it be- 
comes a law, and suppose a week later, or a month later, or two months 
later, China assents to the treaty, what would the status be then, with- 
out any further legislation? Suppose that the treaty receives the assent 


ta ate ti nh at: 


I have no doubt that Chinese are landing every 


Does the Senator from Alabama 
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; of the Chinese Government at a date later than the date of the appro- 
| val of this bill by the President, would the provisions of this act pre- 

vail then, or would the provisions of the treaty prevail then, in the 
{ opinion of the Senator from Alabama? 


Mr. MORGAN. There is no doubt about the provisions of this act 
being paramount to those of any treaty. We can not repeal an act of 
Congress here by a treaty. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Suppose the ratification is after the approval of 
the act? I would like to have an answer to that question. 

Mr, MORGAN. Iam quite willing to advance my opinion at any 
time on any question that is legitimate or germane to any matter be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 

ask it merely for fun. 
14s Mr. MORGAN. Then I do not know that I have got the question 
ee untangled that the Senator from Oregon put to me. 
Abs Mr. MITCHELL. I did not know that it was tangled, Mr. Presi- 
: dent. My proposition was this: Suppose this bill becomes a law, and 
suppose that after it becomes a law the Chinese assent to the treaty. 
It then becomes a treaty between the two governments at a date later 
than the passage of this bill. What I want to know is, whether the 
provisions of this act would prevail then, or the provisions of the 
treaty ? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Oregon would not have asked 
that question if he had reflected a moment that it isnecessary, in order 
to make a treaty on our part valid, or binding, or eflicacious, that it 
should be promulgated by proclamation of the President of the United 
States. 

Mr. MITCHELL. But suppose it should be promulgated ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ah, but it would not be,sir. The President of the 
United States would never proclaim the treaty after having signed such 
an act of Congress if he should sign it. 

I am sorry to be detained by so many puzzling questions that arise 
in the mind of the Senator from Oregon. If he would think a little 
while he would not put me to the trouble. I was about, however, to 
read a newspaper article here about the Chinese raising flags for Har- 
rison and Morton at No. 923 Race street, Philadelphia, and all that, 
but I believe I shall not do so. 

I have stated this case. When I came into the Senate the other day, 
having been detained by some personal business that I was very happy 
to have the opportunity of attending to, I was greatly surprised to find 
this Chinese bill onits passage inthe Senate. I did not understand it. 
I did not even know that it had passed the House of Representatives. 
I believe it passed that House the very day it came over here. It was 
not referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and I was greatly 


I thought this was such a question. I did not 





that there was some powerful impulse moving its passage, and I was 
informed that the Senator from Nevada [Mr. StewARtT] had moved it, 

His great anxiety to exclude the Chinese and prevent them from com- 
ing in every day, I suppose, was one of the reasons why he moved it. 
Perhaps the honorable Senator might have seen that there was some 
little political advantage to be gained by advocating the movement. 
I do not know, but I thought that the bill ought to have gone to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and I thought it was putting the 
Senate in a position almost of self-stultification to pass this bill now 
immediately after we had proposed a negotiation to China which had 
not been acted upon so far as we knew or had any information. 

It looked asif it was rather a bad condition of affairs here. But the 
Senate of the United States as a treaty-making power is as distinct 
from the Senate as a legislative power as it can be and consist of the 
same body of men. It has constitutional functions entirely different. 
What we do as a treaty-making powerin conjunction with the Presi- 
dent of the United States is done, of course, ordinarily under the ban 
of secrecy. We vote upon a treaty here and it requires two-thirds of 
this body to give its assent to a treaty so that it shall become possible 
for the President of the United States to proclaim it as part of the law 
of the land or exchange ratifications with the foreign government, 
which exchange of ratifications, I will say to the Senator from Oregon, 
is necessary to validate any treaty, and the President has a right to 
withhold it if he sees fit. After that vote of two-thirds in favor of its 
ratification, the President of the United States may change his mind 
without asking the leave of any human being, and may refuse to ex- 
change ratifications, and therefore it is no treaty. Here we are ap- 
pealed to by a co-ordinate branch of the National Legislature, as a 
legislative body, in which a bare majority carries the vote one way or 
the other. 

Now, as far as we can separate ourselves in these two functions, let 
us try to consider this as a purely legislative question, and let us not 
allow it to be biased by the fact that we have as a treaty-making tri- 
bunal but recently proposed a negotiation to China which has not yet 
passed into the stage of ratification by that Government; certainly 
ratifications have not been exchanged. The thing is in a nebulous or 
chrysalitic state. We are considering this matter now purely with 
reference to our legislative powers and functions. The question comes, 
therefore, to us in its most intense form, are we prepared to-day, as 
a legislative body, to repeal the treaties with China on the subject of 
the immigration of Chinese laborers into this country ? 

If that is our judgment, and in that judgment we think we reflect 
the will of our States and of our people, then it is our duty to vote it, 
no matter what we have done as a negotiating and treaty-making 
power in presenting the opportunity to China to come into relations 
with us of an improved character in respect to the immigration of Chi- 
nese laborers into this country. No matter what we have done we 
must disburden ourselves of that incumbrance and meet this question 
as legislators, having reference only to the will of the people and the 
good of the country. 

Now, Mr. President, is it for the best that we should vote a law to-day 
to exclude the Chinese from this country? It is for the best; it has 
always been for the best that that should be done, There is but one 
possible obstruction in the way, one possible difficulty to surmount, 
and that is the fact that we have $25,000,000 worth of trade a year 
with China, and the abrogation, the repeal by the Congress of the 
United States of these features of the Burlingame treaty and the treaty 
of 1880 which relate to the immigration of laborers into this country 
gives China the full and free opportunity to say that our trade rela- 
tions with China are determined. 

It may even expose our missionaries and other Americans in China 
to distress. We have citizens over there. I do not hesitate to say 
that the treaty having been repealed by us in part is abrogated in 
whole, and that we are entirely at an end with our relations with 
China, and that whatever is to be done hereafter is to be done de novo. 

That will be the situation. I for one am willing to stand it, al- 
though I know it is going to injure the trade of New York, Philadelphia, 
Boston, and a good many other Eastern cities if China shall take that 
view of it. But as I understand, it is the policy of the Emperor of 
China to exclude his citizens or subjects from immigration to the 
United States. He makes the point boldly and broadly, and I believe 
he is sincere. 

The people of the Pacific coast were asked the question through their 
representatives who appeared before the Senate Committee on Foreign 
Relations some few years ago whether they would prefer to sacrifice 
their interests in the commerce of China, or to have Chinese laborers ex- 
cluded from the United States. Those statements are all in print and 
can be had by Senators if they desire to look intothem. With one ac- 
cord, without any exception at all, the Senators and members of the 
House of Representatives of the Pacific coast, all of whom were pres- 
ent, I believe, except one Senatorand one member of the House, said 
that they preferred to have nd commerce with China at all rather than 
have an influx of Chinese laborers into this country. I was prepared 
not only to accept their statement as being entirely veracious, but te 
sympathize with them. 
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tions put to him by Mr. Pixley, representing, I think, the Chinese side 

of the subject. Mr. Sargent had been questioning Governor Low, and 

then Mr. Pixley, referring to the year 1569, put to him these questions: 
By Mr. PixLey 

Q. That was the year of Koopmanschap, was it not? 

A. Yes; the year of Koopmanschap. They were going to bring over any 
quantity of coolies to supplant the negroes on the plantations, and some ex- 
periments were tried, I think, with very ill results. 

q. I understood it to be a failure? 

A. They did not pay the Chinamen; that was the cause of the failure,and 
the Chinamen quit. 

Mr. President, I do not read that to raise a laugh, because this is 
too serious a matter; but it lets in a flood of light upon my darkened 
mind. I always like to see through a thing before I act upon it, and 
I derived this information in the shade of night. When deep sleep 
had fallen, no doubt, upon most members of the Senate I got this book, 
and reading it by my candle, I came across that passage, and it illus- 
trated what had been to me the most troublesome problem presented 
by this entire debate. The Irishmen, the common laborers of the 
North, found that the Chinaman could underbid them every time. He 
was a cheaper laborer. He would go just far enough below the stand- 
ard of wages to take the job every time and to starve the Irishman 
and the laborer of the North. He inevitably dragged down our civili- 
zation. There were 400,000,000 of them, you know, and of course it 
was simply a question of life and death to the whole Northern civiliza- 
tion. 

Sut how was it when you came to the South? Koopmanschap and 
others introduced Chinamen. We all recollect the accounts of the ef- 
forts and the failure of the experiments. What was the difficulty? 
The Chinaman demanded his pay, and if he underbid the still cheaper 
iaher of the colored man, he was coming here in multitudes, but he 
would have his pay, and by rejecting him and driving him out our 
Southern friends were able to preserve their colored labor with its ex- 
isting cheapness, custing them nothing in the world but its mere sus- 
tenance, just enough to keep them in good order as a labor-producing 
machine, and they were free from Chinese competition. To be sure it 
is a hundred thousand who are permitted to remain in the country, 
but that does not occasion them any trouble. However, if you permit 
Chinese immigration to the United States we shall not have the six or 
eight million people, which is the number of colored laborers you now 
depend upon. The Chinaman can come in like a flood and drive out 
the negro, and supply in fact the whole country and extirpate the 
laborer both North and South. 

There, I think, is the real secret why the instinct of our friends who 
owned the labor of the South before the war and during the war and 
since the war has driven them to take the position on this subject which 
the North has attained by strong conviction and a benevolent regard 
for the real interests of the laborers of the land, because the Chinese 
could not be naturalized and could do no voting. 

There is another point to be considered. If the Chinaman were the 
laborer of the South would not the negro be driven out and be deprived 
of his inestimable right of suffrage? There are many things to be 
thought of about this question, but the real secret of it all, it seems to 
me at least, is this, and I shall read it once more in order that it may 
impress itself upon the minds of the laboring people of the North, for 
it is well for them to understand the motives of their friends who are 
so strongly the opponents of Chinese immigration to-day. 

They were going to bring over any quantity of cooliestosupplant the negroes 
on the plantations, and some experiments were tried, I think with very ill re- 
ra ‘L understood it to be a failure. 

A. They did not pay the Chinamen; that was the cause of the failure, and the 
Chinamen quit. 

To be sure the Chinaman should have got his pay. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass? Is the Senate 
ready for the question? The yeas and nays having been ordered, the 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. FAULKNER’s name wascalled). The Sena- 
tor from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is necessarily absent. He is 
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY]. Ifthe Sen- 
ator from West Virginia were present he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a standing pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL]. The Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES] is necessarily absent from the Senate. The 
Senator from Indiana, if here, would vote for the bill. I suppose the 
Senator from Vermont would also vote for the bill, but I do not know. 
However, I transfer my pair with the Senator from Vermont to the 
Senator from Indiana, and record my vote for the bill. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

I desire to say while I am on the floor, as the junior Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] is not present, that the senior Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] is paired with the Senator from Maine 
{Mr. Hate]. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] would voté 
**yea,’’ if he were here. I suppose the Senator from Maine would also 
vote ‘‘ yea,’’ but I do not know as to that. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], but I understand and have rea- 
son to believe that he would vote ‘‘ye’’ if he were here. I therefore 
vote ‘‘yea.”’ 
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Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANcE]. I understand that he 


| would vote ‘‘yea,’’ if he were here, and therefore I shall vote ‘‘yea.”’ 


Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 


| ator from linois [Mr. FARWELL], but after the assurances received 


yesterday from his colleague [Mr. CULLOM] that he would vote ‘‘ yea,”’ 


| if present, I record my vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 


Mr. CAMERON (when Mr. QuAY’s name wascalled). My colleague 
{[Mr. Quay] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. 
FAULKNER]. If my colleague were here, he would vote ‘* yea.”’ 
Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. SABIN’s name was called). My colleague 
{Mr. Sasrn] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. 
KENNA]. If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 
Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson], but I am assured that he would 
vote ‘‘ yea,’’ if present, and therefore I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 
The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. My colleague [Mr. WILSON, of Iowa] is necessarily 
absent, and is paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. 
I am paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY], who, 
I suppose, if here, would vote for the bill. 
Mr. GRAY. Iam free to say that if my colleague [Mr. SAULSBURY ] 
were present, he would vote ‘* yea.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. Therefore 1 shall allow my vote ‘‘yea’’ to stand. 
Mr. MORGAN. I have a pair with the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Evarts], but his colleague [Mr. Htscock] yesterday stated that 
if the senior Senator from New York [Mr. EvAnrts] were present he 
would vote ‘‘yea’’ upon this bill. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I have no doubt he would. 
Mr. MORGAN. All right, then. My vote in the affirmative will 
stand. 
Mr. PADDOCK. My colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If my colleague were 
here, he would vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 
Mr. WALTHALL. TheSenator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN ] 
authorized me to state that if he were present he would vote ‘* yea.’’ 
Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpmMuNps] re- 
turned to his home in Vermont for two or three days, and I am in- 
formed that he is unavoidably detained there for this week. 
Mr. PUGH. Iwas requested to state that the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. KENNA] would vote ‘‘ yea’’ if he were not absent and 
paired with the Senator from Minnesota[Mr. SABIN]. I suppose both 
Senators would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 
Mr. COCKRELL. As I announced yesterday, Iam paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. We were to leave the ques- 
tion of observing the pair to his colleague[Mr. PLATT]. Idonot know 
how the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] would vote, and 
his colleague informed me yesterday that he did not know how he 
would vote. I should vote ‘‘ yea’”’ if he were here. 
Mr. STEWART. Let the pair be transferred to some one else. 
Mr. PLATT. Ofcourse [ can not say positively how my colleague 
would vote, for I was not advised upon this matter, but I think I shall 
take the responsibility of relieving the Senator from Missouri from his 
air with him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Under the circumstances, then, I shall vote. I 
vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 
Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. Bowen] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Florida [[Mr.CALL]. If my colleague were present, he would 
vote ‘‘yea.’? The Senator from Florida is at liberty to vote, if he 
chooses. 
Mr. BLODGETT. Iam paired with the Senator from New -Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER], but I understand that he favors this bill and 
therefore I vote ‘‘ yea.’”’ 
Mr. BLAIR. Ifmy colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] were here, he would 
vote ‘‘ yea.’’ He is unavoidably detained from the Senate for a few 
days. 
Mr, CHACE. My colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] is detained from the 
Senate on business of the Senate. I feel assured that if he were here 
he would favor this bill. I understand that he is paired, I can not say 
with whom. 
The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 0; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 
Allison, Cullom, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Bate, Davis, Morgan, Stewart, 
Berry, Dolph, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Blair, George, Palmer, Teller, 
Blodgett, Gray, Pasco, Turpie, 
Cameron, Hampton, Platt, Vest, 
Chace, Harris, Plumb, Walthall. 
Cockrell, Hiscock, Pugh, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 

NAYS—0. 

ABSENT—39. 

Aldrich, Butler, Edmunds, Frye, 
Beck, Call, Eustis, Gibson, 
Blackburn, Chandler, Evarts, Gorman, 
Bowen, Daniel, Farwell, Hale, 
Brown, Dawes, Faulkner, Hawley, 
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Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider vie 
of executive business. 











i 
: 


noarciwinwenin iti 


; 
: 








8344 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, this request will be agreed | ment can not obtain a suitable building for the post-office in St tling 
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to, and the bill will be returned to the Senate. at any reasonable rent. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. Mr. McMILLIN. Is there a court held there? 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. There is no court at present in 


Sterling for which this building would be used. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What rent is paid for the building that is now be- 
ing used there? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. The rent now paid is about $80) 
for an unsuitable building, and the Post-Office Department has been 
offering to pay $1,200, and can not obtain a suitable building for that 
sum. 

Mr. McMILLIN. We have passed already an enormous number of 
public buildings bills. . 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Not one for the State of Illinois. 

Mr. McMILLIN. While I am disposed not to make any captious 
opposition, where the question has come to divide the responsibility 
with each individual member, I think this matter has been drawn out 
a long way this session, and I shall have to object to this bill. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McCREARY. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of the committees for 
reports. 

Mr. McCREARY. I move to dispense with the call of committees 
for reports, and that members having reports to submit may be permit- 
ted to file them with the Clerk for reference. 

The motion was agreed to, and the morning hour was dispensed with 


MRS. GENERAL WARD B. BURNETT. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. MONTGOMERY, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. JOHN R. Brown, for ten days, on account of important bus- 
ness. 

To Mr. BUCHANAN, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


PATRICK H. WINSTON, JR. 

Mr. OATES. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee 
on Claims from the further consideration of the bill (S. 212) for the 
relief of Patrick H. Winston, jr., and that it be considered in the House 
at this time. I would ask leave to state what the object of the bill is 
in one minute’s time. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (8, 212) for the relief of Patrick H, Winston, jr. 


Mr. OATES. That Senate bill was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. Prior to that a bill in the same language was reported by the 
Committee on the Judiciary to this House in favor of this claimant, 
and that is the reason why I ask that the Committee on Claims be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of this bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Patrick H. Winston, jr., out of any moneys 


in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,000, for legal services > en s : - 
rendered by him in the defense of Tom Hill, a captain of the Indian police of Mr. STRUBLE. I desire to call up the special order for this morn- 


the Nez Pereé Agency, Idaho Territory, charged with the killing of the Indian | ing on a pension bill. 


Nine Pipes, said services having been rendered by the request of Mt. Charlies | r DRA E aS te . Ss : ae 
Monteith, United States agent at the Nez Percé reservation, and of Hon. Nor- The SPEAKER. There is a special order for this morning, which 
the Clerk will report. 


man Buck, judge of the first judicial district of Idaho Territory. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Senate bill 681, a bill granting an increase of pension to Mrs. General Ward 
B. Burnett. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I ask unanimous consent for two minutes time on 
this special order. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Presuming there are those present who do not 
know the exact status of the bill, I desire to say that the question is a 
motion to reconsider the vote whereby the engrossment and third read- 
ing of the bill was denied. Mr. Speaker, 1 would like, on behalf of 
this beneficiary, that this motion may prevail. If it does prevail I 
give notice that I will make a motion to reduce the amount provided 
for in this bill from $100 to $75, and I would like the bill then to go 
to the question of its passage as many of these other bills have gone 
before it. 

Mr. McCREARY. If the bill to which the gentleman from Iowa 
refers was set for consideration to-day, I ask unanimous consent to 
postpone its consideration for one week. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has submitted a motion, 
as the Chair understands, to reconsider the vote by which the House 
refused to order the bill indicated by him toa third reading. The 
pending question is on the motion of the gentleman from Iowa to re- 
consider that vote, and the gentleman states that his purpose is to move 
to amend the bill by striking out $100 and inserting $75, as the rate of 
pension. The motion to reconsider is a privileged motion—— 

Mr. McCREARY. It is so important that we go on with the bill 
which we had under consideration yesterday until we complete it, that 
I am compelled to ask unanimous consent that the bill to which the 
gentleman from Iowa refers be postponed for one week. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mc- 
CrREARY] to consent toa vote on this motion, and then I will agree 
that the consideration of the bill may go over until next Thursday, if 
he desires. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would ask the gentleman from Iowa whether 
this is not one of that class of bills that have been set down for con- 
sideration and postponed two or three times already ? 

Mr. STRUBLE. It is; but it stands on different ground from those, 
being under a special order of the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ThenI would suggest that the gentleman comply 
with the request of the gentleman from Kentucky and let the bill go 
over until a future day, when it can come up for consideration with 
other similar bills. 

Mr. BLAND. We refused to consider some private bills yesterday 
in the interest of a great public measure, and I hope the House will 
adhere to that course. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimousconsent is asked. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BLAND. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCrREARY ] 
asks unanimous consent that the consideration of the bill indicated by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. StrRuBLE] be postponed for one week, 
and the gentleman from Missouri objects. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLAND. Oh,no. What I want to do is to postpone it. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The motion to reconsitler called up by the gentle- 
man from Iowa is a privileged motion, and the gentleman from Ker- 


Mr. OATES. I desire to say to the House that this gentleman was 
employed to defend this case by the direction of the Attorney-General, 
aud the Attorney-General recommends that this bill be paid. It is 
reasonable and was approved by the Department, and has been con- 
sidered by the Judiciary Committee of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill ? 
The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. OATES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the House bill upon the 
same subject will be laid upon the table, 


PUBLIC BUILDING, STERLING, ILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union from 
the further consideration of the bill (S. 1940) to provide for the con- 
struction of a public building at Sterling, Ill., and that the same may 
be considered at this time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase, or acquire by condemnation proceedings or 
otherwise, a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a suitable building for the 
accommodation of the post-office and other Government offices at the city of 
Sterling, in the State of Illinois; and plans, specifications, and full estimates for 
said building shall be previously made and approved according to law, and shall 
not exceed, for the site and building complete, the sum of $100,000: Provided, 
That the site shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent 
buildings by an open space of not less than 40 feet, including streets and alleys ; 
and no money appropriated for this purpose shall be available until a valid title 
to the site of said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the 
State of [lJinois shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over 
thie same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner there- 
of, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State 
and the service of civil process therein; nor shall any site be purchased until 
estimates for the erection of a building which will furnish sufticient accommo- 
dations for the transaction of the public business, and which shall not exceed in 
cost the balance of the sum herein limited after the site shall have been pur- 
chased and paid for, shall have been approved by the Secretary of the Treasury ; 
and no purchase of site, nor plan for said building, shall be approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury involving an expenditure exceeding the said sum of 
$100,000 for site and building. 


The amendment proposed is: 

Src.2. That the sum of $40,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be used and ex- 
pended for the purpose provided in this act. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I desire to make a statement. This 
is not a fancy building. ‘The amount is only $40,000; asum necessary 
to make a good substantial post-office building in a very flourishing 
city, where the post-oflice receipts are now more than $13,000 and the 
net receipts amount to more than $8,000. 

Mr. McCREARY. How much has already been appropriated ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Nothing at all. This is the first 
appropriation proposed, and is only $40,000. The necessity for this 
building is shown by the report. The fact is the Post-Office Depart- 
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tucky asks unanimous consent that the consideration of the bill to which Mr. BRUMM. You asked me a question; do your 
the motion refers be postponed for one week. Isthere objection to the | answer it? [Cries of ‘Sit dow the D 
request of the gentleman from Kentucky ? better try to make me; any of 
Mr. STRUBLE. I should like to have a vote this morning upon Mr. SCOTT. Now, the gentleman from Per ] und I 
the motion to reconsider. | reiterate it, has made a charge ag I 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa objects. | men, and he has read some affidavits in wv poss t py en 
Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to have a vote on the motion to re- | 1 have been employed as he state but I wills him vy they 
consider, so as to have the bill placed in a position where it can be put | were employed and for what reason they ployed I itle- 
upon its passage; and if the gentleman from Kentucky will consent to | man has referred and has called the attention t H > Sp 
take the vote now on the motion to reconsider, I will not further de- | to Holden Chester. Holden Chester was one t inerintendent 
tain the House to-day. | of the Mineral Railroad and Mining Com i l 
The SPEAKER. The request of the gentleman from Kentucky for | any interest, and it is essential the House should keep t 
unanimous consent to postpone the consideration of the bill indicated | he resigned that position and was afterward i 
by the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. SrRUBLE] for one week is objected to. | tion in my company, the Union Coal Compa WwW! $e } 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Who objects? were appointed to the Coal and Mineral R 1 M ne ¢ 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE,] in | Mr. Chester was acting in another capacity lL 1 1 my el 
charge of the bill. Listen to what he has to say. 
Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to have a vote now upon the motion | Che Clerk read as follows 
to reconsider, s c =! VANTA. ¢ , 
Mr. McCREARY., Then, Mr. Speaker, I move to postpone thi een a ia . id : 
further consideration of the motion toreconsider until next Thursday, | Chester. who. after be 3 5 accord t 5 
immediately after the reading of the Journal. he is a resident of the bo 1 of Shamok and Sta s 
The question was taken on the motionof Mr. MCCREARY, and thei = ae ieee tae of 't I a oy ‘ ¢ . 4 corporat - v 
were —ayes 50, noes 48. | Hon. Witi1AM L, Scorrt is largely interested, and that as such s t 
So the motion to postpone was agreed to. | ent it is his duty to and he does employ and dis the men e1 
{ Mr. BrumM withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] | {f° oe ye eee oa re ‘Gen anid Guten © 
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I must confess the remarks of the gen jer this depot ent as superinte i. And this depone 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BkRuMM] havesomewhat surprised me. says that as such superint — t ‘ ed Coal and 
But considering the fact, sir, that he has just been renominate d in his ae yo get ici: inal @henaaneenr Gent nade aemmeienenl Gordie ae - 
7 district, possibly campaign literature from a Republican point of view | nor had in its employ, any Coal and Iron ] lete since he has 
= may not be very effective when he goes home to meet his constituents, | as superintendent as aforesaid to the know this d und he w 
and that it was essentially necessary for him, whether contining him- | »*ve Known it had there been any su ributon mad aay SAR Ne 
self to the truth or not, he should go home with a new issue and one | °° “~ °* SSS sS* BY Smile’ HOLDEN CHEST! 
he thought might possibly give him a notoriety which he would not] swornand su 1 day fay. A. D 
otherwise have. | {SEAr W. E. ZIMM [A 
What was the cause, Mr. Speaker, of the issue between the gentle-| ys, gcoTrT. I also ask the Clerk to read this 1 
man and myself on this floor, and how has he, as a Representative and Che Clerk read as follows 
a man of honor, conducted it here? He, during my absence from T { ‘ - 
this House, charged me with having employed Pinkerton detectives. | S Vu 
i This was a direct charge, specific, with no ambiguity aboutit. Sub-| Drar Sir ose a é 2 
sequently he fell from Pinkerton detectives to the Coal and Iron police. ee aes A to our emp 3 
i Well, there was another specific charge. But when I returned and | ~ Phe pennsylvania collie uted about s < 
4 the matter was called to my attention I said I would bring him before | we pay all hands working at. ther ‘ es—t 
% the bar of this House to answer that charge. And I intended to have | P* pete and lose es avalos a cates i 
done so, but on account of the important questions here for considera- | (0 oo No. ign a lonely and aninhabite. in 
tion, and the time of the House being so valuable, though I knew the | take one of our town constables with us, or if n 
i gentleman had made a statement that was absolutely false and w hi hj poe a ao. , 7 nis 7 _— oy a 
I will in the next ten minutes prove to be so, I thought I would rather | throughout the coal region. They are employed by the Reading Coa 
Bo stand his accusation against me than take up the time of this House, so | Company, and I am creditably informed that to pay for their s 
3 valuable to the country. percentage is charged upon the tonnage of a al shipped by th® 
. ° : = . re . . . ‘ al shipped by individuals wor g upon ‘ 
Now, sir, let us come down to the real facts. The first charge the rhis we have nothing whatever to do with, as we neithe: ' i 
gentleman made against me was that I had employed Pinkerton de- | o: yal O7 1eit i pay a t I 
tectives, and next that I hademployed the Coal and Iron police of the | 8 police.” 
Reading Railroad. Let us see who has been employing detectives there. i iat oat atti HOLDEN CH | 
I ask the gentleman to listen to this. 
Mr. BRUMM. I am listening. | Hon. W. L. Scorr, Washington, D. C. 
The Clerk read as follows: | Mr. SCOTT. I would call the attention of the House, M 
[From the Free Press, Minersville, Schuylkill County, Pennsylvania. ] to the fact that the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. | 
4 That Congressman Brum is inconsistent and hypocritical is borne out by produced no affidavits here and made no statements substantiating | 
his almost every action. An instance in connection with his recent denuncia- | original charge in connection with my having employed Pin ton’s 
tion of the Coaland Iron police comes to mind. It will be remembered that dur- | getectives or the Reading Coal and Iron police. His original 
ing the campaign last fall Mr. BkumM made a speech in Mountaineer Hall,when : ar " 
he highly eulogized our townsman Captain Levan, who was the Fusion can against me was that I had et ployed Pinkerton’s detectives I 
date for recorder. Among other things, he said in substance, ‘“‘Some people | tleman has the right that any other member on this I is to | 
object to our friend Levan because he is a Coal and Iron policeman, Why. sirs, ticipate in debate: but there is always a courtesy when a personal d 
that isasilly objection. Coaland [ron policemen are neccessary to the preserva : ; 
tion of peace and good order in the community— pute 1s going on, or a ontroversy between on member al d anothe : 
| Laughter and applause on the Democratic side of the House | for it is reasonable to suppose that each is capal le of taking care ol 
and I say to you that I went to Harrisburg and asked for his appointment my- himself—that a third party having no interest in the matter can not 
self. with propriety interject himself. If he does, for what; for the purpose 
{Laughter and applause. | of notoriety? [Laughter.}] Did the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
Mr. SCOTT. Does the gentleman deny that? confine himself to the truth, even when he undertook to interfere in a 
Mr. BRUMM. No, I donot deny it. [Laughter. ] personal matter where he had no interest? He tolda falsehood at that 
The Clerk continued the reading, as follows: time; because he must admit that he has not now substantiated | 
Of course Captain Levan and his friends were present and “ took itin,” know- | charge—my employment of Pinkerton’sdetectives. He then fi 
ing that in a score of speeches previously delivered in the patches throughout | gs [ have said. to the Coal and Iron police 
the county Mr. BRUMM had purposely failed to give “ our friend Levan’ any N 7 : papa Bs pt aeiaed 9 sae so = aa tiaiataste 
such send-off. Well, the point is Mr. Brum™ did say Coal and Iron policemen NOW, Sir, the envicman scaves HISOwn b pahcome S-mee a —_a 
7 are necessary, etc., and yet only a few months after making the assertion he gets | to cover the State of Pennsylvania, l he straddles the Allegher 
up in Congress and pitches into Coal and Iron policemen and bitterly denounces | Mountains [laughter], and we fi him on the Youghio lV hive 
Messrs. Scotr and Coxe, two of the many coal operators, for contributing to a | _ z . - aa a i , 
common fund to pay these officers. Think of the inconsistency! Denouncing | 3°™€© three to five hundred miles away from his distri £0 MAKE at 
operators for employing and paying a man that he himself asked to have em- | kind of a case, or supposed case, he tound it essential to go over there; 
ployed and paid! and he did not make very much there, as I will s} 1 then 
{Applause on the Democratic side. ] takes a turn northward, and we find him in the ci i d 
a Mr. BRUMM. The only difference is—— my rolling mills and down on my docks, and he reads a lot of extracts 
4 Mr. SCOTT. No—— here from newspapers, probably Republican ex parte statements, and 
Mr. BRUMM. You asked mea question; let me answer it. personal letters that nobody under heaven could ever trace the aut! 


Mr. SCOTT. No, no; keep your seat. I am not deze with you—I | and which he declines to name, and then asks this House to accept 
have not begun with you yet. | these statements as facts ! 
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Now I will tell the gentleman aboat the ejectments at my property 
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at Erie, and I can furnish affidavits for the statement. The men em- 


ployed at my rolling-mill there struck, and I signed the article and 
gave them the notice read by the gentleman. That mill from the day 
of that strike never turned another wheel. The previous year in the 
operations of that mill I had sunk between $30,000 and $40,000. It 
is not necessary for me to go into an explanation of these business 
matters. The House is not interested in them; but I will say this to 
the gentleman, that of the thirty houses—and that has been some 
years ago—on that property— 

Mr. BRUMM (interrupting). One of them being a stable, I believe. 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes. . 


Mr. SCOTT. No, sir; that is not true. They are good houses, and 
the stable was never used for other than stable purposes. 

Mr. BRUMM. I have some evidence on that point. 

Mr. SCOTT. And from the time of that strike never was there an 
ejectment made from one of these houses; the families of the men re- 
maining in them for over eighteen months without the payment of one 
single cent of rent, and I kept most of them in coal andin food. [ Pro- 
longed applause on the Democratic side. | I will substantiate that state- 
ment; and I believe, sir, that there are some of the families there to- 
day, and they have never paid one cent of rent. And those are pretty 
good houses, too. 

Now, that is an answer to you, sir, and your statement, and what 
you have just read, and it can all be verified. Now we will go down 
with you to the Youghiogheny River with your ‘‘ pluck me”’ stores. 

Mr. Speaker, employing, as I do, at these mines from twenty-five hun- 
dred to thirty-five hundred men, and furnishing homes for their fami- 
lies, it is almost impossible to make out the pay-rolls weekly. But the 
system there is this: Every two weeks these pay-rolls are made out, and 
at the end of two weeks every man comes up and gets his cash. But 
the families of these men during these two weeks—they are nota provi- 
dent class-—need to go to the store. That property is-under my con- 
trol, and no store can be erected within a mile or more of the mines 
except it isonthe property. Ido not propose to let gin shops and other 
such institutions come in there. But the miners have their money, and 
are paid every two weeks. These order-books which the gentleman has 
referred to are issued this way: The wife of one of these miners can 
come and get a book for $5. We do not want to keep accounts with 
her or with her husband. They go to the store and they take off a 1- 
cent ticket or a 25-cent or a 50-cent ticket, get what they want, and come 
away. At the end of the two weeks whatever they have not used of 
that book is brought in, and they get the cash for it. Now I am nearly 
done 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. There is nothing of compul- 
sion in the matter? 

Mr. SCOTT. Nota particle of it. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. And they are-not compelled 
to do their trading at these stores ? 

Mr. SCOTT. Not at all. They are not required to spend a cent 
there. They may keep the book, and if they do not use any portion of 
it they can get the entire amount for it at the end of the time. They 
are not under compulsion to take the books, which were designed merely 
for their convenience. 

Now, sir, I desire to have this affidavit read, and this will practi- 
cally end what I have to say. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Allegheny, ss: 

tefore me, the subscriber, a notary public in and for said county, personally 
appeared James Matthews, who being duly sworn according to law doth de- 
pose and say that he has been the superintendent of the Scott Haven coal 
mines since the commencement of operations in the month of April, 1878; that 
at the time the Scott Haven mines were open, and for a long time prior thereto, 
the coal mines known asthe Penn Gas coal mines and the Westmoreland Coal 
Company mines, near to the Scott Haven mines, had been worked and operated 
and were and now are the leading coal mines with which the Scott Haven mines 
eame in competition in the market, the coal in the three several mines being of 
the same grade and quality and found sale in the same market. 

That in April, 1878, the Scott Haven mines were about to be opened and it was 
agreed that the miners should be paid from time to time the same wages as 
might be from time to time by the Penn Gas Coal Company and the Westmore- 
land Coal Company. 

in August, 1878, there was a general depression in the coal business and re- 
ductions were made in wages by the Penn Gas Coal Company and the West- 
moreland Coal Company at their mines, and then the Scott Haven mines made 
a reduction from 2} to 2 cents per bushel. At this time a strike took place for 
a short time, when the men resumed work for 2 cents per bushel, the same 
price as was paid by the Penn Gas Coal Company and the Westmoreland Coal 
Company. 

In October, 1879, the miners at Seott Haven struck for an advance from 2} to 3 
cents per bushel, which strike continued to the latter part of November. During 
this strike the miners at the Penn Gas Coal Company and the Westmoreland 
Coal Company's mines were at work for 2} cents per bushel. Work was re- 
sumed at the Scott Haven Mines at 2} cents per bushel. Four of the miners 
who refused to work at the price paid by the Westmoreland Coal Company and 
the Penn Gas Coal Company at their mines, after several days longer notice to 
vacate than legally required, were ejected and other men employed by the com- 

“ny went into the possession of these houses. The families ejected moved 
nto vacant houses in the neighborhood without any other or further incon- 
venience than ordinarily takes place in moving a short distance. Three of 
these men, James Farrow, George Fine, and George Haden, afterwards were 
taken back into the employ of the aeeey owning the Scott Haven Mines, at 
the same time returning with their families to the houses of the company, where 
they have remained ever since, and they are living there to-day. The other, 
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whom I think was George Ashoff, lives in the vicinity and has been work} 
in the Scott Haven Mines ever since. 7 . 

On April 15, 1882, the miners at Scott Haven struck for an advance to 4 « 
continued to June of the same year, when work wa 
resumed at 3} cents. During this strikethe miners at the Penn Gas Coal ( 
pany’s mines and the Westmoreland Coal Company’s mines were paid ar 
work at 3} cents per bushel. 


In February, 1584, the miners at Scott Haven struck on account of a red 







tion from 3} to 3 cents perbushel. This strike continued for about thirts 
when the men went to work at 3 cents per bushel. During this strike 
miners at Penn Gas Coal Company and“Westmoreland Coal Company min¢ 


were at work at 3 cents per bushel. 

In February, 1885, a strike took place on account of a reduction from 3 to 2 
cents per bushel, which continued to April 29. For some m« prior to th 
the Scott Haven mines continued to pay 3 cents after the Penn and Westn 





a f i L | Jand Company mines had reduced the wages to 2} cents. Work was resumed 
Mr. BRUMM. And huddling the people together in such quarters. | 
| Struck for an advance to 2} cents, and the men at Penn and Westmoreland 
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at 2} cents per bushel. About 20th March, 1888, men at Seott Haven mines 


struck for an advance from 50 to 6) cents per ton, Scott Haven mines granted 
the advance, upon which terms the men continued to work during the month 
of May. The miners at the Penn Gas Coal Company and Westmoreland Coal 
Company mines remained out until June,and then resumed work at 55 cents 
perton, The Scott Haven mines then asked a reduction to 55 cents per ton, 
when a strike occurred which continued until August, when the men went to 
work at 55 cents per ton. 

In January, 1888, the miners at Scott Haven struck for an advance to (§ cents 
per ton, which strike continued until aboutthe middle of March, when the men 
resumed work at 60 cents per ton—the same price as offered them at the begin- 
ning of the strike. During this strike the miners at the Penn Gas Coal Com- 
pany and the Westmoreland Company miners were at work at 60 cents per ton 

The managers of the owners of the Scott Haven mines have never refused to 
employ men because of their connection with the Knights of Labor or because 
of membership in that or any other organization, but on the contrary, Knights 
of Labor have from time to time worked at the Scott Haven mines,and many 
of the miners now at work in said mines are Knights of Labor. 

Pinkerton detectives have never at any time been employed or in any way 
or manner used at or about the Scott Haven mines. James Mathews, superin- 
tendent of the mines, John IF’, Hosack, assistant superintendent, W. W. Burling- 
ham, tipple-hand,and Adam Trost, stable boss, constitute the only police force 
ever known in or about the Seott Haven premises whosimply hold police power 
by commision from the governor of Pennsylvania and are known as a part of 
the coal and iron police under a law of the State of Pennsylvania. 

These men deponent says he had appointed on his own responsibility to pro- 
tect the company’s property from trespassesa, but they have never made asingle 
arrest or interfered in any way whatsoever with the liberties of any one. 

Since the commencement of mining operations at the Seott Haven mines in 
April, 1878, not one ton of coal has been therein mined at a less price than has 
been paid by their neighbors and competitors, the Penn Gas Coal Company and 
the Westmoreland Coal Company, while on two occasions the Scott Haven 
mines paid a higher and better price than was paid by the said Penn Gas-Coal 
Company and the Westmoreland Coal Company. 

JAMES MATHEWS. 


Sworn and subscribed before me this 29th day of May, A. D. 1888. 

(SEAL. ] JAS. V. McMASTERS, Alderman, 
STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Allegheny, ss: 

Before me, the subscriber, a notary public in and for said county, personally 
appeared John F. Hosack, who being by me duly sworn according to law doth 
depcese and say that he 1s the assistant superintendent of the Scott Haven mines 
and has been since the commencement of operations at said mines in April, 
1878, and that he is acquainted with the statements made in the above and fore- 
going affidavits of James Mathews, and that the same are true and correct to 
the best of his knowledge and belief. 

JOHN F. HOSACK. 


Sworn and subscribed before me this 29th day of May, 1888. 
(SEAL. ] JAS. V. MCMASTERS, Alderman. 

Mr, SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I can briefly andin avery few words ex- 
plain that affidavit. 

Mr. BRUMM. Both of these parties are your superintendents or 
your employés. 

Mr. SCOTT. They are superintendents or officers. That whole state- 
ment in the affidavit there gives a succinct history of every strike that 
ever occurred at that property (there are about three thousand men 
working there) and how it was settled, and the wages paid. I call the 
attention of the House to the fact that this is the same property in re- 
gard to which I furnished evidence of what the wage-workingmen in 
the unprotected industries of the country were receiving as compared 
with the wages paid by the protected industries of the country; and 
it was a comparisen of the wage-working skilled miners at this prop- 
erty which I made with the wage-workers of the Carnegie property. 
I showed that while these men working in these mines were earning 
from $4 to $5 a day (and I took up fifty of them), Carnegie & Co. were 
paying their men, protected as they were from 55 to 103 per cent., an 
average of $2.50 a day; and that is the main difficulty with the gen- 
tleman here and his friends on the other side. Now I will close this 
case, for it isnonsense to gofurther. But I want to say here that there 
are two big coal companies there. I will ask my friend from Pittsburgh 
[Mr. BAYNE], is there any bigger coal company in that section than 
the Westmoreland and Penn? 

Mr. BAYNE. I think not. 

Mr. SCOTT. My property is as large as both of them combined, and 
we are contiguous. I can go under-ground from my property into 
theirs. We are competitors in the market. What was the agreement 
which the gentleman read here? It was simply this, that whatever 
wages the Penn and Westmoreland Company paid for mining coal I 
would pay; that, if the Penn and Westmoreland men strack and my 
men were working at a fixed rate of 60 cents a ton, say, and thestrike 
of the Penn and Westmoreland men lasted a year and they went in 
afterwards at 70 cents, I agreed to pay every man for that past year’s 
work 10 cents a ton more on all the coal that they had mined. But 
what does the affidavit show? It shows for a period of three years 
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The CuarrmMawn, The gentleman claimed the floor ané sent this article to the 
desk asa part of his remarks. The Chair thinks that the rule requires, espe- 
cially in this consideration hour, that the remarks applied to a pending bill 
should relate to the subject-matter under consideration. | 

Mr. CHeapie. But I ask to have read an article which bears directly upon the 
management of the Pension Department. ji 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is one with regard to raising the sal- 
aries of certain officials. : 

Mr. TavuLeere. If it relates to the bill under consideration, I do not object: 
but the time is very limited and should not be consumed in reading irrelevant 
matter. 

Mr. Cannon. The gentleman can debate the bill in any manner he pleases, 

Mr. Browne, of Indiana. Having the floor, my colleague bas the right to | 
proceed in hisown way. 

Mr. TAULBER. I insist that the point of order must be well taken, and the gen- 
tleman, if he is going to oppose or favor the bill, must confine himself to the 
question before the House, 

Mr. Hexperson, of lowa, But the gentleman has the right to oppose the bill | 
in his own way. 

Mr, Cannon, The undoubted right. The question is as to whether the matter 
submitted by the gentleman from Indianais in order. The question raised by 
the gentleman from Kentucky is to the effect that in a debate of this kind the 
gentleman should confine himself to the bill under discussion. 

Mr. TAULBER. I have no objection to the article being read if the matter re- 
lates to this bill 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. If the Chair will observe carefully the 
proceedings just read, he will find that at no stage of that colloquy did 
the Chair recognize the gentleman from Indiana as entitled to the floor. 
The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON | stated that if there 
was no desire for debate he would call for a vote, whereupon the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [| Mr. CHEADLE] rose and stated that he desired 
to have this paper read, which the gentleman from Tennessee was per- 
fectly willing to have read; but he did not yield the floor. He has so 
stated to-day and he so stated then. Ido not think it exactly cour- 
teous or fair to take him off the floorin thissort of way. Ido not think 
the gentleman on the other side should attempt to do it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. We want time to discuss this bill. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. We have but an hour altogether; and 
if your side occupies an hour now in opposition, we can not have the 
bill properly considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no hesitation in sustaining the 
right of the gentleman from Indiana to the floor. He had not only 
been recognized by the Chair, but questions of order made by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky and by other gentlemen recognized the fact that 
the gentleman from Indiana was on the floor in his own right. The 
only question was how he should proceed. The Chair does not think 
there is any question as to the gentleman’s right to the floor. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. How much time remains to the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill [Mr. WAsHINGTON ] ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Tennessee will have his full 
hour, ‘and can claim it immediately after the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri. How much time has the gentleman from 
Indiana remaining ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have the REcoRD examined to 
see how much time the gentleman from Indiana had occupied. 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. This bill being considered in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, is there any limitation on de- 
bate except the hour rule ? 

The CHAIRMAN. No, unless limited by unanimous consent by 
order of the House. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I call up my point of order, and think by reading 
the RecorD the Chair will have sufficient knowledge to see just ex- 
actly the point I made. The paper was not read. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is impossible for the Chair to decide the point 
of order until the article is read, How can the Chair tell whether it is 
relevant or irrelevant? It is impossible to determine in advance. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask the Clerk to read an article from the New 
York Tribune of Wednesday, August 29, 1888. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CAN SUCH THINGS BE?—HERE IS A PLAIN DUTY FOR CONGRESS—PUBLIC FUNDS 


FOR CAMPAIGN USES—A PLAIN VIOLATION OF LAW—CLEVELAND’S VETOES TO 
BE DEFENDED—WHAT WILL IT CosT? 


[By telegraph to the Tribune. } 





WASHINGTON, August 28. 


The retaliation message was only one expression of the sense of desperation 
which overwhelms the President and h‘s political advisers. It was one which 
he could not refrain from making public. Private expressions of the same sort 
are not wanting, but, as far as practicable, they are withheld from the public 
ear. It now becomes the duty of the Tribune correspondent to call attention 
to one of these quiet expressions. While the Administration organs have over- 
flowed with praise of the pension vetoes, the managers of Mr. Cleveland's can- 
vass have been brought to realize that the veto messages, with their cruel flip- 
nancy, had excited the active hostility of Union veterans and their friends, 

oa of party, and that “‘something’’ must bedone. The ‘‘something’’ 
decided upon is briefly this: The preparation and circulation of a campaign 
document devoted to a defense of the vetoes. 

This document with which it is proposed to flood Indiana, Ohio, and other 
States which were loyal to the Government while Mr. Cleveland’s Southern 
friends were seeking to destroy the Union will contain, of course, citations from 
such of the veto messages only as contain no phrases which can be construed 
as insults to the soldiers and friends of the Union. The preparation of this doc- 
ument was begun some two weeks ago. 

Where? In the Pension Bureau in this city,a public building which beloggs 
not to Mr. Cleveland, nor to the Democratic national committee, but to the 
Government of the United States. 
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By whom? By six clerks, or special examiners, more or less, of said Pension 


| Bureau, who are paid by the United States, and assisted by scores of clerks and 


copyists, who, also, are paid from the Treasury of the United States. 

The whole “outfit” is under the supervision and direction of ‘‘ Physical 
Wreck” Black, who receives a pension of $1,200 per annum, plus a salary of 
$5,000 per year and traveling expenses, which in the course of the last year ex- 
ceeded those of the General of the Army of the United States. Black, again, is 


| under the orders and subject to the control of the Democratic national commit- 
tee. Four of the six clerks, or special examiners, who are and have been em- 
| ployed on the document mentioned are named, respectively, James Kennelly, 


£1,400 per year; Samuel R. Hersey, $1,800; William Smith, $2,000, and Abial W. 
Fisher, $2,000. In their work the six persons mentioned have been authorized 
to call to their assistance such other clerks, copyists, etc., as may be necessary, 
and the archives of the Pension Bureau have been placed at their dispesa! for 
all purposes relating to their investigations and labors. 

It is not too much to say that the adjudication and settlement of many claims 
of disabled veterans and needy widows have been postponed by, and on a« 
count of, this campaign work which is now in progress solely for the benefit of 
Grover Cleveland. He must feel like a sort of pensioner himself, although 
neither he nor his late substitute ever had his name actually placed on the 
rolls of the Pension Bureau, where Black’s name “ heads all the rest.” 

It is said that the work will be compieted next week, and it may be hoped 
that the persons engaged upon it will then be permitted to resume their legiti- 
mate duties, It may be fairly estimated that by the time the work is done and 
the manuscript forwarded, postage free, to Chairman Brice, the actual cost of it in 
dollars, saying nothing of the demoralization and derangement of the office, 
or delay in the settlement of deserving claims, will not fall short of $5,000, 
which, of course, must come out of the money appropriated for the administra- 
tion of the pension service. This seems asmall sum; it isasmall sum. It is 
only a little more than four times Black’s annual pension. Probably it is not 
more than one-third the amount *‘saved”’ by all of Cleveland's vetoes of individ- 
ual pension bills; it is only one-half as much ashe has contributed to the Dem- 
ocratic campaign fund outof hisownsalary; it only slightly exceeds the amount 
required to pay for a whole year the pension of fifty-two pensioners at the ** to- 
tal disability’ rate of $8 per month. It is cheap; but what do the Union veter- 
ans think of it—say the 13,000 needy and destitute veterans who are supported 
by public charity in almshouses, as Cleveland’s substitute was? 

Of course, there is another matter also to be considered. , The clerks and others 
who are engaged in this work are liable to prosecution and punishment under 
the penal provisions of the civil-service law, but they would lose their places 
speedily if they should refuse to dothetask. The official or officials by and un- 
der whose direction or by whose consent such a thing is done are liable to like 
»yrosecution and punishment. Moreover,a public oflicer who imposes an un- 
lawful task upon a public employé is guilty of a diversion of public funds, and 
is liable to prosecution under the statute prescribing penalties for malfeasance in 
office and embezzlement of the public money, In a word,the matter is so seri- 
ous as to demand a speedy and thorough investigation by Congress. It is a 
duty which can not be shirked, 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I oppose the passage of this bill, 
because in my judgment it is not required by the necessities of the serv- 
ice. The present force of the medical division of the Pension Office 
consists of one referee, one assistant referee, two qualified surgeons, 
eighteen medical examiners. These oflicers were created by section 
4776 of the Revised Statutes which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 4776. The Secretary of the Interior is authorized to appoint a duly qual- 
ified surgeon as medical referee, who, under the control and direction of the 
Commissioner of Pensions, shall have charge of the examination and revision 
of the reports of examining surgeons, and such other duties touching medical and 
surgical questions in the Pension Office, as the interests of the service may de- 
mand; and his salary shall be $2,500 perannum. Ant the Secretary of the in- 
terior is further authorized to appoint such qualified surgeons (not exceeding 
four) as the exigencies of the service may require, who may perform the duties 
of examining surgeons when so required, and who shall be borne upon the 
rolls as clerks of the fourth class; but such appointments shall not increase the 
clerical force of said Bureau, 


Mr. CHEADLE. This bill increases the number of qualified sur- 
geons to three. There is no necessity for the bill so far as it refers to 
the qualified surgeons, for section 4776 already provides for the ap- 
pointment of four if the necessities of the service shall require that 
number. 

We have been told for months and the story has been repeated over 
and over again that the present administration in the Pension Depart- 
ment has transacted more business, has grdnted more pensions, than 
any of its predecessors. I want to state this fact because it may have 
escaped the attention of members that prior to the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1883, the number of employés was only 744. During that 
year the clerical force of the Pension Department was increased 810, so 
that the force after that year consisted of 1,544 employ¢és. These em- 
ployés were added to the clerical force of the Pension Department dur- 
ing the administration of Mr. Dudley. He educated, classified, and 
drilled these employ¢s so that when the present Commissioner of Pen- 
sions took charge of that office in 1885 he found the department con 
sisting of 1,554 employés thoroughly drilled and educated in the duties, 
and he found more than that, he found every pension claim filed in that 
department under Colonel Dudley, when Colonel Dudley resigned, 
briefed up to the day of his resignation, and the status of the claim 
plainly stated on the jacket of each claim, so that in the very nature 
of things there should have been a large increase in the amount of work 
accomplished by that bureau over any of the previous administration: 
because of the fact that the force of the office had been more tha 
doubled in 1883. 

My next objection to the bill is the fact that the expenses of the Pen- 
sion Office are, in my opinion, quite large enough now. Letus exam- 
ine the expense of the Pension Department to the Government for the 
last fiseal year, and to get at the real expense we must take the entire 
cost of the force in all the departments that are kept on pension work. 

There are in the Surgeon-General’s Office 427 employés. Not less 
than 280 of them must be, and, in fact, nearly all have been, at werk 
on pension business. Annual salaries, $512,940. 
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present year’s appropriation bill provides for the entire force for the fis- | faithfully and efficiently performed the last fifteen or twet year 
cal year ending June 30, 1889. . nder Republican management for the : t of iry provided in 


Mr. Chairman, in the face of this record I can not see any reason | the legislative appropriation bill for this year ought to be performed 
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Chairman, is the condition which confronts us? The promises of re- | salary fixed by existing law. 
form and economy have not, I regret to say, Mr. Chairman, been kept; | The bill is only to help the worthy, needy political brother out. 
like all promises from that source they have not materialized, and upon | That is the simple trath of the matter. To add a small increase in 
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the force of that small division of twenty-two employ¢s and increasing 
the pay-roll $20,450. 

Mr. Speaker, it will not work: increasing the efficiency of the di- 
vision! It is a subterfuge; there is nothing whatever init. It is only 
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they shall not be released from the obligation to perform these duties 
for what we did. 

Let the Democratic party and its appointees, if they can not validate 
the charges made against the Republican party, at least make an honest 


another step in the direction we have so often seen taken since the party | effort to redeem its pledges of economy, and be content with an equally 


represented by the gentlemen on the other side has been in power in 
this Government, of increasing the number of officials and their sala- 
ries. That is a fixed Democratic policy in practice. 

I remember very well, sir, in 1880, when the national Republican 
convention was in session in the city of Chicago, and when a question 
was presented to the convention involving a proposition of a pure civil 
service for this Government, that the convention and the country was 
somewhat startled by an energetic inquiry made by a gentleman from 
Texas, who wanted to know, ‘‘ What are we here for?’’ [Laughter. | 
It is well understood what he meant by the inquiry, and that question 
was taken up and the changes rung upon it by speakers of your party, 
Mr. Chairman, all over the North and the West, indicating, as was as- 
serted on every stump throughout the whole country, that the pretense 
of the Republican party for reform in the civil service was a mere sham, 
and that Mr. Flannagan struck the key-note of the question in his 
famous inquiry. 

Since then in each political campaign the Republican party has 
been charged with extravagance and prodigality in expenditure of the 
public money, with maintaining not only an unnecessary army of use- 
less officials, but paying them extravagant salaries; and the Democratic 
party, never noted, so far as I have observed, for its modesty of pro- 
fession or any infertility of promise—no matter how barren it has 
proved as to performance—frightened the people into a belief of the 
charges against us and succeeded to the control of the Government. 

And since then how they have performed here ! 

If Mr, Flannagan, of Texas, was a member of the Democratic party 
and had been present during the last four years he would have had no 
occasion to inquire what that party was here for so far as patronage is 
concerned. [Laughter.] And his patriotic heart beyond all question 
would have been warmed within him and been more than satisfied 
with the energy manifested, efforts vigorously made, and the success 
always achieved even down to to-day by gentlemen of his party in se- 
curing all they desire in results, of not only enjoying the sweets of 
possession of office, but increasing its desirability by increase of pay. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is due to the people of this country that the 
Democratic party’s performances should be at least an equivalent of 
the Democratic party’s promises of ‘‘ economy, retrenchment, and re- 
form ’’ when they succeeded in getting power in this House under a pre- 
tense demonstrated to be false, but under which pretense they secured 
the election four years ago. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman permit me toask hima question? 

Mr. PAYSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAND. What proposition has been here to make appropria- 
tions of public money that your side has not to a man voted for and 
supported ? 

Mr. PAYSON. There is one proposition now pending, this one, that 
gentlemen on this side have not voted for and will not; and all that have 
been passed, all increases of salaries, have been passed by the Demo- 
cratic party and passed by a Democratic majority and without a dis- 
senting vote on your side of the House, or an expression of opinion 
against it, so faras Iam advised. Your side present all these pro- 
posals, because you control the committees, and no one knows it better 
than the gentleman [Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. BLAND. I remember when the public-buildings bill was up 
for consideration 

Mr. CHEADLE. The gentleman, I suppose, remembers the action 
that was taken on this subject, especially by the gentleman from New 
Jersey, in opposing such propositions. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Illinois has one minute ot 
his time remaining. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to say in that one minute, Mr. Chairman, 
that Iam reminded by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] 
that when this bill, the legislative bill, was under consideration up- 
wards of thirty points of order as to increases of salary were made by 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BuCHANAN]. I do not know 
how thisis, but I assert now and the record will show that in the history 
of the Government there has never been a time when there have been 
so many increases in oflices and salaries as since this Administration has 
been in power, and they have been passed by the votes on the other side 
of the House. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

I am in favor of all needed increases in the clerical force of any of the 
Departments of the Government and of the payment of good salaries 
for service so rendered, but I am opposed to increasing the pay of ap- 
pointees under this Administration above that paid Republicans for 
many years, for services conceded to have been equally as efficient as 
those now being performed, and by employés of equally as high a 
standard as those now in the public service. 

These gentlemen now in office were not ignorant of what Repub- 
licans were doing and had done for years for these salaries. They 
eagorly sought these positions, and got them; and now, sir, by my vote, 








efficient performance of duty at the same salaries as its predecessor, and 
on that score the people, with their observation of this Administration, 
will be content. [Applause. ] 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HERBERT. In the five minutes yielded to me I desire, in the 
first place, to welcome our Republican friends in the new role that they 
are now playing on economy. I assure them, although I have no au- 
thority to speak for anybody but myself on this side, that I am very 
well satisfied that if this bill comes to a vote there will be at that time, 
as there always is when a question of economy is up, more members on 
this side voting on the side of economy than on that side. I think the 
gentleman from Illinois is entirely justified in his criticisms, and I wel- 
come them. ‘There is no reason in the world why we should increase 
these salaries. If they were sufficient ten years ago, or fifteen years 
ago, they ought to be sufficient now. Notwithstanding this bill is re- 
ported unanimously by Republicans and Democrats on the committee, 
it seems to me that this House ought to make an example of every such 
bill as this and sit down on it. Money is worth more now a great deal 
than it was ten or fifteen years ago. If the officers could afford to do 
the duty of auy of the positions enumerated in this bill ten years ago 
for $2,000, I can see no reason, and there can be no good reason, why 
$2,400 should be paid them now. The excuse is made by gentlemen 
who have reported the bill and favor it, that some of these men threaten 
to resign in ease the salary is not increased. Suppose they do. It is 
no irreparable hardship for a public officer to resign his place, if in his 
opinion he can do better elsewhere. If heshould resign there are plenty 
of men all over the country and in every State of the Union, in every 
Congressional district, who are capable of performing these duties who 
will only be too glad to have an opportunity to do so. So I say, in my 
opinion, this bill ought to be defeated; and I am very sure it will be 
defeated. I would be entirely willing to trust it to the Democratic side 
of this House; and if it comes to a vote, I predict that there will be 
more voting against it on this side of the line than on that. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. SowDEN ]. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I agree with my friend on my right [Mr. HERBERT, 
of Alabama]. I believe, as he believes, that this bill should be de- 
feated. There is no reason for any increase in the salaries of these of- 
ficers, and I am surprised that we skould be called upon to increase 
their salaries at the suggestion of one of the parties interested and a 
beneftciary under the act, because the report alleges that the medical 
referee himself urges the passage of this bill which proposes to in- 
crease his salary from $3,000 to $3,600. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Will the gentleman permit me to in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr. SOWDEN. I have no time. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I want to tell you that the medical 
referee has not asked for the passage of this bill. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Then the report which I have before me misrep- 
resents the fact. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. That may be. 

Mr. SOWDEN. ‘The bill proposes to increase the force as requested 
by the Commissioner of Pensions and the medical referee; and it also 
provides for an increase of salaries. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. It was the action of the committee that 
the salary of the medical referees should be increased by this bill. 

Mr. SOWDEN. It seems to me that the salaries of these officers 
should not be increased. We have declared ourselves in favor of a 
most rigid, honest, and economical administration of the Government. 
We have placed ourselves on record against any increase of officers and 
against any increase in official salaries; while this bill proposes to in- 
crease the expenditures of the Government $20,450 by increasing the 
number of these officers and the salaries of those already in the service. 

I am surprised that the committee having this bill in charge should 
have recommended its passage, particularly when we are in favor of 
the strictest kind of economy in the management of governmental af- 
fairs under the present Administration. 

We believe in lopping off all unnecessary offices and dispensing with 
all unnecessary office-hoiders, and paying those in the public service a 
just compensation for the services they render. It has been said that we 
have increased the expenditures under this Administration some $95, - 
000,000 over and above the expenditures of the administration that 
immediately preceded this; and yet we have here an attempt to still 
further increase that amount. I am opposed to this unnecessary in- 
crease of the public expenditures, and I hope this bill will meet the 
doom it merits by its defeat. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. CHEADLE. I yield five minutesto the gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. O’NEIL1.]. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I thank the gentieman from Indiana 
[Mr. CHEADLE] for his courtesy. This bill was introduced by an elo- 














quent and able Representative on the Republican side, Mr. 
of Michigan. 

Mr. PAYSON. A victim of misplaced confidence. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri And it was not dreamed 
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to say that is no reputable physician in this cow 

















not “a ) ivies should be made and the best medica 
tale ired. From the resignations that have occurred in that d 
part men of recogni lity, I believe that you could 
improve upon the present medical force. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Oh, no. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missour Yes, I do 
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large salaries in every branch of the public service. I 
trust, Mr. Chairman, that you are not looking at you 


account. | Laughter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has one minute of his t 
maining 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Then I ask leave toextend myr 
in the REcorD. f 

Mr. BRUMM. [shall object to any remarks being printed in tl I 
RECORD, or to anything that requires unanimous consent, 1 t 
is done me by allowing me to print my testimony. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Then I will ask permission of th 
House to have read now what I desire to have read in this conn n 
Have I consent? 

Mr. BRUMM. If it requires unanimous consent, you have 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to make a personal explanation. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BRUMM. lI objected to my friend from Missouri [Mr. O’NEIL1] 
printing in the RecorpD anything beyond what he said. From that it 
might be construed that I am opposed to the bill. I desire to say that 
I am a member of the committee that reported the bill. and am in favor 
of it. I think the objections to it are based on a ‘* penny-wise and 
pound-foolish ’’ retrenchment. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. 
extension of my remarks? 

Mr. BRUMM, No, sir; Ido not. [Laughter. } 


FISHERIES, 





You withdraw your objection to the 


The House resumed the consideration of the special order, being the 
bili (H. R. 11309) to authorize the President of the United States to 
protect and defend the rights of American fishing vessels, American 
fishermen, American trading and other vessels in certain cases, and 
for other purposes, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Scorr] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. McCREARY. Before the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
Scott] proceeds, I would like to have some agreement with gentle- 
men on the other side with regard to terminating the debate and hay- 
ing a vote on this measure. We have already consumed two days on 
this bill. It is very important we should get through with it. So far 
as I have heard we are all for the bill. Every member, with the ex- 
ception of one, is in favor of it, as I understand. I see no reason why 
other business should be delayed by taking up so much time in the 
discussion of this bill. Therefore I hope that our friends on the other 
side will agree to a time when we can consider the previous question 
as ordered upon the engrossment and third reading of the bill, so as to 
take a vote upon its passage. 

Mr. HITT. It was the hope, I believe, of both sides of the House 
that a final vote on this bill would be reached to-day. But three hours 
of to-day’s session have already been consumed in other business. 
Though a number of gentlemen desire to be heard on this bill, it is 
quite likely that we can reach a vote to-morrow, if, in addition to that 
portion of to-day now remaining, we have two hours to-morrow for 
debate. I make that suggestion. 

Mr. McCREARY. Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr], as I un- 
derstand, suggests that we go on with the consideration of this bill to- 
day and have two hours more to-morrow, the time to be equally di- 
vided. 

Mr. HITT. I can not say that my proposition will be agreed to on 
this side. I make it rather as a personal suggestion. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas (to Mr. Hirr). You mean that there 
shall be two hours on our side? 

Mr. HITT. Two hours on each side; there are two hours remaining 
to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that up to this 
time one hundred and eighty-nine minutes have been occupied by gen- 
tlemen on the right of the Chair, and one hundred and sixty-one min- 
utes by gentlemen on the left. 

Mr. McCREARY. I think the Chair is mistaken in that computa- 
tion. 

Mr. BAYNE. I freely consented that my colleague [Mr. Scorr] 
should have whatever time he desired to speak on this bill. I con- 
sider it one of very great importance—fraught with very grave conse- 
quences; and I feel it is but just that those of us who wish to speak 
upon this measure should have a reasonable time in which todo so. I 
am certain that a number of gentlemen on the other side, as well as on 
this, wish to be heard; and I am quite sure that two hours to-day and 
two hours to-morrow will not give sufficient time. I therefore sug- 
gest that the vote be taken on this measure to-morrow afternoon at 
half past 4 o’clock, which will give abundance of time, and that there 
be now a unanimous agreement to that effect. 

Mr. McCREARY. If agreeable to gentlemen on the other side, I 
suggest that at 4 o’clock—— 

Mr. BAYNE. I was going to suggest that the morning hour and 
the consideration hour be omitted to-morrow, so that we may have the 
whole day for this discussion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to the fact that there is no consid- 
eration hour on Friday. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I did not intend to meddle with this 
discussion; but the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirr] and the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS] have thought proper to refer 
to me in their speeches in connection with the remark I made about 
this message of the President being a magnificent campaign document. 
I insist on having the right to be heard before the debate is closed. 
I want to get in; that is what I mean. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. McCREARY. I have agreed to give the gentleman some of the 
time at my dis 1. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. All right. 
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Mr. McCREARY. I propose that to-morrow at 4 o’clock, if it be 
agreeable to gentlemen on the other side—— 

Mr. BAYNE. I suggest to the gentleman that the understanding 
be that the consideration of this bill begin to-morrow immediately after 
the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. McCREARY. Then I ask unanimous consent that this bill he 
considered to-morrow, commencing immediately after the reading of 
the Journal, until 4 o’clock, at which time it be agreed the previous 
question shall be considered as ordered upon the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. 
is private bill day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
McCRrEARY | asks unanimous consent that the consideration of this bil! 
be continued to-morrow immediately after the reading of the Journal, 
and that at 4 o’clock the previous question be considered as ordered 
upon the engrossment and third reading of the bill. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I object, for the reason that I think this 
bill ought to be allowed to take the ordinary course in this House, and 
each member be permitted to have his say upon it, if he wishes to 
say anything. Up to this time, I believe, the discussion has been con- 
fined principally to members of the committee. The chairman [Mr. 
McCREARY | says he understands all members are in favor of the bill. 
I do not know where he gets that information. 

Mr. McCREARY. I give notice that to-morrow at 4 o’clock I will 
move the previous question. 

Mr. HITT. It is the understanding, I suppose, that the time given 
to debate on the bill shall be fairly divided ? 

Mr. McCREARY. Oh, yes. 

[Mr. Scorr again addressed the House. 
see page 8353. ] : 

Mr.. McCREARY. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
ScoTr] to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. SCOTT. Very well. : 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, Iam informed that gentlemen who 
objected to limiting debate on this bill do not object any longer. 
Therefore I ask unanimous consent that the consideration of this bill 
after the adjournment to-day be resumed to-morrow, after the reading 
of the Journal, and that at half past 4 o’clock to-morrow the previous 
question be considered as ordered on the engrossment and third reading 
of the bill and also on its passage. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I want to understand the effect of this 
proposition. I desire to say a few words on this subject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DocKERY). The gentleman from 
Kentucky asks unanimous consent thatafter the adjournment to-day the 
consideration of this bill be resumed to-morrow, immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, and that at half past 4 o’clock to-morrow the 
previous question be considered as ordered on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill and also on its passage. 

Mr. DAVIS. I would be glad if the Chair would inform us how 
much time has been occupied thus far. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Of course the Chair understands that 
the time is to be equally divided. 

Mr. DAVIS. But I would be giad to know how the account stands 
up to date. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Up to this moment there have been 
occupied two hundred and seventy-nine minutes by gentlemen on the 
right of the Chair and one hundred and sixty-one minutes on the left. 

Mr, PAYSON. A parliamentary inquiry: Has the time assigned to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Scorr] been exhausted by him? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has not been. The gentleman has 
yielded temporarily in order that this request may be submitted. 

Mr. CANNON. I have no objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Kentucky provided the gentleman from Pennsylvania does not 
take all the time to-morrow. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] to couple with this request the 
further request that the time shall be equally divided. If the Chair 
is misinformed on that point—— 

Mr. NELSON. That is, that there shall be an equal division from 
the beginning of the debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly; that the entire time is to 
be equally divided. 

Several MEMBERS. That is fair. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the proposition 
of the gentleman from Kentucky as stated by the Chair ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I desire to make some remarks on 
this bill, and unless I can be assured of an opportunity to do so I shall 


Isuggest that to-morrow, being Friday, 


For his speech complete 


object. 

Mr. DAVIS. It will be borne in mind, I presume, that about one 
hour and three quarters are still due to our side. 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask unanimous consent that the session of this 
evening be extended until the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Scorr] shall conclude his remarks. 
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of the treaty which gave them, and we had Article 1 of the treaty of 
1818 to fall back upon. Nowhere in Article I of that treaty can I find 
that, as a right, we could demand of Canada what the New England 
fishermen ask to-day; but as privileges they are reasonable and just, 
when our policy towards Canada is considered. 

But here, sir, I shall not contne myself to the subject as it deals 
with the past, but will consider it as a partisan question, forced upon 
the country by a Republican Senate for partisan purposes, regardiess 
of every other interest; and to do this I will endeavor to show how 
our rights have been protected under Republican as compared with 
Democratic administrations. . 





We come next to the treaty between Great Britain and the United 


States, proclaimed July 4, 1871. This treaty was negotiated under a 
Republican administration, and the commissioners on the part of the 
United States were Hamilton Fish, Secretary of State; Robert Cum- 
mings Schenck, our minister to Great Britain; Samuel Nelson, an as- 
sociate justice of the Supreme Court of the United States; Ebenezer 
Rockwood Hoar, of Massachusetts; and George Henry Williams, of 
Oregon. 

Articles X VIII to X XV inclusive of this treaty related to the fishery 
question. Article XXX related to the transportation, in part by water 
and in part by land, from one pointin the United States, through Canada, 
to another point in the United States. Article X XIX related entirely 
to the transportation of goods in bond between Canada and the United 
States, and it is to the last six lines of Article X XTX that I desire par- 
ticularly to call the attention of the House. Article XX VII related 
to the joint use of the canals of the two countries, and Article XXVIII 
related to the right of British bottoms to navigate Lake Michigan. 

Article X VIII of this treaty relates to fisheries. It wassubstantially 
Article I of the treaty of 1818, and conceded the right of our fishermen 
to fish within the 3-mile limit of Canadian territory; but those rights 
terminated at the expiration of the treaty. This gave usalso the right 
to fish on the shores of the provincesof Quebec, Nova Scotia, New Bruns- 
wick, and the colony of Prince Edward’s Island and the several islands 
thereunto adjacent, which we did not possess under Article I of the 
treaty of 1818. I may say thatthe settlementof what are known as the 
Alabama claims formed the principal subject-matter of the treaty of 
1871, while the fisheries question was but incidental to it. 

I now desire, sir, to call the attention of the House particularly to 
Article X XTX of the treaty of 1871 and its provisions, not only as they 
relate to the bill now before the House, but also in connection with 
Senate bill No. 3173 and House bill No. 10786, of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, relating to this subject, and the act approved March 3, 1887, the 
result of these bills. 

But before referring to this article more fully I would call the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact that the trade relations between Canada 
and the United States had not been provided for by treaty stipulations 
prior to 1871, except by the treaty of 1854 which had been abrogated 
in 1866. They were provided for by statutory law of the United 
States, revocable at the option of the Government when the interests of 
our people were to be served thereby. Sections2971, 3005, 3006, and 3102 
of the Revised Statutes provided how and in what manner goods and 
merchandise in bond should pass between the two countries under our 
statutory laws before the treaty of 1871 went into effect, and sections 
2866 and 4347 were enacted to carry out the treaty of 1871. But, as I 
have said, most valuable privileges, temporarily conceded on our part 
to Canada prior to 1871 and revocable at pleasure, by Article XXIX 
of the treaty of 1871, we parted with during the life of that treaty, 
a period now of eighteen years. But what is more remarkable, under 
this article they are made to apply to concessions by Canada to us, and 
which Republican Senators claim are in full force and effect to-day and 
which they claim will require two years’ notice to abrogate, and for 
which we received nothing in return. 

I quote from Mr. Blaine’s ‘‘ Twenty Years in Congress,’’ where he 
comments upon the treaty of 1871. I ask the Clerk to read what I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It would not be just to impute carelessness to the American members of the 
Joint High Commission in framing the articles of the treaty relating to the fish- 
eries. It is quite evident, however, that they had not closely studied the ques- 
tion and had allowed the British commissioners to gain an advantage. 

It was not wise to forfeit, by the assent of so imposing a body as the Joint 
High Commission, our right of protest against the injustice of its provisions and 
to agree practically to the assertion that our fishing rights began in 1818. 

But a much greater blunder was committed. o.¢. = ly con- 
ceding in the first place that money should be paid to Great Britain and by leav- 
ing to the Reference to determine the amount without any limit whatever, they 
(the American commissioners) offered a great be ae mage to wrong dealing 
against which the United States has reserved no defense and could secure no 


redress, 

Mr. SCOTT. That is the criticism, Mr. Speaker, of the historian, 
notof the politician, It is a Republican historian criticising a Repub- 
lican administration and a Republican board of commissioners, who 
undertook to negotiate that treaty and protect the interests of this 
country. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. PHELPS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. SCOTT. If it is not too long. I have so much regard for the 
gentleman’s capacity-—— 

Mr. PHELPS. I will endeavor to make it very brief. 

This commission to which reference is there made was appointed by 
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the advice and consent of the Senate. Itdid not make asnuecess. The 
| commisions which reported the Chamberiain treaty made a greate: 
failure; and I wanted to ask the gentleman if the appointment of that 
commission was also with the advice and consent of the Senate, or if it 
was not made in detiance of the Senate and against their protests? 

Mr. SCOTT. I will answer that question later on, if the gentleman 
will do me the honor to follow my argument. 

Mr. Blaine does not criticise Article X XLX of the treaty of 1871, to 
| which his language is even more applicable than to the fisheries, when 
| he says: 

It is quite evident, however, that they had not closely studied the question 

and had al’owed the British commissioners to gain an advantage. 

Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871 I ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It isagreed that for the term of years mentionedin Article XX XIII of this treat, 

| goods, wares, or merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Boston, and 
Portland, and any other ports in the United States which have been or may from 
time to time be specially designated by the President of the United States, and 
destined for Her Britannic Majesty’s possessions in North America, may be en- 
tered at the proper custom-house and conveyed in transit without the payment 
of duties through the territory of the United States under such rules, regula- 
tions, and conditions for the protection of the revenue as the Government of 
the United States may from time to time prescribe; and under like rules, regu- 
lations, and conditions goods, wares, or merchandise may be conveyed in transit 
without the payment of duties from such possessions through the territory of 
the United States for export from the said ports of the United States, 

_it is further agreed that for the like period goods, wares, or merchandise ar- 
riving at the ports of Her Britannic Majesty’s possessions in North America 
and destined for the United States may be entered at the proper custom- 
house and conveyed in transit without the payment of duties through the said 
possessions under such rules and regulations and conditions for the protection 
of the revenue as the governments of the said possessions may from time to time 
prescribe; and under like rules, regulations, and conditions goods, wares, 
or merchandise may be conveyed in transit without payment of duties from the 
United States through the said possessions to other places in the said United 
States, or for export from ports in the said possessions. 

Mr. SCOTT. Now, to fully comprehend this article we must un- 
derstand the situation as it existed in i871. Canada at that time had 
no sea-port for five months in the year; the Grand Trunk Railroad ter- 
minated at Montreal, and the St. Lawrence River was closed for five 
months in the year by ice. There was no other possible way for Can- 
ada to export her products and import what she desired during the 
winter months except through the ports of the United States, and 
she would have been practically excluded from the outside world had 
not the privileges contained in the twenty-ninth article been granted 
to her. 

Treaty obligations being reciprocal, Canada conceded to us as a na- 
tion the same privileges that we conceded to her so far as concerned 
the importation of goods in bond between the twocountries. But this 
concession on the part of Canada was absolutely worthless to us at that 
time, and has only been utilized in later years to a moderate extent 
by the importation of English salt and other coarse commodities into 
Montreal, which have been transported in bond to Chicago and other 
Western ports. But even here Canada derived a greater benefit from 
such importation than our people did, because she secured the trans- 
portation of this business to her railroads from Montreal to the Detroit 
River, a distance of about 600 miles. 

Now, the privilege we conceded Canada, under this article, of im- 
porting goods in bond through the United States was of great advan- 
tage to her, as I have said, and from which we also derived some beneiit, 
as our railroads at least got something for the transportation of these 
importations. But the great injustice done us under this treaty isem- 
braced in the concession contained in the last clause of Article X XTX, 
as follows: 


And under like rules and regulations and conditions, goods, wares, or mer- 
chandise may be conveyed in transit without payment of duties from the United 
States through the said possessions to other places in the United States, or for 
export from ports in the said possessions. 


Why our commissioners should have accepted this right from Canada 
by treaty stipulation as a concession to us is incomprehensible to me. 
Referring to the privileges conceded by Canada to us under the last 
clause of Article X XTX of the treaty of 1871 and also Article XXX, let 
us fully understand what in fact we gave away and its value to Canada. 
From the formation of our Government down to the present time we have 
absolutely prohibited foreign vessels from engaging in our coastwise 
trade, and no gentlemen have been more strenuous in maintaining this 
policy than the Republican representatives of the New England States in 
both Houses of Congress. Theyare always protectionists where protec- 
tion puts ducats into the pockets of their people, and they are equally 
good free-traders when such a policy also benefits their people, regardless 
of the interests of any other section of the country. The’ navigation 
laws of the United States prohibit a foreign ship from taking a cargo of 
lumber from Portland, Me., to New York. This isin the interest of the 
New England vessel-owner and American seamen on the high seas, and 
no party in this country objects to it. Now, a vessel is a vehicle of 
transportation upon the water, and a railroad-car a vehicle of transpor- 
tation upon land. Under the articles referred to, the pretended conces- 
sion made by Canada to us is that the cars of her railroads may enter 
the United States, there loading them up with our produce and mer- 
i them to the northern boundary of the United States, 
say the Detroit River, there crossing and ing this produce 
and merchandise 600 miles through Canadian territory, entering the 
United States again by the Victoria Bridge at Montreal or other points 
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Mr.SCOTT. Thisreport shows a gross tonnage of about 5,000,000 tons ing to $25,200 
carried by these Canadian railroads of American produc¢ i 
dise from one point to another point in the United States through C: 
I have had a careful estimate made of the gross money value to Cana ind could have t 
railroads from this business, and a very low estimate is $6,000,000 L lina 
annum. Good authorities put it at $8,000,000. Now when we con 

that the steel rails over which this immense inmaes is transport isumers of 
Canada are not subject to a duty of $17 per ton as are those of th t, that 

roads of the United States; that the labor employed in the t1 I 
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equip, and maintain our roads by the continuance of this policy. XVIII of treat 
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Fisheries in Common.’’ Under Article X VIII the restriction of the 
3 miles limit was removed, conceding us a privilege which we did 
not enjoy under Article I of the treaty of 1818; that is, our fishermen 


were allowed to go within the 3-miles limit and fish in the mouth of | 


the St. Lawrence and on the shores of the provinces of Canada. 

As I have said, Article X XII authorized the appointment of a com- 
mission to determine whether the concessions granted us in Article 
XVIII of this treaty were of more value than what we conceded to 
Great Britain. Under the award growing out of Article XXII the 
United States was compelled to pay $5,500,000. I have in my hand 
an excellent authority, ‘‘The Republican Party, Its History, Princi- 
ples and Policies,’’ edited and revised by a very distinguished gentle- 
man, an ex-Governor, and now a member of this House, the Hon. John 
D. Long, of Massachusetts, which I will send to the Clerk’s desk to 
have read about five lines. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Under the terms of that treaty we secured the right to fish within the shore- 
line of Canada, and other privileges unnecessary to mention, paying for these 
almost worthiess rights $5,500,000, giving to Canada our markets for her fish. 
During the life of this treaty we remitted in duties nearly $6,000,000—the last 
year of its existence, in 1885, nearly $700,000, or, to be exact, $689,602.25. 

Mr. SCOTT. That is not my criticism of the treaty of 1871. Bear 
in mind I have shown that, under Article X XIX of the treaty of 1871, 
by a concession to Canada of railroad traffic in the United States, we 
had virtually given away $72,000,000, just as much as if it had been 
taken out of the Treasury of the United States and had been sent over 
to Canada. It was taken from the wage-workers, the manufacturers, 
and producers in the country. [Applause. ] 

All my life, sir, I have had a good deal to do with balance-sheets, 
and whenever I come to close up my account I want to see the balance- 
sheets; I want to know where the profit and loss account stands. I 
make it as follows: 


Great Britain in account with the United States. 


DR. 
To amount paid Canadian railways under Article XXIX of the 
seseseee $72, 000, 000 
500, 000 


treaty of 1871, for a period of eighteen years...............cc0sesereee 
To error in award under said treaty, paid by the United States........ 5, 
To amount of duties refunded Canada on fish and fish-oils for a pe- 
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CR. 
By amount received under Alabama award claims ......... $15,500, 006 
By amount received for the right to fish within 3-mile 
limit of the Gulf of St. Lawrence and the shores of 
PUMIUEID vcccicchetdntsecnbsatiguitevichiiacolitdilenrnimbadcialidnteneivedsedetpeniases 





Balance due the United States ............. pucbinetinahtnatebienaaes insets ied 68, 000, 000 


But, sir, what was at the bottom ofallthis? Why wasitdone? In 
whose interest? During the late unpleasantness with our Southern 
brethren the Alabama had committed certain depredations by the de- 
struction of our ships. Most of these ships had been insured, and the 
parties who suffered had made good their ioss from the insurance com- 
panies, so that the Alabama claims passed mainly either into the hands 
of the insurance companies or of private parties who were not the 
original claimants. The object, therefore, was what? That these 
claim agents and insurance companies might get the $15,000,000 from 
Great Britain, whether it cost our people and our Government $100,- 
000,000 or not. 

There is hardly any portion of the United States to-day where com- 
petition does not exist between rival roads. The Canadian railroads 
possess no advantage as to distance over our rail and water routes 
irom one point in the United States to another point in the United 
States, except as to a limited area in the State of Michigan. Take a 
line drawn due east and west from the city of Baltimore to the city of 
Chicago. The whole territory south of such a line is nearer to Port- 
land by American railroads than it is by Canadian railroads; and yet 
Canadian railroads, under Article X XIX of the treaty of 1871, are;com- 
petitors for every ton of local business originating in this territory des- 
tined to our seaports on the Atlantic coast. All of this tonnage se- 
cured by Canadian railroads, which it is possible for them to divert 
from our own seaports and which they can export via Montreal, is so 
exported to the loss of our own ports on the Atlantic—-Portland, Boston, 
New York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore; and what they carry and 
can not so export by Montreal they carry from one place in the United 
States to another. 

Again, take the city of Chicago, and let us compare a rail route of 
Canada partly through the United States and partly through Canada 
to Portland, with an American railroad between the same points. I 
select Portland, as it is the terminus of the shortest route for Canadian 
roads, and the most remote point of export from Chicago on our north- 
eastern sca-board. The Grand Trunk Railroad of Canada, extending 
from Chicago to Portland, is the shortest route through Canada, and 
the distance from Chicago to Portland by that route is 1,145 miles, 
divided as follows: 


Miles. 
Cine RE i ernie hindntiicninnnnns svt nituibtinin 100d otighisvcniinseggienii ea an 
American railroads in the New England States........... conovineiels ae 





_scnarhipiniccinliea ee ae 


American railroads west of the Detroit River................ 
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making 513 miles of American railroad and 632 of Canadian railroad hy 
this route. The distance from Chicago to Portland by all American rai 
routeis 1,153 miles, and this distance is via Boston, which can be reduced 
to Portland by shorter New England routes. There is, therefore, on|y 
a difference of 8 miles in favor of the Canadian railroads. 

The American route is as follows: 


INU I, 6 i os 2s coc eeadnanl unoubinberaerch aditesnoarenkibintetoadesdue 540 
Buffalo to Albany..... 
EE A SEM rertntoancitinkuinnn cipunieistsonsnisenssonp~ os nunstdensiciethenliseansibniatnscatioos 
Boston to Portland, via Boston and Maine Railroad..............ccccceeeeees eee 115 





I CRN i ins ca cise naka vicesanesnrariennenn tiene sétannnedniteeieeuticcasanees 1,153 

It will be seen from the foregoing statement that if the shortness o/ 
the route affects the cheapness of transportation, the Canadian ruute 
offers no advantages, even when Portland, located in the extreme north- 
east section of our country, the nearest exporting point to Canada and 
the extreme exporting point on oureastern seaboard, isconsidered. But 
it will be observed that a saving in distance of 116 miles of rail trans- 
portation would be made if this produce were exported from Boston 
instead of Portland; the distance still diminishing the farther south 
we go, from New York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore. 

In the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress a bill known as the 
retaliation bill was introduced relating to this subject by Mr. Ep- 
MUNDs (Senate bill No. 3173), and was passed by the Senate and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Represent- 
atives. This bill authorized the President in certain contingencies by 
proclamation— 


To deny vessels, their masters and crews, of the British Dominions of North 
America, any entrance into the waters, ports, or places of or within the United 
States. 


And also— 


Ifhe thought proper, to deny entry into any port or place of the United States 
of fresh fish or salt fish. or any other product of said Dominion, or other goods 
coming from said Dominions to the United States. 


The enforcement of these provisions and powers by the President 
would simply result in non-intercourse with Canada. 

A declaration of non-intercourse between two countries is a serious 
matter, but I had no fears that if this right were conferred upon the 
President he would ever exercise it, except as a last resort to protect 
the honor and the interests of the American people. If, however, you 
can secure justice and right for yourself by simply reserving to your- 
self what of right belongs to you and which no nation on the earth 
would claim that you are not fully entitled to, you accomplish peace- 
fully what perhaps belligerent methods would fail to secure. For the 
fact that we are not in a position to do this to-day a Republican Senate 
is responsible. 

The Senate bill was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
in the House of Representatives on the 23d day of February, 1887, who 
reported back to the House a substitute for the Senate bill, which was 
substantially the Senate bill with the following amendment: 

And he may also forbid the entrance or importation, either by land or water, 
into the United States, of any goods, wares, or merchandise from the aforesaid 
Dominion of Canada or Newfoundland, or any locomotive, car, or other ve- 
— or any goods that may be therein contained, from the Dominion of Can- 
ada, 

Mr. NELSON. Will the gentleman allow a question just there? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. Ido not desire to interrupt the gentleman for the 
purpose of annoying him, but simply to call his attention to the fact 
that the very clause he reads was predicated upon the assumption 
that the British Government or the Canadian Government would vio- 
late Article X XIX of this treaty, which was assumed to be in force. 
I have the Belmont bill, as it is called, in my hand, and will read 
that paragraph: 

And upon proof that od gee secured by Article X XIX of the treaty con- 
cluded between the United States and Great Britain on the 8th day of May, 
1871, are denied to goods and merchandise arriving at the ports of British North 
America, the President may, by proclamation, forbid, etc. 

So you observe in this retaliation bill (the Belmont bill) his right to 
do as-you claim was conditional upon the fact that the British Govern- 
ment or the Canadian Government, subsequently to that time, should 
break Article X XIX of the treaty, which you assume now has been 
obsolete all through these years. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will answer the gentleman, but I will do so when I 
come down to that point in my argument. I would say to the gentle- 
man, just as a brief answer to his inquiry, that the notice received from 
the Canadian Government that our fishermen would no longer be al- 
lowed to send their fish in bond through Canada into the United States 
was clearly a violation of Article X XTX, inmy judgment. Iam aware, 
sir, that in 1878, Mr. Foster, agent of our Government at Halifax, wrote 
to Mr. EvArts, then Secretary of State under General Grant, that by 
conceding to Canada that the right for our fishermen to send their fish 
into the United States was not covered by Article X XTX of the treaty 
of 1871, a large sum of money had been saved under the award when 
we paid Canada $5,500,000 referred to herein. But, sir, I will show 
him how he and his friends on that side of the Chamber, in connection 
with a Republican Senate, made it impossible for the President to meet 
that difficulty before I get through. ; 
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Mr. SCOTT. I would again call the attention of the House to Arti- | sometimes only three men; the balance of the crew are then taken on board 


cle XXX of the treaty of 1871, and I quote as follows: 


It is agreed that, for the terms of years mentioned in Article XX XIII of this 
treaty, subjects of Her Britannic Majesty may carry in British vessels, without 
payment of duty, goods, wares, or merchandise from one port or place within 
the territory of the United States upon the St. Lawrence, the Great Lakes, and 
the rivers connecting the same, to another port or place within the territory of 
the United States as aforesaid: Provided, That a portion of such transportation 
is made through the Dominion of Canada by land carriage and in bond, under 
such rules and regulations as may be agreed upon between the Government of 
Her Britannic Majesty and the Government of the United States. 


Here, sir, under this provision the coastwise trade of the United 
States was virtually opened to foreign bottoms for the first time in the 
history of the country. 

Mr. NELSON. Only as to the St. Lawrence waters. 

Mr. SCOTT. No, sir; the Great Lakes and the St. Lawrence. 

Mr. NELSON. I meant that. 

Mr. SCOTT. Please do not interrupt me. 

Mr. NELSON. I want you to explain this correctly. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iam notdiscussingthis questionasa partisan. Ishall 
endeavor to keep to the facts; Iam not talking politics. [Laughter 
on the Republican side. ] 

But, sir, it will be observed that the high commissioners, under a 
Republican administration, who consented to this article were very care- 
ful that this privilege did not extend to the seacoasts of the United 
States, but was confined tothe great inland fresh water seas of the United 
States, over which to-day is transported a volume and value of tonnage 
exceeding the entire volume and value of the exports and import ton- 
nage of the United States, and this inland tonnage is carried on by 
American seamen, who, when their services are needed, can always be 
relied upon to defend the country, while, as shown by the testimony 
taken by the Ford committee, out of every one hundred seamen em- 
ployed on New England fishing vessels, 75 per cent. of them are citizens 
of Canada, Nova Scotia, and other aliens. 

I submit the sollowing evidence taken before the Ford committee: 


L. M. MonTGoMERY : 

Q. What is your occupation ? 

A. Iam a special agent of the United States Treazury. 

q. In charge here? 

A, Of this district, yes, sir. 

Q. What does this district include ? 

A. It ineludes Stonington to New London, Conn., all of Rhode Island, Massa- 
chusetts, Maine, and New Hampshire. * * * 

Q. State whether it is customary for large numbers of aliens to seek employ- 
ment in the New England States during the fishing season, and to return to 
their homes at the conclusion of the season ? 

A. It is customary, sir. 

Q. State whether they come in large numbers or otherwise ? 

A. They come sometimes in large numbers, as many as two or three hun- 
dred: sometimes in groups of twenty-five or thirty. Generally in a number 
sufficient to man a ship, not less; that would be sixteen to eighteen. 

Q. Do you mean a fishing schooner? 

A. A fishing vessel; yes, sir. s 

Q. Have you had occasion to inquire and become familiar with the propor- 
tion —— employed as fishermen in the New England States? 

A. I have. 

Q. What, in your judgment, is the proportion of aliens of the whole number 
of persons engaged in fishing; what proportion are aliens? 

A. From the data which I have obtained at the various fishing ports of the 
New England districts, I should say 75 per cent. were aliens. 

Q. Taking the thing as a whole? 

A. Yes, sir. 

q. You mean persons not citizens of the United States? 

A. Not citizens of the United States. 

Q. What countries do these aliens belong to generally? 

A. They come principally from the British provinces, some are Portuguese, 
some are Scandinavians, and other Europeans of less numbers, 

@. What Canadian provinces do they come from? 

A. Principally from New Brunswick and chiefly from that part known as 
Cape Breton. 

Q. They are Cape Breton fishermen ? 

A. Yes, sir. ; 

Q. State whether they are men well skilled in their business, 

A. They have the reputation of being excellent fishermen. 

Q. Why is it that such a large number of these aliens are enabled to obtain 
employment here? 

A. Because they engage themselves for a less rate of wages and they work 
more continuously and are generally less expensive than the native fishermen, 
and also for the reason that there are very few native fishermen left to man the 
vessels. 

Q. What has become of the native fishermen ? 

A. They have been, if I may use the term, exterminated by the immigration 
of the aliens. 

Q. And gone into other occupations ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Such as what? 

A. Such as in the shoe factories, and are at the industrial centers of New Eng- 
land—Lowell, Manchester, Salem, and those places where there are factories 
near the ports—they have gone there and ically ceased to be fishermen. 

Q. Then, as I understand from your ony, the American New England 
fisherman is fast becoming a thing of the past? 

A. Extinct.sir. * * * ; 

Q. Do you believe their coming here is stimulated and encouraged by the 
owners of these fishing ind ? 

A. I believe that the fact that they can be obtained for less wages and will do 
more and better work, and their doing better work is from the condition of 
the natives being estran and alieniated from their legitimate work, there- 
fore the inducement of the owner to get them. 

Q. State what means they employ to get them? 

A. Generally in this way : The owners of the vessels have their nts in the 
provinces and they inform their agents about the timethat they have boats 
going out to be manned, 

Q. the provinces you mean Nova Scotia and New Brunswick ? 

A. Yes, sir; British provinces. The agent is notified that the vessel will pro- 
ceed to a certain point on the British coast and there receive the complement, 
usual for an outfit, sixteen to eighteen men. She is carried across by four and 
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through the instrumentality of the agent of the owner knowing the time and 
the place of their embarking, and then they go to their work in deep-sea fishing. 

Mr. COGSWELL. The statement is false. It is ex parte testimony. 
It conflicts with the United States census of 1880, with the Massachu- 
setts census of 1885, with Professor Baird’s report on the fisheries, and 
Secretary Manning’s statement. Isay it is ex parte testimony, and the 
Gloucester people already through me have asked of Mr. Forp’s com- 
mittee an opportunity to contradict and disprove Mr. MONTGOMERY’s 
statement. A fair estimate of the aliens in the New England fishing 
fleet is not far from 20 per cent. 

Mr. SCOTT. I wish to say 1n regard to this testimony, Mr. Speaker, 
that the gentleman who under oath gave that testimony is as accom- 
plished, as intelligent, and as able a man as any member of this House. 
He is a man, sir, entirely independent and able to live without work. 
He speaks five different languages; and I want, because I will take no 
partisan advantage in this discussion, to say that after this testimony 
was taken an opportunity was given for it to be controverted by wit- 
nesses who subsequently appeared before the committee, and then af- 
ter this rebuttal testimony was taken before the committee the witness 
whose language has just been read came in, and his subsequent testi- 
mony confirmed what he testified to. 

Now, sir, with this little digression, in which politics broke out from 
the other side, I will resume my remarks. . 

I now ask the Clerk to read 4347 of the Revised Statutes. 

It is as follows: 

Provided, however, That from the date of the President's proclamation declar- 
ing that he has evidence that the Imperial Parliament of Great Britain, the 
Parliament of Canada, and the Legislature of Prince Edward's Island have 
passed laws on their part to give effect to the provisions of the treaty of Wash- 
ington of May 8, 1871, as contained in Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and 
Article XXX of said treaty; and so long as said articles remain in force, ac- 
cording to the terms and conditions of Article XXXIII of said treaty, all sub- 
jects of Her Britannic Majesty may carry in British vessels, without payment 
of duty, goods, wares, or merchandise from one rt or place within the terri- 
tory of the United States, upon the St. Lawrence, the Great Lakes, and the rivers 
connecting the same,to another port or place within the territory of the United 
States as aforesaid: And provided further, That a portion of such transportation 
is made through ithe Dominion of Canada by land-carriage and in bond, under 
such rules and regulations as may be agreed upon between the Government of 
Her Britannic Majesty and the Government of the United States: And provided 
further, That the President of the United States may by proclamation suspend 
the right of carrying provided for by this section, in case the Dominion of Canada 
should at any time deprive the citizens of the United States of the use of the 
canals in the said Dominion on terms of equality with the inhabitants of the 
Dominion, as provided in Article XX VII of said treaty. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I would remind the House that section 4347 of 
the Revised Statutes, which has just been read, was the law under 
which the treaty of 1871 was put into effect. While section 4347 was 
not in the treaty itself, it was due notice to Great Britain that the treaty 
was subject to the statute, and that in case of a violation on the part 
of Great Britain of the provisions specified and defined in that statute, 
the power was vested in the President of the United States to abrogate 
Articles XVIII to XXV and XXX, inclusive, in case Article XX VII 
of the treaty was violated by Canada, and Article XXVII related to 
the canals. But you must look at the section itself to see what its 
provisions were, and then, entirely to comprehend and get at the true 
inwardness of the whole subject, you must come down to the year 1883, 
when the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate of the United 
States reported a joint resolution for the abrogation of the treaty of 
1871. 

This is fine work, sir. Many a man has been hung on circumstan- 
tial evidence a great deal less significant than that which can be fur- 
nished here from the official records of the statutes of the United States 
and of the proceedings in the Senate of the United States. You have 
got to read it, and you have got to understand it. The provisions of 
the treaty of Washington of May 8, 1871, in relation to the fisheries are 
contained in Articles from XVIII to XXV inclusive, and also Article 
XXX of said treaty. What were Articles from XVIII to XXV? 
Articles XVIII to X XV related solely and entirely to the fisheries ques- 
tion. It was all fish, not only in the treaty, but in the statutes; and 
every other interest in this country, however great and however im- 
portant, was made subsidiary to the mackerel catch. 

Now let us come to the proviso: 


And provided further, That the President of the United States may, by procla- 
mation, suspend the right of carrying provided for by this section in case the 
Dominion of Canada should at ow. time deprive the citizens of the United 
States of the use of the canals in said Dominion on terms of equality with the 
inhabitants of the Dominion, as provided in Article XX VII of said treaty. 


Article X XVII of the treaty of 1871 referred to the joint use of the 
canals by Canada and ourselves. I call attention, however, to the 
fact that Article X XVII of the treaty did not absolutely give us the 
right to the use of the Canadian canals. In that article the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain simply agreed that it would use its influence to 
induce the Canadian Government to allow our vessels to pass throug! 
their canals. : 

But, if I am able to make myself clear, gentlemen will see that this 
was the only statute which put the treaty of 1871 into force and 
effect, and this statute referred only to Articles XVIII to XXV and 
Article XXX. It did not refer to Article XXIX. Article XXIX of 
the treaty of 1871 was dealt with as a provision requiring no statute 
of the United States to carry it into effect; it executed itself. 

Now, sir, if Canada violated Article XX VII relating to the canals, 





CONGRESSIONAL RECO 


ROR 






























































l ( 
I I 
) ! ito ( 
i vy tT LV ( 
‘i nov pala I ) it ‘ , 
} 5 Re ) 1tlo ) ) 
i tre if 1 ASK ‘ A t ‘ 
Do! a 
ry ( 
4 ‘ . 
Tl 
, + t f 5. | 
i es i C Vil x s i 
‘ i i ‘ V ‘ i Tn i > s ) \ ‘ ‘ i 
\ = 
mitt ft \ 
I ) t 1 t Co 
vit , i x ) at > ‘ 
Se 
mr } 
to X XV 4 x ity betw the 
} and Her I ‘ 1 yle ement of all causes l . 
< et w two ) ded Washington on t 
May,A.D l y t ‘ st poss t 
longer inf i 3 it ! 1 he hereb 
2 »Lice t ) H ] wn M sty tha 
“4 : + 
« i < iW na a “ > 
‘¢ x] » t 5 1 0) 
“eG I > le ' . ‘ ito 
: I » the Gove i la i 
nat 1ont st da : uit 3 
~ f Cu 5 
said t i y e¢ and he 
exp i ) ev 4 € 
ern t t it ‘ > 
pre ses l 3 sid 3 i 
bee i fore I ; [ar A l ‘ 
vet 1 < Ly v 1 
i t r i L D 
r ti < the ex ra tw 
‘I ] 1 Ins 
i t i s 
en and 
PRESII V ’ 
BAYA Is - i . e 
EDMUND I < t 
\ ‘3 i i \ 
wo i yon ‘ t 
t United St sa ( I i 
of Ma S71 . ‘ i I 
f ported is ! 
| | 3 
ru v 
t ( t } 
I Mii AN ia 
Mr. Epmt I ] ‘ 
Mr. WIN “uw. V t ) x 
I I i rep y 
bus u Vv il 
Ve Z a ‘ 
und | »>n : i ‘ t l 
porta 1 ques 
to I vealed : 
EpM ‘ 
e ect or tra 
© fro the pe oO 2 ‘ 
* tra fror - r : 
4 : 
: in hig 5 1 ‘ ) 
tw y i 
Mr. Wi ) ild 
M sota, of j : 
M sDMUD ‘ I Ar 
\V in | ) { . 
\ But At X XTX 
t e XXIX ’ \ 
4 Bost« i ' ) t { 
3 ‘ 
* om ce ; 
& i i : n I 
3 i i wou I 
= a ry xXx ‘ 8 ‘ . = ; : 
a ‘ ” 
3 fort 1 having ya ed § P 
i the \ited Sta tl as I A 
* the s Land ‘ stat 
q Mr. Frye. No ; sto A 
= Mr. I cuUNDs. O iestion is slin ‘ 
3 the tof 1873 ‘ 12 | » , ‘ . 
: < it Article X . Ld rect ‘ : wna 
3 t { : I ict . und s : . 
3 for n 4 K XI 
f Mr. McM A c § \ ind l 
is : . 
\I } M Ny +. , » } ’ } 2 1 
3 Mr. F I ™ a is ut t t \ 
* tt wt? ‘ - : 
it atthe next session of ¢ ress 
& . . i 
j Mr. WINDo» Yes: | ve v ildy ra itn 
= Mr. Epuunps. It can be arranged i ‘ : 
E think it is, f say v ur 1a j 
Mr. Frye. I said to both Senators from Minnesota that it did no 
all with the rig and ivil wh y ivanta ) 
treaty. I refer to the twenty 1 ‘ 13 not repealed I 
the legislation which the res tion lerta to repeal, f id ) 
my resolutio iny such referenc © lezislatio 
Mr. McMILLAN. $ is an express 1 ul of sla : ? 
Mr. Epmcnps. To guard against all poss sconstruction al t I M AVI y 








CONGRESSIONAL 


S360 


Mr. SCOTT. 
Mr. LIND. 


No, sir. 
Will the 


I can not be interrupted now. 


gentleman permit me a question? I have 


| 


} 
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the Canadian canals upon the same terms and conditions that Canadian 


| subjects and Canadian bottoms use them. 


The use of our canals is virtually free of cost to Canadian bottoms: } 
but we were only to enjoy the privileges of Canadian canals upon the 
same terms and conditions that Canadian bottoms were permitted to us 
them. Now, let us see if this agreement has not been violated, at le 
in spirit if not in law, by the Canadian Government. The Canadia 
Government imposes a toll of 20 cents per ton upon vessels pa 
through what is known as. the Welland Canal, extending from | 
Colborne on Lake Erie to Port Dalhousie on Lake Ontario, and this i Fa 
the only water connection available to American bottoms between Lak 
Erie and Lake Ontario, This toll is therefore paid both by Ame: 
and Canadian bottoms. 

Let me call the attention of the House and the country to what | 


| consider a violation of the treaty on the part of Canada, and I car 


listened patiently to his argument and have not interrupted him in any 
way 7? 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LIND [ understand by the gentleman’s argument, if I have | 
followed it correctly, that he is undertaking to demonstrate that Sen- 
ator EDMUNDS and the Republicans generally have been opposed to | 
any repeal or abrogation of the twenty-ninth article of the treaty and 
of the legislation to carry it into effect. Am I correct in that ? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. LIND. Does the gentleman now say that he and the Adminis- 
tration favor that ? 

Mr. SCOTT. Lam not talking about that. 

Mr. LIND. But I have a right to ask the question. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iam talking now about the record; and my vote shows 


my position in the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. LIND. What is the gentleman’s position? 
Mr. SCOTT. As I go along I will explain that. 

Mr. LIND. Well, the question is a categorical one which can be 
answered yes or no. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will answer it in two minutes. 

Mr. LIND. All right 


Mr. SCOTT. Now, Mr. Speaker, the House bill went to the Senate 
and was returned here, and what was the result? 
Mr. DAVIS. The Democrats voted for it. 


Mr. SCOTT. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
clines to yield. 

Mr. DAVIS. The gentleman asked a question, and I answered it. 

Mr. SCOTT. The issue was asI have stated it, and you, sir, evaded 
it and voted against the amendment proposed by the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs of the House; and yet you pretend to be the friend of 
the New England fisherman and the friend of the wage-worker of this 
country. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. DAVIS. We ultimately voted together, as I understand. 

Mr. SCOTT. No, sir; we did not ultimately vote together. When 
that bill came back to the House, and the question was presented to 
the Ilouse, you and your Republican friends said: If we insist on giv- 
ing the President the power to abrogate Article X XIX then we will 
get no bill; and the Democratic side of this House, or at least a por- 
tion of the Democrats—twelve in number—when it came to a question 
of the House recedfng from the amendment voted with you, and the 
bill as it originally came from the Senate became a law, as the best we 
could get. 

Mr. BELMONT. 
ment here? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
nia yield? 

Mr. SCOTT. Iyield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BELMONT. Iwant to recall the fact and have it in the Recorp 
that House conferees insisted to the end; they only yielded by instruc- 
tion of the House, after a debate and a vote, in which all the Republican 
members of the House and a very small number of Democrats, 13 or 
14, made up the majority against us. 

Mr. SCOTT. Section 4347 Revised Statutes, to which I have re- 
ferred, confers the power upon the President, if Article X XVII of the 
treaty of 1871 was violated by Canada, to abrogate Articles X VIII to 
XXV and XXX, inclusive, It is an undoubted fact, sir, that Canada 
has violated Article X XVII, and I will endeavor to prove it. The 
underlying principle contained in Article X XVII was that American 
bottoms and American citizens should have the same right to use the 
Canadian canals upon the same terms that the Canadian subjects use 
them. 

The House will bear in mind that Articles XX VII and XXIX are 
the only ones nowin force practically relating to this subject. Article 
XXVIT is as follows: 

The Government of Her Britannic Majesty engages to urge upon the govern- 
ment of the Dominion of Canada to secure to the citizens of the United States 
the use of the Welland, St. Lawrence, and other canals in the Dominion on 
terms of equality with the inhabitants of the Dominion; and the Government 
of the United States engages that the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty shall en- 
joy the use of thre St. Clair Flats canal on terms of equality with the inhabitants 
of the United States, and further engages to urge upon the State governments to 
secure to the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty the use of the several State ca- 
nals connected with the navigation of the lakes or rivers traversed by or con- 
tiguous to the boundary line between the possessions of the high contracting 


parties, on terms of equality with the inhabitants of the United States; in con- 
nection with which, see Revised Statutes, section 4347. 


Hold on a minute. I decline to yield. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania de- 


Will the gentleman permit me to make one state- 


Does the gentleman from Pennsylva- 


Under the provisions of this statute we conceded to Canadian bottoms 
the free use of the St. Clair Canal, a canal that alone makes it possible 
for vessels of heavy draught to pass from the watersof Lake Erie to the 
waters of Lake Huron; and also the free use of the Sault Ste. Marie 
Canal, which alone makes it possible for any vessel to pass from the 
waters of Lake Huron to the waters of Lake Superior, where the Do- 
minion of Canada possesses an inland seacoast fully equal to our own, 
and from which she would be excluded to-day except for this provision. 
What did we receive in return for this concession? The right to use 


| not better illustrate it than to take three steam-ships loading i 


| Two of them are American bottoms and one English. 


| American bottoms is also to be loaded with grain to be unloaded at 


the city of Chicago with American produce for exportation to Europe. 
The English 
vessel is loaded with grain to be unloaded at Montreal. One of thi 
Montreal, and the second American vessel is loaded with grain to be 
discharged at Oswego, on Lake Ontario, State of New York, for export 
to England via New York City. All three of these steam-ships have 
to pass through the Welland Canal. All three pay this toll of 20 ceuts 
per ton. But the Canadian ship and the American ship destined to 
Montreal and whose grain is to be exported from Montreal, on their re- 
turn trip, when they present to the collector of the pert at Port Dal- 
housie a receipt from the collector of the port of Montreal that thei 
cargoes had been exported from Canada through Montreal, receive from 
said collector a rebate of 18 cents per ton, making the toll only 2 cents 
per ton through the Welland Canal, instead of 20 cents, to the Ameri- 
can and Canadian steamers unloading at Montreal. But the American 
steamer whose cargo was consigned to Oswego, on presenting a certifi- 
cate that the cargo was exported to England via Oswego and the city 
of New York, receives no such drawback. And this violation of the 
treaty on the part of Canada has been going on for years past, and in 
direct violation of its spirit and for the benefit of Canadian bottoms and 
Canadian ports. 

If the notice served upon this Government by the Canadian Goverr- 
ment in 1886 that the fish of American fishermen should no longer be 
exported in bond through Canada under Article X XIX of the treaty of 
1871 was not an abrogatioa of that article on their part, clearly the 
action of Canada in the matter I have just referred to is a violation of ‘ 
Article X XVII of said treaty. 4 

Now, sir, I go to another point in this history. I desire to call the , 
attention of the House and the country to lines 30 to 36, contained in 
bill No. 3173, reported to the Senate by Senator EDMUNDs from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations in the Forty-ninthCongress, and knowa 
as the retaliation bill. I quote: 


It shall be lawful, and it shall be the duty of the President of the United 
States, in his discretion, by proclamation to that effect, to deny vessels, their 
masters and crews, of the British dominions of North America any entrance 
into the waters, ports, or places of or within the United States. 

And also lines 44, 45, 46, and 47 of the same: 


And also to deny entry into any port or place of the United States of 
fish or salt fish or any other product of said dominions, or other goods co 
from said dominions to the United States. 

Now, what does this language mean? Was it intended to entrap the 
President of the United States in the exercise of his high duty in pro- 
tecting the honor and the interests of the United States? What coa- 
struction can be put upon the words: 

It shall be lawful and itshall be the duty of the President of the United States 
orin his discretion. 

Isthis language mandatory? Orisit intended to confer discretionary 
powers upon the President? Or was it the intention to place the Pres- 
ident in a position where, in certain events, whether he acted or did 
not act under the powers conferred, a Republican Senator could de- 
nounce him, and talk about impeachment? Did not the hand of a 
political assassin draught these sentences? 

In House bill No. 10786, covering the same subject, introduced Jan- 
uary 17,1887, by Mr. BELMonrT, chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, the language used, which conferred upon the President the same 
powers embraced in the bill of Mr. EpMUNDs, was as follows: ‘* He,’’ 
the President, ‘‘can by proclamation prohibit vessels,’’ etc.; and as to 
what this means there is no ambiguity or uncertainty. 

Is it not about time for the American people to inquire what are the 
powers, duties, and privileges of the American Senate, and whether. 
by its acts of comniission or omission, it is not in fact arrogating to 
itself not only powers under the Constitution vested in the Presideut 
of the United States, but in its co-ordinate branch, which represents 
the people ? 

Sir, thirty years ago, in the Senate, when questions relating to the 
relations between the co-ordinate branches of the Government were 
under discussion, what was the opinion of Mr. Benton upon this sub- 
ject—as able a Senator as ever served in that body ? 


If the President and Senate invade the legislative field of Congress, which is 
to judge, or who is to judge betwen them, or is each to judge for itself? The 
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can side of the Niagara River, to Canada. The insurgents were en- 
camped on the Canadian side, and as this American steamer was engaged 
in transporting provisions the British authorities decided to destroy her. 
So a detachment of their soldiers, or Canadian militia, crossed the river 
at night and burned the Caroline. Mr. Van Buren’s term was drawing 
toaclose. Mr. Fox was at that time the British minister here. Im- 
mediately Mr. Forsyth, our Secretary of State under Mr. Van Buren, 
addressed a communication to Mr. Fox, in which hesaid in substance: 
‘*In these disturbances on our frontier we have kept faith with you; 
we have prevented our people from going there and joining the rebels 
against you. Under what authority, then, have you permitted your 
soldiers to cross the line and destroy an American steamer?”’ 

When the reply of the British Government was recei ed they would 
not admit that the soldiers who had destroyed the Caroline were Brit- 
ish soldiers or that they were responsible for it. More than that, 
‘‘they carefully abstained from indirect or implied assumption by 
withholding pensions to their wounded officers in that affair, one of 
whom had five severe wounds,’’ and for a period of three years they 
never assumed the destruction of the Caroline. 

In 1841 Mr. Van Buren’s term of office expired and he was succeeded 
by the Harrison and Tyler administration. On the 8th of February, 
1841, this subject was again taken up by the British Parliament, and 
in the course of it Lord Palmerston admitted that the Government ap- 
proved of the burning of the Caroline. But a man by the name of 
Alexander McLeod, a Scotchman, who had boasted that he was one of 
the men who assisted in burning the Caroline and that he had shot 
down two of our citizens, happened to come over within the jurisdic- 
tion of the State of New York and was there arrested. 

Lord Palmerston soon knew whom he had to deal with. He knew 
there was no longer a Democratic administration of the Government 
of the United States; and in an official communication he boldly 
demanded the release of McCloud. 
State. What was the result? 
the State of New York; butatthe time he was surrendered Lord Palm- 
erston had admitted in his debates in Parliament that the British Gov- 
ernment was responsible for the destruction of, the Caroline. But no 
demand was ever made by our Government for redress. 

We now come to the treaty of 1842, the treaty to finally settle our 
northwestern boundary. The plenipotentiary on the part of England 
was Lord Ashburton, and Daniel Webster, Secretary of State, on our 
part. As Mr. Benton says: 

Sixty years had elapsed since the treaty of peace between the United States 
and Great Britain which had established the boundaries between the revolted 
colonies, now the independent States, and the remaining British possessions in 
North America. Part of these boundaries agreed upon in the treaty had not 
hee: acknowledged by Great Britain. It was that part which divided the State 
of Maine from Lower Canada, and was fixed by the words of the treaty along 
the high lands which divided the waters which emptied themselves into the 
St. ].awrence and those which fell into the Atlantic Ocean. Nothing could be 
more simple or easy of ascertainment than thisline. But by the treaty of 1842, 
referred to, we abandoned every claim to this line and virtually surrendeder 
the whole territory in dispute to Canada, about three hundred miles. 

We now come down to the treaty of 1846 between Great Britain and 
the United States.* Mr. Polk was President. The Democratic party 
in the campaign, resulting in the election of Mr. Polk, as will more 
fully appear by referring to the platform of the party, made the issue 
upon two great questions, the annexation of Texas and the line of 54° 
40’ as the boundary between the British possessions and the United 
States on our northwestern frontier. 

Prior to 1801 the French owned Louisiana, and their boundary line 
extended up to the Lake of the Woods in the neighborhood of what is 
known as Winnipeg. How was this boundary line described then as 
between France and Great Britain? From the Lake of the Woods on 
the forty-ninth parallel westward indefinitely. In 1803, under Mr. 
Jefterson’s administration, we acquired Louisiana. 

It is true that under the administration of Mr. Polk we did not get 
what was the battle-cry of our party, namely, 54°, 40’. But we did 


get the forty-ninth parallel, beginning at the Lake of the Woods, ex- | 


tending due west to the channel which separates the continent from 
Vancouver's Island, and thence southerly through the middle of the 
channel of FucaStraits to the Pacific Ocean. Had this line of the forty- 
ninth parrallel continued on to the Pacific Ocean on theshores of Van- 
couver's Island it would have given us a portion of that island; and if 
we surrendered any territory at all under the treaty of 1846 it was a 
portion of Vancouver’s Island. But when I recall the fact that every 
acquisition of territory made by this Government since it was estab- 
lished, namely, the acquisition of Florida, Louisiana, Texas, California, 


and New Mexico, was under Democratic administrations, enlarging the | 
area of the United States, I think,fully 100 per cent., if not more, of | 
what it was at the time of the Declaration of Independence, and that | 
the only acquisitions made under other administrations has been that | 


of the Gadsden purchase during Mr. Pierce’s administration, and 


Alaska, under the adminstration of Mr. Johnson, i think the record of 


the Democratic party will compare favorably with that of any other 
party during our existence as a nation in defending our national honor 





*Mr. Scorr, speaking from recollection, erred in saying that the northwest 
boundary question was covered by the treaty which settied our northeast bound- 
ary. 


This hehas corrected in a revision of his remarks. 
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and interest. It will not be improper to refer to the fact, sir, that no 
sooner had we acquired Alaska, for which we paid $7,000,000 to Ru 
sia, that the only industry out of which the people of this count: 
could havé realized any material benefit, the sealing fisheries, w: 
at once farmed out as a monopoly by a Republican administration ¢ 
ferring exclusive privileges, and unquestionably the parties who 
cured these privileges have realized nearly as much profit from it as 
the entire sum which we'paid Russia for Alaska. 

In conclusion, I desire to cail the attention of the House and of th 
country to the clauseof the Constitution of the United States, referrin 
to the powers conferred upon the President and the Senate in regard t 
treaties. Section 2, clause 2: 

He shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present concur. 

This language confers upon the Senate a greater power than is con 
ferred upon the President. The Senate can advise, and two-third 
present must concur. The word ‘‘advice’’ has been construed liter- 
ally to mean the power to amend; the Senate has exercised this priy 
ilege of amending treaties submitted by the President, and which th es 
exercised in the case of the Chinese treaty, now pending between t! 
two countries, and which, it is reported, has been rejected by China 
growing out of the Sehate amendments. 

Was any proposition made by the Republican majority of the Sen 
ate to amend the treaty with Great Britain submitted by the President 
andlately rejected bythem? The Republican Senators had the power to 
amend, but the treaty was rejected in the Senate by a strict party vote 
every Democratic Senator voting to consent and every Republican 
Senator voting to reject; and under what conditions did the Repub- 
lican Senators reject this treaty, or refuse toamend, placing the Presi- 
dent in a position where he could not renew negotiations, in an effort 
to settle peaceably the questions in dispute between the two countries? 

The bill No. 3173, introduced by Senator EpMuNDs, is now a law 
upon the statute-books, and if the language in the same can be con- 
strued literally and is not formal, that ‘'it shall be his duty,’’ what 
other construction could possibly be put by Great Britain upon the two 
combined—that is, the rejection of the treaty and the powers conferred 
upon the President—than a menace on our part and notice to them that 
further negotiation was neither desired nor would beentertained? Have 
the Republican Senators, I would ask, discharged their constitutional 
obligations, or have they not? 
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Mr. LIND. Iwould like to know whether the gentleman from Penn- i 
sylvania proposes to answer my question. Be 
Mr. SCOTT. I will answer it: You get the Republican Senate to a 
| abrogate Article X XIX of the treaty of 1871, and I pledge myself to a 


vote for it. 

A MEMBER. It has passed the Senate already. 

Another MEMBER. Oh, no. 
| Mr. LIND. The question I asked was this, or rather I made this 
| statement: I understood the gentleman in the course of his argument 
| to say that the Republican Senate and the Republican party generally 
| had upheld the twenty-ninth article and legislation for interchange of 
| traffic in transit under and in pursuance of it. Then I ask the gen- 
| tleman whether he and the Administration was against that legisla- 
| tion and against that course of conduct? 

Mr. SCOTT. The records of the Forty-ninth Congress show where 
the Administration and where the Democratic party stood. My vote 
and their votes in the Forty-ninth Congress show that. 

Mr. LIND. The gentleman declines to answer my question. 

And then, on motion of Mr. McCREARY (at 6 o’clock and 5 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 

AND REFERRED. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BLOUNT: A bill (H. R. 11366) for the relief of the estate 
of J. H. R. Washington—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEST: A bill (H. R. 11367) to increase the pension of Cath- a 
arine Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. LAFFOON: A bill (H. R. 11368) forthe relief of A. T. 
Sands—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 11369) granting a pension to 
| Christian Manwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11370) for the relief of 
| the legal representatives of Phillip W. Austin, deceased—to the Com- 

mittee on War Claims. 

| By Mr. S. V. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 11371) to remove the charge of 
| desertion from John H. Ryan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petition of John S. Hayes, of Elijah Sides, 
of Thomas J. King, and of Cader Burton, of Alabama, for reference of 
their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Ellis J. Riggs, of J. H. Dinwiddie, of 
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whom I would notdo any injustice; but I mentioned it in connection 

th his votes upon the subject of the ncturalization of Chinamen in 
{hic cussion and action of the Senate in 1882. It had been stated 
‘ broadly in the Senate that no Chinamen had ever been natural- 


ed, when the factsare that some twenty had been naturalized by State 
courts and had been allowed to vote, in Connecticut, in Massachusetts, 


| stated at that time that I intended to write to the city of Indian- 


apolis and procure the record showing the absolute facts in regard to 
that statement. I have not the official reeord—the Senator from In- 
diana | Mr. VooRHEES]| tells me that he has it—but I have froma 


riend, who states that he was having the record prepared, a statement 
made after a personal examination of the record by himself, which he 
for my use. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HES | has the official record which has come since. 
Mr. VOORHEES. Here it is. 
from Missouri.’ 
Mr. Vi ce 


stated 


has sent to m« 


I was mistaken as to dates, but only as to dates. I 

and I correct myself as to the former statement, that this nat- 
ation took place in 1876. 
Senator from Nevada| Mr. SrEwART]. I find from this letter (I have 
not examined the official record, but I shall offer that also) that these 
naturalizations took place in 1880 and 1881. 
formant says, who is a private gentleman of absolute verity within 
my personal knowledge, and for whose statement I am responsible. 
He says 


urail 


In 1881, when General Harrison was elected to the United States Senate, Mr. 
Vincent Carter, a lawyer, was a Republican candidate for the Legislature, and 
he was mainly instrumental in having seven Chinamen naturalized in the city 
of Indianapolis. The list is as follows: 





Name. | Arrived, Naturalized. 
lees 

Cinae Pag Dene MEO ecssecskevte scvcicuintniccttevivitepvensiviisins May, 1873)| Feb. 7,1880 
Chang Sing.......... 1872 | June 13, 1881 
Foo Chang | 1872 | Nov. 2, 1880 
Black Sing Pang.. | Aug., 1872) Sept. 6, 1880 
Jo Qui Sing | Apr., 1870 | Sept. 6, 1880 
Chan Yee ai i | June, 1873 | Jan. 22,1880 
DORE TER wascrcees Apr. 15, 1875 | Oct. 12,1880 


This is taken from the records of the clerk’s office, book A, entitled ‘* Dec- 
laration of Intentions.”’ 
ing the certificates, although the usual fee was $2 for each certificate. 

Dan. Ransdell, esq., whose name is signed to the papers given these Chinamen, 
was then clerk of the Marion court. He was then, ashe is now, the close friend 
of General Harrison, and is the Republican State central committeeman from 
Harrison's district. These Chinamen voted the Republican ticket at the fall 
election of 1880 in wards 11 and 17 of Indianapolis, although their votes were 
challenged by the Democrats. 


if this needs any corroboration, I ask the Secretary to read the affi- 
davits made by two gentlemen now in the city of Washington, one of 
them the legal adviser or attorney for the Post-Office Department, the 
other also holding an oflicial position, but I do not know his rank. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers will be read if there be 
no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
City or Wasurneron, District of Columbia: 


Joseph W. Nichol, a citizen of the city of Indianapolis and State of Indiana, 
being duly sworn, deposes and says that at one of the elections held in said city 
and State during the year 1880 (it was at the October or November election of 
said year) he was present at the polls on Massachusetts avenue, in said city, in 
the Eleventh ward, and at the engine-house in said ward, as a challenger for the 
Democratic party, and that at one of said elections two Chinamen were pre- 
sented at the said polling place by one George Carter, a lawyer and a Repub- 
lican, with Republican ballots in their hands, which said Carter asked for them, 
they not being able to speak the English language with facility, that they be 
allowed to deposit said ballots and vote the Republican ticket; that as the first 
Chinaman presented his ballot he, affiant, protested against receiving the same 
on the ground that said Chinaman was not a citizen, and that then and there 
the said Chinaman and said George Carter produced and exhibited to the elec- 
tion officers a certificate of declaration of intention on the part of said China- 
man to become a citizen of the State of Indiana and of the United States, and 
thereupon the said election officers or the inspector of said election at said pre- 
cinct received said vote and deposited it in the ballot-box in presence of said 
affiant and others, and thereupon the vote of the second Chinaman was pre- 
sented and received by the inspector and deposited in the ballot box. 

Affiant says that at said election Daniel M. Ransdell, a Republican, was clerk 
of the superior and circuit courts of the county of Marion, in which said city of 
Indianapolis is situate, and said certificates were issued by him, said Ransdell, 
as he, affiant, was informed at the time; that he, affiant, did not critically exam- 
ine said certificate at the time, but was assured by said election officers that 
they were correct and in the usual form; and further affiant saith not. 

Joseph W. Nichol, above-named affiant, being duly sworn, says the above and 
foregoing is true as he verily believes. 

J. W. NICHOL, 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 20th day of August, 1888. 
[SEAL THOS. E. ROACH, 
Notary Public in and for the District of Columbia. 


Crry or Wasurneton, District of Columbia, ss: 

Before me, Thomas E. Roach, a notary public in and forsaid city and District, 
this day personally came Austin H. Brown, a citizen of the city of Indianapolis 
and State of Indiana, temporarily residing in the city of Washington, who, being 
duly sworn according to law, says that prior to the year 1887 he was a contin- 
uous resident of the city of Indianapolis for thirty-seven years; that in the year 
1880, at an election held in said city, he was selected and did act as the chal- 
lenger for the Democratic party organization at the precinct of the Seventeenth 
ward; that the voting place of said precinct was on South street, between Me- 


I intended to hand it to the Senator | 


; ~ he NY ine | 4 . ry . 
I will read what my n> | county and State, the same being a court of record, do hereby certify that 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


then deposited the ballot in the ballot-box. 


SEPTEMBER 7, 


ridian and Pennsylvania streets, in said city; that daring the voting hours o 
said election day there was brought to the election poll aforesaid by the Repub- 
lican workers a Chinaman, who presented a Republican ticket to the electi 
inspector, Benjamin F. Hetherington, a Republican; that iramediately the said 
Brown, as challenger, challenged the right of said Chinaman to vote, wher: 
upon he took from his pocket and produced an official paper, with the seal , 
the Marion County court attached, and signed by Daniel M. Ransdell, clerk of 


the court, a Republican, certifying that the said Chinaman had taken the oat 
of allegiance to this country and had declared his intention of becoming a cit 
zen thereof; that notwithstanding this the said Brown persisted in his cha 
lenge, on the ground that no court or court officer had any right to issue such 
paper to a native of China. The inspector, however, deciared that it was p 


facie evidence sufficient to permit the holder of the certificate to vote, and | 
This same Clrinaman was the owner 
urrence changed the s 


of a laundry in said city, and shortly after this oc« 





ove e entrance to his place of business by adding after his name the word 
“citizen,” 
AUSTIN H. BROWN. 
Sworn and subscribed to before me this 20th day of August, 1888. 
[SEAL THOS, E. ROACH, Notary Publ 


Mr. VEST. The record certified by the clerk, which I have just ex- 


| amined hastily, it seems is a certificate as to six papers of naturaliza- 


tion, possibly seven, but as I read it now six. Anyhow, I ask the Sec- 


| retary to read that paper. 
I made that statement in reply to the | * nl 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Sratre or INDIANA, Marion County, sct: 


I, John E, Sullivan, clerk of the Marion circuit court, within and for said 


| the year 1880 the following-named persons declared their intention to becom« 





The fee-book shows that nothing was charged for issu- | 


citizens of the United States, to wit: 

Chang Fay Sung Moy. 

Sing Jo Qui. 

Sing Pang Back. 

Yim Pong. 

Chan Yee. 

Chan Foo. 

That such declarations of intention, as aforesaid, were all made before Daniel 
M. Ransdell, then clerk of said Marion circuit court, and that each of said per- 
sons, so as aforesaid declaring his intention, made affidavit that he was a na- 
tive of China, and owed allegiance to the Emperor of that country; a true and 
correct copy of the declaration of intention made by the said Chan Foo being 
the one bearing the latest date, to wit, November 2, 1380, is hereto attached 
marked ‘‘ Exhibit A,”’ and made a part of this certificate, the same being simi- 
lar in form to all the other declarations so made,as aforesaid, by said parties 
named. ; = ; 

All of which appears from the record of declarations of intention to become 
citizens of the United States, for the year 1880, on file in my office. 

Witness my hand and seal of said court at Indianapolis, Ind., August 20, 1888, 

[SEAL. | JOHN E, SULLIVAN, Clerk, ete. 

(Exhibit A, as aforesaid, attached.) 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know thatthis is a matter of any considerable 
importance, but in view of the statement made by certain partisan news- 
papers, especially in the State of Indiana, to the effect that I had garbled 
and falsified this record, I did not choose to rest under the imputation. 
I made the statement upon information derived, as I said, from one oi 
the Senators from Indiana and from members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives from that State, and I undertook to secure that record. It 
seems that it has been in the possession of my friend from Indiana [ Mr. 
VooRHEES ], but itonly came to me whilst I was making these remarks. 
Itis for the purpose simply of removing any sort of suspicion that I would 
do General Harrison injustice, much as I differ from him, that I now 
offer this proof. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator will allowme a moment, I understood 
him before to state that these Chinamen were naturalized. This cer- 
tificate relates entirely to a declaration of intention to become citizens. 

Mr. VEST. Iam glad that the Senator has called my attention to 
that. The term ‘* naturalization’’ is used. As a matter of course we 
know as lawyers that it was not naturalization, but it occurs in that 
State as in a great many of the States that a declaration of intention 
is a sufficient basis for exercising suffrage 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘That declaration is made simply before a clerk with- 
out any other party, voluntarily on the part of the person making it. 

Mr. VEST. That is true. 

Mr. DOLPH. Naturalization, however, requires action by a court. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator and myself are lawyers, and I understand 


that; but when the declaration of intention is used for the purpose of 


exercising the right of suffrage, it is generally denominated, incorrectly 
it may be, as a naturalization paper. Of one thing there can be no 
sort of question—— 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Oregon ? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion? I 
understood the Senator also to state in his speech some days since that 
the partner of General Harrison had appeared in the court and made 
the motion. Does the Senator now find any basis for that statement ? 

Mr. VEST. I intended to state, and thought I had stated, that that 
information came to me from one of the Senators from Indiana, and I 
made it upon his statement. Since then I have seen the dispatch from 
Mr. Miller, in fact from both the law partners of General Harrison, dis- 
claiming that fact, and of course I do not think—— 

Mr. DOLPH. There is nothing in the record the Senator now pro- 


duces upon that question? 
Nothing. 


Mr. VEST. My friend who writes me states thatthé Re- 
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publican candidate for the Legislature superintended this operation 1 on this ‘8 I 
fore the clerk of the court. t Ww am 
Mr. DOLPH But there is nothing the record which shows that t its cor I 
there was any proceedir ch required any counsel. tep in t t st ide l 
Mr. VEST. Ido not know that there is except that the China not as lor e] 1] <e! lmy 
were taken there. “i refi t tte of t on 
Mr. DOLPH. Or that General Harrison or any of his partners of ¢ » la 1 t { Pe 3 of 
co l t of it 4 
Mr. VES LxXce t t these (¢ en were taken there i s re- 
ce ites g it m to their intention to beco ( ns 1 | lates tot e ( 
t they afte ul ared in two wards of the city of Indianapo wit t { State { ~ 
an ist their vote 1e Republican ticket against the challeng: t e concerns t ne 
D rats. t I 1 

PLUMB. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me to inter- Phat is tl ill That is all there is t I t ul: 
ri lim? but { t I ! yt te : t ! ma- 

this point a message, in writing, was received from the President | terial provision of « existing treaty with China, 1 @ 
oO United States, by Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. | | irtl l t } 

PLUMB. The Senator ought to state, if he will permit me to | not only to those ¢ who t l ) 
interrupt him, in order to give it deepersignificance, that this occurred | have been in the United States at some t t | i » tl 
in the city and State in which General Harrison lived. 100,000,000 Chinese who 1 r have the i 

Mr. VEST. I think I shall attend to my own occupation, with d In this connection, as I had not t rt t u terday, I 
respect to the Senator from Kansas. Knowing how good a friend he | desire to refer to a remark mad t ( ( by 
is to my party, for myself politically I receive his suggestions with a | the honorable Senator from Alabama | Mr. M s has 
good deal of distrust. But if it is any gratification to him I will say | questioned the sincerity not on! f a great nu of t people of 
that I have already stated that. This suggestion is about as sign | the Pacific coast, but whicl has taken « ual 
cant as his reading a partisan editorial yesterday in which no man |} pains to question my s ty reference to t i py 
of even extraordinary intelligence was able to discriminate between | and I ha ccupied regard to t subject of ¢ x 
the text of the reporter and the commentaries of the Senator, both « by way of1 rrup t y 
them, asa matter of course, coming from friends of the President, th ill stand side the 
Senator from Kansas and the correspondent of the New York Tribun Ls by sid 1 tl l of Dem- 
and both of them illustrating the extraordinary influence of the P of t Cha id ¢ 1 the 
dent of the United States, who, as the Senator from Kansas said, sent 1 th ed St 3 ago 
a& message with a sign manual of his kitchen cabinet upon it, but i t ibso- 
so potential ay influence that not a single Republican in either bra from t LSt V plied 
of Congress dared to vote against the bill, and the Senator from Kansas i ) 1 >and 
himself voted in favor of the bill which he says is an Administrati I yns \ l tion 
measure. As a matter of courseif he voted for itit was right, and 
the whole burden of his complaint was that it came from the President 2. That from and rany 

a of the United States. sons t ~ ther- 

7 . . + | . . - = . wu = ‘ , iwho 

Ff { ask that the message which has just come in from the President —— the U1 . aia 

read. Sonia mae maaeeteier | : States 

[The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a ! l excepting only t lasses : rt 

essauge from the President of the United States, which will be read. | ¢u!y ac: red sed to — Gove i" ener yten- 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: eel cneie. Saiedines | : ( ; 

: To the Senate of the United States traveling upon the business of that Gove ent, w 1 1ouse- 
I } ] ft} } l rvants), t port or 
In reply to the resolution of the Senate in the wor — 4 iSta ( s [ i 

“IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITE he e t 

‘ Resolved, That the Presid - if not the | 

terests, to inform the Sen wi rece a a i 
amendments adopted by the Ser ig een ratified by the Emper ; . 
China A+ the } ent 1 of Conert : ) ‘ . P luced 

i have to communicate the annexed copies of dispatches from our Minist ‘ 5 a bi F aariaerenl again 
China, giving the only offic information at hand in relation to the matter 


which reference is had, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Septeml 1888, i persistent and cont ‘ sit 1 of t hon enat 


“ BAYARD, Washington: i ae : m 
> . . vest aay in ay i 0 i Will Act rar t i 0 n stat neng 
** Believe treaty has been re ted. Have demanded from foreign office } J . . , 7 
+ . : (} . ; ~ ; ‘ . te ‘ p cart 
tive information some days since No information has yet be re ed on tne Loor i enate, ih Apso LTE I 1! 











“ BAYARD, Secretary, Was t eon | 1 Relat fy ' l show that 
**Treaty postponed for further deliberation ilways heret » is ] tent iSO! i t of ison, 1n- 
DENBY ted that the Congré rf t United Stat 1} no bill that 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, since this bill has been before t] vould impinge or infringe in t 3 itest d y provision of 
Senate there has been a tacit understanding among the Senators from r treaties with China. That ist l of from Ala- 
the Pacific coast that they would not occupy the time of the Senate and | bama: and m wr re if I oned, I 
thus delay action by speech-making. For this reason mostof the time | ha n part alluded t I i ling t eled and 


which has been occupied in the discussion of this bill since it came to nd togeth¢ 

the Senate has been occupied by Senators on the other side of the Ch Oo nt, i 

ber. It was agreed, moreover, by unanimous consent, in the Senate | gested in certain quarté then | t wi 

yesterday, that at 1 o’clock to-day the vote should be taken on the pa lerful conversion there has been in Adm trat pon thi 

sage of the bill; consequently there remain buta very few minutes’ ti great subject within the past t three ye 1, wit the pa 

in which any member of the Senate on this side of the Chamber 1 | twoor three mont! When t tor f iM ' iM GE] 

have the privilege of making any suggestions in regard to this measure. | was speaking the other d I l that 

I propose to occupy the attention of the Senate, through its courtes the present P1 lent of the I I i t lidate 

these few moments. of the Democracy for the suce ng | l { lay of 
It has been said upon the part of Republicans in the Senate 1 | April, 1886, sent a message to th: 1ich 

elsewhere that this is an Administration measure. If it is, then I am | he had recommended that the ¢ d¢ y ( 

heartily with the Administration. I am earnestly and decidedly in | restriction laws, the act of 1882 led tof 1834 

favor of the pending bill, as I believe the Senators are generally on | admit into this country a largs of ( who 

this side of the Chamber, if not unanimously. But the suggestion has | permitted to come here under « ng t trict 

been made on the other side of the Chamber on this floor, and also else- | The Senator from Missi replied that u 

where, that this is not an Administration measure. If itis not an Ad- | statement, and that he did not belie 

ministration measure, if this bill were not introduced in the House of | States had ever sent any such mess 

Representatives at a wink or a nod from the White House, and the Mr. d ho] 

Administration is against it, then I am not with the Administration | I shall read i 
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from the Secretary of State, 


the same thing; and, based upon the letter of the Secretary of State, 
the President communicated his message to the Congress of the United 


States asking for this change in the existing law. 

Now, what was the change he asked to have made? 
Senators on the other side I am not going 
dent; Lam not going to misrepresent the Secretary of State; and es- 
pecially am I going t be careful about my statements as to facts when 
{ know that the vote is taken to-day on the final passage of this 
bill the Senators on the other side will not have an opportunity to re- 
ply, although tlicy will have ample opportunity hereafter if they shall 
desire 

With these preliminary statements, what are the facts? 
restriction acts as they now stand, the act of 1882 and the amendatory 
act of 1884, it was provided that certain evidence certificates should be 
produced at ports in this country by those Chinese persons who were 


I will say to 
to misrepresent the Presi- 


before 


Under the 


not prohibited from coming to the United States by the Chinese treaty 
and the restriction acts, such as teachers, students, merchants, and 
those coming from curiosity. Those were the only classes that were 
excluded from the prohibitory clauses of existing legislation including 


When the Con- 
came to legislate in reference to 


tho-e of the treaty. They were permitted to come. 
gress of the United States, therefore, 
this treaty, it was prov 
China should produce a certificate issued by the Chinese Government 
or under its authority in which certain things should be stated, such as 


the name, title, o1 cial rank, if any; the age, height, and all phys- 
ical peculiarities, former and present occupation, and place of resi- 
dence, et 

ihe existing legislation provided, in the second place, that Chinese 
persons notof the prohibited but of the exempted class, who came from 


other ports in other foreign governments than China, and who were at 
the time not subje 
government, 
ment. The existing legislation, however, did not provide that sub- 
jects of China who proposed to come to this country from other ports 
than the ports of China should be permitted to come. ‘That class, by 
existing legislation, was and is ruled out. 

ow, What followed? In the first place, the Treasury Department 
too« action on the matter. The first attempt, I admit, was made un- 
der a Republican administration. The first cirenlar wes issued by Mr. 
McCulloch while he was Secretary of the Treasury. It provided that 
Chinese persons who were subjects of China and not subjects of some 


foreign power, and who desired to start to this country from a port | 


other than a Chinese port, should be attested or certified to by the dip- 
lomatic or United States consular officer at that port. Of course that 
was in contravention of law. 

This Administration undertook to carry 
cause Colonel Mosby, who was then our consul at the British port of 
Hong-Kong, in China, would not carry out the instructions of this 
Treasury Department circular upon that subject, he was removed from 
office by Secretary Bayard and by the President of the United States, 
and Mr. Withers, a former member of the Senate from Virginia, was 
appointed his successor at that port. A renewal of instructions pro- 
ceeded from Mr. Dayard and from the Department of State instructing 
Mr. Withers, as the United States consul, to issue certificates to Chi- 
nese subjects of the exempted class who desired to depart from the port 
of Hong-Kong to the United States, and under those instructions Mr. 
Withers did proceed to issue hundreds and perhaps thousands of cer- 
tificates, as 1 am informed, and under which a class of Chinese subjects 
whose immigration to this country was prohibited by existing law 
were permitted to enter the port of San Francisco. 

After a time the President of the United States and Mr. Bayard 
awoke to the fact that this circular of the Treagury Department which 
they were attempting to enforce and which they had modified in July, 
1835, wasin direct violation of law, was not warranted by the restriction 
acts; and what did they do? Then it was that the President of the 
United States sent to Congress the message of April 6, 1886, to which 
I have referred, which I hold in my hand, and in which he suggested 


to the Congress that, by existing law, a large and numerous class of 


Chinese persons were not permitted to come to this country which he 
thought ought to be permitted to come under the treaty. Congress 
had construed that treaty, and had legislated in view of the provisions 
of the treaty intelligently, as I believe. Congress, in its wisdom in 
construing the treaty in the passage of two restriction acts, had de- 
cided that this class which the President of the United States and Mr. 
Bayard afterwards wished to have come in under an amendment of the 
law, were not entitled to come in. 
in the 
such a manner as to probibit their coming. 

What does the President say in that message? It is contained in an 
executive document, . the way, and I will give its number, so that 
Senators can findit. It is Executive Document No. 118, first session 
Forty-ninth Congress. In that message President Cleveland says this, 
among other things; I wish I had time to read it all: 

There being, therefore, no statutory provision prescribing the terms upon 
which Chinese persons resident in foreign countries, but net subjects or citizens 


of such countries, may prove theirstatus and rights as members of the exempted 
classes in the 


ided that all persons coming from the ports of 


ts of China, but were subjects of such other foreign | 
should bring a similar certificate issued by such govern- | 


out that circular, and be- | 
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At all events, Congress had legislated | 
act of May 6, 1882, and the amendatory act of July 5, 1884, in | 


absence of a Chinese representative in such country, the Secretary | treaty would warrant. 


| ing; it has no relevancy; 
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Mr. Bayard, in which he recommended of the Treasury, in whom the execution of the act of July 5, 1834, was vested, 


undertook to remedy the omission by directing the revenue officers to recogniz 
as lawful certificates those issued in favor of Chinese subjects by the C ine ~ 
consular and diplomatic officers at the foreign port of departure, when visaed 
by the United States representative thereat. This appears to be a just appli: 
tion of the spirit of the law, although enlarging its letter, and in adopting this 
rule be was controlled by the authorit y of high judicial decisions as to what 
evidence is necessary to establish the fact that an individual Chinaman be! mes 
to the exempted class. 


Then he concludes his message: 
This anomalous feature of the act should be reformed 
He recommends an amendment of the existing legislation— 


as speedily as possible, in order that the occurrence of such cases may be a l 
and the imputation removed which wonld otherwise rest upon the good faith 
the United States in the execution of their solemn treaty engagements. 

GROVER CLEVELAN! 








EXECUTIVE Mansion, Washingion, April 6, 1836. 


So that on April 6, 1886, we find the present President of the United 
States so careful of having the treaty stipulations between this Gove rn- 
ment and China observed that he sends a message to the Congress of 
the United States recommending a change in the existing law so as to 

conform to his notions of the provisions of the treaty, so as to permit 
the coming to this country of hundreds and thousands of Chinese who 
were not permitted to come under existing Jaw. There has a sudden 
a most wonderful change come over the Administration, if this is an 
Administration bill; more wonderful, indeed, than that which happened 
to Saul of Tarsus, who was stricken down on his way to Damascus. 

Mr.GRAY. The Senator will permit me. He says the Secretary of 
State—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. If it is a short ques 

Mr. GRAY. I will make it short. ‘he Secretary of State was so 
anxious to have treaty stipulations complied with, which they ought 
to be, as all Christian and civilized people agree; so I want to re- 
mind the Senator and call his attention to the fact that he negotiated 
an additional treaty which for the first time by treaty stipulation and 
treaty provision excluded Chinese in a way they had never been ex- 


tion I will yield. 


| cluded before, and accomplished every result which is accomplished by 


this bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ‘That is no answer at all to what I have been say- 
it does not bear on the question at all. | 
have made the statement that the present President of the United 
States, President Cleveland—and I hold the proof in my hand—recom- 
mended a change in the existing Chinese restriction law in 1886. His 
message of April 6, 1886, recommended that that law should be changed 
so thata large class, a ‘‘ somewhat numerous class,’’ as he says, that 
are prohibited under existing law may be permitted to come here. He 
Says: 
ywress to the cir- 


it is sufficient that I should call the earnest attention of Co: 


cumstance that the statute— 


That is the existing statute— 


makes no provision whatever for the somewhat numerous class of Chinese 
persoi 18 who, retaining their Chinese subjection in some countries other than 


China, desire to come from such countries to the United States. 


‘*The somewhat numerous class’? which he thought were entitled 
to come under the treaty, or ought to be permitted to come, were not 
permitted to come under the existing law, and therefore he sends in 
this message recommending a change in the law so that they might 
come, and that is all there is of it. In reference to the last treaty | 
will simply say as a measure of exclusion it is, in my judgment, and 
would so prove, an absolute failure. I will say, furthermore, to the 
Senator, that it never was negotiated, although the administration was 
in power for years, until the Republican Senate passed a resolution at 
the instance of the Senator from Ohio, chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, suggesting that negotiation be opened with the 
Chinese Government for that purpose. 

Mr. GRAY. ‘The Senator from Oregon is wrong in his statement. 
It was negotiated long before. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will say the record, I think, shows quite differ- 
ently. 

But furthermore, and I want to call the attention of the Senate and 
the country to the fact that in the Chinese bill the Senate passed here 
some days ago—within the last month, I think it was—and which has 
been d by the House, and which is now unsigned before the Presi- 
dent of the United States so far as the Congress is advised, the Demo- 
cratic House of Representatives put on an amendment by which they 
repealed the clause in the existing law on the subject of naturaliza- 
tion; that is, the clause prohibiting the naturalization of Chinese per- 
sons. 

Now, one word—and I exceedingly regret I am so limited for time— 
in reference to General Harrison’s record. A studied attempt has been 
made all along the line to charge upon the Republican candidate for 
the Presidency that his record on the Chinese question has been inim- 
ical to the true interests of this country and has not been right; and 
reference has been made to the vote on the bill of 1884. They said he 
was absent; that he did not vote. That is true, but there is not one 
word in that record from beginning te end which shows that General 
Harrison o that bill, while there is abundance in his record to 


show that he was earnestly i in favor of as strong a restrictive act as the 
But not only that, if that is to be taken as a 
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NAYS—19. 

Aldrich, Dolph Plumb, Teller, 
Berry, Hiscock, Sawyer, Turpie, 
Chace, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, Vest, 
Cullom, Mitchell, Stewart, Wilson of Iowa. 
Davis, Payne, Stockbridge, 

ABSENT—40. 
Allison, Daniel, Hale, Paddock, 
Beck, Dawes, Harris Palmer, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, Hawley, Pasco, 
Biair, Eustis Hearst, Quay, 
Blodgett, Evarts Ingalls, Kansom, 
Bowen, Farwell Kenna, Riddieberger, 
Butler, Faulkner McPherson, Sabin, 
Call, Frye, Manderson, Saulsbury, 
Cameron, George Morgan, Stanford, 
Chandler Gibson, Morrill, Vance. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quoram not having voted, the 
Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 


to their names: 


Aldrich, Culiom, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Allison, Davis, Manderson, Spooner, 
Bate, Dawes, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Herry, Dolph, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
TWair, Gorman, Palmer, Teller, 
Brown, Gray, Pasco, Turpie, 
Call, Hampton, Payne, Vest, 
Cameron, Harris, Platt, Voorhees, 
Chace, Hiscock, Piumb, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa. 
Coke, Ingalls, Reagan, 


Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to their names. 

Mr. COCKRELL and others. Call the roll. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no od jection, further pro- 
ceedings under the call will be dispensed with. The question ison the 
motion to refer. ‘The roll-call will proceed. 

Mr. TELLER. What is this vote? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To commit the bill, with the mes- 
sage, to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY ]. 
vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. BLAIR. I rise to ask a parliamentary question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. BLAIR. It may be too late to raise such a point, and perhaps 
there is no such point, but I desire to ask whether pending the roll- 
call on the passage of the bill it is in order to move to commit it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In order to advise the Senate posi- 
tively on that point, as the suggestion has been made once before, the 
Chair will have the clause of the rule read, so that there may be no 
misunderstanding. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Rule XV. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

2. When a bill or resolution shall have been ordered to be read a third time, 
it shall not be in order to propose amendments, unless by unanimous consent, 
but it shall be in order at any time before the passage of any bill or resolution 
to move itscommitment; and whez the billor resolution shall again be reported 
from the committee, it shall be placed on the Calendar, and when again consid- 
ered by the Senate it shall be as in Committee of the Whole. 

Several SeNATOoRS. Call the roll. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the calling of the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when Mr. Breck’s name was called). The Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Breck] is paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE]. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BurLer]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

I should vote ‘‘nay’’ on this motion. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). As I stated before, I 
am paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANcE]. It 
he were here, I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called), I have been, as I stated 
before, paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson]. Ihave 
the consent of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] to transfer the 
pair of the Senator from Louisiana to my colleague [Mr. Bowen], so 
that I feel at liberty on this question to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I announce again that I am paired with tue Senator 


Forty-six Senators have answered 


I am paired with the 
If he were here,I should 


Rule XV, clause 2. 


IT am paired with 
If he were present, 


I am paired with the 
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from Vermont [Mr. Morriiy]. 
**vea,”? 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I am paired with the Senator from > 
Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. I should like to transfer the pair t: 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morr]. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Tennessee is pa 
with the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. That arrangement will permit the Seu: 
from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to vote, if he so desires. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to transferring the pair, and 
Senator can vote. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Then I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

_Mr. WALTHALL. I desire to announce again that my coll 
[Mr. GEORGE] is absent on account of sickness and is paired with 11 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAtR]. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
GEORGE]. If he were present, Ishould vote ‘‘nay.’’ I alsoannou: 
that my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] is paired with the Senator fi 
New Jersey [Mr. BLopGEtt]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisia 
[Mr. Evstis]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 20; as follows: 


If he were present, I should 


YEAS—19. 
sate, Colquitt, Hoar, Sherman, 
Brown, Gorman, Jones of Arkansas, Voorhees, 
Call, Gray, Platt, Walthall, 


Pugh, Wilson of Md, 
Reagan, 


NAYS—20. 


Cockrell, Hampton, 
Coke, Harris, 


Aldrich, Dawes, Payne, Stockbridge, 
Berry, Dolph, Plumb, Teller, 
Chace, Hiscock, Sawyer, Turpie, 

Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, Vest, 

Davis, Mitchell, Stewart, Wilson of Iowa, 

ABSENT—37. 

Allison, Edmunds, Hearst, Quay, 

Beck Eustis, Ingalls, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Farwell, McPherson, Sabin, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Manderson, Saulsbury, 
s3owen, Frye, Morgan, Stanford, 
Butler, George, Morrill, Vance, 
Cameron, Gibson, Paddock, 

Chandler, Hale Palmer, 

Daniel, Hawley, Pasco, 


So the motion to refer was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs, Shall the bill 
pass? The yeasand nays having been ordered, Senators in the affirma- 
tive will answer ‘‘ yea’’ and those in the negative ‘‘nay,’’ as their 
names are called. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). I am paired with th 
Senator from Delaware [Mr.SAULSBURY]. Ifhewerepresent, I she ull 
vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. BLACKBURN’S name was called). The 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] is paired with the Senato: 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. If the Senator from Kentucky 
were here, he would vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 
should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). I am paired with th 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘vea;’’ but he not being present, I shall not vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GEoRGE’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. GEORGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshir 
[Mr. BLAtR]. My colleague would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ if present. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). I am paired on al 
questions with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fryr]. If he were pres 
ent, I should vote ‘‘yea’’ on the passage of this bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEorGE] and my- 
self, who are paired, I suppose I would vote the same way. 

Mr. WALTHALL. My colleague would vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I am privileged to vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have voted. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I ask the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. JonzEs] if he wishes to continue the arrangement trans- 
ferring our pairs as before. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I vote ‘* yea.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAckBuURN]. Not knowing how 
he would vote I refrain from voting. If he were here, I should vote 
‘* vea,’? 

“Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. Referring to his colleague 
[Mr. Hiscock] I suppose I have the right to vote on this.question. 


I am paired with th: 
If he were present, | 


1 
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HISCOCK. I have no doubt: colleague would vote ‘‘ yea to det 
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now that we have this official information that the Senate has asked 
for. Ishould have voted for the bill, as I have announced, but for 
my pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. FryE], when the matter 
came directly to our consideration, but owing to the pair I could not 
vote on it. 

I am delighted that the Senator from New Hampshire (Mr. Biarr] | 
has made the motion that he has and offered the amendment that he 
has. It only demonstrates that we have acted in great haste. Itisa 
matter that should have been considered by an intelligent committee 
of this body, in the light of the information that the P resident has given 
us, and I trust that the Senate will now, after it has had time to reflect 
on it, vote to reconsider the motion by which the bill passed and let 
it go to the Committee on Foreign Relations, an intelligent commit- 
tee of this body, made up of distinguished gentlemen of both parties, 
who will give it that fair consideration and fair dealing to which the 
subject is entitled. 

I have no doubt the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire 
has been well considered by him, but it is too important a question to 
be voted upon now in the Senate, and I give notice, andask my friend 
from New Hz ampshire to co-operate with me if his motion to reconsider 
is carried, that I shall then again move that this matter be committed 
to the Committee on F oreign Relations, with the message of the Presi- 
dent and with theamendment which the Senator from New Hampshire 
has offered, so that that committee may come here to-morrow or next 
week and present us a measure that is fair and proper, that will not 

violate our treaty obligations, or put us in such a position that the 
Chinese Government will have the right, the moral right, and be ius- 
tified in the eyes of the world, in excluding all our people from their 
shores. 

We must look ahead, Mr. President. From what we gather from 
the newspapers of the condition of affairs between China and other 
great powers, the greater part of the trade of that continent may be 
ready within the next six months to be transferred to us. If the 
signs of the times are correct, this may be the opportunity of all 
others that we have sought for in the last forty years, to obtain pos- 
session of that trade by only doing that which is fair and right and 
manly. Asa Democrat I do not believe that either party can gain 
any great advantage by this unseemly and hasty action on a great 
measure that is away above politics. We are all united in restricting 
this immigration and keeping it from our shores. I do not believe in 
this contest there is any advantage on either side. But if we go on in 
the face of the information coming here in response to a resolution of 
the Senate showing that the treaty is pending, and now for Congress 
to pass this act in such haste, doing that which has never been done 
in the history of this country, and weal no other civilized nation 
would think of doing, and that, too, which may make it impossible 
for this great nation of sixty millions of people to have the benefit of 
the trade with China, and make it impossible to sell their manufact- 
ures to that people, you may close the door which we sent our Navy 
and diplomat to open. 

Mr. President, by these hasty and ill-considered measures we may 
retard and jeopardize the business interests, and woe to the party and 
to the man who, for a temporary advantage in an election, will violate 
the great principles which ought to govern the actions of nations and 
thereby make it impossible for us to extend our commercial facilities. 
It will be a sad day for the country. TheSenator from Nevada ought 
to restrain his impatience. His people are harassed by these Chinese, 
I know, for I have witnessed it. Undesirable and bad as it may be, 
we have 
the treaty. The treaty as it came to this body effectually excluded 
further immigration. The Senate amendments, not material, caused 
the delay, but for that the question would have been satisfactorily set- 
tled. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the more I read the dispatches 
accompanying the message, the more I feel that this legislation is jus- 
tifiable and proper, even if it had not been inaugurated by the House 
of Representatives. The first dispatch reads as follows: 


PEKING, September 5, 1888. 

BAYAR 
Believe treaty has been rejected. 

tive information some days since. 


D, Washington: 
Have demanded from foreign office posi- 
No information has yet been received. 
DENBY. 
The second is: 
PEKING, Seplember 6, 1888. 
That was yesterday— 
BayAarp, Secretary, Washington: 
Treaty postponed for further deliberation, 
DENBY. 
I say the bill is justifiable after all the delays ee have been had, 
after all the procrastination that the peo} ple of the Pacific coast have 
been subjec ted to, in view of the fact that thousands of Chinese are 
coming in there fraudulently daily, and when there is a clamor for the 
impeachment of our judges because they are compelled under existing 
laws to admit Chinese. These Chinese have become so troublesome 


no right to strike such a blow pending the consideration of 
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treaty was ratified by the Senate that the amendments to it were en- 
tirely agreeable to the Chinese minister, and it was claimed on all 
hands that these amendments ‘did not change the original treaty 
understood by the State Department. It was understood then th 
the object was to put a stop to the immigration, and the amendments 
do nothing more. It was argued here, and with much force, that t} 
original treaty allowed as stringe nt regulations and as stringent I 
lation as the treaty with the amendments; but, as I explained before, 
aiter the experience the Pacific coast people have had on this subject 
they wanted it epec ific, and it was made specific and certain accordin 
to the intent and meaning as it was declared to be and understood to 
be by the Senate on both sides of the Chamber and by the Committe: 
on Foreign Relations. Four months have expired and we now {firs 
hear that the tre aty is rejected altogether, but no information is given 
upon that demand. D: ays elapse, and fin uly when they get word in 
this direction, they say, ‘* We will keep it under consideration, postpone 
it.’’ It is no time for them to postpone. We have tried for the la 
fifteen years to exciude the Chinese by negotiation, and we have been 
thwarted at every point. They are coming now and invading our 
country by thousands, and I say it is no time for them to pos tpon 
We shall never get what we want by negotiation. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Besides, if the Senator will allow me in that con- 
nection, it has been stated over and over again by Senators on the oth 
side of the Chamber that the Chinese minister had plenary power. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly he had plenary power; he was satisfied 
with the amendments, and now it has gone on four months, and the Pa 
cific coast has been worse invaded in those four months than during any 
other like period of time in the history of the country, and the Chines: 
Government have postponed the treaty for further deliberation. 

I say the time for deliberation has passed. Let us pass this bill. 
The President has another biil beforehim. If the Chinese oo. 
propose to act, let them act at once; but if you postpone this bill; 
you do not pass this bill, Congress will adjourn soon and it will’ bo 
postponed, and this will 10 on for another year, and there will be no 
help forit. Any man who will go to San Francisco and see the pest that 
is in the heart of that city; learn the facts of the disease that is spr« ad- 
ing through the community; learn the terrible habits of these people 
the opium curse which is debasing the white youth and destroying the 
life-blood of.that city, will not hesitate to take all necessary measures 
to stop this evil. In addition, the coming of these Chinamen is 
planting white labor. 

I say it is the duty of the Senate to pass this bill and stop this ule 
that is destroying one of the finest cities in the Republic, besides spre: a. 
ing all over the country and spreading demoralization everywhere. 
We can not wait, and this deliberation is an insult, after their minister 
here has expressed his satisfaction with these amendments. It shows 
that the original treaty was but a trick and intended to be evaded. 
There are conditions in the treaty which are unnecessary and will make 
a great deal of trouble, allowing a Chinaman to return to this country 
who has a family here or has a thousand dollars’ worth of property, or 
where there is somebody who owes him a thousand dollars. There is 
no such case as that. That is a sham, a device, a trick to enable them 
to come in, as they could under that treaty, under former construc- 

tions, by parol evidence, because the courts have held they might in 
troduce parolevidence. That treaty was manifestly intended by them 
to be evaded. 

We have passed a law here which we thought would tend to block 
that and answer every purpose. Great care was exercised in devising 
that law so as to keep within the former treaty. I do not know 
whether it has done so or not. I think it very doubtful; but even 
with that, we find the Chinese Government postponing it, and sending 
their people here by the thousands. It is not good faith, and it is the 
duty, I say, of the Senate to pass this bill and stop this evil now. 

There is no use of talking about the past. There is nouse in raking 
up records. If you do not pass this bill, this will go on for another 
year. This question will never down; you nevercan get rid of it until 
you take affirmative, strong action. The Chinese Government have 
had plenty of time to ratify this treaty if they intended to ratify it; 
bt they have no intention of signing any treaty if they can avoid it. 
Tuey have no intention of making any arrangement with us which 
their cunning can not avoid. The action must come from us, if this 
country would protect its own citizens. China must know this, and 
I hope this bill will not be reconsidered, but that the motion to recon- 
sider will be voted down, and the bill go to the President as it came 
from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] in his zeal 
should not confuse the issue. This bill is not operative in any such 
direction as his remarks would indicate. To pass it or not to pass it 
does not help much or hurt much. 

Mr. STEWART. Why not? 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam just about to tell why not. This bill relates 
only to Chinamen who have been here and have gone back to China 
and have got certifieates. This bill provides practically for the nulli- 
fication of those cortificates. It does not embrace the great, broad 
question whether other Chinamen shall come to this country at all or 
not. 
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The treaty of 1880 provided that] slation might 





hire. ’ 
ing immigration. No act was passed to enforce that pr in 
1882. In 188: 
clude those who had left the country between the making 
and the passage of the act—about two year So the 


they might comé in on proof of previous residence. | 
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for certificates for any of the rest who might go to China and 
return. 

Now there isa 
that have been comin 
involving their identit 
dents,’’ and it has been impossible to detect them. 

[ have been in the cot . 


yurts have been overloaded by 





\ll swear that they are *‘ previous 1 


om when these cas 
have seen a young Cl un cross-examined by 
hour without avail. » young man would state where he had 
in this country and where he had lived, and all the circumstance 
minutely and positively that the counsel could not disprove 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr.STEWART. Onemoment. Nobodycould disprove it, altho 
everybody knew to a moral certainty that the young man had n 
been here before. Occasionally there would be found a memorand 
in Chinese in his possession, in which he had been given the direction 
The memory of these people is extraordinary. They will learn a 
so well that through an interpreter you can not investigate it. 

The courts in California have been loaded down with cases involvi 
this question of previous residence, and they can do nothing with 
The people of the Pacific coast have become so disgusted with 1 
whole thing that they have asked for its stoppage. ‘These people 
all sorts of certificates and papers and bring them to this country. 
people can not tell these Chinamen apart; hence all this troubl 

This bill fills the gap. It says that none shall come, and wh 
say that none shall come you cover the whole case. 

Mr. BLAIR. But this bill does not say that none shall com 
only nullifies the certificates. 

Mr. TELLER. The other bill provides that none shall come. 17 
two together make the case complete. 

Mr. STEWART. The two together; yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. The two together, I understand, make it complete. 
Of course the Senator understands that the amendment which I hav: 
suggested in no event whatever can interfere more than simply to efi 
a delay of sixty days before the act shall go into operation; but if ther 
should be during those sixty days a ratification of the treaty this |} 
would be void. I have from the beginning gone upon the theory that 
there is no treaty, that the treaty has been rejected, and this discu 
sion upon both sides has gone on that theory. I do not suppose that 
anybody in the Senate would think of passing this bill except upon th 
ground that the treaty which we have been trying to get amended had 
been rejected by the Chinese Government. 

That question of fact is in doubt. It would seem from the mes 
of the President received this morning 














iat the rejection has not yet 
taken place. TheSenator from Nevada says that the non-action is one 
of the attempted fraudulent delays on the part of the Chinese Govern- 
ment. This amendment will render that attempted fraud, if it be such, 
entirely futile at the expiration of sixty days. 

If that government is proceeding in good faith to arejection and th« 
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ilized, refined, enlightened, and elevated Christian manner in which | shall have declared his intention to become a citizen of the United States, ex 
. te : : rc ably . »3 of the U . ates o . of ns alizat 
we transact business here on this earthly ball, may delay the operation | foT™bly to the laws of the United States on the subject of naturalization, shall 
" : ”, : 7 - : : be entitled to vote in the township or precinct where he may reside. 
of this bill two months for the sake of saving its reputation in this Until I | iad atetete § eh S 
ry 1 . . : 2 at stz , vas aws at any State in tl} 
regard, That is why, after having kept my word as others kept their _ a state, 4 was not aware that any State in th 


word, after having voted on this bill and voted in favor of the pas- 
sage of this bill, | now offer this amendment. That is why I have 
thought that I ought to enter this motion to reconsider, But no one 
must understand if this motion to reconsider prevails and a motion to 
take the bill to a md reading should prevail, that my vote 
would be recorded to send this bill toa committee. I am in favor of 
considering and ending the consideration of the bill by the Senate at 
the present time. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GORMAN] appeals to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Srewarr] to 
have patience. Patience is a desirable virtue, Mr. President, but there 
is a time when it ceases to be a virtue, and it seems to me that it comes 
pretty late, after what has occurred in this Chamber within the last 
two or three weeks, for such an appeal to come from that side of the 
Chamber. 

It was not long since that during the discussion of the fisheries treaty 





back sec! 


the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] took the floor, and in an elabo- | - 


rate prepared speech made an attack on the record of a certain gentle- 
man who is now prominent before the country, and among other things 
stated that in the State of Indiana at a given time, at a time when th 
gentleman to whom I refer, an ex-member of this body, and now 
candidate on the Republican ticket for President, was running for gov- 
ernor of the State, a number of Chinamen had been naturalized upen a 
motion made in court by the partner of this gentleman, and that they 
afterward voted for him at the election, as I recollect the Senat 
statement. That was intended to be a serious charge. It was calcu- | 
lated todo harm. It went over the entire Union as coming from the | 
Senator from Missouri, as information derived from a Senator from that 
State, a member of this body. 

‘To-day it appears, when the record is produced, that 


t! 
+} 
or’s | 


instead of any 
Ch 
men went before the clerk of a court of record and declared their inten- 


tion to become citizens of the United States. That is all there is of it. 


: : : ‘he | bill that the se had taken? 
inamen having been naturalized in the State of Indiana, some China- | bill u . the Hou e had take " : : A 
| this bill and by the Administration and by the party responsible for 


| its passage through the House, that it should take the same course in 


Mr. President, I undertake to say that any foreigner may at an 
time declare his intention to become a citizen of the United States, 
do not believe any clerk of any court of record has any authority to 
pass on the question as to whether he is or is not entitled to naturaliza- 
tion. It is nota judicial act in any sense. 
the United States provide as follows: 


St 


y 
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2165. An alien may be admitted to become a citizen of the United States 
in the following manner, and not otherwise: 

First. tie shall declare on oath, before a circuit or district court of the United 
States, or a district or supreme court of the Territories, or a court of record of 
any of the States having common-law jurisdiction,and a seal and clerk,two 
years at least prior to his admission, that itis bona fide his intention to become 
a citizen of the United States. 


But a subsequent portion of the same section of the statute provides, 
in brackets, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., 
United States, required by section 2165 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, may be made by an alien before the clerk of any of the courts named in 
said section 2165; and ali such declarations heretofore made before any such 
clerk are hereby declared as legal and valid as if made before one of the courts 
named in said section. } 

So I undertake to say that at the time of this declaration there was 
no provision for a judicial inquiry, and there can not be one, into the 
right of an alien making a declaration as to his intention to become a 
citizen of the United States. I think itis the duty ofaclerk of a court, 





who acts ina mere clerical capacity, to receive the declarationand make | 


The question what value it will have there- : aor tt : 
| the Senator from Mississippi desires to have it referred. 


the necessary record of it. 
after is settled by the law, and is to be determined by the court. This, 
I say, is all that appears in the statement that certain Chinamen had 
been naturalized in the State of Indiana. 

There is no provision for the appearance of counsel in such a pro- | 
ceeding as that. There is nothing for counsel to do, and I understand 
there is nothing in the record to show that there was any counsel. And 
the Senator himself does not declare to-day that there was any counsel, 
much less any one connected with General Harrison. 

Some affidavits taken in Washington have been read here from a 
party or parties in the employ of some of the Departments of the Gov- 
ernment, as I understand, to the effect that one of the Chinamen of- 
fered his vote and that it was received. Suppose that was so, how 
does that affect the question of political parties in Indiana or in the 
United States on the question of Chinese naturalization? If that was 
so, it was the fault of the laws of Indiana, and I think they are very 
loose laws in that regard. 

The statute of Indiana, approved April 21, 1881, provides, among 
other things, as follows: 


Sec. 3. All elections shall be free and equal, and in all elections every male 
citizen of the United States of the age of twenty-one years and upwards, who 
shall have resided in the State during the six months, and in the township sixty 
days, and in the ward or precinct thirty days immediately preceding such elec- 
tion, and every male of foreign birth of the age of twenty-one years and up- 
wards, who shall have resided in the United States one year, and shall have re- 
sided in this State during the six months, and in the township sixty days, and 
in the ward or precinct thirty days immediately preceding such election, and 


The Revised Statutes of | 


| it was unanimously passed by the House of Representatives this morning. 
| it is rather urgent. 


That the declaration of inten.ion to become a citizen of the | 
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Union allowed a foreigner to vote immediately after his declaration 
of intention to become a citizen. 

Mr. VEST. Several States do that. 

Mr. DOLPH. If such a foreigner voted at any clection in Indiana. 
I say that the fault was in the law of the State at the time referred to, 

On Monday morning last, Mr. President, when I came into thj 
Chamber, I learned that the House of Representatives had alread 


| passed this bill which had been introduced that very morning into the 


House to restrict Chinese immigration. As is well known, it came 
into this Chamber within two hours after our session commenced, 
Rumor is at fault, the pressof the country is at fault, we are all at fault 

or the bill was brought directly from the Chief Executive of this nation 
to the House of Representatives when it was introduced there. It is 
now claimed that some information has been received by the Govern- 
ment on the question whether the treaty recently negotiated between 
the Chinese Government and the United States has been ratified or re- 
jected by the Chinese Government. 

On Saturday I went to the State Department to get some information 
in regard to that matter, having read the telegram from London, and 
[ was informed that there was no information before the Department 
upon the subject, that the telegram was not credited, and that it was 
sved that if the treaty had been rejected the American minister 

iave cabled that information to the Department. Notwithstand- 
ing that, this bill, as I have said, came from this high source, and, it 
was understood, with the approval of the Chief Executive. It was 
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| rushed through the House and sent to the Senate. 
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The telegrams referred to here do nof appear to e been received, 
the first one until two days after that bill passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and was sent here for the consideration of the Senate. 

Was it desired that the Senate should take the same course on this 
I ask, was it desired by the author of 


the Senate that it had taken in the House? Iam constrained to be- 
lieve that it was not. 

When the bill came into the Senate and was read the Senator trom 
Nevada [Mr. STEWART] requested that the bill should be taken up for 
immediate consideration. ‘Che bill wasread. The senior Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] having the floor, the following proceedings 
occurred: 


The Presipine Orricer. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. GE 
lations. 

The PresipinG Orricer. It has not. 

Mr. Srewarrt. Ithas not; but I will say to the Senator from Mississippi that 
ana 
The House understands what they are doing, and IL hop« 
the Senator will not make any objection to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. Georae. As I caught the reading of the bill, there is one question in it 
that I should like to have settled. 


I will not read all the statement then made by that Senator. 
ting a portion, the proceedings continue: 


I should like to have that matter considered by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations before I vote upon the bill. 

The PrResipine OrricER. Does the Senator from Mississippi make a motion 
that the bill be referred ? 

Mr. GeorGe. I make that motion. 
The PRESIDING OrFIcerR, ‘The bill will be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations if there is objection made to its present consideration. 

Mr. Dotras. That is done on the objection of the Senator from Mississippi? 

The Presipine Orricer, This is a lLlouse bill which has been read twice, and 


The bill has not been referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 


IRGE, 


Omit- 


Mr. Doten. The Senator from Nevada | Mr. St® wart} asked unanimous con- 


| sent that the bill be taken up for present consideration. 


The Prestpine Orricer. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGE] asks 
that it be referred. 

Mr. Doipes. The Senator from Mississippi objects to the present consideration 
of the bill. 

After some remarks by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEorGE], and my colleague [ Mr. 
MITCHELL], the debate continued as follows: 


Mr. GroreGeE. I move to refer the bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
for their consideration. 

Mr. MircHe.v.. The Senator from Mississippi then objects to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

The Presipine Orricer. The bill would naturally go to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. Unless unanimous consent is given to consider it now, the 
bill will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. Vest. I do not understand that the Senator from Mississippi objects to 
its present consideration. We can determine afterwards what we shal! do 
with it. 

Mr. Georeer. I wish to make a statement about it. 
tion 

The Presiprne Orricer. The Chair will put the question. 

Mr. GrorGe. I want to state—— 

The Prestpine Orricer. Let the Chair first put the question. The hill hav- 
ing been read twice, the Senator from Nevada asks unanimous consent that it 
be now considered, Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the bill is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and open toamendment. 

Mr. Grorare. Now, I desire to say that I think it would be oe to have that 
point considered by the Committee on Foreign Relations. If no other Senator 
agrees with me, of course I shall not make the motion to refer. ’ 


Ihave stated my objec- 
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liberty to make some remarks 


opened the door. I shall feel at 
gard to that interview. I did not state that I learned that the 


said I had the very best authority for making that stateme: 
Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Oregon permit 


I 
him there ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo 
to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not wish to take it from the mouth of the Senat 
from Alabama, but the Senator from Oregon the other day, or some o 
for him, opened that door himself by stating what transpired at tha 
very interview. 

Mr. DOLPH. I did not 

Mr. GRAY. Either the Senator from Oregon or the chairman « 
subcommittee or the Senator from Ohio opened that door by 
what occurred at that interview. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will say that what purported to be a statem« 
that very interview was telegraphed to the State of Californ 
newspaper not belonging to the political party with which I afi 
a distorted statement, made in a complaining way as on the pa i ! 
Senate and on the part of the committee, and was afterward pub nite, and impos 
in the newspapers of my own State. The statement did not co m | It is also urged 
me, and I do not believe it came from any member of that committee. ised upon anot! 

Now, I reassert that as I understood it at the time, and I thi t he city of 
recollection of the Senator from Alabama is at fault 
been for ten months any negotiations whatever between th 
Government and the Government of the United States rhe 
will recollect what occurred in regard to a provision in the ti y for | feature of 
the payment to the Chinese Government of damages which had | crimes, for ma 


ot. 
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government shall be exercised and is ampleto cover it? It is as great 
us the « nal power of the United States courts. The State courts 
have precisely the same extent of power. Why not, if punitive meas- 


ures are suflicient, exercise them and suppress these evils. There is no 
difficulty in this, andif there was, the bill under consideration does not 
touch this subject in any respect. It does not propose to remove the 


‘hinaman in San Francisco. 

But it seems to me as if this whole discussion and all these measures 
are intended to show which party or which individual will go farthest 
in appearing to persecute and oppress these Chinese people, as if that 
were the object rather than to devise a proper and an efficacious method 
of preventing their migration in any great numbers into this country, 
and at the same time preserving commercial relations and good feeling 
with the Government of China. 

The proper object to be attained is to prevent the migration into 
this country of any very great number of these people so as to compete 
with American labor, so as to affect to any marked degree the habits or 
customs or social order of our people. If that be the object, why can 
not the States so provide, if they see fit, the General Government con- 
senting thereto and making a treaty with China that no Chinaman 
shall be permitted to migrate or remain in the State of Oregon or Cal- 
ifornia? Ishould like to know why not. I find in the Constitution 
an express provision which recognizes these powers in the State, in sec- 
tion 9 of Article I: 

The migration or Import 


ing shall think proper to admit, shall not be prohibited by the Congress prior to 
the y 


ar 1808 


I presume that no one would claim that that is a power confined to 
the original States, and not a general power in all States either then or 
now existing. It clearly recognizes, in the absence of any provision by 
Congress or any prohibition, the power in the States to admit or to pro- 
hibit. 

Suppose the National Government shal! not exercise that power, and 
we shall by treaty with China say, the State of California objects to 
the presence of the Chinese there under any circumstances whatever, 
any portion of them, and by a treaty agreement we agree that the 
Chinese shall not be allowed the privilege or right either of temporary 
sojourn or occupation there, what prevents the State of California or 
the State of Oregon, or any other State from prohibiting the presence 
of a single ¢ in within her limits? If the object is to get rid of 
these people and prevent any intercourse whatever, is there not ample 
power to accomplish it in the States, the National Government con- 
senting and aiding the States? 

\s to the eflicacy of that kind of legislation to accomplish the ex- 


inam 


clusion of the Chinese, that is the most competent and efficacious 
means, and it is the power that can most eflicaciously execute the 
laws upon this subject if it is the desire that no Chinamen shall be 


Is not the State authority more 
Are not the State officers more 
\re not the State courts 


permitted in the country anywhere. 
generally and universally present? 


numerous in every county, in every locality? 
more numerous throughout the country? If there be a State law, 
with the General Government aiding and assisting it, with no treaty | 


obligations to the contrary, and if there be a public opinion and a law 
co-operating, why is it not the efficacious and the certain method of pre- 
venting the migration or the presence of Chinamen of any description 
in any State that desires to exclude them ? 

I have thought much upon this point during the discussions on this 
subject. 
to be npon the Pacitic coast, and if Senators are so anxious that there 
should be no pollution of the people by Chinese amongst them, why 


should not the aid of State legislation, which was ample and sufficient | 


to cover the whole subject, be invoked? No answer has ever been made 
to that proposition. 
ject has been before the Senate in the discussion of these bills. There 
can be no answer to it. The State power is ample, the National Gov- 
ernment co-operating and aiding, to accomplish this end without in- 
volving the whole country in trouble in its commercial relations. 

Mr. President, suppose you have a law of absolute exclusion,of non- 
intercourse, which this measure practicaily proposes with the Chinese 
Government, and these people cross the border either of Mexico or Can- 
ada into the United States, and are found within our country. It is 
not a very difficult matter for them to evade immediate contact with 
the officers of the United States. A marshal of the United States is 
notomnipresent. You mustrely upon the local sentiment of the people 
for the execution of the laws, to communicate the intelligence that here 
is a Chinaman in this community without authority of law, and the 
execution of that law for the prevention of this evil, as it is considered, 
must depend alone upon the local sentiment of the people. 

Therefore I undertake to say that if it be the desire to prohibit in 
this country the presence of all Chinamen, or of any number of them, 
the remedy is easily at hand in the legislation in the different States 
upon the subject. 

Mr. HOAR, 
would be competent for the Legislature of any State (the power to 
regulate commerce being in Congress}, to prohibj the entrance wo its 
borders of any English subject? 


itien of such persons as any of the States now exisi- | 


if the people are so unanimous and so earnest as they appear | 


[ have called attention to it every time the sub- | 


I’'wish to ask the Senator from Florida if he thinks it | 
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Mr. CALL. Ido not think it would be, without the aid of Cong 
to t But su; ress should make a treaty with k) 
land and should say that in the State of Massachusetts no Englishma 
shall be admitted except subject to the laws of Massachusetts, I y 
the Senator to tell me what would be the objection to that ? 

Mr. HOAR. The objection to that, in my judgment, is that it wi 
be a regulation of commerce with foreign nations, which Congress ¢: 
| not remit to the States. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senat: 
Senator from Massachusetts 

Mr. CALL. I will. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like sk the Senator from Massachuset 
whether he thinks aState would or would not have the power to say they 
might come within, but prevent becoming permanent residents within 
its borders those foreigners who are not admitted to naturalization ? 
In other words, can Massachusetts exclude the Chinaman who is not 
entitled to be naturalized from permanent residence in the State of 
Massachusetts ? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think she can. 

Mr. CALL. The answer to the proposition of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] is twofold. In the first place, it is not a 
remission by the Congress of the United States of the power to regulat: 
commerce to any State. It is an exercise by Congress of the power to 
regulate commerce in respect to that State in accordance with the laws 
| of that State. As I said, it finds its warrant in the provision of the 
| Constitution which prohibits Congress from interfering with the powe1 
of admission or rejection until a certain period of time, and in so doing 
it asserts alter that time the power of Congress to exercise that pro- 
hibition or not in respect to each State. That is one answer. 

The other answer is the suggestion made by the Senator from New 
Hampshire [ Mr. BLA], that although it is commerce for an English- 
man to come to Massachusetts or to any other State, and it would be 
a regulation of commerce to forbid them, it is not commerce for him 
to come there for the purpose of residence or remaining any length of 
| time; and that is the evil complained of here. I apprehend that 
neither California nor any other State would find any cause of objection 
in the mere passage through their dominions of any class of people. | 
| apprehend that it would not be at all difficult to formulatea Jaw whi 
would prevent any person passing through a State from stopping fo 
such a length of time as would be objectionable to the people, and 1 
so identify them that there could be no permanent remaining and no 
| permanent occupation there. 

I do not see therefore that this agitation has anything more in view 
than the question of presenting to the people of the Pacific coast the 
one side or the other side, the one man or the other man as being mor ‘ 
in accordance with the publicsentiment of the people there; that it a 
an electioneering scheme. 4 

I am in favor of preserving the purity of this race and not interfer- 
ing with the employments of our people to any unreasonable extent, and 
I shall be perfectly willing to acquiesce in any such legislation as rea 
sonably attains that end. But that can be done without interfering 
with the commercial relations of our people with China. That can be 
That can be done without asserting 


ypose Cong 





rom Florida allow me to ask { 


my? 





a questi 


toa 














| done without non-intercourse. 





what everybody knows to be impossible and to bea mere pretense, the 3 
| old exclusion policy of China, which the civilized people of the world 4 
forced her to abandon. We are here to-day in deliance of the whole q 


civilization upon which our country rests asserting that we shall be 
absolutely excluded from all intercourse with a very large portion of a 
| the globe, upon the proposition that it is necessary in order to prevent § 
the migration of their people in such numbers as to be a serious in- 
jury to our people. We are asserting a pvational policy of non-inter- 
| course with the nations of the earth. We are making a declaration 
of public policy that contact between a superior and inferior civiliza- 
tion will destroy the superior. That isolation is our only protection 
against the Chinese. -We have gone back on the dial of time eighteen 
hundred years. 

That is the whole of the argument. TheSenate of the United States, 
representing the most enlightened, wealthy, and powerful nation in 
the world, to-day affirms the principles and the policy of exclusion 
| which the civilized world forced, at the point of arms, the Government 
of China to abandon, and both political parties here to-day are affirm- 3 
| ing, giving no reason whatever that can stand the test of investigation, a 
that the prevention of the migration of the Chinese in such numbers a 
as to affect the civilization, degrade the religion, and destroy the vir- 
tues of our people is necessary, notwithstanding it is plain that the 
criminal power vested in our courts and our State governments is ample 
to meet every exigency that requires the administration of punitive ’ 
iaw, and the suppression of crime. Instead of the proper exercise of i 
the powers of government to prevent crime, we declare that isolation 5 
is our only protection from Chinese crime. 
| Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me a moment right there? 
| Mr. CALL. Certainly. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Going back to the point the Senator was discuss- 





ing a moment ago, he called attention to section 9 of Article I of the 
| Constitution, and after having read it, argued that inasmuch as that 
| section provided that ‘‘the migration or importation of such persons 
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Mr. MITCHI L. Of course it does not ir 

State admitted into the Union after t 

CALI I called attention to that 
which the Senator recognizes at once as a Mm: 1 
which I now call his attention as a proposition which all admit, t 
the States do not derive their powers from the grant in the Consti 
tion. The States have their powers from the people who created 
State ver nts. The Constitution says that Congress shall 
prohibit to the States “‘ now existing,”’ the year 1808, ’ 


ration of any persons they see fit to admit. 


Suppose Congress does not to-day prohibit immigration of Ching 
Cali 1. The Constitution does not give California the power t 


mit or to prohibit immigration, but the people of California have g 
the State government that power, and the Constitution of the | 











States admits that the people of California have the right in tl 
sel * that prohibition to admit or prohibit. That power is 
terfered with by the Constitution and exists by virtue of the gr 
power from the people of California in absolute plenitude. 
7 efore I take it neither the Senator from Oregon nor any 
Ww 1estion the fact in the al of ay} 1ibition by Con t 
the power of any State is ample to admit or reject; but my propos 
is, that with ¢ rr consenting to and aiding the execution of 
tate | er with treaty stipulation with China, that no Chit 
ha | iitted to remain within the State of California f 
length of time who is objectionable, or even not to enter there, 





Mr. BLAIR. 





bq tion 

Mr. CALL ; 

Mr. BLAIR. 1] yellow fever 1 ] 
chooses to loca t is to say, the Ch 
Florida, is it a » Georgia? 

Mr. CALL. ( 

Mr. BLAIR. fact have d led. H 





yellow fever. 
Mr. CALL. Ido not agree with the Senato 


Mr. BLAIR. Then we disagree. 
Mr. CALL. I think the Almighty is a better judge than 1 
7 





ator, and when He created four hundred million or five hu 
ion of Chinese people He knew better t! Senator from 


Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. He created the yellow fever in the same w 
ing to the Senator’s reasoning, a ( y 3 
thing and not to be avoided by those whose constitutions are a 
to yellow fever. 

Mr. CALL. That may be the Senator’s a 
great deal of that sort of a I 
ment on which this bill is supporte: 
low fever and the Chinamen, and t 
to be abated in the same way and to the same extent. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let me asl ie Senator another q ue stion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 


mie and +} 
ument, and the 


: world, and that is 
the Almighty create 
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are one and the sam« 





) 
, 
; 














; 
ver 
yy th 
LAI 















































































































Mr. CALI Farthe 0 I think it very wise for every one, par- 
ti ly t e who ve to vote upon these subjects, to be candid and 
say wl they believe about it. If they believe, as the Senator from 
New Ham] I ns todo, that the Chinaman is necessarily an evil; 
that he like the pestilence or the yellow fever, when we have twelve 
millions of African people as diverse as the Chinamen is from our own | 
peop aith it in their tastes and disposition as theirs—if he be- 
lieves that these people area public enemy and can not be permitted 
to come here under any circumstances or any condition, he is wise to 
say so and to vote for this legislation without any more candid expres- 
sion of opinion, 

[ do not believe it. I believe that the Almighty has created no peo- 
ple who are not for some wise purpose in the world and capable of 
civilization, capable of improvement, and I believe it is the duty of all 
public policy, while carefully guarding their own people against evil 


and contamination, to establish the policy that while they protect their 
own people from evil they shall do the greatest good to others and es- 
tablish the widest commercial relations with mankind. I believe in 
the commerce of thonght and intelligence and production. I believe 
in the spread of intelligence and in the elevation and improvement ot 
mankind. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin ? 

Mr. CALL. Ido. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was about to ask the Senator from Florida whether 
he was in favor of exclading the Chinese from this country. There is 
no proposition, as I understand it, to exclude them from the world, 
but only to exclude them from this part of the world. I recognize 
their right to live and move and have their being, and enjoy their civil- 
ization, and all that, but not to move to this country. 

Mr. CALL. I did not suppose there was any policy on the part of 
these gentlemen to make war on China and exterminate the Chinese. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator from Florida whether he is in 
favor of excluding them or not? 

Mr. CALL. I might answer that very well by saying that a man’s 
opinions in a concrete form are very much like the opinions now on 
both sides of the Senate and in the other House—they are formed very 
much from political expediency. Iam probably subject like others to 
that kind of necessity, that I am obliged to think of what is politically 
expedient. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘Then I understand the Senator to be just now for 
political reasons in favor of excluding them ? 

Mr. CALL. No; but I say that I think a large number of Senators 
on both sides of this body are that way. My own personal opinion 
about it is this: I think the Chinese may very safely be admitted to 
this country in limited numbers. 

Mr. BLAIR. May Lask the Senator a question? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. Why is it that both parties, with the exception of the 
Senator from Florida, are solid against the admission of Chinese to 
this country ? 

Mr. CALL. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
is true? 

Mr. CALL, I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. BLAIR. There was a time when the great body of the Ameri- 
can people, or rather the northern portion of the American people, were 
opposed to the policy of the Pacific coast in excluding the Chinaman. 
I remember when our religious bodies, and our missionary people, and 
our intelligent people, men who wrote on the Declaration of Independ- 
ence and wrote books on such subjects, were all on the side of the 
Chinaman. Something has changed their view, and it was not the 
clamor of the Pacific coast, for they made more then than they do now. 
Something has convinced the great body of the American people north 
of Mason and Dixon’s line that on the whole these people ought to be 
kept out; that they are injuring our own civilization; that the enter- 
ing wedge is on the Pacific coast; and that it is better for the China- 
man and better for us that they should live in their house and that 
we should liveinours. They have come to the conclusion, I think, that 
the best man on the face of the earth, the doctor of divinity or the phi- 
losopher, is not to invade the hut of the lowliest and occupy that space 
which is necessary for breathing and for existence on the part of who- 
soever has prior ownership and actual possession. I think the convic- 
tion of the people has changed there; and the people of the South, or 
the representatives of the Southern people, for some reason have changed 
their views; either it is that the negro is such a being as the Senator 
from Florida depicts him, ineapable of assimilating-—— 

Mr. CALL. I have said nothing about that. 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, the Senator did; he spoke of the twelve millions 
of them, he will recollect. 

Mr. CALL, Igaid they were as different to us in their color, taste, 


Because the people of the Pacific coast are solid. 
Now, let me ask the Senator if he really thinks that 


and habits as the Chinese. 
Mr. BLAIR. Thepeople of the South do not want 12,000,000, 50,- 
000,000, or 100,000,000 more, who are notlikely to become good Amer- 
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ican citizens, to whom we deny the suffrage deny naturalization, ; 
for some reason they are in accord with the sentiments of the Nort} 
The whole nation is one way. I ask the Senator if it is a fair thing to 
impeach motives, my motives, the motives of Democrats and Repub- 
licans alike everywhere, by saying that we are dallying with this qui 
tion for mere politicaladvantage? If we are wrong political advanta; 
would be on a different side, for we all recognize the fact that there j 
no permanent political advantage which is not found by taking t 
morally right side of a question; and if we are wrong in our positi 
in regard to the Chinese, political injury will result to all parties w] 
oppose this immigration. 

Mr. CALL. ‘The answer to all that in my opinion is simply this: | 
have no power to judge of anybody’s motives, and I doubt very mi . 
if the motive is very distinct to themselves. I can only judge of t! ee 
reasons which they give when they tell me that they are opposed to 
the migration of these people because they are dissimilar in persona! 
and mental characteristics, because they do not assimilate and inter- 
mix, and yet they have here twelve million people who are still mor 
dissimilar, and who do not intermingle nor intermix to any very lai 
extent. When I see that every people on the face of the earth is repre- 
sented here more largely than the Chinese people, and I am told th: 
in defiance of your own constitutional amendment which you put « 
the Constitution, to the effect that everybody from everywhere shou! 
be exactly equal and entitled to the same protection of the laws a1 
have the same rights to be exercised, both political and persunal—— 

Mr. BLAIR. That applies only to citizens. 

Mr. CALL. I beg pardon, it applies to all persons. 

Mr. BLAIR. It applies to citizens born here or naturalized. 

Mr. CALL. It applies to all persons within the jurisdiction of the 
United States, but we will not argue about that. When I see that 
you, in direct denial of that proposition, which was made a constitu- 
tional amendment a few years ago, now affirm that these people are 
the exceptions, that the Indians and the Chinese people are the excep- % 
tion of all humanity with whom there can be no intercourse- 2 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator if he understands that provis- 
ion of the Constitution, the fourteenth amendment, about denying to 
all persons within the jurisdiction of a State the equal protection of 
the laws, to apply to Chinamen, to foreigners ? 

Mr. CALL. I understand it to apply to every person. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I wish to ask the Senator one other question. 
What becomes of his argument that any State may compel one of them g 
to leave its borders? Does he think that an equal protection of the . 
laws? = 


Mr. CALL. I think so, when there is a treaty stipulation to that a 
| 
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effect. I think that would be an excepted case and that would come 
within the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction would be subject to and q 
in accordance with the treaty, which is the supreme law of the land ql 
for that purpose. Otherwise the Senator from Massachusetts would be 
right; they would be protected by the constitutional amendment, and 
with a treaty stipulation, the supreme law of the land, they would 
have the right, because they come here under the treaty, and are not 
subject to the constitutional provision for our own people; they come 
under the treaty. We constantly by treaty with other nations limit 
their jurisdiction over our people in their country. 

Mr. President, I do not care to prolong this discussion. The Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire states issues which are not here. If there are 
to be 12,000,000 Chinese here, that is one proposition, and if necessary 
to stop that it would be proper to say that no Chinaman shall come to 
this country except for commercial purposes and temporary sojourn; 
but when there are no Chinamen in this country outside of California 
and Oregon, and a few who have been carried into some of the New ; 
England States within the last few years by capitalists, and who have { 
met I believe with disfavor from the people there, when it is an evil 
scarcely felt in four-fifths of the country, that is another question; and 
that is what we are speaking of to-day, when there is no evil felt from 
Chinese immigration outside of the Pacific coast, when there is no com- 
plaint from our people elsewhere, when the only question is how to re- 
lieve the people of the Pacific coast of their presence without disturb- 
ing our commercial relations with China. 

If you want to prohibit the building of railroads by them, asthe Cen- 
tral Pacific was built by the thousands who were brought from China 
to do it, make a law and prohibit their being here for doing this, that, 
or the other kind of labor, or in this, that, or the other numbers. 


Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question ? * 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. ’ x 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator has several times called to our attention ‘ 
the existence of the negro population in this country as in some way i 


bearing on this proposed legislation. I wish to remind him that in 
just the same way that we allow the negro who is here to remain, we 
permit the Chinaman who has come by authority of law to remain 
also, so that the two classes are upon the same ground in that respect. 
As to the future, it seems the general policy is to exclude the China- 
man. I ask the Senator whether he would be in favor of the exclusion 
of negro immigration for all future time? 

Mr. CALL. I would prevent their comingin any large numbers. I 
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Mr i that tl is black man is asd If he we present, | . 
ent it I rious 1 pul pirited und ¢ l N L\.LLISON Iam } 
white man as an ignorant and supertitious yellow man is from t SAUI RY Not knowing 
white man. Do youdenyit? I have said nothing al t lr I would v yea 
ran ~~] ~] » I have found 0 fa t with ¢ r CAT] I — ‘ . tan § é 
gent colored men. have found no fauit v 1 them. a I 1 paired i i r from 
Mr. BLAIR. Ido not know how that is. N ut I am advised by his co cu M [ : 
Mr. CALL. I think not, and I think that is about the idea of t vote on this proposition, t pai ving been transfe 1 
legislation. It is all predicated upon precisely such propositions. ym Lou na | Mr. GIBso) t 
Mr. President, I do not desire to go any further into this subj« \ LAIR. I desire to say that my collea Mr. ( 
am as willing as any one else to protect the people of this « y 1 with the Senator f New y l I do 
the inroad of any people who will interfere with the occupati I ( y 
pursuits of our people, with their sympathies and their tastes and s Mr. COCKRELL. I! 1] lw t Senator f i ¢ 
order; that will introduce alien and unfriendly elements into it; but N HAWI . Ido ] dv 
while L have vote i for one of t] en sures, I and I vy j l 
to declare my opinion that they are not bass b wise, a ind, : 
an eflicac ious public pol cy adapted to the wi te lof pre I 
ing the migration of these people in any large ers, and att \ ( I 
time pr serving commercial relations and friendly feeling with the |] ‘ His I 1 
pire of China and its millions of people. ( ' a —— . 
I wish further to say that, in connection and in common with that, I | ‘ M é Stew 
regard the preservation of friendly relations with China and all easter? NAYS—I! 
nations as an important one to the civilization and the Christian ci Blair ( H S 
. . . | ( \ 
ization of this country, and I wish to say that I consider that ther ; iH i 
; : 


much in the Oriental nations which is worthy of study and is n 
jurious in contact with the civilization of the western continent. W 





. . 4 on, La 3 i t I 
have a great duty to perform as a great light to humanity, as well as ! ; I i 
a duty to our own people. They are both consistent with each other ‘ rn, Eustis : 
and must be performed by intercourse with the nations of the « J 7 a 





and not by non-intercourse. , ies Staaeee Sta. 
Mr. TELLER. I now move to lay the motion to reconsider on the | Cameron I P I 
table. dier, ze alm 
Mr. BLAIR. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays. | Daniel. Ha Pla 
The yeas and nays were ordered. Davis Haw Qua 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll or PRESIDENT y t . A quorum not h ig voted, tl 
agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. TELLER] to | Secretary will call the roll 
lay on the table the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. Che Secretary called the roll, and tl lowing Senator 
BLAIR] to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed. their names: 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. Aldric Colquitt, Tones s 
Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. BLACKBURN’s name was called). The | Allison, Cullom, Manders 
Senator from Kentucky [|Mr. BLACKBURN ] is paired with the Senator olph, 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON ]. Bla Gray, Pp 
Br ' ; 
( 
( 





Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). Before I vote I will ask it 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] can inform me how his ron. , l 
colleague | Mr. GEORGE] would vote on this question ? ( Hoa P 











Mr. WALTHALL. I think the Senator from New Hampshire is at | (0C*"™ i, Ingalls, 2 Z 
liberty to vote. Ear ey ; sie ' y 
Mr. BLAIR. I vote “‘nay.”’ The PRESIDENT j pee : ; ed 
Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- to their names. aS Fen will eet ee -¢ —s we —s 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowEN |. tion of the Senator ! a , ae on ta 
Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). I am paired with the | ¢ Motion to reconsider the vote by which the Dill was pa 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLeR]. Not knowing how he Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (at 3 0% ane 1 - e 
would vote on this question, I withhold my vote. move that the n¢ ate adjourn. 
Mr. PASCO (when Mr. FAULKNER’S name was called). I was r Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator m £4 
quested to announce that the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. FAuLK- | ™°UO" Jor one moment = 
NER] is necessarily absent, and is paired with the Senator from Penn- Mr. JONES, of Arkansa t will withdraw it for 
sylvania [Mr. QuAY]. RELATIONS W : 
Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). .I am paired w the Mr. HOAR. D th rl l rt lorning I ition 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorR1ILu], but I transfer the pair to the | introduced by me calling upon the P dent for certain in tion 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], which enables the Sen- | was passed over at the suggestion of the Senator from Missouri {M1 


ator from Nevada [| Mr. JONES | and myself both tovote. Ivote ‘‘yea.’’ | Vest] that it should be postponed until a later hour of th y, 0 
Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with | causea message from the President was expected A message has come 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. in, but it relates to an entirely different subject. I ask tl 
Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired wit] from Missouri if there is any objection to having the resolution adopted 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If he were here, I should vote | at this time. 
** yea.’? Mr. VEST. 








I have none. 





Mr. HOAR. ‘Then I ask that the resolution be adopted. 

The PRESIDEN’ » tempor rhe resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. Hoar Sep- 
tem > 6, 1883, as follows: ; 


1e alfention of the President be respectfully called to the res- 
olution of the Senate, adopted August 28 ultim >, requesting him to communi- 
cate to the Senate copies of all communications addressed by his direction to 
the Government of Great Britain, remonstrating against certain unfair treat- 
ment of our citizens, and that he be requested to furnish such information as 
s00n a8 possible, in order that it may be considered in acting upon legislatio 
now pending. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempor 
resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


> 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had appointed Mr. RYAN to be one 
of the managers of the conference on the part of the House on the bill 
(H. R. 10998) making appropriations for fortifications and other works 
of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy 
ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes, in place of Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the Committee of Conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Hiouses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2252) to incor- 
porate the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator, and Railway Company. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 1506) for the relief of Addie Bell. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (H. R. 
10931) to donate and transfer to the State of Louisiana for quarantine 
purposes certain lands on the Mississippi River belonging to the United 
States, subject to reversion to the United States in the event of their 
non-usage for quarantine purposes, and requiring the proper depart- 
ment of the United States Government to execute the necessary trans- 
fer to the State of Louisiana on the condition aforesaid; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before putting the question on the 
motion to adjourn, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, being the bill (8S. 12) for the admission of Washington. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 10931) to donate and transfer to the State of Louisi- 
ana for quarantine purposes certain lands on the Mississippi River be- 
longing to the United States, subject to reversion to the United States 
in the event of theirnon-usage for quarantine purposes, and requiring 
the proper Department of the United States Government to execute the 
necessary transfer to the State of Louisiana on the condition aforesaid, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Arkansas moves 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to say that the vote upon the motion of the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is plainly indicative of the sense 
of the Senate on the motion offered by myself. I donot wish to delay 
the action of the Senate, and so if permitted to do so I will withdraw 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object to a withdrawal of the motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. 
have not withdrawn it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Arkansas that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. STEWART. I call for the yeas and nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to announce the pair and the absence of my 
colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] and the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
3LODGETT |}. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—19. 





I insist on the motion to adjourn. I 


Bate, Colquitt, Harris, Turpie, 
Berry, Cullom, Hiscock, Vest, 
Call, Gorman, Jones of Arkansas, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Gray, Reagan, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Hampton, Sherman, 
NAYS—22, 

Allison, Hoar, Payne, Stockbridge, 
Biair, Jonesof Nevada, Plumb, Teller, 
Brown, Mitchell, Pugh, Walthall, 
Chace, Morgan, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes, Paddock, Spooner, 
Dolph, Palmer, Stewart, 

ABSENT—35. 
Aldrich, Davis, Hale, Platt, 
Beck, Edmunds, Hawley, Quay, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Hearst, Ransom, 
Blodgett, F-varts, ingalls, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Farwell, Kenna, Sabin, 
Butler, Faulkner, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Cameron, Frye, Manderson, Stanford, 
Chandler, George, Morrill, Vance, 
Daniel, Gibson, Pasco, 
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So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motio 


| to lay upon the table the motion to reconsider the vote by which th 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Ee 


bill was passed. The Secretary will again eall the roll. 

‘The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoRRILL]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PALMER (aiter having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw 
my vote and announce my pair with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. VANCE]. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. 
iraws his vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. 
voting. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
SAULSBURY ]. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will announce, and shall not again announce during 
the day, the absence and the pair of my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER | 
and the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BtopGerr]. I do not know 
how either of them would vote on this question. 

The result was anounced—yeas 25, nays 8; as follows: 

YEAS-25, 


I am paired with th 


The Senator from Michigan with- 
( 

I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
Not knowing how he would vote, I abstain from 


I am paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 


ldrich, Davis, Paddock, Teller, 
Bate, Dolph, Payne, Turpie, 
serry, Gray, Pugh, Jest, 
Cameron, Hiscock, Sawyer, Walthall 
Chace, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Coke, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Cullom, Morgan, Stockbridge, 

NAYS—8S. 
slair. Colquitt, Hoar, Sherman, 


Reagan, Wilson of Iowa. 


ABSENT—43. 


t « 
Blair, 
Brown, Hampton, 


Allison, Edmunds, Hawley, Plumb, 

Beck. Eustis, Hearst, Quay, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Ingalls, Ransom, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Jones of Arkansas, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Faulkner, Kenna, Sabin, 
Butler, Frye, MePherson, Saulsbury, 
Call, George, Manderson, Stanford, 
Chandler, Gibson, Morrill, Vance, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Hale, Pasco, Wilson of Md, 
Dawes, Harris, Platt, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (at 3 o0’clock and 45 minutes p. m.). 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. STEWART. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BurLEeR]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired, as 
has already been announced, with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN ]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
17, nays 22; as follows: 


A quorum not being present, the 


I move 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with the Sen- 


YEAS—17. 


Bate, Gray, Pugh, Walthall, 
Berry, Hampton, Reagan, Wilson of Mad, 
Cockrell, Harris, Sherman, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Colquitt, Morgan, Voorhees, 

NAYS—22. 
Aldrich, Davis, Mitcheil, Stewart 
Allison, Dawes, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Blair, Dolph, Palmer, Teller, 
Brown, Hiscock, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chace, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 

ABSENT—327. 

Beck, Tustis, Hearst, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Ingalls, Riddleberger, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Kenna, Sabin, 
Bowen, Faulkner, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Frye, Manderson, Stanford, 
Call, George, Morrill, Turpie, 
Cameron, Gibson, Pasco, Vance. 
Chandler, Gorman, Piatt, 
Daniel, Hale, Plumb, 
Edmunds, Hawley, Quay, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Call the roll. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed upon the 
motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was cailed). 


I am paired with 


I am paired with 
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Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to « 
charge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | 
from the further consideration of the bill (H.R. 10931) to donate 
transfer to the State of Louisiana for quarantine purposes certain lan i 
the Mississippi River belonging to the United States, subject to rever- 





‘ 
‘ 
Gov 
i 
‘ 
y Yet 
\ ) 
i 
+} 
3 } : 
' aT . 
) . 
. 
. 
) 
HP 
UT NG 
nd ) 
A 
atter mo 


i. 


wes 





8380 


a 


CONGRESSIONAL 


PURCHASE OF NEW MAIL L AND KEYS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLountT], the 
chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and 
unanimous consent that the committee have leave to report at any time 
a bill making ap; purchase or manufacture of new 
mail locks and keys 

Mr. ROGE! What is the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The object is for the procurement of new mail 
locks and k« y If there be no objce tion, this order will be made. 

There was no objec tion. 


OCKS 
Post-Roads, asks 


yr tiv for the 
rOprialions ior the 


POSTPONED PENSION CASES. 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I hope the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will withdraw the demand for the regular order for a moment, 
to permit me to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. McCREARY. Thegentileman can do that without withdrawing 
the demand. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Some weeks ago, in fact 
months past, a number of pension-increase bills were passed at the 
Friday night sessions through several readings, upon which bills the 
previous question was ordered and days fixed for their consideration 
in the House. This being private bill day, I would like to ask the 
Speaker why the House can not take up these bills and pass them now, 
as we can not get them passed at the night session because of the lack 
of a quorum. 

Mr. BLAND. 
the regular order. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
finished business? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has heretofore decided that these bills 
lost none of their rights or privileges under the rules of the House on 


some 


That is not a parliamentary question. Let us have 


Would they not come up as un- 


account of the fact of being made a special order; and that the day on | 


which they were set apart for consideration having lapsed, they would 
come up in their regular order on private bill day. 


man from Kentucky demands the regular order, and it is the duty of 


the Chair to call the committees for reports. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McCREARY. I move to dispense with the call of the commit- 
tees for reports. 

The motion was agreed to, two-thirds having voted in favor thereof. 

Mr. McCREARY. I now ask unanimous consent that members 
having reports from committees be allowed to hand them in at the 
desk. 

There was no objection. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 

‘The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 

desk 
MARY VON OLNHAUSEN, 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back 
Mary Von Olnhausen; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port. ordered to be printed. 

ELVIRA E. FANCHER. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 8479) granting a pension to Elvira E. 
Fancher, widow of EF. D. Fancher; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

IRA E. BALDWIN. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the hill (H. R. 10911) granting a pension to Ira 
I. Baldwin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. CATHERINE BABERICK. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 9252) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Catherine Baberick, of Watertown; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M’DONALD. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2938) granting a pension to James 
MecDouald; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


RACHEL DIXON. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably an act (S. 3059) granting a pension to Rachel 
Dixon, mother of James Dixon, deceased; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RUTH AMES. 
Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 


But the gentle- | 


with amendments the bill (H. R. 10951) granting a pension to | 
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| ported back favorably the bill (S. 3 g a pension to Ruth 
which was referred to the Cor of the Whole House 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
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Ames; imittee 


ANDREW J. Fot 


Vw. BU r. 


the Committee on Invalid Pensio 


Mr. MORRILL also, from 


, 
wrted back favorably the bill (S. 2633) granting a pension to And 

py ! : S gape! | 
Foust; which was referred to the Committe the Whole on the Pri 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be print 





ommittee on Invalid Pensions, 
3241) granting a pension to Easter s 


to th 


Mr. MORRILL also, fro 
ported back favorably the bill 


| Jackson; which was referred Committee of the Whole on t] 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to | 


printed. 
SANDERS. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ré 
ported back favorabiv the bill (S. 2590) granting a pension to Georg: 
L.. Sanders; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Hous 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


GEORGE L. 


WILLIAM S. BRADSHAW. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3208) granting a pension to William 
S. Bradshaw; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 5 

| on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
SAMUEL FERGUSON BEACH. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 11366) for the relief of Samuel Ferguson Beach, 
executor of Anthony I. Fraser, deceased; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
| accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

W. J. TAPP & CO. 
| Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
| the bill (H. R. ) for the relief of W. J. Tapp & Co.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole Ilouse on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McCREARY. I now call up the regular order, being the special 
order for this hour, bill No. 11309. 
GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK, ELEVATOR, AND RAILWAY COMPANY. : 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I desire to submit a privileged report—a report 
of a conference committee. 
| TheSPEAKER. That is in order. 

Mr. McCREARY. How much time does the gentleman expect this 
will consume? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Only a very few moments. I submit the report 
| in the absence of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Compton ], who 
is necessarily absent to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The @lerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (S. 2252) to incorporate the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator, and Rai!- 4 
way Company having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the House 
and agree to the same, 4 

BARNES COMPTON, 


JOHN T. HEARD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


H. H. RIDDLEBERGER, 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, 4 
Cc. B. FARWELL, 4 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The managers on the part of the House submit the following state- 


ment: 


rs 
302 





STATEMENT OF CONFEREES ON THE PART OF THE HOUSE. 4 
The managers on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two om 
Houses onthe Senate bill 2252 to incorporate the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Ele- j 
vator, and Railway Company respectfully submit the following statement : 2 
The Senate receded from its disagreement to the amendments of the House, 
and thus the bill is left exactly as it passed the House. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
ence report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

THE FISHERIES. 


Mr. McCREARY. I call up the special order for this hour, House 
bill 11309, and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rock WEL1] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Speaker, having yielded the greater part of 
the time to which as a member of the committee I was entitled to 
my colleagues from Massachusetts, Mr. DAvis and Mr. CoGswELl, 
who represent large fishing constituencies, I can hardly add anything 
to their pointed, bright, and graceful speeches. 

Behind every business interest England plants her treasury, her social 
influence, and herguns. Herskilled diplomacy overreaches American 
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ie referred to and failed to apply the ample re1 nds. an ; ters ews, SO arr | 30 4 
a waited the present juncture of political affairs t legislation he : od a ; ate ene “ sters < 
; did not need, then, indeed, has the United States been humiliated b the most favored nation ot . si 
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of some port or place in such destined voyage elsewhere; and also to deny 
entry into any port or place of the United States of fresh fish or salt fish or any 
other product of said dominions, or other goods coming from said dominions 
to the United States. The President may, in his discretion, apply such proc- 
lamation to any part or all of the foregoing-named subjects,and may revoke, 
qualify, limit, and renew such prockmation from time to time as he may deem 
necess ary to the full and just execution of the purposes of this act. Every vio- 
lation of any such proclamation, or any part thereof,is hereby declared ille- 
gal,and all vessels and goods so coming or bei ing within the waters, ports, or 
places of the United States contrary to such proclamation shall be forfeited to 
the United States; and such forfeiture shall be enforced and proceeded upon in 
the same manner and with the same effect as in the case of vessels or goods 
whose importation or coming to or being in the waters or ports of the United 
States contrary to law may now be enforced and proceeded upon. Every per- 
son who shall violate any of the provisions of this act, or such proclamation of 
the President made in pursuance thereof, shall be deemed guilty of a misde- 
meanor and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by a fine not exceeding 
$1,000, or by imprisonment for a term not exceeding two years, or by both said 
punishments, in the discretion of the court, 

Approved March 3, 1887. 

This law plainly and without circumlocution gave him the warrant 
to exercise almost unlimited power in retaliation for the violation by 
Canadians of our fishing rights. 

These fishery rights of the United States had been violated over and 
over again prior to March 3, 1887, and this law was by Congress passed 
that the President might act to redress those wrongs. Our fishery 
rights have been violated over and over again since the passage of this 
act, a year and a half ago, and yet not a thing has been done by the 

President or this Administration, even, until to-day. 

Senators and Representatives have over and over again called the 
attention of the country and the President to specific wrongs against 
our rights in this regard. The press of the country from Maine to 
California has teemed with articles showing these wrongs and demand- 
ing that some action be taken. Nothing has been done, no move made; 
not theslightest effort toward putting this law in force has been made 
even to this time. 

The President in his message does not make the attempt to excuse 
himself for not using the power given him by this law to stop infringe- 
ments and outrages on the rights of our fishermen and vessels. When 
no attempt is made at excuse for this neglect, the President for once is 
consistent with the facts, for there is no possible excuse. 

What could the President have done to retaliate? Why, look at the 
act of March 3, 1887, and see. He could by proclamation have denied 

‘vessels, their masters and crews,’’ belonging to the British domin- 
ions of North America, ‘‘any entrance into the waters, ports, or places 
of or within the United States.”’ Has he done it? No, confessedly 
not; nor has he made the first simple move to that end. 

What would the effect have been if the President had carried out this 
law of March 3, 1887, in an attempt to stop outrages upon our vessels 
and sailors engaged in fishing? Whyit would have shut every Ameri- 
can port to every vessel of the Dominion of Canada. It would have 
closed the St. Clair Flats Canal to the ships of our unfair neighbors; 
it would have shut the ponderous gates of the Sault Ste. Marie Canal 
against all vessels attempting to go through except our own, and it 
would have closed the waters of Lake Michigan to all the Lake trade 
on the partof Canada. By the time all this had been done the Cana- 
dian authorities would have commenced to devise ways and means to 
avoid such retaliation, and the ‘‘ ways and means’’ would have been 
the utter abandonment of all outrages and wrongs upon our fishermen 
and theircalling. The Canadian Government would long since have 
cried enough, and our fishery trouble would have been a thing of the 
past. 

In his message, page 7, the President says: 

I desire also to call the attention of the Congress to another subject involving 
such wrongs and unfair treatment to our citizens as in my opinion requires 
prompt action, 

The navigation of the Great Lakes and the immense business and carrying 
trade growing out of the same have been treated broadly and liberally by the 
United States Government and made free to all mankind, while Canadian rail- 
roads and navigation companies share in our country’s transportation upon 
terms as favorable as are accorded to our own citizens. 

The canals and other public works, built and maintained by the Government 
along the line of the lakes, are made free toall. 

In contrast to this condition and evincing a narrow and ungenerous commer- 
cial spirit, every lock and canal which isa public work of the Dominion of Can- 
ada is subject to tolls and charges. 

Here the President states pregnant facts. Facts when analyzed show 
a virtual abandonment on the part of Canada of attempt to comply 
with treaty obligations. What does this charge of the President refer 
to? What does it mean? What in plain language are the facts about 
this business? 

Let us see a little, so the people may understand all about it and see 
the really grave wrongs which the Canadian Government, backed by 
England, has for years ‘placed i in the way of our commerce, enjoying the 
rights and privileges the United States long ago boughtand paid for. 

From Ogdensburgh, on the St. Lawrence River, the United States has 
its own water way to Duluth, the western end of Lake Superior, with 
the exception of passage from Lake Ontario into Lake Erie. Between 
Lake Ontario and Lake Erie forty years ago the Canadian Government 
built the Welland Canal, which has cost already $50,000,000. 

The United States never has had any way to pass its ships between 
these two lakes except as it asked the leave and had the license of 
Canada and England, and for forty years now we have humiliated 
ourselves and hampered and endangered our commerce by failing to 
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build an American water way from Lake Erie to Lake Ontario on t! 
American side, 

it is just at this point and place and this is the only point and place 
that the Canadian Government now discriminates against our < 
merce so as to warrant the language quoted from the President’s mes- 
sage. 

In the place of building our own canal, as long ago we ought to have 
done, and as now at this late day we ought to do and will do, we at- 
tempt to make a treaty with Canada and England so we might use th 
Welland Canal on the same terms as the same was used by the British 
provincesthemselves. In the treaty of 1871 between Canada, England 
and America the following articles will be found: 

ARTICLE XXVIII. 

The Government of Her Britannic Majesty engages to urge upon the Govern. 
ment of the Dominion of Canada to secure to the citizens of the United Stats 
the use of the Welland, St. Lawrence, and other canals in the Dominion on 
terms of equality with the inhabitants of the Dominion; and the Governmen 
of the United States engages that the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty shall 
enjoy the use of the St. Clair Flats Canal on terms of equality with the in 
itants of the United States, and furthe = ngages to urge upon the State gov 
ments to secure the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty the use of the severa 
State canals connected with the navigation of the lakes or rivers traversed by 
or contiguous to the boundary line between the possessions of the high cox 
tracting parties, on terms of equality with the inhabitants of the U nited States 

ARTICLE XXVIII, 

The navigation of Lake Michigan shall also, for the term of years mentioned 
in Article XX XIII of this treaty, be free and open for the purposes of commerc« 
to the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty, subject to any laws and regulations 
the United States bordering thereon not inconsistent with such privilege of free 
navigation, 

It would be supposed that under these articles there could be no 
doubt but that our ships and cargoes would have the same rights and 
privileges of passage through the Welland Canal as the ships and car- 
goes of Canada and England; but it has not been so. Canada, under 
these clauses, has all the time in the past used, free of charge, St. Clair 
Flats Canal, so Ste. Marie Canal, Lake Michigan, and even all the ca- 
nals in the State of New York. 

But when our ships from the West, loaded with cargoes to be dis- 
charged in American ports, passed through this canal, the Canadian Gov- 
ernment charged and has received 20 cents tolls upon each ton. When 
our ships and « cargoes, bound from one American port east of this canal 
to an American port west of the same passed through it, each ton of 
the cargo paid 20 cents into the Canadian treasury. 

On the other hand, Canadian and English shipping and cargoes pass- 
ing this canal from any port west with cargo for Montreal or export or 
passing the canal going west paid no toll. Here was a plain discrimi- 
nation against our commerce of 20cents on each ton. For instance, a 
vessel loaded with 1,000 tons of wheat or corn, or, in fact, any freight 
bound from Chicago to Oswego, N. Y., Charlotte, Ogdensburgh, Big 
Sodus, or Little Sodus, all American ports, would for tolls through the 
Welland Canal be obliged to pay $200. 

The same cargo in a British or Canadian vessel bound from any port 
west of the Welland Canal to Montreal, Quebec, or any port east of 
there would pay no tolls for passage through the Welland Canal. This 
has been the course of management for years, and is the course of man- 
agement to-day. 

Here is discrimination, here is forced contribution, here is tribute to 
the dishonest greed of England with a vengeance. Two hundred dol- 
lars difference in the cost of passing these vessels through a canal which 
by Article X XVII of the treaty of 1871 was to be used by Americans 
upon the same terms with Canada and England. 

What does this amount to? Whai has it amounted to in the past? 
And what will it amount to if not remedied ? 

I will give you the amount of the cereals alone passing through this 
canal bound from American port to American port which has paid this 
discriminating toll during the past sixteen years. 





Table showing the tonnage of the undermentioned articles passed through 
the Welland Canal in transit between ports in the United States during 
a series of sixteen years ended December 31, 1886. 
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Fiscal year Flour. | Wheat.| Corn. |Barley.| Oats, | Rye. articles, | Total. 
Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons. | Tons. |Tons.| Tons. Tons. 
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Here then, is 2,643,621 tons of produce going from American port 
American through the Welland Canal during the past sixteen years . 
and each ton paying a freight of 20 cents, or a total sum of $528, 724. 
and the same : tof Canadia ht or British freight has } 
notiing. 
Here in sixteen years we have paid, upon food products alone, $025 
724.60 more than by Article X XVII of the treaty 1871 we ought to 
have paid. ‘The amount of this discrimination is equivalent in a 
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Government under this treat) 


The President intimates he wants more power. He wa 
sional warrant by legislation in order to stop the evil. H t . 
and wants the country to believe that the bill now before the H 
be passed before he can stop this discriminati in the cana : , 
‘ > . 
t 





isking g 
I base this assertion: oe re WwW DO] ted 
First. It will be noticed that Article X XVII of the treaty of 187] we UL OG iminat 
which provides that we may use the British canals on the same te1 aus Wa ' a 
themselves, also provides for the use of our canals by that peo ( } ‘ > yo l ’ 
the same terms as we use them. will quote Article XX VII that t > and 





































rnment of H Mi s y to I 
of the Dominion of e to zens of t 1 < 
sof the Welland, § 1ce, and other ca 3 inthe Dom ' ; ; : S 
s of equality with the inhabitants of the Dominion; and the Goy S a 
» United States engages that thes ects of Her Britannic Majesty - . f 
oy the use of the St. Clair Flats Canal on terms of equality with the in : ‘ ‘ 
itants of the United States, and further engages to urge upon the FOV 4 j . : 
ments to secure to the subjects « I Britar c Majesty t se : 
State canals connected with vig i ces I ed : : 
contiguous to the boundar yeen t possessior ! s : . 
ing parties, on terms of equality with the inhabitants of the United State athe 
Cl article constitutes a contract between Great Britain and 3 





ada on one side and ourselves on the other. This contract ha 


been broken over and over again, and for a long series of years ops Is not char é its « 
violated by Great 
ing force on us. yr British vessels ¢ their cargoes for d r the t] 

We could have closed our waters and our canals and our ports t Article X XVII, ti f 1871, 1 have an equal right to 
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more power, ample power, by the passage of the act of March 3, 1887 ssel or a British vessel to pass free ? 
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An act to authorize the Presid l i i 
the rights of American fishing vessels, American fishermen, Amer : 1 


l 
ing and other vessels in certain cases, and for other purposes. 








Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the President of the United States sh tolls on tl 
d that American fishing vessels or American fishermen, visiting or > tha} 
in the waters or at any ports or places of the British dominions of North A - — — 

ica, are or then late } 1 or abridged in the enjoyment of Then, and i 

rights secured to them by treaty or law, or are or then lately have been un ‘ e Pre to 
vexed or harassed in the enjoyment of such rights, or subjected to unreas that effect, to d ves 
restrictions, regulations, or requirements in respectof such rights, or otherw N i 
unjustly vexed or harassed in said waters, ports, or places; or whenever United States (with such exce : i els 
President ofthe United States shall } d that any such fishin 
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fishermen, having a permit under t laws of the United States to touch and ssels : : 
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America, are or then lately have been denied the privilege of entering such . ) ntry to 

port or ports, place or places in the same manner and under the same reg fish or any ot roduct of sa 

tions as may exist therein applicable to trading vessels of the most favored to t 1 é tates P 
tion, or shall be unjustly vexed or harassed in respect thereof, or otherw : { 
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may revoke, qualify, limit, and renew such proclamation from time to time as 
he may deem necessary to the full and just execution of the purposes of this 
act isvery violation of any such proclamation, or any part thereof, is hereby 
declared jilewal, and all vessels and goodsso coming or being within the waters, 
ports, or places of the United States contrary to such proclamation shall be 
forfeited to the United States; and such forfeiture shall be enforced and pro- 
ceeded upon in the same manner and with the same effect as in the case of ves- 
sels or goods whose importation or coming to or being in the waters or ports of 
the United States contrary to law may now be enforced and proceeded upon. 
Every person who shall violate any of the provisions of this act, or such 
proclamation of the President made in pursuance hereof, shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by a fine 
not exceeding $1,000, or by imprisonment for a term not exceeding two years, 
or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 





He could, you see, shut our canals; he could have shut our ports, and 
even shut Lake Michigan to all Canadian and British vessels. 
President do it? No; but he comes to Congress now and wants it to 


pass a law allowing the American authorities to charge Canadian and | 


British vessels and cargoes the same tolls they charge our vessels. War, 
retaliation, and revenge this would be indeed ! 

He talks of retaliation by imposing tolls when he has the power by 
law to shut every canal and every water and every port to Canadian 
vessels and British vessels, 

I have sometimes thought that this discrimination on our commerce 
by the British Government in the Welland Canal was a judgment on 
America for its neglect of its own interests. 

Here is a barrier of 8 miles of rock and soil on the American side, 
and there were 30 miles of rock and soil on the British side, which pre- 
vented ships passing between these lakes. A mention of Niagara I’alls 
will explain the physical condition without further words. 

The British Government, more than forty years ago, saw the com- 
mercial advantage and necessity of uninterrupted navigation between 
these waters; and at an expense of $50,000,000 that shrewd and far- 
seeing people built the Welland Canal, and having it, they commanded 
the position perfectly. 

All these past forty years American commerce has been humiliated 
and harassed by being obliged to pass this British water way and pay 
tribute to British greed. This has been true until our commerce has 
been driven off Lake Ontario and St. Lawrence River. This great lake 
and the St. Lawrence River, forming the northern boundary of the great 
State of New York for 250 miles, has been by this baby policy of ours, 
abandoned to Canada and England. 

We could have had, and ought to have had, and now will havea canal 
of ourown. A canal 8 miles long, costing $10,000,000, will put it be- 
yond the power of Canada or England to stop our American vessels or 
make them pay tribute for passage from Ogdensburgh, on the St. Law- 
rence, to the queen city of the West, Chicago, or the far-famed metrop- 
olis of the Northwest, Duluth. 

The American people, for the protection of commerce in peace and 
for the better protection of our country in war, demand that petty 
local interests and mistaken national economy be laid aside and that 


we have an unbroken, untrammeled American water way, so that we | 


can without treaty, without obligation, and without humiliation utilize 
the St. Lawrence River and all the lakes and connecting waters on 
our northern frontier. 

The British Government and Canada can traverse the whole distance 
from the Atlantic on the east to Duluth on the west in their own waters 
with one exception, and that is the entrance into Lake Superior from 
Huron, and the sound of activity comes to us from the Northwest as 


England, even now, commences to carve a canal of her own so this diffi- | 


culty will be overcome. 

Let us at the same time burst through the barrier at the Falls of Ni- 
agara, so that when Canada can pass into Lake Superior without using 
our canal at that point that we shall be able to pass from Lake Erie 
into Ontario without using the Welland Canal. Good management for 
times of peace demands it; and the possible troublesome times of war 
demand it; and pride and patriotism demand it. 

England has now one hundred and eleven iron-built vessels so con- 
structed that they may be sent from Liverpool, England, to Duluth or 
Chicago. ‘These vessels in time of peace’are messengers of prosperity, 
and their cargoes only conduce to make the people happy and prosper- 


cargoes and crews over the same route bent upon war, and destruction, 
and waste. 

Each of these vessels might easily carry cannon of the longest range. 
Fight States and their twenty millions of people are situated upon the 
shores of the Great Lakes, and it is time and high time that proper 
steps were taken to guard this easily reached and utterly defenseless 
country. 

But the President calls loudly for one other power or authority to 
do one other thing, and that is to stop the bonded transit transporta- 
tion now in vogue. He says that the United States was notified in 


1886 that our fishermen would no longer be allowed to ship their fish 
home over the railroads of the Dominion of Canada, and for this he 
wants power to retaliate in kind; that is, he desires to stop the ship- 
ment of Canadian and English property in bond as it is now being car- 
ried on by rail and by water. 

The first act of Congress which was passed and which is now in force, 


Did the | 
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permitting the British provinces to ship property in bond without pay 
ing duty, was passed in 1866, and is as follows: 

Sec. 3005. All merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Boston. P 
land in Maine, or any other port specially designated by the Secretary of 4) 
Treasury, and destined for places in the adjacent British provinces, or arrivin, 
at the port of Point Isabel in Texas, or any other port specially design . 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and destined for places in the Republic of Mex 
may be entered at the custom-house, and conveyed, in transit, through the ter. 
ritory of the United States, without the payment of duties, under such rey, 
tions as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, 

Sec. 3006. Imported merchandise in bond, or duty paid, and products or 1 
ufactures of the United States may, with the consent of the proper authori 
of the British provinces or Republic of Mexico, be transported from one port 
the United States to another port therein, over the territory of such provinces 
or Republic, by such routes and under such rules, regulations, and conditions 
as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe; and the merchandise so trans. 
ported shall, upon arrival in the United Statesfrom such provinces or Repub 
be treated in regard to the liability to or exemption from duty or tax, as if t) 


transportation had taken place entirely within the limits of the United States 






through our territory by the British provinces property arriving at 
Portland, Me., Boston, Mass., and New York City bound for these proy- 
inces. Underthese statutes no property could or can be shipped in bond 
to the British provinces, coming by way of any other than these thre 
ports named, unless by the consent of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. 7 

This, however, is not all the authority for the’transit in bond trade 
by the Dominion of Canada. The President has run across and wrestled 


This act, it will be noticed, only authorizes the shipment in bond 


| with Article X XIX of the treaty of 1871, and he convinces himself at 


least that this article is no longerin force. Thearticle referred to reads 
as follows: 
ARBICLE XXIX. 
It is agreed that, for the term of years mentioned in Article XXXIII of this 
treaty, goods, wares, or'merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Bosto 
and Portland, and any other portsin the United States which have been or may, 


| from time to time, be specially designated by the President of the United States, 


and destined for Her Britannic Majesty’s possessions in North America, may be 
entered at the proper custom-house and conveyed in transit, without the pay- 
mentof duties, through the territory of the United States, under such rules, regu- 
lations, and conditions for the protection of the revenue as the Government of 
the United States may from time to time prescribe; and, under like rules, regu- 
lations, and conditions, goods, wares, or merchandise may be conveyed in 
transit, without the payment of duties, from such possessions through the ter- 
ritory of the United States for export from the said ports of the United States. 

It is further agreed that for the like period goods, wares, or merchandise ar- 
riving at any of the ports of Her Britannic Majesty’s possessions in North 
America, and destined for the United States, may be entered at the proper cus- 
tom-house and conveyed in transit, without the payment,of duties, through the 
said possessions, under such rules, regulations, and conditions for the protec- 
tion of the revenue as the government of the said possessions may from time to 
time prescribe; and, under like rules, regulations, and conditions, goods, wares, 
or merchandise may be conveyed in transit, without payment of duties, from 
the United States through the said possessions to other places in the United 
States, or for export from ports in the said possessions. 





It will be noticed that the statutes of 1866, quoted by me, gave 
power to ship goods in bond through the United States by the British 
provinces only when the same started from Portland, Boston, or New 
York and went to Canada. This treaty article, however, grants the 
right to Canadians to ship across our territory from one point in Can- 


| ada to another, and from Canada across our territory to one of our 
| ports and thence export the same. 


~s2 


Then comes the act of Congress, March 1, 1873, to carry into effect 
the treaty of 1871, and here is that law: 
[GENERAL NATURE—NO. 46,] 
An act to carry into effectthe provisions of the treaty between the United States 


and Great Britain, signed in the city of Washington the 8th day of May, 1871, 
relating to the fisheries. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniied Siates of 
America in Congress assembled, That whenever the President of the United States 


| shall receive satisfactory evidence that the Imperial Parliament of Great Brit- 


ain, the Parliament of Canada, and the Legislature of Prince Edward Island 
have passed laws on their part to give full effect to the provisions of the treaty 
between the United States and Great Britain, signed at the city of Washington 
on the 8th day of May, 1871, as contained in Articles XVIII to X XV, inclusive, 
and Article XXX of said treaty, he is hereby authorized to issue his proclama- 
tion declaring that he has such evidence,and thereupon, from the date of such 


| proclamation, and so long as the said Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and 


Article XXX of said treaty shall remain in force, according to the terms and 
conditions of Article XX XIII of said treaty, all fish-oil and fish of all kinds 


z * (except fish of the inland lakes and of the rivers falling into them, and except 
ous. It is easy to see. however, how each one of these might convey | } “ign \ ” & , F 


fish preserved in oil), being the produce of the fisheries of the Dominion of 
Canada or of Prince Edward Island, shall be admitted into the United States 
free of duty. 

Src, 2. That whenever the colony of Newfoundland shall give its consent to 
the application of the stipulations and provisions of the said Articles X VIII to 
XXV ofsaid treaty, inclusive, tothat colony, and the Legislature thereof, and the 
Imperial Parliament shall pass the necessary laws for that purpose, the above- 
enumerated articles, being the produce of the fisheries of the colony of New- 
foundland, shall be admitted into the United States free of duty, from and after 
the date of a proclamation by the President of the United States declaring that 
he has satisfactory evidence that the said colony of Newfoundland has con- 
sented, in a due and proper manner, to have the provisions of the said Articles 
XVIII to XXV, inclusive, of the said treaty extended to it, and to allow the 
United States the full benefits of all the stipulations therein contained, and shall 
be so admitted free of duty so long as the said Articles XVIII to XXV, inclu- 
sive, and Article XXX, of said treaty shall remain in force, according to the terms 
and conditions of Article XX XIII of said treaty. 

Src. 3. That from the date of the President’s proclamation authorized by the 
first section of this act, and so long as the Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, 
and Article XXX of said treaty, shall remain in force, according to the terms 
and conditions of Article XX XIII of said treaty, all goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise arriving at the ports of New York, Boston, and Portland, and any othez 
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Traffic through Welland Canal, etc.—Continued. 
Gross revenue accrued 


Hydraulic rents 

















a les and other reve- Other 
i — nues from pub- | receipts. 
2 
= lic works. 
18> 1,741 | $108,640 », 910 $1, 802 | $116,335 $35, 014 
188 1,719 14, 077 2, 985 157, 817 - 41, 482 
1584 nes 2, 007 176, 165 6,705 3,477 179, 910 tr 22, 093 
1885 72 151, 690 7,489 1,078 | 148,872 | — 31,038 
15s¢ 85) 173, 934 4, 071 150 150, 210 1, 338 
The quantity of barley, corn, oats, pease, rye, and wheat passed down the 
Welland Canal from United States ports to United States ports for a period of 
six years upon which there was no reduction of tolls is as follows 
Tons 
1880 . 7, 029 
1881 64, 351 
EE siahondntins waccenosbbaumeniadesscestinniiediadwcecgueuareatainep ees dmbeidamabiadiedeimadidae 63, 881 
1883 ....... ' ‘ — : vonee nestle uns 121, 876 
1884 ; : — cos cccccccecocscese : ensoues 104, 537 
1885 117, 346 
1886 151, 551 
rotal 670, 671 
The quantity of these articles passed down the Welland and St. Lawrence 
Canals from ports west of Port Colborne to Montreal for the same period was 
as follows 
Tons. 
I iE ee ee 332, 806 
aca 146, 127 
1882 189, 694 
1883 186, 814 
1884 142, 194 
RIED chcnsdnaveovnoceesece choot. 200nepeses dnunseeptanaleechurnehpanmesnsenest shancnceuihehmammiianill 96, 569 
1886 208, 940 
rotal . 1,289,144 


The total quantity of freight passed eastward and westward through the 
Welland Canal from United States ports to United States ports for a period of 
six years, is as follows: 


Eastward. Westward. 


Year 





Tons. 

1886 224, 916 
168, 212 
 tiiigncadeese 163, 99S 
1883 174, 912 257, 699 
1882 110, 286 172, 520 
1881 96, 266 97, 907 

Total 940, 590 1, 227, 066 


‘The total quantity of freight passed eastward and westward through the Wel- 
land and St. Lawrence Canals from Lake Erie to Montreal during the same 
period is as follows 


Year. Eastward.* Westward.j 
Tons. Tons. 

ia cheunignpsaneeracsesanegantounvenmenkiimtni 244,514 16, 801 
Ta pe icssenedbensebenedncsterescerekbnadiicecisbschassiaGbenmeinad SeaaagS> 132, 968 16, 115 
ls hncvcssedninaciectvepentvibes saccuthtabessesertetonccmiemisdebaaiequmetiats 168, 715 9,425 
i el a 205, 394 27, 488 
1882 198, 835 24, 488 
1881 169, 213 37, 199 





* Allowed to pass through St. Lawrence Canals free, per order of council 21st 
April, 1881, and a refund of 18 cents per ton of Welland Canal tolls on grain for 
18% and 1886. 

t Allowed to pass through 
188] 

The quantity of barley, corn, oats, rye, and wheat arriving at Montreal via 
Grand Trank and Canadian Pacitic Railways for a period of five years is re- 


ported as follows 


Welland Canal free, per order in council 2ist April, 








Tons. 
1882 saatn byencpetecue sohmgmnen . 75,026 
1883 ‘“ 98, 672 
sed . 142, 231 
BI ocnsescsseneee..c ves sepnersonesvenesesctoutens stensenevenst ap teunnenaheiitndesbacsiijentinns ts . 160,821 
188 : ‘ apeduseesbemeses posany pevesatqanones . 165,613 
rhe quantity of the same articles passed down the whole length of the St, Law- 
re canals to Montreal for the same period being : 
Tons. 
1882 ; —__ : _— ‘ . 290,055 
Ss ... 263, 368 
1SS4 - 174,496 
188 134, 824 
18x sun . 272,133 
Chief of Bureau 
Prereasury DrerarRtTMENtT, Bereav or STaTiIstTics, 


September 1, 1888. 
During the delivery of Mr. NurrinG’s remarks the following inter- 
ruptions occurred: 


= 
| 
| 
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Mr. SCOTT. That was provided for in Article XXX of the t: 
of 1871, and had been abrogated. 

Mr. NUTTING. The law of 1873, in section 4, provides that wh 
ever the Canadian Government shall fail or refuse to give us the riy 
to use the canals which she has agreed to under Article X X VII then 
President of the United States may retaliate against her by sh 
off the transit trade, which was part by water and part by rail. 

Mr. SCOTT. Ido not want to interrupt the gentleman, but | 
explain that to him in two minutes. The Revised Statutes— 

Mr. NUTTING. You can reply to that in your own time. |! 
stated how that was and you can nut deny it, nor can any other ; 
tleman. 

Mr. SCOTT. I only call your attention to the statutes. 

Mr. LIND. I would like to ask the gentleman a question fo: 
formation. He stated that the Canadian Government was now entit 
to use the Sault Ste. Marie Canal If so, I would like to know un 
what statute or treaty ? 

Mr. NUTTING. Under the 

| Here the hammer fell. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman from California yield five min 
more? 

Mr. MORROW. I willy 
mainder of my time. 

Mr. NUTTING. In answer to the question of the gentleman fi 
Minnesota [Mr. Linp] I will state that this right to use the Sault S 
Marie Canal was first given by a statute of the State of Michigan, mad 
after this treaty and in obedience to it, giving the use of the Sault St 
Maric Canal to the Canadian Government, as provided by Article X XV! 
of the treaty of 1871. When the United States Government becam 
owner of the canal by purchase from the State of Michigan they too 
it with these rights in this shape. 

Mr. LIND. Under what article of the treaty of 1871 was that don 

Mr. NUTTING. Article X XVII of the treaty of 1871 provides tha 
the St. Clair Flats Canal shall be used by the Canadian Government o: 
ihe same terms that we use it, and that the United States would p 
cufe the use of State canals on the same terms, if possible; and wh« 
the Sault Ste. Marie Canal was purchased by the United States Gover: 
ment, then the United States was governed by Article X XVII of th 
treaty of 1871. 

Mr. ROMEIS. I do not rise for the purpose of taking part in th: 
debate on the merits of the bill, but 1 want to call the attention o! 
the House to one fact which has not been mentioned in this debate 
and that is the channel through which the commerce of the Lake 
passes is exclusively in Canada. And if thesecond section of this bil! , 
is carried out and put in full operation it will, in my judgment and in Bs 
that of many friends who have looked into it, be in the power of Can- a 
ada to close up this great channel. It is exclusively in Canada, is so ae 
claimed by them and allowed by us. That is evidenced by the fact a 
that there is an island there between the channel and the American ag 
shore on which the Canadian Government maintains the light-house ; 
The American Government made a great mistake some years ago when, 
instead of improving Detroit River and making the channel throug 
American waters, they extended this channel at an expenditure « f 
thousands of dollars, and instead of putting it through American 4 
waters it was made through the Canadian waters. Canada can fill up 4 


1 


statute of the State of Michigan. 


Mr. DocKERY The time of the 


ield five minutes more and reserve th« 


this channel if she wants to, and I see no way that we could prevent Be 
her from doing so except by foree. The American Government neg- a. 


lected to improve its own waters, but did improve those of Canada. 

In relation to the St. Clair Flats Canal, I can say that while sailing its ¥ 

lakes I was informed forty years ago that where it is now located was x 
Canada waters. ; 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, incoming to this question it would per- a 

haps be well for the House to understand what is the proposition before ae 
them, and in order to explain that we must necessarily look to tl: 

contents of the treaties which have existed between Great Britain an | 
her North American provinces and this country in reference to the 
fishery question. It will be remembered by those who heard the 3 
debate and those who are familiar with this question that the treaty a 
of 1783, which was the treaty of peace, re-established in these provis- 
ions the right of American fishermen in common with Canadian fisher- 
men in the waters of the Northern Atlantic jointly by the Dominion 
of Canada and the provinces of Great Britain. That was the last treaty 
upon this subject. We had no other law upon this subject until the 
agreement between the two governments in the treaty of 1818, which 
restricted the rights of American fishermen within 3 leagues of the a 
shore to enter into Canadian ports for ‘four specific purposes—for the 3 
purpose of shelter from the storms of the ocean; for the purpose of ob- 

taining water and supplies, and these four restrictions remain now the 

right of the American fishermen since the rejection of the recent treaty 

by the Senate of the United States, made in 1888. Other treaties were 

made upon this subject that for a time suspended the operation of the 

treaty of 1818 and the first section thereof, and they are commonly 

known as the reciprocity treaties of 1854 and 1871. The reciprocity 
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bill was introduced in the Senate of t United States, 1 passed pa 
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Foreign Affairs. The House Committ n Foreign Affa y — 





back the retaliatory b th an amendment, of which I will state 
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to retaliate against the innumerable wrongs that had 1 committe our fie 
yainst American rights, even ior to the adoption t treat i 
1871—for 1¢ Is a rem caole fact I veen IS60 and e date 
treaty of 1871 there were more flagrant and more numerous outrag ‘ : ; 
committed upon Am in fishing els than during ther ¢ President 
period in the history of the count Chat condition « I n L i 
} . ~ ' SS A < i 
sitated the treaty of 1871 1 was ne¢ i du a 
tration of President Grant ae 
M This Senate bill of 1887 to the House, as I have sa lw a ; 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, there is a clear, distinct, and positive stateme 


» gentleman upon the other side of the Chamber, w 





lO Was Aa t 
time a member of the House Committee on Foreign Affairs, as to what ed fui alties feit 
was the attitude of the case when the act of retaliation was passed itted or 1 © Secret 
the Senate and sent to the House, referred to the House Committee on | in peel mates. ct : os 
Foreign Affairs, and by that committee reported back to the House. i L 3 agre 

It was upon that that the debate grew up in this House as to whet! e 2 1estion then recurred 
or not this amendment put on by the Foreign Affairs Committee of this — hee 
House should be added; that is, whether this additional power should 
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Allen, C.H 
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surrows, 
sutterworth, 


annon 

aswell, 
Conger, 
Cutcheon, 
Davis, 


Dingley, 
Dorsey, 
Dunham, 
Ely, 
Evans, 
Everhart, 
Farquhar, 


Felton, 
Fleeger 
Ford, 
Aike 


Anderson, C.M 
Bacon, 
Bingham, 
Boutelle 
trowne, T. M, 
Buchanan, 
Burnes, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, T. J. 
Candler, 
Clardy, 

Collins, 

¢ 


soope;r, 


i 

j 

j nenti 
] llay, 
i 

Foran 
Forney, 
Giayv 
Geddes, 
Gibson, C. I, 
Glass, 


Green, 


Hall, 
Halsell, 
Hammond, 
Harris, 
Hatch, 
Ifeard, 


Hemphill, 
Henderson, J.S. 
Ilerbert, 

Hill, 

Holman, 
Howard, 


Hudd, 
Hunton, 

Irion 
Johnston, T. D. 
Jones, J. H,. 


Jones, J. T. 
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McCreary, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Merriman 
Miller, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Morgan, 
Morrison, 





Muller, 
Murphy 
Neal 
Neece 
Nor l 
Mates 


©’ Ferrall, 
O'Neill, J. J. 
Outhwaite, 
Peel, 
Perry, 
Randall, 
Reagan, 
Richardson, 
Riggs, 


NAYS—124, 


Frederick, 
Fuller, 
Funston, 
Gallinger, 
Gilfillan, 
Goff, 

Grout, 
Guenther, 
Hale, 
Hanback, 
Ilarmer, 
Hayden, 
Haynes, 
Henderson, D. B. 
Ifenderson, T. J. 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hiestand, 
Hires, 
Hiscock, 

Hitt, 

Holmes, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Jackson, 
James, 
Johnson, F. A. 
Johnston, J.T. 
Kelley, 
Ketcham, 

La Follette, 


Laird, 

J ehlbach, 
Libbey, 
Lindsley, 
Little, 
Long, 
Louttit, 
Lyman, 
Markham, 
McComas, 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
Millard, 
Moffatt, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Negley, 
Nelson, 
O’ Donnell, 
O’ Hara, 
O’ Neill, Charles 
Osborne, 
Owen, 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Plumb, 
Price, 
Rice, 
Rockwell, 


NOT VOTING—#57. 


Cox,5S. 8. 

( ‘roxton, 
Curtin, 
Davenport, ° 
Eldredge, 
Elisberry, 
Gibson, Eustace 
Glover, 
Grosvenor, 
Henley, 
Lore, 
Lowry, 
Mahoney, 
McAdoo, 
Milliken, 


So the substitute was agreed to. 

During the roll-call, 

On motion of Mr, BELMONT, by unanimous consent, the reading of the names 
was dispensed with. 


Mr. Tf. J. CAMPBELL said: 


Payson, 
Pettibone, 
Phelps, 
Pideock, 
Pindar, 

Ranney, 

Reed, 

Reese, 

Sadler, 

Seney, 

Stewart, Charles 
St. Martin, 
Stone, E. F. 
Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Stone, W.J., Mo. 


Ro tson, 
Rogers, 
JLUSK, 
Sayers, 
Scott 
seymour, 
Shaw 
ingleton, 
Snyder 
Sowden, 
Spriggs, 


Springer, 
Stahinecker 
Storm, 


’ 


Swope, 
Tarsney, 
Taulbec, 
Taylor, J. M. 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 


Tucker, 
Turner, 
Van Eatong 
Ward, T. B. 


Warner, A.J. 
Warner, William 
Weaver.J. B. 
Wilkins 
Willis 
Wilson, 
W ise 
Worthington, 


’ 


Romeis, 
Rowell, 
Ryan, 
Sawyer, 
Scranton, 
Sessions, 
Skinner, 
Smalls, 
Spooner, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Strait, 
Struble, 
Swinburne, 
Symes, 
Taylor, E. B, 
Taylor, 1. H. 
Taylor, Zach. 
Thomas, J. R. 
Thomas, O. B, 
Thompson, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Weaver, A.J. 
Weber, 
West, 
White, A.C. 
White, Milo 
Whiting. 


Throckmorton, 
Trigg, 

Viele, 

Van Schaick, 
Wade, 
Wallace, 
Ward, J. H. 
Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 
Winans, 
Wolford, 
Woodburn, 


Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 


Maine [Mr. BourEe..e] on this vote; otherwise I would vote in the affirmative. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice. 
Mr, Cox, of New York, with Mr. Brown, of Indiana. 
Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr, DAVENPORT. 


Mr. WeELLBORN with Mr, BUCHANAN. 

Mr. Timotny J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BoUTELLE. 

Mr. CLARDY with Mr. CoopEr. 

Mr. Anprrson, of Ohio, with Mr. GRosVENOR, 

For this day: 

Mr. GLover with Mr. Payson. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. WADr. 

Mr. O’ Nery, of Missouri, with Mr. Brnawan, 

Mr. Seney with Mr. Rerp, 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. 
House substitute. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr, PHELPs, 


The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Pretrinoxe. Mr, CALDWELL would vote for the 


So that the amendment was agreed to, and the proposition of the 


a 

124, not voting 57 
| 
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yentleman 


y from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
‘hen came the question upon the passa 
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yecame 


a part of the bil] 
ve of the bill 


The gentleman 


from Illinois [Mr. Hirr] demanded the yeas and nays on that ques 


and on the passage of the measure there were—y« 


The Senate bill as amended was ordered to a 


cordingly read the third time. 
The question recurred on the passage 
Mr. Be_LMont demanded the previous 
rhe previous question was ordered. 
Mr. Hirr demanded the yeas and nays. 
Che yeas and nays were ordered. 





rhe question was taken; and it was 

nay 1, not voting 61; as follows: 
YEAS 

Adams, G. E. Dunham, 
Adams, J.J. Dunn, 
Allen, C. H. Eden, 
Allen, J. M. Ely, 
Anderson, J, A. Ermentrout, 
Atkinson, Evans, 


acon, 
taker, 
Salle: ting 


1 ee 
arksaaie, 





Belmont, 
Bennett, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Bliss, 
Blount, 
Bound, 
soyle. 
Brady, 


Bragg, 


Everhart 
Farquhar, 
Felton, 
Findlay, 
Fisher, 
Fleeger, 
Foran, 
Ford, 
Forney, 
Frederick, 
Fuller, 
Funston, 
Gallinger, 
Gay, 
Geddes, 
Gibson, C. H. 
Gilfillan, 





Breckinridge, C. R. Glass, 
Breckinridge, WCPGof, 


Brown, C. E. 
Brown, W. \W. 
Brumm, 
Buck, 
Bunnell, 
Burleigh, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Cabell, 
Campbell, J. M. 
Campbell, J. FE. 
Cannon, 
Carleton, 
Caswell, 
Catchings, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Compton, 
Comstock, 
Conger, 
Cowles, 

Cox, W. R. 
Crain, 

Crisp, 
Culberson, 
Curtin, 
Cutcheon, 
Daniel, 
Dargan, 
Davidson, A.C. 


Davidson, Rk. H. M. 


Davis, 
Dawson, 
Dibble, 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 
I dorsey, 


Aiken, 
Anderson, C. M, 
Barbour, 
Bingham, 
Boutelle, 
Browne, T. M. 
Buchanan, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, T. J. 
Candler, 
Clardy, 

Collins, 
Cooper, 

Cox, 8.8. 
Croxton, 


Green, 

Grout 
Guenther, 
Hall, 

Halsell, 
IHlammond, 
Hanback, 
Harmer, 
Harris, 
Hatch, 
Hayden, 
Haynes, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, D. B, 
Henderson, J.S. 
Henderson, T. J, 
Herbert, 
Hermann, 
Hill, 

Hires, 

Hiscox k, 

Hitt, 
Holman, 
Holmes, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Howard, 
Hudd, 
Hutton, 
Irion, 
Jackson, 
Johnson, F. A. 
Johnson, J.T. 
Johnson, T. D. 
Jones, J. H. 
Jones, J.T. 
Kelley, 





CY, 
indsley, 


i¢¢lnn 
slctic 


Lor g. 
Louttit, 
Lovering, 
Lyman, 
Martin, 
Maybury, 
McAdoo, 
McComas, 
McCreary, 
McKenna 
McKinley, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Millard, 





Miller, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Moffatt, 


Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morrison, 
Morrow, 
Muller, 
Murphy, 
Neal, 
Negley, 
Nelson, 
Norw< od, 
Oates, 

O’ Donnell, 
O’ Ferrall, 
O'Hara, 
O'Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J. J. 
Osborne, 
Outhwaite, 
Owen, 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Peel, 
Perkins, 
Perry, 
Peters, 
Pettibone, 
Plumb, 
Price, 
Randall, 
Reagan, 
Rice, 
Richardson, 
tobertson, 
Rockwell, 


King, Rogers, 
NAY—1. 
Dougherty. 
NOT VOTING—41. 
Davenport, Markham, 
Eldredge, Matson, 
Ellsberry, Merriman, 
Gibson, Eustace Mitchell, 
Glover, Neece, 
Grosvenor, Payson, 
Hale, Phelps, 
Henley, Pideock, 
Hepburn, Pinder, 
Hiestand, Ranney, 
James, Reed, 
Ketcham, Reese, 
Laffoon, Riggs, 
Lore, Sadler, 
Lowry, Sawyer, 
Mahoney, Seney, 


as 256, nay 1. 


third reading, and it 


Romeis, 
Rowell 
Rusk, 
Ryan, 
Sayers, 

scott, 

Scrantor 
Sessions, 
Seymour 

Shaw, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, 
Smalls, 

Snyder, 
Sowden, 
Spooner, 
Spriggs, 
Springer, 
Stahlnecker, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stone, E. F 





Struble, 
Swinburne, 
Swope, 
Symes, 
Tarsney, 
Taulbee, 
Taylor, FE. B, 
Taylor, I. if 
Taylor, J. M 
Taylor, Zach. 
Thomas, J. R. 
Thomas, O. Lb. 
Thompson, 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Tucker, 
Turner, 
Van Eaton, 
Van Schaick, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Ward, T. B. 
Warner, A. J. 
Varner, William 
Weaver, A. J. 
Weaver, J. B. 
Weber, 
West, 
White, A.C. 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Willis, 
Wilson, 
Wise, 
Woodburn, 
Worthington, 


St. Martin, 
Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Throckmorton, 
Trigg, 

Viele, 

Wade, 

Wallace, 

Ward, J. H. 
Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 
Winans, 
Wolford. 


So the bill as amended was passed. 

On motion of Mr. BLount, by unanimous consent, the reading of the names 
was dispensed with. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr, Trmorny J. CAMPBELL with Mr. Boure.Lie. 

Mr. McApoo. I wish to state that the gentleman from Massachusetts[Mr. Cor- 
Lins] has been unavoidably called away from the House. If present, he would 
vote in the affirmative. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BELMONT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. ‘ 

Mr. Betmont. I have been requested by several members to ask that they 
have leave to print remarks in the Rrcorp on this subject. 

Mr. STEELE, I object. 
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in to make uj] e other side ¢ > Chamber when the bill of 
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po hich shall be granted to United S 3 gy 
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ir. HOOK EI rat 31 ( of i@ ellort l 1 by tl 

nator fi Dela imendment was v¢ 1 down by the 
iD trict party vot it had rejected the treaty itself, thus showing 
that it w the lemn d rmination of the American Senate t 
there should be no treaty with Great Britain 1 ttle these great q - 
tions of difference which so vitally affected the honor and the interests of 
our country and that the party in control in the Senate was determined 
th there should be no treaty. It was not, therefore, because of any 
thing that was in the treaty nor because of anything that was left out 
of it, for the friends of the treaty and those who were in favor of its 
ratification, in the interest of the preservation of American credit and 
American honor, voted to sustain this amendment; and had there been 
a desire toadopt the treaty there was an indication of an entire willins 
ness on t} irt of those who were in favor of the treaty to amend it to 
conform to the wishes of the Senate. Butitwas voted down by thesame 
trict party vote. It was Solent that it should not be amended 

Now, before I come to the consideration of the message of President 
Cle ind an ion thereon in the House I shall ask the attention 
of the House for a few moments, becau it is a matter of public ree- 
ord, and I have a right to allude to what occurred in general terms in 
the nate as matters of publie record without singling out individu- 
als, but he that I recur tothe treaty of 1871. That was the treaty, 
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read this « rom the message of President Grant, 

r¢ 1endations to the Congress of the United States were when he 
pps iled to em 1 th am ubject 
Che Clerk read as follow 
pat hat ar pt may possibly be made by the Canadian author- 
nt on to repeat their unneighborly acts toward our fisher- 
nu lr i ito nfer upon the Executive » power to suspend, by 
I perat of the laws authorizing the transit of goods, wares, 
‘ Y b ross the territory of the United States to Canada; 
a r ld su nextreme measure become necessary, to suspend the 
o i vs by the vessels of the Dominion of Canada are per- 
mi to « of the United Stats 

HOO rh is it will be observed, Mr. Speaker, that when 
the message of President Grant came to the House and Senate it pro- 
posed that ve nt of power which the President of the United States 
now sugges all be « d, nothing more, nothing less. It 1s true 
he 3 ven } nd does noterefer to the question touching the 
i . 
railroads; | ihe message refers to all means of transpo. tation, and if 


ny the message ot 
it may be found in 


there be anything unusual in the remedy proposed } 
President Cleveland, and a precedent is demanded, 





this me he clause of which I have just caused to be read. 

‘ r, in reference to the treaty of 1871, the question has arisen 
a whether or not the oft-referred-to article of that treaty, X XIX, 
which gave the mutual right to Canada and the United States to | 
tr: ort sin bond across either country, which gave the right 
to rican fishermen to ship their fish home through Canadian ter- 
rit ‘ her or not this article has ceased to exist and is no longer 
in existe Is it in existence? By the very terms of the treaty it- 


y terms of that article, which begins—and I will 


reading the article— 


by the ver 
» House 


self, sir, and ) 
not weary by 
For the period of tim« 
What period of time? The period of time so expressed, sir, in Ar- 
ticle XX XIII of that treaty, and in that article we find what that 
peyod wastobe. The articlesof the treaty which referred to the rights 
of our fishermen in the fishing grounds were contained in that treaty in 
Articles XV Il toXXVandin Article X XX of thesame treaty of 1871. 
Neither of articles from XX V, nor the thirtieth wen tog con- 
tains any provision with reference to the duration. Where,then,do we 
look to solve the question as to when this Article X XTX had been ter- 
minated? We find it expressed in Article XX XIII of the treaty of 
1871. It says that for the period of ten years these regulations shall 
be in force contained in the articles from XVIII to XXV and XXX 


these 


g é€ now opp ground that it a not neces- 
sary were the men who in | 1887 voted in favor of the section contained 
| in the House bill to the same effect,save oneman. Iam glad to learn 
and to hear that the denunciation here in their speeches by the gentle- 
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they are to be terminated 

That was the provision of Artic xX treaty of 1871 F 
It referred to the articles from I] ind Article (ee ae 
It did not refer in terms to Article X XIX; but Article X XIX connects ; 
itself with th ‘ r artic It is recited on its very face that t E 
pel ( tim | riper Artic] \ XIII. One of the E 
1egot rs in | veech in the B I Ws as § fe 
tim ed ti \ i l no question, t f 
fore, that tl XJ lits 3 to the time desig 
in Article X < iI] l the othe: lating to the fishery q a 
{ i i itio yr if wn destruct 
it | ed t ] for one period of t 
ten | 10! I > } ing noticetor two y 
It is conceded that the o l nobods ju tions it 
ir, t Pi t of United ites having endeavored to secu 
treaty with Great Brita ] l our neg ators and the B 
negotiators having agreed uj 1 th treaty in Febr iry of this 
that remained the condition until its final entation and 
by the Senate of the United Stat 

I ’residen United ( n that treaty was rej¢ 

s the add ! ) é the bill which has been p1 
ented and ref I t Com t n Foreign Affairs and isn 
under considerat As I hay id, retaliation should be effectiv 
should be tho should becomplete. It he giving of power, and , 
there can be 1 ver of investing the Pre dent of the United State ; 
with the power that is here thought to be necessary, though the very e 
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men on the other side of the House t President of the Unite 
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The President of the United States was left where, then? TheSen- 
ate had said, ‘‘ We willnot allow youto make a treaty with Great Brit- é 
ain upon this subject. We will refuse and reject your treaty. . We will s 


nt to the exercise of the constitutional power with whi 
invested to amend it, but will vote it down. We will 
yre than that; we will vote down every amendment w! 
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tk nate is 


vote down mx 
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| is proposed to perfect it.’’ How was the President of the United Stat« 
| then left? He was left with the rights and interest and property of ; 
American citizens protect. Negotiations ne failed on account ol 
the partisan vote of the Senate to allow any treaty stipulation wit 
Great Britain to be entered into and fail led f > that reason alone The 
President of the United States, not abandoning the fishermen whose 
rights had been outraged, sent a message, which we had read to us 
the subject of the termination of these rights and asked to have granted 
this additional power. 
The President in that message, and it is a statement of the questi ; 
| which I defy any man here to as t or answer, said a 
I recommend immediate legislative action conferring upon the Executive t! 
power to suspend by proclamation the operation of all laws and regulat 
permitting the transit of goods, wares, and merchandise in bond across or ov‘ 3 
the territory of the United States to or from Canada. a, 
There need be no hesitation in suspending tl laws, ing from the : 
position that their continuation is secured by treaty obligations, for it seen 
en plain that Article X XIX of the treaty of 1871, which was the only artic! 
neorporating such |: aws, te a the Ist day of July, 188 oy 
rhe article itself declar 1at its provisionsshall be in for e “for the term of ~ 
| years mentioned in Article XXXII pf this treaty, Turning to Art XXXII 
we find no mention of the twenty-ninth article, but only a pr rovision that Arti- 
cles X VIII to XXV, inclusive , and Article XXX shall take effect as soon as th« 
laws required to carry them into operation shall be passe d by th 1¢ legislative 
bodies of the differe nt countries concerne: d,and that ‘they shall remain in 
foree forthe period of ten years from the date at which they may come into opera 
tion, and further until the expiration of two years after either of the high con- 9 


i 


» to the other of its wish to terminate t 





tracting parties shall | » given noti 


same 
It will be obese: ved that the treaty of 1871 was not to go into effect 
until four legislative bodies had passed upon it, namely, the Congres 
of the United States, the Canadian Parliament, the Parliament of Great 
Britain, and the Legislature of I Edward Island. These fou: 
legislative bodies enacted it. That was done prior to 1873, and th ae 
treaty was promulgated as being | in foree upon the ‘passage of these 
legislative enactments by these four bodies which were necessary to put 
it into operation. 
Then the President says: ” 
I am of the opinion that the “term of years mentioned in Article X XXIII,’ 
referred to in Article X XTX asthe limit of its duration, means the period du: 
ing which Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX, common); 
called ‘‘the fishery articles,” should continue in foree under the language oi 
said Article XX XIII. 
That the Joint High Commissioners who negotiated the treaty so understox 
and intended the phrase is certain, for in a statement containing an account 0 
their negotiations, prepared under their supervision and approved by them, we 
find the following entry on the subject : 
“The transit question was discussed, and it was agreed that any settlem 
that might be made should include a reciprocal arrangement in that respect for 
the period for which the fishery articles should be in force.’ 


In addition to this very satisfactory evidence supporting this construction 
the language of Article X XIX. it will be found that the law passed by C ongress 
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lutionize the politics of the country, how could an humble man like 
myself do othe rwise than look on with awe? . 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Such a thing sometimes secures a 
nomination for the Vice-Presidency, does it not? 

Mr. CANNON. Furthermore, this same rumor on that side of the 
House and on this says that the same man, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, wants no little game like that, but is to be the successor of 
the President when the time comes. He is to wear the purple. Ido 
not know what may happen; but having said this much by way of ex- 
pressing my sorrow and surprise at not being able to read the gentle 
man’s remarks in the Recorp, let me talk a little while about the 
matter before the House. I must confess that a man with no more 
learning than T have is apt to get lost bet ween protocols and treaties and 
modus vivendis, | believe you call them, and all that sortof thing. What 
is the kernel of the fisheries controversy ? What is the matter at issue? 
2 FISHERMEN, 
and what have we power to do for their protection? I thought I un- 
derstood something about this in 1883, when, asa member of this House, 
I voted to terminate ce any? n articles of the treaty of 1871. Those ar- 


WIIAT HAS CANADA DONE To ¢ 


ticles in substance gave Canada a free market for all her fishin the 
United States; we did oh want to give her a free market any longer, 
: therefore we passed the act giving notice to terminate those articles 
of the treaty. 


Canada did not like it, because > she had enjoyed this free market un- 
{ 








der treaty for t ve years. It had been the source of great profit to 
her. ‘The duties she should ine paid on the fish shipped free to our 
} kets would have amounted to $6,000,000. It never cheapened a 
pound of fish in all that twelve years of time to our people. 

More than that, it discouraged our fishermen. We pay a larger wage 
to our fishermen, as we do to all our labor, than they do in Canada or 
anywhere else in the world. And to give our fishermen a better com- 
pensation we gave notice to terminate that portion of the treaty which 

Imitted Canadian fish free. 





More than that, there was a matter of public policy, namely, that 


we should foster our fishermen, the fisheries being a school for the ed- 
ucation ¢ f the men who are to man our Navy in the time of trial and 
uphold the honor of the Government on the high seas. I thought we 


act d wisely the n,and I think sonow. But Canada did not like this, 





iaturally, asshe had been getting this profit out of sending free 
i fr ym her fisheries to our market. Of course she did not like it. 
We ll, what did she do? We thought we had an article in the treaty 


which remained in force, Article X XIX, which guarantied our fisher- 


men certain rights. Canada gave notice she would not allow the exer- 
cise of those rights any longer. 
What was the great right we wanted then and which our fishermen 


want now? There has been much talk about inshore fisheries and the 
3-miles limit and headlands and all that sort of thing. 

Now, as I understand, brought down to a point, 

WE HAVE THE RIGHT IN COMMON WITH CANADA, 

and we have had from the time of the colonies before the establish- 
ment of the United States and since the United States Government 
was organized, to fish in the waters off the shores of Canada and upon 
the Banks of Newfoundland. But if our fishermen are to profit by 
their work it is important when they have a catch that they should 
be enabled, not to sell the fish out of the possessions of the United 
States, but to go into a Canadian port and ship that catch of fish 
through the territory of Canada on her railways to our markets, pay- 
ing the freight charge therefor. That is all we want. That is what 
we had. If Article X XIX is still in force, as I understand it, that is 
what we have yet. But Canada gave us notice in 1886, as the Presi- 
dent said, that we should not beallowed to ship our fish longer through 
Canadian territory. 

Mr. Speaker, here are we with sixty millions of people, great and 
strong, with magnificent interstate and foreign commerce, and Canada, 
our small brother, with scarcely five millions of people, undertakes 
to exercise the privileges which a little boy frequently undertakes 
to exercise to a burly giant—that is, to go up and kick him and 
spit in his face, thinking the latter can not afford to strike him because 
he is little. Canada said, ‘‘ We have no free market for our fish in the 
United States, and we will annoy the fishermen of the United States 
by making it uncomfortable for them whenever they come into our 
ports or are driven in by stress of weather, until the United States will 
be glad to pare hase fair and neighborly treatment, including the ship- 
ment of fish through their territory, by granting to us—Canada—a free 
market in the United States for Canadian fish.’’ 

What we want, what our fishermen want, or rather what they will 
want when the fishing season begins next year, is the right to enter 
Caaadian ports when they have made a catch of fish and send it over 
the railroads of Canada into the United States to our own markets. 

Now, much has been said about Article X XIX, whether it is in 
force or not. My own opinion is that Article XXTX has not been ab- 
rogated. If not, it covers the shipment of fish as desired under any 


fair construction of it. 

Sut suppose it is abrogated? Suppose the President is right? Here 
we are for 3,000 miles alongside of each other, and if Canada will not let 
us ship fish upon her r ailways to our markets, we paying her a good 
price forcarrying them, why, then, we have the power to retaliate in kind. 
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Now, what was the status on the 3d day of March, 1887, 
WHEN WE PASSED THE 80-CALLED RETALIATION ACT? 
Canada was then saying to us: ‘All right; if you do not let us have 


| the markets of the U nited States as a free smarket for our fish we will 


big brother 


annoy you all wecan until you doallow it.’? Well, by and by the great 
the United States, got tired a being mistreated and said, 

‘* Here, we will stop this foolishness. We do not dislike you over there 
in Canada; we have lots of your people on this side, married and inter- 
married with ours, living alongside of each other, but we will give you 
> that you have got to stop that.’’ So we passed the retaliation 

act. “Y ou all recollect that. What doesitdo? It not only gives the 
President power in his discretion, but it makes it the duty of the Presi- 
dent, if Canada mistreats our fishermen or our ships engaged in the fish- 
eries or in trade in her ports, first, to issue a proclamation to shut out 


| every pound of fish that Canada wants to send into our markets, whether 


it pays duty or not. Do you know what thatamountsto? I have the 


| statistics here, and I will give you the information in order that the 


question may be clearly understood. 

Why last year Canada sent into the 
people fish of the value of $3,500,000. So on the 3d day of March, 
1887, when that act was passed, the President had the power to say, 

‘Here, Canada, small boy, stop your foolishness, and if you do not 
stop you shall not send a pound of the $3,500,000 worth of fish into 
the United States.’’ 

Now that is not all, although I am satisfied that would have been 
sufficient if the President had acted, for Canada would drop very quick 
before any sort of action that would deprive her of a market for her 
fish; but we said we would make assurance doubly sure. We said, 
‘* We will give you, Mr. President, 

POWER TO STOP ALL GOODS COMING FROM CANADA, 
owned by Canadians, whether produced in Canada, or wherever they 
may be produced, from coming into the United States; we will close 
every port against you, at least we will give you, Mr. ’President, the 
power to do that.’?’ What did that amount to? 

Why in the same year I find from these same statistics that Canada 
sold to the United States and shipped to this country $36,000,000 worth 
of goods—all products belonging to her citizens. Now nobody ever 
supposed it would be necessary for the President to stop all that $36,- 
000,000 worth of traffic. Why it would wipe the most valuable trade 
of Canada out absolutely. It is far more than one-third of all the trade 
she has got with foreign countries, and it is the very best trade she has 
got, for it is right here at her very doors. And wesaid, ‘Here, we are 
not going to have any foolishness; we know we have a man here in the 
White House who wants to retire the silver, we know we have a man 
there that will not pay out the surplus without being directed to do it 
by his party friends, Morrison and Randall, and the Republicans, under 
special action; we know we have a man there who will not buy the 
bonds, although the authority exists, unless Congress gives it special 
sanction in a concurrent resolution; so we said, as such a man is now 
President, we will have no mistake about it;’’ and we wrote another 
provision into the law giving this President 

POWER TO CLOSE EVERY PORT ON OUR SEABOARD, 
10,000 miles of shore line, and every port upon the great inland seas 


United States and sold to our 


| to every vessel of every kind from Canada. 


What did that amount to? Why, take these same statistics of _ 
ada that I have here and you find that Canada had last year of thes 
ships over seven thousand of them, to the value of $36,000,000; the 
great majority of these ships—sailing vessels, sc hooners, steam-vy essels, 
merchant marine or fishing vessels—the great majority of them engaged 
in commerce near our eastern border and upon the Great Lakes. And 
we gave in this law the President power to close all our ports against 
every one of these ships. Do you want any more power than that? 
There is not a man throughout the length and breadth of this country 
but knows if he had the power and would give notice thatin one week’s 
time he would use either one of these three powers we had given him 
the right to use unless our fishermen should receive fair treatment, that 
American fishermen would get the right to transship their fish across 
the Canadian territory. The great trouble is that the President has 
not exercised any one of the powers already given him by the law. 

What did he do? He sits in the White House and writes a message 
which he sent in a week or two ago to Congress, stating that great out- 
rages had been committed. When? Eighteen months or two years 
ago! Why did you not do something, Mr. President? Why did you 
not claim the indemnity? Why did you not use some of the powers 
conferred upon you by Congress? ‘‘I did not want to; I wanted to 
negotiate a treaty,’’ the President replies. Well, he did negotiate a 
treaty. What wasit? Boil it down and the substance of the tre: aty 
covering the real point at issue is that by and by we shall have the 
right to send our fish across the Canadian borders provided we will let 
Canada send her fish without duty into our markets. That is all there 
is of it, substantially. Going back substantially and re-enacting the 
abrogated clause of the treaty of 1871. 

Now, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CH12MAN] said the other 
day that he did not like diplomacy or diplomats. Hesays that ‘ ‘man 
who looks like a diplomat is a fool,” and that a “real dip! omat is : 
knave.’? Now, then, diplomats make this treaty on both sides. Just 

take this proposed treaty and from its provisions judge who was the 
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But this is not all. 
these treaties. Why, gentlemen, when you send goods in bond from 
a port of the United States through Canadian territory, there to stop 
or to pass back into the territory of the United States, those goods, in 
my opinion, are sent under a clause of Article X XIX in the treaty of 
1871. Other gentlemen claim that it is under the law independently 
of that article. 
great, wise, patriotic, 
States, says about it. 
Railroad was completed the Pacific Steam-ship Company desired to 
transport goods from San Francisco to the terminus of the Canadian 
Pacific Railroad across the continent. They wrote a letter first to the 
collector, saying: ‘‘ We want to get into this trade;’’ and he sent it to 
the Secretary of the Treasury. Mr. Fairchild, Secretary of the Treas- 





ury, under date of September 4, 1886, replied, saying: ‘‘ Yes, you can | 


go into it.’”’? How? Under the laws and the treaty of Washington. 
That is what the President said, if he is responsible for what his See- 
retaries say. 

Lut this is not all. Before the Pacific Steam-ship Company and the 
Canadian Pacific Railroad Company could carry goodsin bond on that 
route, it was necessary to make another portof entry. Article X XIX 


provides that New York, Boston, and Portland shall constitute ports of | 
entry, and such other places as the President in his discretion may | 


designate. Well, after these companies got this route recognized, that 
did them no good until they could have San Francisco made a port of 
entry. I now read from the synopsis of the decisions of the Treasury 
Department, page 123. I here find San Francisco, Cal., designated as 
a port from which imported merchandise may be shipped in bond un- 
der the provisions of the treaty of Washington. 

Now listen: 

In pursuance of section 2866 of the Revised Statutes, the port of San Francisco 
is hereby designated as a port from which imported merchandise may be 


shipped in bond in transit through the United States to and from the British 
possessions in North America by such routes, etc. 


Signed by whom? 

C.S. Fairchild, Acting Secretary. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. What is the date? 

Mr.CANNON. March3, 1887. What other name do we find here? 

Approved, Grover Cleveland. March 12, 1887. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. After the retaliation act was passed. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly, after the retaliation act was passed. 
Here we have the President stating that he approved this action under 
the treaty of Washington, under section 2866 of the Revised Statutes 
passed to put the twenty-ninth article in force. Gentlemen, within 
less than twelve months this quintessence of knowledge and wisdom, 
this man that doth tower like a Colossus above us all, turns a double 
somersault between sunrise and sunset, and under the wise manipula- 
tion and crafty suggestion of the twenty-times millionaire, the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Scorr}, comes down with that anathema 
maranatha against the infernal Canadian, and criesout, ‘‘Gore!’’ ‘‘Gore !’’ 
“‘Gore!’’ [Laughter and applause on Republican side.] He now 
says that Article X XIX is dead and has been dead since 1885. His 
position reminds me very much of the story we have heard. When 
postage-stamps first came into use, a little fellow who had never used 
one obtained a stamp and some one told him how to use it. He took 
it, spit on it, and then putitontheenvelope. He was notsure whether 
that letter would ever get to its destination or not; so he just took his 
pencil and underneath the postage-stamp wrote, ‘‘ Paid, if the blamed 
thing sticks.’’ [Laughter. } 

Ah, gentlemen, why this posturing? In 1844 you touched the pa- 
triotic heart of this country until every time you applied the finger it 
gave response and there went throughout the length and breadth 
of the country a patriotic awakening. It was ‘‘fifty-four forty or 
fight ’’—but you deceived and spit upon your promises. You broke 
the heart, politically speaking, of some great men of Irish descent and 
some of Irish birth, and of a majority of our people. We were, com- 
paratively speaking, then but a small country, with few railroads, no 
telegraph, and few daily papers. You men who grew up out West as I 
did will remember how you would wait for the weekly paper, and how 
when it came you would read it through, including advertisements. 
[Laughter.} You fooled the people then and you betrayed and tram- 
pled under toot their rights, and future generations will turn and read 
your history in the light of your broken pledges and your bad faith, 
and will condemn you for it. 

Too late, too late; you can not doitagain. [Laughter.] In the 
first place you have not got a Jackson in the Presidential chair. Every- 
body knows that Cleveland is not a great warrior. It is all very well 
to talk about running a hot poker into the lion’s mouth, but every- 
body understands that the present Chief Executive is not going to spill 
his blood in war. He will not have much longer to -do it even if he 
wants to. [ Laughter. ] 

The President issued his free-trade message last December and dis- 
carded everythingelse. The bill came in. The treaty came in. Thank 
God the treaty was defeated by the Republican Senate. You passed 
the Mills bill and your convention in St. Louis indorsed it, but there 
came like a clap of thunder in a clear sky disapprobation from the 
workshops and from the farms throughout the nation, and President 
Cleveland’s knees smote together as Belshazzar’s knees are supposed 


Well, I am only talking about this to show what that | 
never-mistaken man, the President of the United | 
You recollect that when the Canadian Pacific | 


Gentlemen have talked by the hour about | 


| any such clap-trap methods as you resort to. 
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to. [Applause and laughter on the Republican side.] Awaking ag 
it were from a troublous dream he saw written on the wall ‘‘ Mene, 
mene, tekel, upharsin.’’ [Great laughter and applause on the Repub- 
lican side. ] 

Under the inspiration of that great man from Pennsylvania, Mr, 
Scott, he at once turned round and sent in this retaliation message. 

Thank God it is the day of daily newspapers and good school-houses 
Under a quarter of a century of Republican policy our people have 
been able to get farms and homes and to educate their children in the 
public schools. They have gone too far and you can no longer fool 
them. You mightas well attemptto dip the Atlantic up with a table- 
spoon as to fool again the great mass of the people of this country by 
[Great laughter and ap- 
plause on the Republican side. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois whether 


| he is going to vote for this clap-trap? 


Mr. CANNON. When it is to be a Chinese policy of terrifying the 
enemy by beating gongs rather than by using one tithe of the power 
in our hands, it is patriotic to give him one hammer more for his gong. 
[ Laughter. ] 

I here insert the statement referred to, made by another and inserted 
at his request: 

COMPARISON OF THE RECIPROCAL PRIVILEGES GOVERNING SHIPMENTS OF GOODs, 

WARES, AND MERCHANDISE IN THE TRANSIT TRADE BETWEEN THE UNITED 

STATES AND THE DOMINION OF CANADA AS PROVIDED IN ARTICLE XXIX OF THE 


TREATY BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND GREAT BRITAIN, DATED JUNE 17, 
1871, COMMONLY KNOWN AS THE TREATY OF WASHINGTON, 


I, { II, 


Transit through the territory of the United | [Corresponding privilege. ] 
States to Canada. | 
Transit through the territory of Canada 


Goods, wares, or merchandise arriv- to the United States 


ing at the ports of New York, Boston, | 
Portland,and any other ports in the | Goods, wares, or merchandise arriv- 
United States which have been or may | ing atany of the ports of Her Britannic 
from _ time to time be specially desig- | Majesty’s possessions in North Amer- 
nated by the President of the United | ica and destined for the United States 
States and destined for Her Britannic | may be entered at the proper custom- 
Majesty’s possessions in North Amer- | house and conveyed in transit, with- 
ica may be entered at the proper cus- | out the payment of duties, through 
tom-house and conveyed in transit, | the said possessions under such rules 
without the payment of the duties, | and regulations and conditions for the 
through the territory of the United | protection of the revenue as the Gov- 
States under such rules, regulations | ernment of the said possessions may 
and conditions for the protection of | from time to time prescribe. ‘ 
the revenue as the Government of the The above is cuustentioiay the first 
United States may from time to time | partof the second paragraph of Article 
prescribe. E XXIX of the treaty of Washington. 

The above is the first clause of the The privilege therein provided was 
first paragraph of Article XXIX of the | discontinued by the Dominion of Can- 
treaty of Washington. _ | ada as to the transportation of fish in 

Its immediate origin isto be found in | 1866, as stated by the President and as 
section 5 of the act approved July 28, | appears by the following documents: 
1866 (14 Statutes at Large, page 328), al ; 
and as incorporated in section 3005 of DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
the Revised Statutes of the United Washington, June 14, 1836. 
States, with this difference, that the | ‘Sim: The consul-general of the 
act of Congress conferred the author- | United States at Halifax communi- 
ity of designating portsof entry onthe | cated to me the information derived by 
Secretary of the Treasury instead ofon him from the collector of customs at 
the President of the United States,and that port to the effect that American 
the authority for making transit rules | fishing vessels will not be permitted to 
and regulations is conferred on the land fish atthat port of entry for trans- 
Secretary of the Treasury by the act of | portation in bond across the province. 
Congress while the article confers this * . * * 
authority broadly on the Government “T. F. BAYARD. 
of the United States. “To Sir L. West.” 

The regulations of the Treasury De- | ae 
partment governing such transit ship- “DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
ments are embraced in articles 545 to “* Washington, July 10, 1886. 
855, inclusive, General Regulations of | “Sm: I have the honor to inform 
= follow! ts have been des- | YO" that I am in receipt of a report 
, +e following ports have been cs- | from the consul-general of the United 
ignated by the President of the United | States at Halifax, accompanied by 
States pursuant to the Swaps “uU- | sworn testimony stating that the Nov- 
thority in Article XXIX of the treaty : elty,a duly registered merchant steam- 

Boston, Mass. ; Buffalo, N. Y.; Bal- vessel of the United States, has been 
timore, Md. ; Burlington, - + Cape | denied the right to take in steam-coal 
Vincent, N.Y -; Charlotte, "ee sh or purchase ice or transship fish in 
cago, Hil. ; Detroit, Mich. ; Du uth, | bond to the United States at Pictou, 
Minn.; Eastport, Me.; Fort Coving- Wova Soctia 3 
ton, N. Y.; Grosse Isle, Mich.; Island | “*°*“."°?""" 
Pond, Vt.; Morristown, N. Y.; Mil- 
waukee, Wis.; New York, N. Y.; New- 
port, Vt.; New Haven, Conn.; New 
Orleans, La.; Ogdensburgh, N. Y.; Os 
wego, N. Y.; Philadelphia, Pa.; Port 
Huron, Mich.; Portland, Me.; Port- 
land, Oregon; Port Townsend, Wash. ; 
Richford, Vt.; Rouse’s Point, N. Y.; 
St. Albans, Vt.: St. Vincent, Minn.; 
San Franeisco,Cal.; Suspension Bridge, 
N. Y.; Vanceborough, Me.; Whitehall, 
Di. a 

The designation of San Francisco 
was made by the President March 12, 
1887. 

The following common carriers have 
been authorized since July 1, 1885, to 
transport merchandise in bond be- 
tween the above designated ports and 
the Dominion of Canada: 

The South Pacific Coast Steam-ship 
Company. Bond approved by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury July 13, 1887. 

The Port Huron, Sarnia and Duluth 
lineofsteamers. Bond approved Sep- 
tember 26, 1887. 
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has consumed about 
and it is proper I shou , 
afternoon at to’cl ck. There are gentlemen on the 


sist on speakit ng in order to equalize the time, and there 
? 
e 
1 ff 


men on this side who desire e hear And I have confer: 
the gentleman 
whic h conference I ask unanimous consent that to-morrow at 

2 previous alan be considered as ordered upon the engr 
a third reading of the bi ill, and also upon its passage. I wi 
this connection that ould | s been glad to take a vote t] 
noon, but—— 

Mr. O’N EU M 
Mr. YAR 
** Vote ‘— 

Mr. AL LI IN, of Mi 
Kentucky if he thinks : 
the other man? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McCREARY. Ih 
(Mr. ALLEN] is to : speak. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


‘om Illinois CT] and other gentlemen, 
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A bill (H. R. 649) for the relief of A. C. Bradford; 
A bill (H. R. 988) for the relief of Joseph R. White; and | 
A bill (H. R. 1073) for the relief of the Catholic Church of St. Peter 


and St. Paul, at Chattanooga, Tenn. 
LEAVE ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. O’FER- | 
RALL for ten days, on account of important business. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. ERMENTROUT to 
withdraw from the file of the House papers in the caseof Benj amin F 


Millard. 


OF 


THE FISHERIES. 

Mr. HITT. I now yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [ Mr. NELSON ]. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, my apology for taking up the time of 
the House on this occasion in reference to the pending question is that 
to a large extent it affects the business and commercial interests of the 
Northwest; and I desire in my remarks to briefly discuss what is com- 
monly known as the ‘‘ transit system,’’ the shipment of goods in bond, 
and I propose to trace the growth of that system and to set forth its 
legal and treaty basis, and to specify what power the President has | 
now in the premises and what power he seeks in the proposed bill and | 
in his message heralding the same; and I shall append to my remarks | 
in the Rrecorp a statement from President Van Horne, of the Cana- | 
dian Pacific Railway, showing how seriously we would be crippled and 
injured by an interruption or suspension of our transit trade with 
Canada. 

‘The St. Lawrence water system, consisting of the St. Lawrence River 
and the Great Lakes at the head of the same, extending as it does from 
the seaboard to the very heart of the continent—into the very center | 
of our great zone of wheat production—constituted, in connection with | 
the Erie Canal, prior to the inception of our great railroad system, the | 
chief avenue and highway of commerce and transportation for the great 
tier of Northern and Northwestern States. 

And this water system, nature’s pathway,though surrounded and in 
part supplanted by a net-work of great trunk railway lines with nu- | 
merous lateral feeders, still serves an indispensable and grand purpose, 
both in its earlier function as an artery of commerce and traflic and 
in its more recent but no less important function, that of a regulator 
and check to the greed and rapacity of our great railroads. 

A glance at the map will show how our great east-and-west water 
system has drawn to it—side by side, as it were—our great east-and- 
west railway system; and the latter, in seeking a coigne of advantage 
with its earlier and other rival, the water system, has, for the purpose 
of being on a footing of equality, bid defiance to and knows no interna- 
tional boundary lines, The necessities of commerce developed through 
this railway system have brooked no artificial lines or artificial barrier, 
but have simply sought out and acquired the best and most direct routes 
to the seaboard. 

Chicago, the southern peninsula of Michigan, and Northern and Cen- 
tral New York have for years relied upon and had the benefit of the 
Canadian Grand Trunk system, and to-day and for more than a year past 
Northern Michigan and Wisconsin, Minnesota and Dakota, and all that 
broad and fertile expanse west of the same, together with New York 
and all of the New England States, in a large measure, rely upon and 
get wonderful benefits from the ‘‘Soo’’ and a part of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway systems. 

Chicago and the peninsula of Michigan hug New York through the 
Grand Trunk, and Minnesota and Dakota hug New England through 
the ‘‘Soo’’ and the Canadian Pacific. This heterodoxy of traflic—if I 
may coin the expression—has been accompanied by a heterodoxy of in- 
vested railway capital. Canadians have invested liberally in American | 
railway lines, and Americans have perhaps to even a greater extent 

' 
| 
i 








furnished financial aid or made investments in Canadian railways. 

But commerce having those daal water and railway transportation 
systems—and I use the term ‘‘dual’’ in the sense of appertaining to both 
countries interchangeably—needed something more to promote and 
perfect traffic, some means by which the goods of one country could pass 
through the confines of the other back into the first without tariff toll, 
and with as little delay and hinderance as possible. Commerce was 
equal to the occasion. Years before there was any legislative or treaty 
warrant therefor, imperceptibly and by a sort of common-law method, 
the system of shipping goods in bond from one country through the 
other back into the first without the payment of the duty grew up, 
flourished, and expanded. 

This system became known as the ‘‘transit’’ system, and is of a 
twofold character, one pertaining to domestic and the other to foreign 
merchandise. To distinguish between the two with as much brevity 
as possible, I shall hereafter in my remarks use the phrases ‘‘ domes- 
tic transit trade,’’ or ‘‘ foreign transit trade,’’ for the distinction is well 
defined, and is kept up in the treaty and legislation and proposed leg- 
islation to which I shall presently call your attention. 

Precisely when this ‘‘ transit’’ system arose or how long it existed 

rior to any legislation on the subject I have been unable to ascertain. 
e first legislative recognition and permission, so far as our country 
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is concerned, and I am not aware that there was any earlier Canadian, 
is found in sections 5 and 6 of the act of July 28, 1866, and is as fo)- 
lows: 

Sec. 5, And be it further enacted, That from and after the passage of this act 


| all goods, wares, or merchandise arriving atthe ports of New York, Boston, an i 


Portland, or any other port of the United States which may be specially desig. 
nated by the Secretary of the Treasury,and destined for places in the adjacent 


| British provinces, or arriving at the port of Point Isabel, Texas, or any other port 
| of the United States which may be specially designated by the Secretary of the 


Treasury, and destined for places in the Republic of Mexico, may be entered at 
the custom-house, andconveyed, in transit, through the territory of the United 
States, without the payment of duties, under such rules, regulations, and condi- 
tions for the protection of the revenue as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
prescribe. : 
Sec. 6, And be it further enacled, That imported goods, wares, or merchandise 
in bond, or duty paid, and products or manufactures of the United States, may, 
with the consent of the proper authorities of the provinces or republic afore- 
said, be transported from one port or place in the United States to another port 
or place therein, over the territory of said provincesor republic, by such routes, 
and under such rules, regulations, and conditions asthe Secretary of the Tre: 
ury may prescribe; and the goods, wares, and merchandise sotransported sha!! 
upon arrival in the United States from the provinces or republic aforesaid, be 


| treated in regard to the liability to or exemption from duty, or tax, as if the 
| transportation had taken plact entirely within the limits of the United States, 


(Chapter 298, page 328 and 329, 14 Statutes at Large.) 
You will observe here that section 5 relates to the ‘‘ foreign transit 
trade,’’ and section 6 relates to the ‘‘domestic transit trade. 
These provisions remained in force till, and were substantially in- 


7? 


| corporated in the following sections of, the Revised Statutes: 


Sec. 3005. All merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Boston, Port- 


| land in Maine, or any other port specially designated by the Secretary of the 


Treasury, and destined for places in the adjacent British provinces, or arriving 
at the port of Point Isabel in Texas, or any other port specially designated by 


| the Secretary of the Treasury, and destined for places in the Republic of Mex- 


ico, may be entered at the custom-house, and conveyed, in transit, through the 


| territory of the United States, without the payment of duties, under such reg- 


ulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

Src. 3006. Imported merchandise in bond, or duty paid, and products or man- 
ufactures of the United States may, with the consent of the proper authcrities 
of the British provinces or Republic of Mexico, be transported from one port in 
the United States to another port therein, over the territory of such provinces 


| or republic, by such routes and under such rules, regulations, and conditions 
; as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe; and the merchandise so trans- 


ported shall, upon arrival in the United States from such provinces or repub- 
lic, be treated in regard to the liability to or exemption from duty or tax, as if 
the transportation had taken place entirely within the limits of the United 
States. 

The transit trade had only this ex parte legislative sanction. I call 
it ex parte because there was nothing in it binding on Canada prior to 
the treaty with Great Britain of May 8,1871. That treaty was mainly 
devoted to the settlement of the fishery dispute, but Article X XIX, 
measured as to duration of time by Article X XXIII, duly recognized, 
confirmed, and continued by due international obligation the transit 
trade, both foreign and domestic, as it had before in practice existed. 
These articles are as follows: 

ARTICLE X.XIX. 

It is agreed that, for the term of years mentioned in Article XXXIII of this 
treaty, goods, wares, or merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Bos- 
ton, and Portland, and any other ports in the United States which have been 
or may, from time to time, be specially designated by the Presidentof the United 
States, and destined for Her Britannic Majesty’s possessions in North America, 
may be entered at the proper custom-house and conveyed in transit, without 
the payment of duties, through the territory of the United States, under such 
rules, regulations, and conditions for the protection of the revenue as the Gov- 
ernment of the United States may from time to time prescribe; and under like 
rules, regulations, and conditions, goods, wares, or merchandise may be con- 
veyed in transit, without the payment of duties, from such re through 
the territory of the United States for export from the said ports of the United 
States. 

It is further agreed that, forthe like period, goods, wares, or merchandise ar- 
rivingat any of the ports of Her Britannic Majesty’s possessionsin North Amer- 
ica, and destined for the United States, may be entered at any prope: custom- 
house and conveyed in transit, without the payment of duties, through the said 
possessions, under such rules and regulations, and conditions for the protec- 
tion of the revenue as the governments of the said possessions may from time 
to time prescribe; and under like rules, regulations, and conditions, goods, 
wares, or merchandise may be conveyed in transit, without payment of duties, 
from the United States through the said possessions to other places in the Uni- 
ted States, or for export from ports in the said possessions. 


ARTICLE XXXIII, 


The foregoing Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX of this 
treaty, shall take effect as soon as the laws required to carry them into opera- 
tion shall have been passed by the Imperial Parliament of Great Britain, by the 
Parliament of Canada, and by the Legislatnre of Prince Edward’s Island on the 
one hand, and by the Congress of the United States on the other. Such assent 
having been given, the said articles shall remain in force for the period of ten 
years from the date at which they may come into operation; and further until the 
expiration of two years after either of the high contracting parties shall have 
given notice to the other of its wish to terminate the same; each of the high 
contracting parties being at liberty to give such notice to the other at the end of 
the said period of ten years or at any time afterward. (Volume 17, pages 872 
and 873, Statutes at Large.) 


This treaty was supplemented and put in operation by the legislative 
act of March 1, 1873, which I quote in full for the purpose of explain- 
ing and giving color to the points I propose to make on this subject. 
The act is as follows: 

An act to carry into effect the provisions of the treaty between the United States 


and Great Britain signed in the city of Washington the 8th day of May, 1871, 
relating to the fisheries. 


Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the President of the United States shall re- 
ceive satisfactory evidence that the Imperial Parliament of Great Britain, the 
Parliament of Canada, and the legislature of Prince Edward’s Island have 

d laws on their part to give full effect to the provisions of the treaty be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain signed at the citv of Washington on 
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declaring that he has such evidence und t r 
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so that gentlemen may see the treatment that has been accorded to 
me in comparison with the treatment accorded to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

The President is mistaken in the application he makes of Article 
XX XIII to Article X XIX when he says: 


The article itself declares that its provisions shall be in force “ for the term of 
years mentioned in Articlé XXXII of thistreaty.”’ Turningto Article XX XIII 
we find no mention of the twenty-ninth article, but only a provision that Ar- 
ticles XVIII to XXYV, inclusive, and Article XXX shall take effect as soon as 
the !aws req d to carry them into operatien shall be passed by the legislative 
bodies of the different countries concerned, and that “they shall remain in force 
for the period of ten years from the date at which they may come into opera- 

















tion, and further until the expiration of two years after either of the high con- 
tracting parties shall have given notice to the other of its wish to terminate the 
Barri 

Iam of th inion that the term of years mentioned in Article XX XIII,” 
referred to i rticle XXIX as the limit of its duration, means the period dur- 
ing which Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX, commonly 





called the “fishery articles,” should continue in force under the language of 


said Article XX XIII. 

‘The same phrase found in Article X XIX, to wit— 

For the term of years mentioned in Article XX XIII of this treaty- 
is also found in Articles X VIII, XIX, X XI, and XXX. Anditseems 
clear from the very language itself and from the context that Article 
XX XIiLis only the “ yardstick,’’ or the ‘‘chronometer,’’ if I may coin 
a phrase, that measures the time of econtimuance of Article X XTX, and 
that the ten years began to run as to this article when it did as to the 
The President’s contention involves 


rogating this article as the others. 


the violent presumption that Article XXIX can not exist after the | 


fisheries articles have been terminated, that their life fixes the life of 
Article X XIX, and the further presumption that this, the most im- 
portant articleof all, required no notice at all of its termination, whereas 
the fisheries articles did. Manifestly every fair construction and every 
fair presumption is against the view now held by the President. 
Why, searcely eighteen months ago—in the second session Forty- 
ninth Congress—the administration retaliation bill—knownas the Bel- 


mont bill, and about which the gentleman from Pennsylvania made so | 
assumed in its very terms that Article X XIX | 
This is a part of the very language of section 2 of | 


much ado yesterday 
was not abrogated. 
that bill: 


And upon proof that the privileges seeured by Article XXTX of the treaty con- 
cluded between the United States and Great Britain on the 8th day of May, 1871, 
are denied as to goods, wares, and merchandise arriving at the ports of British 
North America, the President may also, by proclamation, forbid the exercise of 
the like privileges as to goods, wares, and merchandise arriving in any ports of 
the United States. 

Can there be any plainer admission than this? 

And his own Secretary of State, no longer ago than last January, 
took a different view, as the following letter plainly shows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, January 7, 1887. 

Sin: I had the honor to receive late yesterday afternoon your telegram ask- 
ing to be informed *‘ when was the treaty of Washington between the United 
States and the Dominion of Canada abrogated? When did its provisions cease 
to operate?’ 

The information you desire is found in the accompanying document, contain- 
ing the correspondence which took place between this Department and the 
British minister in 188, and the President's proclamation in regard to the ter- 
mination of the fisheries articles of the treaty of Washington. 

This doeument is reprinted in full in the recently printed executive docu- 
ment in relation to the rights of American fishermen in British North Ameri- 
can waters (Executive Document No. 19, House of Representatives, Forty-ninth 
Congress, second session, pages 199-210), a copy of which is also inclosed here- 
with. 

The treaty of Washington between the United States and Great Britain did 
not relate solely to the Canadian fisheries. Only the fishery articles thereof 
were abrogated, as enumerated in the President's proclamation of January 31, 
1885. The remaining articles, comprising those which relate to commercial in- 
tercourse between the United States and the British North American posses- 
sions, are still in force. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
T. F. BAYARD. 

Hon. Jomn H. REAGAN, 

United States Senate. 


But the Administration did not at that time labor under the high 
political stress engendered by the rejection of the recent treaty. 

The truth is that prior to the rejection of the recent treaty our ex- 
ecutive department and our legislative department in both its branches 
never for a moment thought or harbored the idea, nor in action mani- 
fested, that Article X XIX was abrogated by notice or otherwise. 
Transit traffic has continued unquestioned since the abrogation of the 
fisheries articles as before. 
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Sir John Thompson, the Canadian minister of justice, entirely con- | 


curs with the views expressed by Secretary Bayard last January, as 


appears from the following statement, contained in a telegram, of the | 


remarks made by Sir John Thompson at a recent meeting in the Prov- 
ince of Ontario, which I beg leave to quote: 
TORONTO, August 30, 

Five thousand persons assembled at Hagersville, Ont., yesterday to listen to 
political addresses from Sir Hector Langevin, minister of public works, and Sir 
Jobn Thompson, minister of justice. The speeches of both ministers are preg- 
nant with significance, being the first public utterances of the ministers of the 
government since President Cleveland’s retaliatory threats. 


Sir John Thompson said among other things: 


The means of retaliation proposed was the withdrawal of the privilege to 
bond goods through the United States to Canada. This —_ was secured 
to them by Article XXIX of the Washington treaty, and it required two years’ 


SEPTEMBER 7, 





notice by the terms of that treaty before any article could be suspended. No no- 
tice of that kind had been given, and yet President Cleveland, regardless of t}; 

sacred obligations of the treaty, proposed to end this privilege without notice 

and at a single stroke. 


The truth of it is, and we might as well state it in plain terms with- 
out any circumlocution, that the President in his zeal to ‘‘ un-English’”’ 
himself before the American people has permitted himself, in a sort of 
mental hallucination, engendered no doubt by the stress of a politica! 
campaign, to reeommend the unwarranted abrogation of a solemn in- 
ternational compact—a compact, too, that concerns one of the most im- 
portant and momentous interests of the country, and from the abroga 
tion of which we would suffer far more than our neighbor. And h: 
asks our legislative sanction for such abrogation. 

And we as legislators sitting here, not to be outdone in what ha 
jocosely been termed ‘‘ torturing the British lion,’’ will no doubt aft 
mild verbai protests complacently pass the President’s little bill, fo: 
there is not so much in it after all, when closely examined. 

If the President’s contention that Article X XIX is abrogated is true, 
he has no occasion at all to come to Congress for relief, for as I shall show 
he has now far more power—and tosome extent through his late Seeretary 
of the Treasury has exercised the same—thau he now asks in the pro 
posed bill. By the act of March 3, 1873, which I have already quote: 
he has the power to interdict completely and fully all transit trade o: 


Th 


the Great Lakes and the rivers and eanals connecting the same. Th 


A artic y d ast | is the language of the power, full and ample: 
other, and that two years’ notice of termination is as requisite in ab- | 


And provided further, That the President of the United States may, by proc! 
mation, suspend the right of carrying provided for by this section, in case th: 
Dominion of Canada should at any time deprive the citizens of the United Stat 
of the use of the canals in the said Dominion on terms of equality with the i: 
habitants of the Dominion, as provided in Article XX VII of said treaty. 

And the very power here granted was evoked and exercised by Se 
retary Manning, as appears from the following circular, which operated 
as a complete interdict of the lake transit trade: 

CrrcuLaR. 
TERMINATION OF CERTAIN ARTICLES OF THE TREATY OF WASHINGTON. 
[1885. Department No. 102. Division of Special Agents.]} 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., July 2, 1885. 
To collectors of customs : 

Notice having been given by the proclamation of the President, dated Janu 
ary 31, 1885, of the abrogation of Articles XVIII to XXV and Article XXX of 
the treaty of Washington, collectors of customs are hereby notified that articl 
844 of the Customs Regulations of 1884, which is identical with article 19 of the 
regulations of March 30, 1875, made pursuant to Article XXX of said treaty, will 
cease to be in force from and after this date. 

Shipments of merchandise in transit from one port or place within the terri- 
tory of the United States to another by a route a part of which is by land car- 
riage through the Dominion of Canada, and a part by the Great Lakesand the 
rivers connecting the same, or by the river St. Lawrence, in either British or 
American vessels, from ports on the northern frontier of the United States to 
ports on the Canadian frontier for transshipment to railway cars, and from 
points on the Canadian frontier, at the termini of railway transportation, to 
ports on the northern frontier of the United States, will hereafter be treated in 
all respects as ordinary importations from foreign contiguous territory. 

DANIEL MANNING, Secretary. 

For twenty-two days this order rermained in foree. For twenty-two 
days Secretary Manning had entirely suspended and abrogated all 
Canadian transit traffic on the Great Lakes. I presume that it was 
owing to commercial pressure that he afterwards modified this order 
and granted the Canadians the transit privilege in American bottoms, 
as I shall hereafter show. That was a case where the Administration 
has exereised far greater power than the mere power of collecting a to]! 
of 20 cents a ton, as is proposed in this bill. ‘That was a case of com- 
plete interdict of transit traffic. 

Now, in the proposed bill all that is asked for, in case we are not 
allowed to use the Canadian canals on a footing of equality, is merely 
the privilege of collecting a toll from the Canadians for the use of 
ourcanals. Now, whichsmacks most of retaliation, the power to com- 
pletely interdict or the power to merely collect a toll of 20 cents per 
ton? 

Again, if Article X XIX is abrogated as claimed, then our transit 
trade, foreign and domestic, is remitted back for a legal basis to sec- 
tions 3005 and 3006 of the Revised Statutes, already quoted; and these 
provisions are as regards the Canadian transit trade only permissive. 
There is nothing in them to prevent our Government from revoking 
the entire privilege, or charging it with new and additional burdens. 


| Secretary Manning so understood the matter, as appears from the fol- 


lowing circular: 
CIRCULAR. 
TRANSIT OF MERCHA)DISE THROUGH THE DOMINION OF CANADA, 
Department No. 116. Division of Special Agents. ] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., July 24, 1835. 


f1885, 


To collectors and other officers of customs : 

Under the authority contained in section 3006 of the Revised Statutes, im- 
ported merchandise, in bond or duty paid, and products and manufactures of 
the United States, may, with the consent of the proper authorities of the British 
provinces, be transported from one port in the United States to another port 
therein over the territory of such provinces, by such routes and under such 
Sae, Saeneoee, and conditions as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre- 
scribe. 

Therefore, so much of Circular No. 102 of this Department, dated the 2d in- 
stant, as rescinded article 844 of the Customs Regulations of 1884 is revoked, 
and said article is hereby amended in such manner as to restrict the transpor- 
tation therein referred to to American vessels. Customs officers will be governed 
accordingty. 
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together with the railway connecting them with Quebec, would flouris t ( ‘ 
and prosper as never before. ‘The interdict would make Canada enti “ a 
independent of us on tha ore and would be precisely just what “At ; ‘ 
statesmen, imbued with the imperialism of Sir John Macdonald, would zo that have pre 
sigh for. ne a a 
One year of interdict would forever transfer to Canada all that fit that this 
eign transit trade now carried on through our bo rs. And pray saved 
would be the gainer by all this? A few canal tolls and a little 1 = — es 
row put into the weakest part of the Canadian trans-continental 1 ‘of t 
way system and the recuperation of the ports of Halifax and St. John 
are after all the onl le outcome and net result of the plan « 
lined in the ponderous m laccompanying bill. How tam l ‘ 
inconsequential it all en one looks beneath the glamonu 
the ponderous and solemn diplomatic phrases. cation 
Aside from the recommendation to violate a solemn treaty ol 
the President -really s for this: ¢ me the right to « 
canal tolls and give me the right to tr er for r toCanada é I 
eign transit trade, a inting to over $33,000,000 annually ( 
on through our ports and our borders. If it is retaliation pure and si! lent 
ple the President wants, he has the power to a much fuller extent tray 
the laws now in fore an interdict entirely the useof our cai er 
and he can interdict entirely the domestic transit trade of Canada ct 
if Article X X LX of the treaty of 1871 is abrogated, as he claims, pred Db 
can interdict the entire transit trade of Canada, both foreign and « 
mestic, without any further legislation. t mn 
That State which was my home n childhood to manhood had The Northw ited 
regiment in the late war which car a live eagle perched on its ban- 11 iced 
ners into the midst of the fray. That bird of freedom, snuffing the air | upon sh nd cheap lines 
of war, would in the supreme hour of battle, when the din of arms was | and development. Wit! 
the loudest, flap his wings with very joy anjl keep a bold front to the | Northwest are at the mercy o 
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longer railway lines running south of the Great Lakes. Forcing the 
business of that section through these southern lines, additional to their 
natural freight traflic, would be injurious to Northern interests. 

The extension of power asked for in the President’s message for re- 
taliatory purposes is stated by him in the following language: 


immediate legislative action conferring upon the Executive the 
' 


power to pend by proclamation the operation of all laws and regulations 
permitting the transit of g wares, and merchandise in bond across or over 
the territory of the United States to or from Canada. 

If such authority were given it would result in like action on the 
part of the Canadian Government, prohibiting the passage of American 
goods through Canadian territory. 
and intercolonial freight traffic through the two countries. Such course 
of action would injure, and be enforced largely at the expense of, the 
citizens of the Northwest, without correspondingly beneliting Amer- 
ican fishermen. 

It may be urged that this annulment of bonded privilege and transit 
would cause a serious injury to Canada. It would also be of great 
damage to the producers of the Northwest, who are in no way account- 
able for the inconveniences and injuries to which our fishermen are 
subjected. Such action, if adopted by our Government, would largely 
tend to strengthen and unify the Canadian Dominion. It would build 


I recommend 





ods, 


up seaports now little used, and give business and prosperity to the | 


Canadian trans-continental railway line. 

Mutually Canada and the Northwest would suffer were this retali- 
atory measure adopted and long continued. Why, then, should it be 
tried? Is it the only or adequate retaliatory measure? The President 
asked for and urged it. The committee of the House have decided to 
abridge the powers sought for by reporting a bill which reads as fol- 
lows: 

Tt shall be lawful for the President, in his discretion, by proclamation to that 
effect, to suspend, in whole or in part, the transportation across the territory of 
the United States in bond and without payment of duty, of goods, wares, and 
merchandise imported or exported from any foreign country from or to the 
British Dominions in Canada, 

The power asked for by the President was authority to suspend the 
transit of the foreign and domestic commerce in bond through the United 
States to and from Canada. The authority authorized in the bill re- 
ported by the committee is the suspension of the transit of foreign com- 
merce in bond through the United States to and from Canada. This 
bill, if enacted, will leave unhampered the transit of our domestic com- 
merce and relieve the Northwest of otherwise anticipated burdens. It 
strips the retaliatory measures of their domestic sting and marks their 
force in a descending scale. 

Congress, on March 3, 1887, offered and demanded that a measure, 
in its judgment adequate to the conditions and vexations with which 
our citizens were confronted, should be tried. Its language is plain 
anc imperative, for the act declares ‘‘it shall be lawful, and it shall be 
the duty of the President; ’’ yet with the same conditions confronting 
us for eighteen months, no executive action has been had. During the 
interval, a treaty has been proposed and rejected, and the question has 
assumed proportions and demanded unusual attention in the heat of a 
Presidential contest. What were the measures of redress embodied in 
the act of 1887 which the President deemed insufficient or inexpedient 
to exercise? The act declares: 

It shall be the duty of the President of the United States, in his discretion, by 

roclamation to that effect, to deny to vessels, their masters and crews, of the 

sritish dominions of North America, any entrance into the waters, ports, or 
places of, or within the United States (with such exceptions in regard to vessels 
in distress, stress of weather, or needing supplies) as the President shall deem 
proper, whether such vessels shall have come directly from said dominions on 
such destined voyage or by way of some port or place in such destined voyage 
elsewhere, and also to deny entry into any port or place of the United States ot 
fresh fish or salt fish or any other product of said dominions, or other goods 
coming from said dominions to the United States. The President may, in his 
discretion, apply such proclamation to any part or to all of the foregoing-named 
subjects, and may revoke, qualify, limit, and renew such proclamation from 
time to time as he may deem necessary tothe full and just execution of the pur- 
poses of this act, 

The contest in this case applies exclusively to fish. It affects ves- 
sels engaged in fisheries needing supplies, requiring repairs, fishing in 
disputed limits, or fishermen requiring facilities for shipment of fish 
through Canadian territory to the United States. These are the ques- 
tions which press for an early and just solution. It would seem that 
a remedy relating to Canadian fish could be found which would be ad- 
equate to the injury offered. 

The amount in value of Canadian fish shipped to the United States 
during the year 1887 was $2,717,509, while the amount in value of fish 
shipped by the United States to Canada was only $57,920. If the Pres- 
ident had tried the effect by proclamation of the prohibition of the im- 
portation of Canadian fish, it would have developed the fact whether 
such action would have been sufficient to have caused a termination ot 
our controversy. Had a trial been given to the partial or full exercise 
of the powers granted in the act of March 3, 1887, it would have been 
an assurance of the desire of the President to co-operate with Congress 
in an endeavor to settle in accordance with powers granted, which in 
the judgment of Congress were adequate. 

If Canadian fish had been excluded from our markets, Canadian ves- 
sels from our waters, which latter term would include our canals, the 
effect would very speedily have convinced the Dominion Government 
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of its unneighborly, unjust, and narrow policy in the treatment of , 
fishermen, as well as the unjust discrimination against American yes 
sels passing through Canadian canals. Whatever consequen 

come, the rights of American citizens must be protected. What 
powers may be necessary to grant, should be unhesitatingly giv to 
vindicate the honor of the American name; but already author 
powers should not remain unexereised when American rights are 
regarded, and when vexatious and unfriendly requirements are 
acted. 


The enforcement of the present law might long ere this have ended a 


This would close the international | our disputes, terminated our wrongs, and paved the way for an hon 
1 A Sse > inte ‘ ‘ | 


able, adequate, and permanent treaty. Between the English speaki: 


| people of this continent there should be no lasting disputes, buta friend 


ship and intercourse born of respect, and a determination to con 

each other’s rights should always exist. While, if disputes are « 

tinued and retaliatory measures are necessary they should be of t] 

kind and partake of the nature of the subject-matter through whi : 

the injury comes. ‘i 
Section 2 in the bill is eminently proper in view of the unfriend! 


; action by the Canadian Government in allowing a rebate of tolls less 
| 10 per cent. for vessels bound for Canadian ports, but without such dis- 





| treaty rights by such action would be respected and an equality oi 
yng 5 1 Jy 


allowance for those unloading at American ports, though the act of 
1887 provides in the discretion of the President against the use of Ameri- 
can waters, which includes American canals, by Canadian vessels. The 
power vested in the act of 1887 is suflicient as a remedial measure for 
the protection of the rights of our vessel-men against the unjust dis 
crimination of tolls by the Canadian Government in favor of vessels un 
loading at Canadian ports. Any action under this act would be neces- 
sarily prohibitory, but the bill under consideration authorizes the 
charging of tolls in the amount of 20 cents per ton, which would seem 
to be fully adequate to the purpose desired. 

The discrimination will cease when the rebate is discontinued, but 
such action would not relieve our vessels from the charge of tolls, al- 





though Canadian vessels would be untaxed in United States canals. * 
The Canadian would still be the gainer, as the treaty simply requires a 
that each government shall treat each other’s citizens-in the use of % 
canals alike subjecting them to the same charges or none, as the regu- 2 
lations of each government may determine. ‘The United States canals % 
are free. On the Canadian canals tolls are charged. The repeal of a 
the rebate would increase the total of Canadian tolls, but would no ¥ 


reduce the amount to be paid by American vessels. Cumulating the 
interests of the Canadian Government and vessel-owners, the repeal of 
the rebate as affecting their joint profits might be justly characterized 
as damnum absque injuria, while the American vessel-owner would look 
in vain for an increase of his weaith or a decrease of his tolls. Yet 


treatment of citizens by each country obtained. 

The additional and different power asked for by the President, even 
so far as it is embodied in the bill now under consideration, will, | 
fear; if exercised, affect almost as injuriously our interests as those of 
Canada, while that granted in the act of 1887 I believe to be ample fo: 
retaliatory purposes pertaining more nearly to the subject-matter in 
dispute and sufficient for prevention in the future of vexations, annoy 





ances, and injuries similar to those heretofore inflicted upon our fisher- e 
men. ES 

Desirous to do nothing to antagonize the protection of American in- a 
terests and the rights of American citizens, I trust the passage of the i 
bill now before the House will meet the exigencies of the case, and that, 7 
whether the principle of retorsion or other retaliatory powers shall be 4 


exercised as a defensive measure in the continuation of the fishery con- 
troversy, the Canadian Government will learn that we are earnestly 3 
determined to maintain our rights, and only our rights, and that through a 
such knowledge an amicable and just settlement will be finally ob- 
tained 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ADAMS] is recognized for twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, in dealing with this bill it is not nec- 
essary, I think, to go very deeply into the questions of treaty right ; 
and international obligation between ourselves and the Dominion of 4 
Canada. All that we need dois to consider that general principles 
ought to govern the conduct of the greatest and strongest republic in 
the world in carrying out what is popularly called a policy of retalia- % 
tion, like that authorized by the act of March 3, 1887. 3 

I doubt whether the mode of dealing with a foreign power which has ‘ 
done us a wrong or evinced an unfriendly disposition can ever be re- 
duced to exact and definite rules. But the President in his recent mes- 
sage lays down one rule at least, which in my judgment is as accu- 
rately stated by him as it is inaccurately applied. After saying that 
the policy of national retaliation ‘‘ manifestly embraces the infliction 
of the greatest possible harm upon those who have injured us, with the 
least possible damage to ourselves,’’ a proposition which is self-evident 
when applied to retaliation as it is when applied to actual war, the 
President goes on to say: 


There is also an evident propriety as well as an invitation to moral support 
found in visiting upon the offending party the same measure or kind of tre2*- 
ment of which we complain, and as far as possible within the same lines, 
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That is well stated rhe statement « ld} lly be im] ed Ru ' slits tae 
n we come to look at the underiying reason of the rule laid down or its 
by the President it may raise a doubt whether he has been as a 
in the application as he has the statement of the rule . e t t the D ! 
Why is it that we ought to visit upon the offend nation the sam t e pro Cana the N 
kind of treatment of which we « mplain? What ‘invitation to mo 
support,’’ to use the exact langua of the Pres it. do we ‘ 
taking this course? The answer is plain. Unless the po! ente S 
upon is expected and intended to lead to actual war, and in that cas 
we might as well declare war at once, our object should be to rais think there is { : 
the minds of the citizens of the offending power a lively sense of t ‘ L espe 
injury they have inflicted on us rather than give rise to the impress sugcest 
however erroneous, that we have unjustly inflicted a new injury upon | s we oug { 
them t { ] i nie 
Accordingly where the acts of offense have weeded from a part . 
lar portion of the offending nation or have arisen out of a desire toa Wes t 1 rt 
grandize a particular interest I tion it is far better int t 
instanee, whatever be re i later stage of the } eedil \ e( 
to choose such measures of redress as shall bear with the greatest weigl } j 
upon those citizens of the offending nation who have given us the great 
cause of offense and bear with the least weight upon that part of the | | ( we 
offending nation which has given us the least occasion to complain. v pr led for. in th t M 1s 
If we take the opposite course, it is hard to see how we can be said 1 to put in 
to give ‘‘an invitation to moral support’’ as the President says w What does the | 
ought todo. Suppose the Legislature of the State of Louisiana or t e remedy « ted 
municipal authorities of the city of New Orleans were to adopt acourse | that Congress « ' 
of conduct which gave offense to the citizens of a friendly foreign pow 
like the Republic of France. What could be fairly said of t Fr . 
Republic if, having the power to adopt a retaliatory policy which w : 
bear heavily on the citizens of Louisiana and New Orleans, it wer l 
F liberately to adopt in the first instance a policy which p ively bene- 1 bond nw i t together within 
fited the offending State and city and bore with fall weight upon th el the | ¢ 
unoffending citizens of the State of Maine? irtial 
rhe citizens of Louisiana and New Orleans could hardly be expected ed his jud ) 
to see the error of their ways by reason of the penalty inflicted on t i l to and f1 Ca te the [ ed Stat 
citizens of Maine, while in t u } t ‘ 
permost feeling would be i lon t ort 
' by France rather than a vie e cit k } to ex 
f of Louisiana for the wreug Fre itis! 
Republic. 
Now, I believe that this illustration fairly applies to the part matter of no 1m] 
line of policy which the President advises us to adopt < XIX of the treaty of 1871, pre 
t [t will be found, I think, that the principal offenders in this matté I x goods bond { 
of the Canadian troubles have been the maritime provinces of the Do- | treaty, ast I v g a 
minion, while if the President’s new suggestion of a retaliatory po ( t other } t 
were adopted the chief sufferers therefrom would be the northwest: that t article « 
portions of the Dominion. TI i ld su Che t t ’ t 
or not at all, and would proba { ‘ ory as 
fited thereby. t 
What are the wrongful or e suffere t ’ ly] 
the hands of Canada? ‘They Par ‘ 
secondly, municipal acts or regulations of the maritime provinces ¢ thereafter to ; 
theirmunicipalities; thirdly, oppressive, vexatious, orinsulting« ! i 
of local officials in the maritime provinces in the execution of laws and | t ninated in tl n 
ordinances which, if administered in a friendly spirit, would perhaps | the 1 fusal of the ¢ 
give us little reason to complain. was only the l to ac 
As for the Dominion laws, I am aware that the whole Dominion Che Canad ! 






responsible for them. But I think it is worth noting that they are | their refusal to giv I hermen 

sometimes re-enactments by the Dominion of former statutes of t ulthough Article XXI° 
: maritime provinces, and that they all, as well as the ordinances, reg rticle applicable to fishermen and to ot! t when t 
4 lations, and it lting and vexatious conduct of officials, before refé 1 urticl fell our fishermen wer : 


3 to, have for their object the benefit of the navigation and fishery of 1818, and the fishery article ey treat - 
a terests of the maritime provinces. They are not inspired by nor do | as American fishermen w 
they benefit Ontario or Manitoba. treaty made in 1871, more than 

Mr. Speaker, I do not forget that a part of the President’s messag From this d ind illog 
and a part of the pending bill relate toa subject unconnected with y the new t the Presid 
the fisheries question and apparently unconnected with any maritime | till theotherday. | 
interest of the Dominion. I refer to the discrimination in rebates on | tional courtesy is a less serious g 
tolls on the Canadian canals. I need not spend much time on this part | edge a positive treaty right l l I i 
of the subject. There is no difference of opinion as to the wrong or as | theory of the President weakened the A 
to the proper remedy. The remedy should be promptly applied, if it | Canadian position. 












2 can not be found under existing laws, in the general li marked out Chere is another question, raised « ' h J 

% by the pending bill. go i iy length. It is the t ter t 

¥ But I wish to call attention to the fact that the purpose of thes President’s proclamation pursuant to the | Lact the ¢ 
a criminating tolls or rebates when carefully conside: ll be found to t get all or nearly all 


be like the purpose of the other wrongful and unfriendly acts referred i importing the good i 
to. They are intended to strengthen the maritime cities and provi: 1 to Canada under section 2971 ed § 
at the expense of the northwestern parts of the Dominion. A toll » to go into that. I that t 1 tl 





1 posed on all vessels passing the Welland Canal, and imposed only { 1 could Ye eva { 
purpose of being rebated at Quebec or Montreal, is clearly i red? I mean, wv ( 3 

2 divert the « xport trade of the Northwest from the New ym of this policy? t ( > 
‘ 





" the St. Lawrence route. I can see how this would benefit Quebec and ild suffer most would be those who] fart 
a Montreal. I can see how it would benefit the navigation interests of | Letany gentleman lookat the map and ans 

a the Canadian seaboard. What benefit the Canadian farmers of the [ believe this would be true even in the winte 
Northwest get from it I can not see. It is an injury rather than a | Lawrenceis closed by ice. One not improbal 
Pencfit to them. | crease of the business of the Inter-Colonial Railway la gre 
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ment of the port of Halifax. Halifax would take the place of Boston 
or Portland as the winter port of Montreal, just as it would take the 
place of New York and Baltimore as the winter port of Ontario and 
Manitoba. To injure Ontario and Manitoba, of whom we have not 


complained, and at the same time to build up the prosperity of Halifax, | 
the center of the fishing interest, which is responsible for the whole | 
trouble, would be a stroke of policy almost too grotesque for ‘‘ Pin- | 


afore.’’ 

Besides, the St. Lawrence River is not closed with ice all the year 
round. How would it be in summer? Ifthe enormous traffic which 
now passes to and from Canada across the United States during the 
summer months were to be transferred from the New York, Boston, 
and Portland routes to the St. Lawrence River route, Montreal would 
be benefited, the Canadian Pacific Railway would be benefited, the 
the navigation interests of the Canadian seaboard would be benefited, 
while the citizens of Ontario and Manitoba, who have least of all of- 
fended us, would pay the largest share of the increased cost of trans- 
portation. As to the lossto be borne by the peopleof the United States, 
who, according to the theory of the interstate-commerce law, would 
have to pay higher local freight rates to make good the loss incurred 
by American railways in their through business to and from Canada, 
it is «1 matter which the President would undoubtedly take into con- 
sideration. Ido not care to go into it now. 

Another thing. The policy indicated in the President’s message 
would, if thoroughly carried out, add to the political strength of Can- 
ada. It would tend toconsolidate the Dominion. Let gentlemen look 
at the map of North America, and see how the settled parts of Canada 
stretch like a narrow ribbon along our northern frontier. Let them 
consider what is the main cause of political weakness in a nation situ- 
ated as Canada is. 

I believe it is the facility of commercial intercourse between the 
western parts of the Dominion and the United States, as compared 
with the facility of commercial intercourse between the western and 
eastern parts of the Dominion. 

I believe the far-sighted statesmen of the Dominion and .of Great 
Britain see this clearly. The remedy they propose is to turn the trade 
of the Northwest into the St. Lawrence Riverroute. What else would 
justify the enormous expense at which the Canadian canals have been 
improved and enlarged? What else would justify the enormous sub- 
sidy granted to the Canadian Pacific ? 


Why, Mr. Speaker, it is not longago that the Dominion laid a heavy | 


hand on the people of Manitoba, to prevent them from building at their 
own expense a short railway to make connection with the railway sys- 
tem of the United States. It seemed a brutal measure, but it was a 
wise one irom the point of view of Canadian statesmen. It could be 
justified only by the political necessity of consolidating the Dominion. 
The attempt failed. Would it not be wonderful if this Canadian and 


beneficial to the maritime provinces in particular, were after repeated 
failures to succeed at last by the act of the American people, irritated 
by the unjust and unfriendly conduct of that very part of the Dominion 
which would get the greatest benefit from the consolidation policy. 


more. I believe his Cabinet officers, who, according to popular rumor, 
were not much consulted in the preparation of his recent message, will 
advise him that according to the logic of the message itself he is bound 
to exercise first of all some of the powers conferred upon him by the 
act of March 3, 1887. The additional power conferred upon him by 
this pending bill he must hold in reserve. 

I will not do the President the injustice to suppose that he will ex- 
ercise the vast powers conferred upon him by the act of last year and 
by the pending bill without great deliberation. As for his recent mes- 
sage, I believe it was hastily prepared and hastily issued. There isa 
suspicion on both sides of the Atlantic that it was issued by command 
of a political committee, anxious to persuade a portion of our people 
that the Administration is after all not a British administration in dis- 
guise. If that is so, it proves, not that the President will be reckless, 
but that the national Democratic committee is desperate. 

It is quite possible that the occasion for putting in execution the 
powers conferred on the Executive by this bill will not arise till after 
anew administration comesin. The contingency on which these powers 
are to be exercised is likely to arise, I understand, only during the fish- 
ing season. The season for this year is nearly over. The passage of 
this bill at this time may simply have the effect of adding a new ques- 
tion in the impending Presidential campaign. We have added new 
powers to the Presidential office, leaving the people to decide which 
party and which candidate shall be trusted with the execution of them. 

So far as the present Administration is concerned, the question will 
not turn on a message issued by the President within two months of 
the election of his successor. It will turn on his foreign policy as a 
whole during his entire term. If in its relation to foreign affairs his 
administration has been on the whole a distinguished success, it will 
be a fair argument, so far as it goes, in favor of intrusting to his hands 
these great powers during a second term. If, on the other hand, his 
administration of foreign affairs has been on the whole a failure, or if 
the mismanagement of the fishery question by this present Administra- 
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| tion or the position he takes in his message is likely to handicap his 
| future efforts to bring the question to a peaceful and honorable so! 
tien, there will be one argument the more in favor of electing Genera 
Harrison to succeed him. 

At all events, Mr. Speaker, the pending bill is likely to pass the 
House by alarge majority. Many will vote for it under protest. They 
know it is unnecessary. They feel that the policy outlined in it may 
| be unwise, but they are unwilling to vote against it. They are re- 
luctant even to seem to oppose the grant of additional power, however 
unnecessary, when asked for in a public message, in which the Presi- 
| dent declares that he stands in presence of a difficulty with a foreign 
power and needs additional legislation in order to maintain the inter- 
ests or the honor of the United States. 

If such additional power were really necessary, it would be granted, 
not under protest, but cordially and withoutstint. It would be granted 
not merely to strengthen the hands of President Cleveland in th 
pending controversy about Canadian fisheries; it would be granted t 
strengthen the hands of all the Presidents of the United States that 


| 


) 


| shall hereafter hold office in all the controversies that may hereatter 


arise with any foreign power. 

Our desire is to show to all foreign nations that although the Presi- 
dent of the United States is elected only for a term of four years, al- 
though he is elected as the candidate of a political party and is op- 
posed by another political party, although his policy, foreign and 
domestic, will be searchingly criticised up to the very end of his term, 
yet whenever he stands in presence of a difficulty with a foreign power 
and really needs additional legislation to enable him to deal with it, 





| Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. 
| or belief that it will be adopted 


vo on 8 | | question is ordered on the bill, after the debate shall be concluded upon 
British policy, so beneficial to the Dominion as a political power, so | 


; e , ) | the ground, sir, that the President had no right to enter into negotia- 
Mr. Speaker, I believe the President will consider these things once | 


| amendment again reported ? 


he will receive the earnest and hearty support even of those who doubt 
the wisdom of his management and confidently expect within two 
months to defeat his re-election. 

Mr. HITT. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. WHITE]. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk and as 
to have read an amendment which I wish to offer to this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will be read for in- 
formation, but can not be offered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That section 2 of Article II of the Constitution of the United States be tem- 


+ 
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porarily suspended during the present President’s term of office wherein it pro- BS 
vides that the President shall make treaties by and with the consent of the ee 
Senate. ee 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may offer this for in- sg 
formation. P 


I offer that amendment, not with the hope 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
that the House has already adopted an order by which the previous 


it, and no provision is made for amendments. 
Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I was not aware of that fact. 
Nevertheless, Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment in order to show 
the position in which our worthy President has placed himself. I take 





tions whatever with Great Britain in regard to the fisheries question. 
Mr. CARUTH. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield to have that 





Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. 
self after I am through. 

Mr. CARUTH. We would like to hear it read now, if itis to be the 
basis of the gentleman’s remarks, 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Very well, let it be again read. = 

The amendment was read at length. 

[Cries of ‘‘Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’ and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. ‘That is just the position that our Presi- 
dent has placed himself in. He has clearly stepped outside of the 
Constitution. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to interrupt the gentleman 
to ask if the paper which has just been read at the desk purports to 
be an amendment sent up for consideration? 

The SPEAKER protempore. It has been read for information. 
Chair has stated that the amendment could not be offered. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I sent it for the purpose of showing the 
House the position that the President of the United States has placed 
himself in. He has taken upon himself the right and arrogated to 
himself the power of both Houses of Congress in treating of the affairs 
of this Government in connection with our foreign relations. He has 
usurped the power which belongs under the Constitution to the Presi- 
dent acting by and with the advice of the Senate. The only question 
now involved is whether he had not power enough already granted to 
him by the laws of Congress to enforce the act which he now claims he 
wants to enforce. He claims that he has not sufficient power to bring 
the Canadians to terms and enforce his demands that justice shall be 
done to our seamen, and that additional powers are required, which 
power he requests, and that he shall have the right to interfere with 
railroad communication in bonded goods. 

We all know that this will affect our own. people a great deal more 
than it will affect the Canadians, for the reason that these railroads are 


Well, the gentieman can read it for him- 
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what the President says, but as to the wisdom of what he does. I 
should be loath to say of him as has been said of some one, that ‘‘he 
never da foolish thing and never did a wise one.’’ I do not think 
this eulogy of the gentleman from Mississippi had any special connec- 
tion with the subject under discussion, but in passing I merely notice 
it. We are discussing the retaliation bill aud what the President has 
done, or rather failed to do 

Mr. Speaker, when this nation resolves upon war Congress should 
promptly pass every measure which the executive government finds 
necessary for its successful prosecution. The gentleman from Kentucky 
{Mr. McCreary] said in opening this debate: 


There will be no division on sectional lines, but men of the South and men of | 


the North will stand shoulder to shoulder in solid phalanx to defend American 
rights and American honor. 


‘There has never been any doubt in the minds of those who fought 


for the Union, that those who fought against it would detend this coun- | Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] is that the order heretofore made be mod 
; s a ava . 4 ered » j * « 4 J « ‘ OU- 


try in case of a foreign war. When the blue and the gray united as 
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Mr. HITT. Iyield tothe gentleman from Pennsylvania[ Mr. BAyNer] 


| whatever time remains. 


| 


Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to mod- 
ify the order that was made a short time ago so as to continue the con- 


| sideration of the pending bill to-morrow immediately after the reading 


of the Journal, 
his objection. 
Mr. GEAR. How much time does the gentleman want? 
Mr. McCREARY. The time fixed for the vote is 4 o’clock to-mor- 
row afternoon, and it is necessary to make this modification in order t 


The gentleman who objected before now withdraw 


| give time for all the gentlemen who are set down to make speeches 


comrades return victorious from that war, having earned the rewards | 


due the soldiers of a republic, it may happen that some citizen who 
fought by substitute will have the ‘ 


moral courage ’’ and the power to | 


defeat the representatives of a grateful people in fulfilling the nation’s | 


obligations. 
When the embassador of France was insulted at Vienna, the French 


Government resolved upon retaliation and called in General Napoleon | 


Bonaparte for his advice. He said, ‘‘If you want war with Austria I 
can furnish a etter excuse for it.’’ 

Do we want war with England? Shall we prepare for it by encum- 
bering our statute-books with a series of cumulative hostile laws to be 
utterly disregarded by our executive government ? 

The President in his message of August 23, 1888, recites that— 

Our citizens engaged in fishing enterprises in waters adjacent to Canada have 
been subjected to numerous vexatious interferences and annoyances; their 
vessels have been seized upon pretexts which appeared to be entirely inadmis- 
sible, and they have been otherwise treated by the Canadian authorities and 
officials in a manner inexcusably harsh and oppressive. 

Why was this message addressed to Congress? Why not England ? 
Congress can not stop the wrong complained of; England can. Arethe 
ungenerous and unneighborly acts on the part of Canada, so pathetically 
described in the message, only to be met by like ungenerous and un- 
neighborly acts on our part? Is this the way a great government con- 
ducts its foreign affairs? Is it a dignified course? 

What does the President want? When this question was last before 
this House in the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress, and dis- 
cussed, as is customary, by the members of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, I find a Democratic member of that committee, the gentleman 
from Illinois, Mr. Worthington, saying: 


What are the wrongs of which wecomplain? The Canadian authorities have 
hindered and annoyed our inshore fishermen in the enjoyment of the privileges 
of shelter, repair, wood, and water guarantied to them by the treaty of 1818, 
They have also insisted that the deep-sea fishermen were subject to the same 
limitations as those applying to the inshore fishermen. Thatisall the difficulty 
between usand Canada. There is nothing else in dispute. Our intercourse in 
every other respect is just as free and harmonious as ever, 


The President in his recent message contradicts this statement and 
shows that the member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs who used 


this Janguage on March 2, 1887, knew little about the matter; that | 


there were other questions and grievances, notably with reference to 
the use of the canals. 

We find also that the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS] on 
the same day used the following language: 

Does the House forget that one year ago we said to the President just what 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] wants us to say to-day: ‘*' We trust 
you; on you is the responsibility; take all that youask?™ Does the House 
forget that then and there we passed the Dingley shipping bill without any 
trouble or delay, and said to the President: ‘‘ Take what we are told you want; 
take it and fight the Canadian Government with fire as you wish; fight them 
with the same fire with which they fight us; here is yourauthority; closeevery 
port in the United States against Canadian vessels; deprive all of them in Amer- 
ican ports of every right which American vessels are deprived of in the ports of 
the Dominion?’’ The President of the United States has had these powers for 
a year and has never yet used them. 


To-day we are again discussing the question of granting more powers 
to fight Canada. With both hands full of weapons the President asks 
for more. Will not the people begin to think that it is not weapons 
which are needed but some one with skill and courage to use them ? 

Gentlemen on this floor make light of the idea of war in this con- 
nection and the country ridicules it, but should the spirit of retaliation 
be established along the whole length of our northern frontier, could 
that be called peace ? 

Why has not the President demanded of Canada the international 
rights and privileges to which this country is entitled? Why does he 
not doitnow? The English press suggests ‘‘ that serious international 
questions ought to be suspended for half a year before a general elec- 
tion.’’ It more than intimates that the sudden change of position on 
the part of the President concerns only his re-election. A demand di- 


rected toward Canada rather than to Congress would remove the sus- 
picion so widely believed. 

The President of the United States already has and should always 
have authority to protect American ships upon the high seas, American 
citizens wherever they may be, and American rights by whatever power 
assailed. 


| the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, do I understand that the 
order is that the consideration of this bill shall be resumed immedi- 
ately after the reading of the Journal to-morrow ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The request of the gentleman from 


ified so that the House will resume the consideration of this bill to- 
morrow, immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the House 
several messages from the President. 

Mr. McCREARY. How long a time will it take to read the mes- 
sages? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. YVerhaps ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. McCREARY. I would suggest, as time is very precious, that 
[Mr. BAYNE] go on now until 5 





| o’clock, and then—— 


Mr. BAYNE. I prefer not to begin until morning. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the messages be read now, and that the session of 
to-day be extended until the reading of them is completed. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I made the inquiry as to how much 
time it would take to read the messages in order that I might make a 
request for unanimous consent that this day’s session should be ex- 
tended until their reading could be completed. 

Mr. BAYNE. That is my request. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message,in writing,from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his 
secretaries, was received. 

The message further announced that the President had approved and 
signed bills and a joint resolution of the following titles, as follows: 

On September 6, 1888: 

An act (H. R. 11118) to authorize the construction and operation of 


| a street railway and wagon bridge across the Rio Grande, between the 





city of El Paso, Tex., and Paso del Norte, Mexico; 
An act (H. R. 2710) for the relief of Mathew H. Fulton; 
An act (H. R. 8012) for the relief of M. M. Gibson; 
An act (H. R. 3480) for the relief of John D. Munnerlyn; 
An act (H. R. 793) for the relief of William Collins; 
An act (H. R. 204) granting a pension to Frederick C. Shaw; 
An act (H. R. 549) granting a pension to Joseph S. Wilson; 
An act (H. R. 783) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy E. Spencer; 
( 
( 
( 
( 


An act (H. R. 889) granting a pension to Ishmael Jones; 

An act (H. R. 3710) granting a pension to Samuel Piercy; 

An act (H. R. 4504) granting a pension to Nancy Baldwin; 

An act (H. R. 4575) granting a pension to Michael Hargain: 

An act (H. R. 5232) granting a pension to Andrew Mucklin; 

An act (H. R. 5446) granting a pension to William H. Dowdall; 

An act (H. R. 6344) granting a pension to William J. Toncray, of 


| Tennessee; 


An act (H. R. 8076) grafting a pension to the minor children of Orison 
S. Baldwin; 

An act (H. R. 8571) granting a pension to Margaret J. MeQuary; 

An act (H. R. 8617) granting a pension to Henry Crotsley; 

An act (H. R. 8885) granting a pension to Eliza A. Woods; 

An act (H. R. 9130) granting a pension to Susan Singleton; 

An act (H. R. 9399) granting a pension to Albert O. Robb; 

An act (H. R. 9463) granting a pension to Lucy A. Jordan; 

An act (H. R. 9653) granting a pension to Henry Alward, dependent 
father of Henry M. Alward; 

An act (H. R. 9704) granting a pension to Martha F. Lee; 

An act (H. R. 10356) granting a pension to John T. Vincent; 

An act (H. R. 10607) granting a pension to Rachael Morgan; 

An act (H. R. 10789) granting a pension to Philip Newman; 

An act (H. R. 10906) granting a pension to Fidel Gates; 

An act (H. R. 3055) for the relief of A. F. Saint Sure Lindefelt; 

An act (H. R. 6848) for the relief of Elizabeth A. South; 

An act (H. R. 8931) for the. relief of Samuel E. Wilson; 

An act (H. R. 9228) for the relief of Nathan Cook; 

Au act (H. R. 9387) for the relief of Emanuel H. Custer; 

An act (H. R. 9824) for the relief of Albert Watson; 

An act (H. R. 775) granting an increase of pension to John D. Jones; 

An act (H. R. 8912) granting an increase of pension to Almeron J. 
Patchin; 

An act (H. R. 9253) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Hogan; 
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sage from the President of the United States; whi sre al 
‘ ' 1 D> 
the accompanying bill, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pens 
and ordered to be printed ' ae 
7 the Hlouse of Represent es 3 
[ return without apy Hous No. 9 d ‘*An act anting 
sion to John Dean \ 
Che beneficiary named in this bill was mustered into the service of the I t ‘ son 
States February 25, 1863 He never went to the front, but whi in camp i ever ap ed f ens 
Staten Island, on the 2lst day of April, 1863, was granted a pass for forty-« s 16 extent as ther 4 a 
hours, and on account of s ess did not aga oin his company or regiment e beneficiary 1 ried the 
The charge of desertion made against him has been removed. The Surge Ile ¢ lucted 3 business a 
General’s report shows that he was treated at quarters on Staten Island in | erty up to the 5 “SO, when by a ade ‘ 
April, 1863, for syphilis, rheumatism, and debility | caused by sickness as 1 Ss Was k ’ l 
He was admitted to Charity Hospital, Blackwell's Island, New York Harbor it als ppears that his mother i sist iy 
August 5, 1863. He was admitted to the Ladies’ General Hospital in New | He co tted ! a 1882 ! ‘ 
York December 1, 1863, and was discharged from the service for disability A I ben ul W w, f lacla i 
7, 1864. - t vhich caused him to <« I su ‘ i if 
The discharge was granted, as stated by the surgeon of volunteers ae ; 
of the hospital, ‘* because of sloughiag of both corneas from inflammation co \ n this application t facts t case ve en 
tracted while absent without leave, having received a forty-eight-hour pass fr A esses indicate that d t e wa ‘ 
his regiment April 15, 1863, then stationed on Staten Island. He lost his s tis Another says that his wif y i 
in August, 1863, while absent without leave. Unfit forInvalid Corps. Admitted t er—and tha sold i ‘ tt 
to this hospital December 1, 1863. Not a case for pension.” Lit was hard to live with he Chis w ‘ 
. claim for pension was filed by the beneficiary at the Pension Burea \ t the soldier would have i f ‘ 
March, 1877, alleging that on or about April 1, 1863, he suffered from chi ld t onger end 
rheumatism and sore eyes occasioned by exposure and illness cont i special examine s 
< 1 A ‘ rai ) 1 the < t 
it will be observed that no affection of the eyes is mentioned in the ree f to commit suk rather than to with t t i 
his treatment in quarters Her reputation is that of a y 
Phe claimant was examined by the New York City board of surge sin J This k i of evider ‘ 
1578, and no rheumatism was found to ¢« t. He is now blind; and ‘ to the i 1 W is s ‘ 
case is certainly a pitiable one, I am forced to the belief that the con . ury sé i 5 ‘ t ‘ i 
reached in 1879 upon his application, that his disease was contracted while abs« ected wit s death 





without leave, and that his disab 
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Cc. T. MAPHET. . > : 
re ‘PPALUED / laid hef } } “17 . The SPEAKER pro tempore : L ie i 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following: hn BD. aa : , 
} > ] > 4) it hic] , message from the President of the United 
sage from the President of the United States; which was re: al . ot ' 
- - : : : with the accompanying bill, erred to t ( et 
with the accompanying bill, referred to the Committee on Inva Pen- 7 — : 
: : : Pensions, and ordered to be printed 
sions, and ordered to be printed: ; . 
, : th i I 1 
To the House of Repr itives ‘ ] . 
' ’ 1 UT NY 7 : turn ‘ 1 
[ return without approval House bill No. 21 ent ea An act gra 2 ¢ , 
pe nto C.T. Maphet in I t 
s beneficiary enlisted August 1,1463,and was discharged January 27,1 anh con Om oe 
f sability period “pr 
commander of the post certifies ; ‘ : 
Chis soldier says that he was first affected with the present disease, con t tes 
vitis, in the spring of 1862, since which time his eyes have never been well, and ‘tates athe 
f great portion of the time since enlistment he has been unfit for duty 1 
1e certificate of the surgeon is as follows : ; . 
incapacitated by reason of long-standing conjunctivitis of both eyes ( OVI oT 
tended with partial opacity of the cornea. Disability existed prior to e1 I MANS! a - 
ment, consequently soldier is ine ble to the Veteran Reserve Corps.”’ " - - 
Che beneficiary filed no application for pension until April, 1883 ACK N [ 
Notwithstanding some evidence of soundness prior to enlistment, it seems . 
: ' 1 } tT} Spr c > ° ] } y 41 rT 
be quite well established that the trouble with his eyes was not the resulio The SPEAKER pro tempo laid e e e Tio 
military service, but existed before enlistment. GROVE WET ANT message from the President \ hw I ] 1 t 
*ROVER CLEVELAND hi} 
— ne »} ferre + the oO mittee yn ad ?P ( 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Seplember 7, 1883. panying bill, referred to the Commi —_- | Pent 
y ; f P ; 
CHARLES WALSTER. To the How mapres 
ae ee : . — [ return without approval Hous No. 4 
The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following | ...cion to Jacob Newhard. , 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, rhe records show that this benefi 5 s 
with the accompanying bill, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 2°, 1562, as a eutenant; that on the return : 
, . i ave it ost i = 
sions, and ordered to be printed: svital at Nas f D 
To the House of Represe ntatives: l served a few davs n f 
I return without approval House bill No. 5503, entitled “An act granting a round of disa 
pension to Charles Walster.’ is resignation was based 
his case has been very exhaustively examined by the Pension Bureau upon hard having applied B ‘ > 
the application for a pension filed there by the beneficiary named in this | ‘ ‘ I do hereby cert t i ‘ 
Upon a review of the evidence taken, it appears to be well established that any flicer and find him sufferi from hem«< 
disability of the beneficiary heretofore existing was not attributable to his thereof is in my opinio n ; ‘ 
itary service. ot I fit for th t fas 
In addition to this a board of pension surgeons, as late as July, 1886, deter- | afflicted twelve years, as he asserts 
mined after a thorough medical investigation that no pensionable disability On the 4th day of February, 1580 e¢ 
existed t beneficiary ed his claim for pens pon 
it thus appears that even if this bill were approved, there could be no rating of diarrhe ver 
and the legislation would be of no advantage to the beneficiary named He der nm tha ’ i 
GROVER CLEVELAND filed evi , O t s : 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Sepiember 7, 1888, KMied toi & Sp é { 
that he so testified aving sat I of t f 
CATHERINE BUSSEY. sis Since taninaadade’ 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following i do not think in the circumstances surrounding this case that t 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, | °°" ne Tie Sennen SO ARORED AEG S00 Aa the 
with the accompanying bill, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | secured exemption from further military ser : 
sions, and ordered to be printed: GROVER CI 
To the House of Representatives EXEcuTIvE Mansion, Septembe ™ 

_I return without approval House bill No. 333, entitled “‘ An act granting a pen And then, under the standing order of the H it5o the 
sion to Catherine Bussey.” House took a recess until 8 o’clock 











l, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 
to order by Mr. MCMILLIN as Speaker pro t 
] the reading of the following communication: 
SPEEA ] ., Hovse oF REPRESENTATIV! 
W ington, D, C., September 7, 1888. 
i I McoMn ; nated to preside as Speaker pro lempore 
f H 
J. G. CARLISLE, & 
I J CLA 
( j 


ARABELLA DAYVI 


Mr. ROMEI Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call up for 
present consideration the bill (H. R. 8553), which is already in the 
House, having been reported favorably from the Committee of the 
Whole. It is the bill granting a pension to Arabella Davis. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-rolis the name of Arabella Davis, widow of 
Lieut. David Davis, late quartermaster of the Forty-fifth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, now deceased, subject to the limitations of the general pen- 
sion laws. 


Mr. MORRILL. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The beneficiary named in the bill is the widow of David Davis, who served as 
t lieutenant of the Forty-fifth Ohio Volunteers from July 2, 1862, to June 
17, 1863, when mustered out upon tender of his resignation, he being no longer 
able to endure the fatigues attending heavy marches. The claim of the widow 
has been rejected on the ground that the officer’s fatal disease of kidneys was 
not due to erysipelas as alleged. He died June I, 1886. 

It is conclusively shown that Davis contracted erysipelas of leg while in the 
service, which disqualified him for further duty, and from which he was a con- 
stant sufferer until death. The physicians who treated him for some years after 




















discharge are dead, Dr, Rowsey, who treated the officer in his last illness, tes- 
tifies before the special examiner that he found him suffering with a complica- 
tion of diseases—rheumatism, kidney disease,and erysipelas. The rheumatisn 
ed all the jointsin the body. The erysipelas was located in the legs 
rops} t in 1 general charact Dropsy was the result of his general 
down condition, more specifically the disease of kidneys, Erysipelas 
utterly incapacitated him from movement. The immediate cause of his death 
vi ropsy, the remote cause rheumatism. 
I is other ible evidence that Davis suffered more or less from rheu- 
} er x : 
ner,in submitting his report,makes the following stats 
I 
1 a lady of excellent reputation in every respect, but, as I 
: or; and I learned that she and her daughters have fur- 
: ; é s of support both for themselvesand the husband and 
fa ' yn he left the Army until he died, he being so disabled and 
im icitated for labor that he earned but very little for the support of his fam- 
‘ Che wit es are all people of prominence in the community, and all testi- 
fied biased I ive exhausted every source of information as to the sol- 





ion since his discharge and return home from the Army, 
f that the claim is meritorious, That he was severely 
afl d with erysipelas in one or both legs while in the service, which disability 
compelled him to resign, is to me satisfactorily proven, and that he was greatly 
d from the diseased condition of his leg from and at the time of his dis- 


wind 1 am firm 16 beli« 













until mortification set in iding in death, seems to me well established.’ 
withstanding the favorable report of the special examiner, the claim was 
ias heretofore stated 
‘ wassubmitted to the medical advisory board of the Pension 
Office f further examination and report, which is as follows: 

Ww the evidence, as contained in the special examiner's report and 
ns briefed in this case, confirmsthe opinion that upon the present legal approval 
the v »w's claim must be rejected. That erysipelas or any disease resulting 
the ! j ican not be admitted. We are not fully satisfied that 
ery r factor in the last illness or that the condition testified to 
have was really erysipelatous. Dropsical accumulation de- 
pends disease distended the tissues and finally produced dis- 
intewrat on of tissue; hence the condition of the legs. Accord- 

re to t e of the attending physician, Bright's disease of the kidneys 
was ‘organic cause of the dropsy, and rheumatism the remote. 
if un change the approval to rheumatism and results, or to 
disea we can act favorably on the claim, but if not, then rejection 
mus ito 

ri of approval has not been made, and therefore the rejection stands 

W heumatic history in the case, which the medical board fully recog- 
nized, itis the opinion of your committee that this difference of opinion be- 
tween the two bordinate boards of the Pension Bureau should no longer d 
pr the widow of a pension. From the petition of a number of the most 
prominent citizens of Toledo, Ohio, now before us, it appears that she is an in- 
valid, and » means of support or income 

I bill is therefore returned, with the recommendation that it do pass 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 


gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Romets] that this bill be now considered ? 


. : 
no objection, 








i it ’ 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that this bill 
‘ considered in Committee of the Whole at a former session and was 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. The 
question, therefore, is on ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a 
thi 

The bill ; ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; and be- 
ing engross was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROMEIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table 


rhe latter motion was agreed to, 
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Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
lf into Committee of the Whole 
the special order. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Before that motion is put, 

peaker, I wish to make a request. I have a very peculiar case, and |] 
desire to ask that the Committee of the Whole be discharged from t 
further consideration of the bill and that it be now put upon its 
Sage. 

Mr. PAYSON. It will soon be reached. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. If gentlemen would listen ] 
sure they would not object. Itisa case of a totally blind man, sey 
twe years of age—— 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Regular order is demanded. TI! 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Yope: 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the « 
sideration of bills under the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the W] 

Mr. DocKERy in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Who 
for the consideration of business under the special order. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent we pro- 
ceed in the same way that we did last Friday evening, that the call of 
the roll be resumed at the point where we left off at the close of the 
last Friday evening’s session, and that each member present as h 
name is reached have the privilege of calling up a bill for considera 
tion. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I move to amend soasto have the call commen 
at the beginning of the roll. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


© now re 


yn of bill 3 











MRS. FANNIE A. BOYD, 
Mr. BUTLER. I call up the bill (H. R. 9963) to increase the pen- 
n of Mrs. Fannie A. Boyd, widow of Captain O. B. Boyd. 
The bill was read. 
Mr. CHEADLE. 





Time will be saved by passing this bill over. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the objection to it? 

Mr. CHEADLE. The objection is that it proposes to grant a p 
sion beyond the amount authorized by law. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not suppose the gentleman will have any ob- 
jection to it when he understands the case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that this bill has already 
been considered in the Committee of the Whole and reported to the 
House, and is one of the bills on the Calendar as unfinished business. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then it is not now in order. 

The CHAIRMAN, It is not in order at this time. 

Mr. BUTLER. I called up this bill for the gentleman from 
York [Mr. Briss] 

The CHAIRMAN. 


The gentleman can call up another bill. 
MRS. SOPHIA VOGELSANG, 

Mr. BUTLER. I call up the bill (H. 
to Mrs. Sophia Vogelsang. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


R. 10661) granting a pensi 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Sophia 
Vogelsang, widow of Dietrick Vogelsang, late a private in Company A, First 
Regiment Minnesota Volunteers, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws 


The report (by Mr. Cu1pMAN) was read, as follows: 


Dietrick Vogelsang was a private in Company A, First Regiment Minnes 
Volunteers. He was a pensioner up to his death because of the loss of his | 
leg, amputated by reason of wounds received in battle. Sophia, his widow 
married him at Detroit, Mich., in 1849, and is now well advanced in years, bei: 
fifty-six years old; is in reduced circumstancesand unable to labor, She ma 
an application to the Pension Bureau in 1885, just after his death, for a pensicn, 
which was rejected on the ground that his death proceeded from the use o! 
morphine. There is nodoubt that he usedthisdrug. This stump never healed, 
but was in a siate of constant irritation, causing him terrible pain, to assuag: 
which he resorted to morphia. 

Dr. Kiefer, one of the best surgeons in Detroit, testifies that he treated him i: 
October, 1862, after he was wounded, when “ he was suffering with gangrene cf 
the left amputated thigh, the flesh having been destroyed to a great extent b 
the gangrene,” ond that he had to make another amputation (January, 186 
high up. Thestump healed, but broke out again, and the patient was oblig« 
to take morphia to alleviate his severe and constantpain. In Dr. Kiefer’s opi: 
ion he died from the combined effects of the morphia and the wound. 

In the opinion of the committee it is a very nice distinction to say that he 
not entitled to a pension because he died, not directly from the effect of the 
wound, but from the effect of medicine he was obliged to take in order to 
under the suffering caused by the wound. 

We recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 
BENJAMIN F. BAIR. 
Mr. CAINE. I call up the bill (H. R. 9862) granting a pension to 
Benjamin F. Bair. 
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There is ample testimony in the case to show that claimant was a sound man 











when he entered the service, and that at the time of his return he was suffering 
from rupture, and has since his return continuously suffered from rupture. 
One comrade makes oath that said claimant exhibited the hurt to him at the 
time it is alleged to have been received, and that the hurt was puffed out as 
irs n’s egg; that he put his hand on the injured part and it felt soft as 
t t bow had passed out in a cavity, Other affidavits show that im 
i « he re n of the claimant f the service he was found to have 
i was filted witl and that since that time he has been 
< ‘ t é a tr 4 
) he ce 1 not do hard work without wearing a 
i com t t! ldo] 
l w » be reported to the House with the recom- 
I 1 ul iO } 
LYDIA A. EATON. 
Mr. DAVI I ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 2472) 
granting a pension to Lydia A. Eat 
Phe b was read, as follows: 
!,etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
l 1 to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations | 


of the pension laws, the name of Lydia A. Eaton, widow of William G. Eaton, 


ate of Company Thirty-third Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers. 


‘The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 


The beneficiary named in the bill is the widow of William G. Eatone who 
served asa private in Company A, Thirty-third Regiment Massachusetts Vol- 
unteers, from August 2, 1862, to July 12, 1565. He wasa pensioner for chronic 
rheumatism, and died August 4, 1884. The widow's claim has been rejected on 


the ground that the fatal disease, cystitis, in the opinion of the medical referee 
of the Pension Bureau, was not a sequel to the chronic rheumatism. This ac- 
tion has been affirmed by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Medical examination in 1875 showed chronic rheumatism in knees, hips, 
ankles, and shoulders, and numbness on outward side of right thigh. Medical 
examination in 1878 finds chronic rheumatism mostly in knee and ankles, some- 
times in hips, shoulders, and wrists. Invalid states was disabled three weeks 
in May by inflammatory rheumatism. When he contracts cold it is worse. 

idier was under medical treatment from date of discharge until death; but 
the death of the attending physician prior to 1884 leaves the case without medi- 
cal evidence, except the examinations heretofore referred to during that period. 

Dr. Perly E. Goodhue, of Haverhill, Mass., commenced the treatment of sol- 
dier in March, 1881, who was then suffering from chronic rheumatism and cys- 
tit Treatment continued until death, which was caused by acute cystitis, a 


ibacute or chronic form of which he had suffered for years, being, in affiant’s 


opinion, due to a weakened condition of the entire system, rendered thus by 
chro rheumatism. Had not his physical strength been so seriously impaired 
l he existing rheumatism he would neither have been affected by the cystitis 
1 we i death have been caused by any inflammatory process of equal se- 
verit Lay witnesses testify to the existence of kidney troubles from discharge 
to death 


Were it not for the death of the first physician after discharge the widow, un- 
doubtedly, would not have been under the necessity of coming to Congress, but 
could have established her title to pension before the proper bureau. 

Your committee, however, are of opinion that the connection between the 
‘ th cause and the service has been sufficiently established without the miss- 
ing medical evidence, so as to entitle the widow to the favorable consideration 
of Congress, and therefore return the bill with the recommendation that it do 
I 


Che bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
iendation that it do pass. 


ESTER GAVEN. 
Mr. DOCKERY. 
yn to Ester Gaven. 
Che bill was read, follows: 


I call up the bill (H. R. 11005) granting a pen- 


il¢ fl That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Ester Gavan, widow of Ber- 
nard Gaven, latea member of Company D, Seventy-first Regiment Ohio Volun- 


teer Infantry, subject to the restrictions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The report (by Mr. YopER) was read, as follows: 

Ester Gaven is the widow of Bernard Gaven, private of Company D, Seventy- 
first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, now deceased. This widow applied 
for pension on account of husband’s death having been the result of disease 
contracted by him while in the service and in line of duty. This case, by the 
papers on file in the Pension Office and by the records in the Surgeon-General’s 
Oftice, has been clearly established, all except the proof of the immediate cause 
of his death. He having been sick a long time suffering from chronic diarrhea 
and disease of the stomach, the disability alleged for pension, and they being 
poor people, had, it appears, no regular family physician who could testify in 
case of his death, 

Mrs. Gaven is quite old and feeble and broken down in health, and has be- 
come a charge on the community in which she lives. The record clearly shows 
that her husbaad was a brave and good soldier. There is testimony on file as 
to soundness prior to his enlistment; also as to contracting disease in the serv- 
ice and in line of duty, there is nodoubt. In fact, if this missing link of the evi- 
dence of the attending physician or some other competent evidence could be 
procured as to the cause of his death the case would have been allowed. Your 
committee is clearly of the opinion, from the evidence on file, that it could be 
proved that the cause of death was the result of the disease contracted in the 
Army; and from a careful investigation your committee is of the opinion that 
this is a meritorious case, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

ELIZABETH HECKLER. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I call up the bill (H. R. 11222) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Heckler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ewacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorizeu and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Heckler, widow of the 
late Francis Heckler, of the Thirty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
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11222) granting a pension to Elizabeth Heckler, have had the same under « 
sideration, and beg leave to submit the following report 

‘he proposed beneficiary is the widow of Francis Heckler, who served in t 
United States Navy from March 3, 1841, to March &, 1845, and as musician of t 
Thirty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteers from May !7, 1861, to J 
1562, when he was discharged upon surgeon's certifi » of disability 
dier applied for pension August 5, 1879, on account of asthma contracted in 
spring of 1862 at Hunter’s Chapel, Va. He died without completing his cl 
September 30,1880. The claim was, however, completed by the widow t 
very thorough special examination. Herclaim has been rejected by the Pe 
sion Bureau on the ground that the fatal disease, cystitis, is not accepted as 
result of the asthma, 

The diagnosis of the fatal disease was made by a physician who had no px 
sonal acquaintance with the soldier until within a week of his death, and w 
admits in his deposition before the special examiner that he knew of no oth 
difficulty in the case at time of his treatment of Heckler. Yet the proof in su 
port of the invalid claim for asthma is so overwhelmingly strong as to its s 
vereness from date of discharge to death that the Commissioner of Pensi 
upon a personal review of the case directed, even in the absence of a medical 
examination (the claim not having been reached for action thereon during thy 
soldier's life-time), a reissue of the original certificate at one-half of total toa 
total pension from date of discharge. 

The special examiner in his report says: 

“ There is no evidence whatever that cystitis, etc., existed up to a few week 
before his death, and there is overwhelming evidence that he suffered greatly 
and continuously from discharge to death with asthma, From personai exp 
is a painful but lingering disease, and one that 
does not'result fatally in a few weeks or months,”’ 

Again he says: 

“The claim is a singularly clear one, and the witnesses exceptionally relia- 
ble, and it is very plainly shown that the soldier was sound and healthy before 
enlistment, and earning a good living by his profession as a musician, and that 
after his discharge he never earned, nor was able to earn, a dollar at it owing 
to asthma.”’ 

Admitting that cystitis did exist during the last week or two prior to death, 
and that it became necessary to relieve the suffering therefrom by medical treat- 
ment, there yet remains the undisputed fact that asthma was, and had been for 
years, the principal disabling cause, and that it alone was of such a serious 
character as to cause death at any moment. 

The claim of the widow is highly meritorious, and therefore the bill is re- 
turned with the recommendation that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


















JENNY BUELL. 

Mr. GEAR. 
Jenny Buell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Jenny Buell, 
widow of Henry C. Buell, late a private in Company B, Fourteenth Regiment 
New York State Volunteers, and pay her a pension atthe rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10159) granting a pension to Jenny Buell, have had the same under considera- 
tion and beg leave to submit the following report: 

Claimant is the widow of Henry C. Buell, who served as private of Company 
B, Fourteenth New York Volunteers, from May 17, 1861, to May 24, 1863. He 
was taken prisoner at the battle of Winchester May 25, 1862, and kept in South- 
ern prisons until September 13, 1862. From exposure during imprisonment he 
contracted scurvy aud chronic diarrhea, and finally died of pneumonia April 22, 
1886. The claim for chronic diarrhea was established; that for scurvy is not 
established. 

The claim of the widow has been rejected on the ground that the death cause, 
pneumonia, is not accepted as a result of the service. 

It being conceded that chronic diarrhea was contracted in the service, there is 
no necessity to refer to the evidence on that point. It is claimed, and the evi- 
dence corroborates the allegation, that the soldier became much emaciated from 
the effect of chronic diarrhea of more than twenty years’ standing. A few 
months prior to his death it became necessary, in consequence of the disease 
with which he was suffering, for him to obey the calls of nature, and in so do- 
ing caught a cold, and had a spell of sickness, from which he had only partially 
recovered when he was under like circumstances again exposed to the inclem- 
ency of the weather and contracted pneumonia. His enfeebled condition made 
it less possible to successfully treatthis acute disease, and deathensued. The at- 
tending physician expressly states that what seemed asevere cold, although not 
serious, developed into pneumonia because of the emaciation from chronic diar- 
rhea, 

The widow is dependent upon her own labor for her support and that of two 
children, with the exception of an!income of $7.50 per month, the greager part 
of which, however, in fact belongs to relations, but is not claimed by them be- 
cause of her poverty and dependence. 

Your committee are of opinion that the evidence does show that the death 
cause of the soldier is at least indirectly connected with his military service, 
and therefore report favorably on accompanying bill and ask that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


Icall up the bill (H. R. 101599 granting a pension to 


LOUISA V. DE KILPATRICK. 


Mr. GEST. I call up the bill (S. 1488) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Louisa V. de Kilpatrick, widow of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpat- 
rick, United States Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa V. de Kilpatrick, widow of 
Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick, United States Volunteers, and to pay her a pen- 
sion from the passage of this act, for and during her natural life, at the rate of 
$100 per month, in lieu of the pensions he may be receiving under any prior law. 


The report (by Mr. Prpcock) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1488) 
granting an increase of pension to Louisa V. de Kilpatrick, widow of Maj. 
Gen. Judson Kilpatrick, United States Volunteers, have had the same under 
consideration and beg leave to submit the following report: 

The report of the Senate committee is as follows: 

“It appears from the papers on file that General Judson Kilpatrick, the hus- 
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LIEUT. GEORGE T. RUSSELL. 


Mr. HERMANN. Icall up the bill (H. R. 2788) 
sion to Lieut. George T. Russell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George T. Russell, late a first 
lieutenant brevet in the Seventeenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, 
and later of the Eighty-seventh Company, Veteran Reserve Corps, from which 
he was discharged by resignation at Cairo, lll., November 18, 1865, 

The report (by Mr. THompsoy, of California). was read, as follows: 

[The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2788) granting a pension to Lieut. George T. Russell, have had the same under 
consideration and beg leave to submitthe following report: 

George T. Russell enlisted July 16,1861, in Company U, Thirteenth Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteers, was promoted to second lieutenant, Seventeenth 
Massachusetts Volunteers, 









resignation because of disability, September 24,1862. He again entered the sery- 
ice y 20, 1863, as second lieutenant of the Veteran Reserve Corps, and was 
fir y mustered out November 16, 1865. His claim for pension on account of 
rheumatism i effects of malarial fever has been rejected by the Pension 


Bureau on the ound thatthe evidence not deemed suflicient to connect the 






former with service, and medical examination failed to show the existence 
of any disability from the latter cause. 
It appears from the records of the War Department that Lieutenant Russell 
suffered from remittent fever from July 12 to September 20, 1862, while stationed 
t New Berne, N. C., and at home on leave, having received a furlough for 


B 
twenty days July 21,1862. Immediately upon his arrival home in the fall of 
1862 he came under treatment of Dr. Bradford, now deceased, for malarial poi- 


soning and rheumatism, a common sequence of the former. As heretofore 








stated, Russell again entered the service in July, 1863. The Adjutant-General 
states, “the disability for which he was appointed in the invalid corps was oc- 
casioned by d we in service and wound in battle.’’ Upon his final muster- 





out in 1865, Russell is shown to have suffered so severely from rheumatism as to 
ltural pursuits, in which he had previously been 
1g school, which has been his principal occu- 





compel him to give 
engaged, and to engage in teac 


up agrict 












pation ever sit . 

here is ample testimony on file, both medical and lay, showing that Rus- 
sell has been a great sufferer from rheumatism ever since discharge. Medical 
examination reveals muscular rheumatism and an anzemic condition. 

From all the evidence in the case your committee are of opinion that claim- 
ant did contract malarial poisoning and rheumatism while in the military sery- 
ice of the United States,and that his present disabled condition is chargeable 
thereto 

The bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that it do pass 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 

the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
STATIRA YOUNG. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I call up the bill (H,. R. 5174) 
granting a pension to Statira Young. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 


of the pension laws, the name of Statira Young, widow of Joseph Young, Com- 
pany D, Twelfth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, 

The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
5174) granting a pension to Statira Young, have had the same under considem- 
tion and beg leave to submit the following report: 

Statira Young is the widow of Joseph Young, who enlisted August 15, 1862, in 
Company D, Twelfth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, and was discharged 
on account of wounds received at Chancellorsville, Va., May 3,1863. He wasa 
pensioner at the rate of $18 per month for gunshot wound of right hip, scrotum, 
and penis, and died August 18, 1881, of disease of brain. The widow’s claim 
has been rejected on the ground that the fatal disease was not due tothe wound 
for which pensioned. ‘This action was based upon the assumption of the at- 
tending physician that the bullet was lodged in the sacral region of the spine, 
whereas the fact is that it passed through the thigh and out through the testicle 
and penis. 

The last medical examination of the soldier, May 4, 1881, shows as follows: 

‘*Ball entered nates, passed back of femur, through the thigh, scrotum, and 

yenis, destroying the right testicle. The right leg is much smaller than the 
Rt and nearly useless; both arms are affected, the right nearly useless, He is 
deaf in right ear and blind in righteye. Left leg is weak and failing. Appli- 
cant seems to be constantly growing worse ; is now a broken-down man, almost 
demented,” ’ 

Dr. W. F. Baldwin testifies that he was called in the case August 14, 1881; 
found soldier suffering from pain at base of brain and extending along the spinal 
cord; gastric catarrh evident; pupils affected; spasms of muscles of lower 
limbs. Diagnosed the case spinal inflammation and extension to brain, de- 
pendent on wound and exposure in the Army. 

Drs. Powers and Sanborn also testify to canse of soldier’s death, corrobora- 
tive of the testimony of Baldwin. 

Partial paralysis of right limb followed immediately upon the wound, as 
shown by the certificate of disability for discharge, and continued tilldeath. Jt 
was recognized by the Pension Office as a sequela of the wound, and included 
in the rating. 

It would seem that, in the absence of any evidence to the contrary, the fatal 
disease should have been held as directly chargeable to the severe wound re- 
ceived in the service, Its serious effects upon the nervous system are conceded 
by the Pension Office. The attending physicians evidently erred in their diag- 
nosis of the case, resting their judgment upon the assumption that the ball had 
not been extracts The wound itself, without the presence of the ball, affords 
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Mr. ANDERSON, 
Carolina, has been c: 
quested me to call up for 
George E. Robert 

The bill and report were read. 

Mr. KILGORE. I must object to this bill, but I donoto 
being withdrawn. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I know nothing about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be passed over, not to loseits pla 





| on the Calendar, if there be no objection. 


February 19, 1862, and mustered out, upon tender of | 


gree reeeren peer erneenen menting eee nen SS 


Mr. KILGORE. I do not odject to that. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
LIEUT. STARKEY R. POWELL. 

Mr. KILGORE. I call up the bill (H. R. 10068) granting a pensi 
to Lieut. Starkey R. Powell, of Black Hawk war. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions an: 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Starkey R. Powell, late lieutenant 
in Capt. William B. Smith’s company of the Third Regiment of Illinois Mounted 
Volunteers in the Black Hawk war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 a 
month. 

The report (by Mr. Buiss) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1006 
granting a pension to Starkey R. Powell, have considered the same, and report 
as follows: 

The claimant served as first lieutenant in Capt. William B. Smith’s company, 
Third Regiment Illinois Mounted Volunteers, from April 21 to May 27, 1832, 
Black Hawk war. ; 

A statement signed by about eighty of the prominent citizens of his county, 
including Hon, J. M. Riggs, ex-member of Congress, certifies that the claimant 
is eighty-one years of age, infirm and sickly, unable to perform any manual 
labor, and in need of relief. 

His case falls within the provisions of the bill to pension the survivors of this 
and other Indian wars between 1832 and 1842, favorably reported by this,com- 
mittee. 

Owing to his rank, age, and infirm condition, your committee report back the 
bill, recommending its passage at the rate of 330 per month: They therefor: 
recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the word “ fifty,” in lin 
and inserting in lieu thereof the word “ thirty.”’ 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

SAMUEL A, TATE. 
I call up the bill (S. 2750) to increase the pension 











Mr. LANDES. 
of Samuel A. Tate. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions ani 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel A. Tate, late of Company |, 
of the Fortieth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, and pensioned under certificate 
No. 321486, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month, in lieu of the 
pension he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 

The committee beg leave to report that they have considered this case, and 


adopt the report of the Senate as their report herein, and recommend that said 
bill do pass, 





[Senate Report No. 1300, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2750) to inercase 
the pension of Samuel A. Tate, have examined thesame, and report: 

The claimant under the bill was enlisted in Company I, Fortieth [inois In- 
fantry Volunteers, October 17, 1861, and was discharged July 24, 1865. During 
service he was attacked with typhoid fever, resulting in weakness of the back, 
which, on examination, was determined to be lumbago, and for which he was 
pensioned from June 12, 1884, first at $4, and afterwards at $8 per month. Feb- 
ruary 1, 1887, claimant filed declaration for increase for disease of spine and ef- 
fects, results of typhoid fever, instead of lumbago, which application was re- 
jected January 28,1888. The bill is for the increase which was disallowed by 
the Pension Bureau. 

No question exists as to the incurrence in the service of disease, by whatever 
name it may be designated, nor as to its continuance since service; nor as to 
the fact of extreme disability to which it subjects the claimant. Itisclearon its 
face that the present allowance is out of correspondence with the suffering and 
disability. Four official and two lay examinations have demonstrated the fact 
of claimant’s incompetency to support himselfby manuallabor. The results of 
the last official examination, made by a medical board October 19, 1887, are cer- 
tified as follows: 

“General appearance very bad. Flat-breasted, pale, enaemic, emaciated ; 
muscles very soft and flabby; thick breathing, coughs, expectorates a thick 
phlegm mixed with mucus; tenderon pressure over the clavicle region ; tende 
over all the muscles of back on left side of spinal column and at sacroiliac junc- 
tures; allthe lumbar vertebrx are prominent and tender on pressure; stomach, 
liver, and spleen all enlarged, and tender on pressure; dull on percussion over 
apex left lung, with marked crepitation; in some prolonged expiratery mur- 
mur, and increased vocal resonance in some; respiratory murmur roughand 
jerky or rather wany in right lung, but resonanton percussion. Forced res- 
piration; expiration 32 inches, inspiration 33 inehes, repose 32}. Has four in- 
ternal pile sacks, ulcerating in centers. Heart’s action irregular and jerky, 
giving an impulse to the entire precordial region, Heis wrecked mentally and 
physically. Has asthma at times. 

“ He is In oar opinion entitled to an eight-cightecenth rating for the disability 
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Ther t Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 

t i w « umuel Knoblie, a private of the Nighty-fir 
oO © « isted September 15, 1861, in the war of the re- 
25, 1862. He applied for pension August 12 
era. 1 Vension Department July 7, 1875. Soldier died 
\ He received injury the service,in line of duty, but right in 
vas undoubtedly the cause of his death. His pension was in- 
c LA Is4 r other diseases, total from April 3, 1884, and from other 
‘ ' it plainly shown that his disease was a progressive one, and 

the time, until finally it resulted in his death. 

‘ xan ri. D, Pinkeiton says that the testimony seems to 

t rst I is the cause of his death. But the family phy 
‘ 1 whe ten I hin his last sickness does not state clearly the patholog 
j I ithe hernia for which the soldier was pensioned, as the 
} r i ‘ death, which he alleges to have been severe hemorrhage 
‘ bowe fat another time states that he thinks the patient had con- 
t i but he consicde that the herniatrouble hastened it. He 
- that he cor lered that the soldier acquired consumption; that he first 
noticed a tendency to consumption three years prior to his death. This testi- 
mony wa 1 by Dr. N, Sager, jr., who attended said soldier in his last ill- 
ness prior to his death. But it appears from an aftidavit on file that Dr. N 
_ r, sr., the father of N. Sager, jr., who was practicing medicine in company 

with his son, who testifies as follows: 

‘Lam sixty-nine years old; occupation, practicing physician. I have known 


lremember when he came home 
mplained considerably of his head, was hard of hear- 


amuel Knoble for about twenty-live years 


from the service that he c« 





i and was also afflicted with hernia. I was his family physician. He told 
me his hernia was incurred in the Army. He continually grew worse after his 
arrr home and would have distressing spells, and | would be called to treat 
| His death was undoubtedly the result of the hernia.’ 
swer to a question he contradicts his son’s statement, and says: ‘‘ No, I 
do not think he had consumption.’’ He finally, prior to his death, became 
verydeaf. In an affidavit prior to the death of the soldier, this same physician 
Hlate 
‘] have frequently prescribed and examined Samuel Knoble, or above- 
named ldier, who suffered on account of hernia. There are times when he 


He 





tirely laid up from it, and in some instances even endangers his life. 








is notable atany time to perform any hard manual labor, and on account of 
deformity can wear no truss to any good purpose. He resides in this village 
and has for the past twenty-two years, I have been his family physician all 
that time,” ete 


On this aflidavitthe pension of the soldier was increased at thattime. This 
arly indicates by the evidence that the doctor, prior to his death, when he 
i that his hernia sometimes endangered his life, that his diagnoses were cor- 
rect and that his death resulted as he predicted, in consequence of hernia. This 
claim was rejected solely on the evidence of the doctor’s son, who, it is no doubt, 


made a mistake in his diagnoses when he connected the death of this man with 


ek 


fa 


tuberculosis, which squarely contradicted the evidence of hisfather. Yourcom- 
mittee is of the opinion that this case should have been allowed in the Pension 
Office on the evidence on file, but as it was not, there is not a particle of doubt 
in the minds of your committee but what that this isa meritorious case, and 


earnestly recommend the passage of the bill 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

PETER LINER. 

Mr. MARTIN. lIask the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9106) granting a pension to Peter Liner. 

Che bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, ¢ Chat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the restrictions 
and limitations of the pension laws,the name of Peter Liner, late a member of 
Company D, Seventh Kegiment Regular United States Cavalry. 

The report (by Mr. BLIss) was read, as follows: 

Peter Liner enlisted in Company D, Seventh Regiment United States Cavalry, 


August 14, 1871, and was discharged upon surgeon's certificate of disability April 
23. 1875, because of loss of left hand, except index finger and thumb. 

lis claim therefor has been rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that 
the wound was received by the bursting of a shot-gun while hunting. 


it appears from the testimony of Maj. M. A, Reno that claimant was quarter- 
master sergeant of the company, and while in charge of the wagons on the 
march from Sweet Pass Hills to Fort Totten, Dak., he was wounded in left hand 
by the explosion of a breech-loading gun. 


rhe claimant was without medical assistance for four days after the accident, 


bi use there was no medical officer with the command. 
tis no uncommon thing fortroops while on the march through a country in- 
vested with game to hunt, and thus obtain fresh meat. In fact it is not only 


permitted, but in many instances regular details are made for that purpose, 
Claimant alleges that he had permission, at the time of the injury, from his cap- 
tain, who is now dead. The gun was one furnished by the Government, and 
was unquestionably defective. Could claimant show that he had permission 
from his commanding officer to hunt for the benefit of the command, his claim 
would be admissible under the rules of the Pension Office. This, however, can 
not now be don 
claimant a man of excellent character. He served with credit a five 
years’ enlistment prior to his enlistment in August, 1871, and was intrusted 
with the responsible duties of quartermaster sergeant at the time of the ac-i- 
dent 

His allegations as to the circumstances under which he went on a hunt are 
nr ind it is hardly possible that he could have had any other 
intent than to let the men under him share in the game which he could secure 

it is the opinion of your committee thatthe relief asked for should be granted, 
and therefore report favorabiy on the bill and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

CATHARINE TEEGARDIN. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. At the request of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
Yoper] [ call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 10827) for 
the relief of Catharine Teegardin. I know nothing of the merits of the 
claim, but the report will show its character. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, e’c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


ie is 


not « dicted 


} 

and d 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catharine Teegardin, widow of the 
late Peter Teegardin, who was a member of Company D, One hundred and 
eighteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, and whose pension certificate was num- 
bered 325008, 
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| The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 















Catharine Teegardin is the widow of Peter Teegardin I o! 
D, Oue hundred and eighteenth Regiment Ohio Voluntes ‘ 
leegardin enlisted August 11, 1862, discharged June 21, 1* rd A 
| 22, 1882. Widow filed application for pension July 6, 1835. er} 
| ously filed application for invalid’s pension November 7, 1878, a i 
for disease of the lungs. The widow's peusion was rejected solely on the gt 
| of the statement that the soldier died from a lumbar abscess and that t! 
| ease for which he was pensioned was not the immediate cause of his deat! 
| After areful investigation of the evidence on file yourcommittee ar« 
of the opinion that the cause of his death, as stated by his family physician as 
| having resulted from the lumbar abscess, is very doubtful, from the fact that 
| makes several statements in which he contradicts his diagnoses of the ca 
| death, and also states that he had but a limited means or opportunity ofs 
| the claimant’s husband during his last illness, saying that he had only see 
| occasionally; that he was not his regular pliysician. Yet on this state: 
| alone, which was contradicted by other evidence, the widow’s pension claim wa 
re ted, according to the evidence on file 


After a careful investigation, your committee have come to the conc! 
that this is a meritorious claim, and that while the construction of evid 
weighed in the Pension Department, which was given by this medical ey 
dence, was the sole cause for rejection, we are clearly of the opinion that it 
not worth anything as proper evidence ; and as it was on this evidence alone 
that her claim was rejected, it leaves, to say the least, a very grave doubt as to 
the justice in rejecting the claim by the Pension Department. 

Your committee are strongly of the opinion that this is a clear case that merits 
the intervention of Congress and granting her pension by specia! act rt 
man suffered from disease of the lungs, which he contracted in the line of duty 


© 





in the Army, for which he was pensioned, which disabled him from accumu 
ing any means to provide for the maintenance of his family after his decease ; 
in fact was a charge upon his wife while living,and when he died he left his 


wife needy and without any means of self-support. Your committe therefore 





| recommend the passage of this bill. 


The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is adopted and the passage 4 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

CATHARINE 
I ask the present consideration of the bill (H. I 
10173) granting a pension to Cathanne Mulligan. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catharine Mulligan, mother of Pat- 
rick Mulligan, late a private of Company M, Fourteenth New York Heavy Ar 
tillery Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


MULLIGAN. 


> 
ve 


Mr. MOFFITT. 








it enacied ,etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is here! 


> 
\. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (I. I 
10173) granting a pension to Catherine Mulligan, submit the following report 

The chief of the eastern division of the Pension Office makes the following 
statement of this case, under the date of January 25, 1588: 

‘Respectfully submitted to the chief of the board of review, calling attention 
to the attorney’s letter showing the claimant’s age over eighty years, that she 
is a cripple, unable to work, totally without means, entirely dependent on char- 
ity. Her son-in-law, who seems to be her main support, is said to be poor and 
sick and has a family of his own.”’ 

The beneficiary filed her application for a pension January 19, 18865, 
jutant-General reports as follows: 

** Regimental hospital records show him admitted December 25, 1864, with < 
ecidental gunshot wound of abdomen, and sent to First Division Field Hospital, 
Ninth Army Corps, Virginia, same date, and died from wound received Decem- 
ber 26,1864, Company and regimental lists of casualties show him died in First 
Division, Ninth Army Corps Hospital, Virginia, December 26, 1864, of accide: 
wound received at Fort Haskell, Va., December 25, 1864. Circumstances atlend- 
ing accident not stated.” 

The following is the manner of his death as shown by C. C. Eddy, lieutenant 
of soldier’s company, who testifies as follows: 

“That said Mulligan was shot at guard mount of December 25, 1864, b 
dental discharge of a comrade’s gun, he pointing his gun at him in fun, suppos- 
ing it was not loaded, he being one of the guard at Fort Haskell, Va. I 
know of my own personal knowledge.”’ 

The same officer, in a letter to the Commissioner of date July 28,1887, writes: 

“Tt was not known that there was any quarrel or hard feelings, but were the 
best of friends, It wasso evident that it was purely accidental that O’Brien was 
not put in arrest.” 

The soldier enlisted December 16, 1863, and was a private in Company M, 
Fourteenth New York Heavy Artillery. The fact of the soldier’s death in the 
manner above stated by the accidental discharge of a gun in the hands of a 
comrade, with whom he was on friendly terms, that it was not while engaged 
in any quarrel or dispute, is clearly and fully shown. ; 

The mother's claim was rejected solely on the ground “that the soldier died 
from a wound which was not received in the line of duty.”’ The soldier was 
never married. 

The fact of the extreme age of the widowed mother, her perfect dependence, 
and her crippled condition are all fully shown, and the committee fully believe 
that this poor, crippled old mother is most clearly entitled tothe relief asked for, J 
and they therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MARY STURGESS. 


The Ad.« 








his 











or 


_~" 





Mr. MORRILL. I call up for present consideration the bill(S, 2913 


granting a pension to Mary Sturgess. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of Mary Sturgess, a volunteer nurse 
in the late war, and pay her a pension of at the rate of $12 per month. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


of the bill is recommended. 


SENATE REPORT. 

This bill proposes to pension, at the rate of $12 per month, Mary Sturgess, a 
volunteer nurse in the late war. James E Yeatman, president of the Western 
Sanitary Commission and authorized agent of Miss D.L. Dix, of the Westere 
Department, certifies— 
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‘* $50 per month. 

















that bill by striki 




















Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, that is a higher pension than t 
committee have ever awarded to nurses; and I move therefore to ame 
the amendment by inserting *‘25’’ in lieu of ‘*50;”’ so that it 
read $25 per month. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was adopted. 

Mr. MAISH. That fixes the amount at $25 per month 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. WEAVER in the chair hat is corres 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

JESSE L. GARI rT 

Mr. NICHOLS. I call up for present leration the bill (H. 
3908) increasing the pension of Jesse L. Garrett 

The bill is as follows 

m te ‘ I. = 1 t tl S tar l l si I 
thorized and directed t ace on the J f Jesse L. ¢ 
formerly of the United States Marine ¢ 3 t the 

530 per montl 

The report (by Mr. BUTLEI read, as follows 

The Committee on P 3, to ¥ vas referred th H.R 
in 1 increase of pension to L. Garrett, have « sid i 

\ ite VI ‘ ry i ; st 3 N 
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mendation that itdopa rmended, howe’ y strikir out 
in line 6, and inserting in lieu ther t words ‘tw fi 

The amendment recommended by the ec nittee w sai 

Mr. MORRILL. I move, as a furthe1 1endment, to i to tl 
the words 

In lieu of the pensior ~ r¢ i 

He is already on the pension-ro 1 tl bill. if adopted } 
present form, would put him on the p on-roll again and e 
double pension. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I accept the amendm 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the Hous 
the recommendation that it do pass 

H. R. BLAKISTO 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I ask considerati f th 
(S. 1988) granting a pension to H. R. Blakiston 

The bill was read, follows 

Be itenacted, ete., That the Seecre y of the Interior |! und s here 
thorized d directed to place on the pension-ro at the rv - pe 
the name li. R Blakiston, lat n a ig master in the il States N 

The report (by Mr. BLiss) was read, as follows: 
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an increased pension to Henry R. Blakistor ave considered the 
port the bill back to the House, recommending its passage 
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Committee on Pensions of the Senate on this matter, a 
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MRS. SUSAN BATES. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iask the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9370) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Bates, widow of Thomas Bates, 
late private Company A, Twenty-sixth Regiment Michigan Volunteers, 

Che bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan Bates, widow of Thomas 
Bates, late private Company A, Twenty-sixth Regiment Michigan Volunteer in- 
fantry. 

The report (by Mr. Co1pMAN) was read, as follows: 

Thomas Bates, husband of Susan Bates was pensioned at the rate of $4 per 


th, for chronic diarrhea. The widow filed claim for pension, a 





I eging that 
soldier died from the effect of the disease for which he was pensioned. The 
claim was rejected on the ground that it was not proved that the disease which 
caused the husband’s death was the same as that contracted in the military 


Dr. L. F. Ingersoll, the physician who attended the soldier during his last ill- 
ness, testifies that 

I'he immediate cause of his death was pneumonia. About January 14, 1883, 
Dr. Kneeland sent medicines for what he supposed was asimple bronchitis, and 
January 21 I visited Thomas Bates, being the first and only physician who vis- 
ited him in his last illness. I found him with respiration about 30, pulse about 
160 per minute, and evidence of consolidation of the lower half of right lung. 
The amount of consolidation (the amount of lung tissue being healthy) I could 
not deem sufficient in a person of average strength to have caused the evidence 
of great prostration found in Mr. Bates. 

Che chronic diarrhea always kept him reduced in flesh and enfeebled him 
so as to unfit him for any hard work. The pneumonia trouble attacking him 
so ecnfeebled produced the result that otherwise, in all probability, would not 
have been. January 23, 1883, I visited him again, but foand him still weaker, 
and in a few hours he died.”’ 

The reason of the rejection of the claim by the department was the opinion of 
the medical referee that the immediate cause of his death, pneumonia, could 
not be accepted as a sequel of the chronic diarrhea, which, in the opinion of the 
committee, is not of suflicient weight in a pathological sense to cause a rejection 
of the claim. 

The committee therefore submit a favorable report, and recommend the pas- 
sage of the bi 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

WALTER 0. WATSON. 
Mr. PETERS. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 200) granting 
a pension to Walter O. Watson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Walter O. Watson, late a private 
in Company D, Fourteenth Regiment Infantry Volunteers. 
The report (by Mr. MorrIL1) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, having had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 200) granting a pension to Walter O. Watson, report as follows: 

Applicant enlisted as private in Company D, Fourteenth Illinois Volunteers, 
September 11, 1862, and was discharged May 30, 1865. Filed declaration for pen- 
sion March 15, 1879, claiming that in the winter of 1864 and 1865, while confined 
in Southern prisons at Andersonville and Millen, received injuries to his stomach. 

Ilis claim was rejected because there was no record of alleged disease and his 
inability to furnish the necessary evidence to connect it with the service. The 
evidence shows that soldier was captured October 4, 1864, and sent to Anderson- 
ville, and afterwards to Millen, and was paroled in April, 1865. The evidence 
also shows that claimant was free from stomach trouble at date of enlistment 
and up to time of capture. 

The evidence of two comrades who were confined with him shows that he 
contracted disease of stomach in prison,: The evidence of continuance of the 
dis« from about time of discharge is sufficient, and the only question in the 
case is whether the evidence of two comrades as to incurrence of disease while 
a prisoner is sufficient. Of course, under the circumstances, no medical or rec- 
ord testimony of the incurrence of the disease is possible. 

The evidence of the two comrades who were confined with applicant testify 
in substance as follows: 

Julius Eldred says: Was a comrade and messmate of claimant while he was 
a prisoner at Andersonville, Ga., that he contracted disease of his stomach and 
kidneys by reason of hardship in said prison. 

A.S. Wiles says: Wasin Andersonville prison with the claimant and that he 
believes he contracted disease of stomach and kidneys while in said prison. 

This evidence standing alone is not very strong, but when taken in connec- 
tion with the evidence showing that claimant was sound at enlistment and con- 
tinued to perform the arduous duties of a soldier in active service up to the time 
of his capture; that he was confined in prison for nearly six months; that at 
the time of his return home, shortly after his parole and discharge from prison, 
he was sick with stomach disease; that he has never been a well man since, 
but has continually suffered from stomach troubles, your committee feel fully 
justified in concluding that the disease of stomach originated while in prison, 
and therefore recommend the passage of this bill. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DoCKERY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar had had under con- 
sideration various bills, and instructed him to report them with sundry 
recommendations. 

HOUSE BILLS PASSED. 


House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amenG@ment, were severally ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (HH. R. 7485) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan V. Wilcox, 
mother of Martin V. Wilcox; 
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A bill (H. R. 9862) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Bair; 

A bill (H. R. 10661) granting a pension to Mrs. Sophia Vogels 

A bill (H. R. 11243) granting a pension to Mary E. McQueen; 

A bill (H. R. 6409) for the relief of Perry R. Nye; 

bill (H. R. 2472) granting a pension to Lydia A. Eaton; 

bill (H. R. 11005) granting a pension to Ester Gaven; 

bill (H. R. 11222) granting a pension to Elizabeth Hickler; 

bill (H. R. 10159) granting a pension to Jenny Buell; 

bill (H. R. 2788) granting a pension to Lieut. George T. Rus: 

bill (H. R. 5174) granting a pension to Statira Young; 

bill (H. R. 10171) granting a pension to Rachel Rogers; 

bill CH. R. 10708) granting a pension to Jane E. Knoble; 

bill (H, Rt. 9106) granting a pension to Peter Liner: 

bill (H. R. 10827) for the relief of Catharine Teegardin: 
R 
R 


\ 
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bill (H. R. 10173) granting a pension to Catharine Mulligan; 
bill (H. R. 9370) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Bates; and 
bill (H. R. 200) granting a pension to Walter O. Watson. 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committ 
the Whole House with amendments, were taken up, the amendment 
respectively agreed to, the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read t] 
third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 10687) granting a pension to Charles Junot; 

A bill (H. R. 2471) granting a pension to Anna M. Noyes; 

A bill (H. R. 10068) granting a pension to Lieut. Starkey R. Pow: 
of Black Hawk war; and 

A bill (H. R. 3908) increasing the pension of Jesse L. Garrett. 





SENATE BILLS PASSED. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee 
the Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 2576) granting a pension to Richard Hudson; 

A bill (S. 3186) granting a pension to Christian Winkel; and 

A bill (S. 2750) to increase the pension of Samuel A. Tate. 

JOHN N. BOVEE. 

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The next bill reported from the Co 
mittee of the Whole House is the bill (S. 3018) granting an increase of 
pension to John N. Bovee. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I am constrained to oppose that bill 
and I do so upon the statement contained in a letter furnished by one 
J. Jones, an oldsoldier. I willsend it up to the Clerk’s desk and have 
it read. If the facts stated in that letter be true, then that increase 
ought not to be granted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Drar Sir: I see that a favorable report has been made by the Committee o 
Pensions to increase the pension of John N. Bovee. (See Senate bill No. 30138, 


OC 


and House report No, 3329.) 

Mr. Bovee already receives a liberal pension ($30 per month). He now re- 
ceives, and has been for years, a salary of $1,600 per annum in the War Records 
Office, War Department, runs a Turkish bath (in his wife’s name) on G street 
near Fifteenth, and owns valuable real estate at Washington Grove, Takoma 
Park, ete. Do you think this man,who has been drawing a salary (in addition 
to his present liberal pension) from the Government since the close of the war, 
ought to have his pension increased, while hundreds of worthy indigent sol- 
diers are suffering? 

Dr. O’ Reilly, in his report, says: * * * ‘“* From appearances, etc., it is evi- 
dent * * * and affiant presumes that superficial ulceration occurs, etc., in 
hot weather.” The doctor is not positive in this case. 

Dr. D.W. Bliss, one of his most intimate friends, says: * * * ‘‘ which ren- 
ders the use of an artificial limb of little value, as the stump will not bear the 
friction of its presence.”’ 

The facts are these: The only times that he has been known to cast aside his 
artifical limb were while working in the Government Printing Office. Ifa fur- 
lough or reduction of force was spoken of he found it expedient to resume the 
crutch until the scare passed over. Also during the twelve years he has been 
in his present position the same tactics have been resorted to with success. 

He now receives from the Government $1,960 yearly as salary and pension ; 
also every five years the price of a new limb (including railroad fare to and 
from the manufacturer) that he can not wear unless he gets an increase of $10 a 
month. 

Respectfully, 


Hon. C. B. K1ncore. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent that this bill 
be passed over until the others reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House can be disposed of. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

SENATE BILLS PASSED. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with amendments, were taken up, the amendments 
respectively agreed to, and the bills as amended ordered to a third 
reading; and they were accordingly read the third time, and passed : 

A bill (S. 1488) granting an increase of pension to Louisa V. de Kil- 
patrick, widow of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick, United States Volun- 
teers; 

A bill (S. 2726) granting an increase of pension to Margaret S. Heint- 
zelman; and 

A bill (S. 2913) granting a pension to Mary Sturgess. 


J. JONES, 
An Old Soldier. 


H. RB. BLAKISTON. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The next bill reported from the Com- 
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bordering on the Gulf of St. Lawrence and the Bay of Chaleur. 


Now, 


the message recommends the'stoppage of the shipment of freight and | mile of this basin, forming a peninsula, on which the city is built. The her 


goods in bond arriving at ports of the United States intended for the 
consumption or the benefit of the people of the Dominion of Canada. 

There never has been a pound of freight received at the three desig- 
nated ports, Portland, Boston, and New York—and they are all the 
American ports, with the exception of San Francisco, which have the 
privilege, the great ports of Philadelphia and Baltimore not having 
it—I say there has never been a pound of freight received at any one 
of those ports for transshipment to Prince Edward Island, Nova Sco- 
tia, or to New Brunswick, and it is the height of absurdity to talk 
about receiving goods at our ports destined for the people of the irri- 
tating portion of the Dominion of Canada, the people who have been 
inflicting these injuries upon us. The goods that come into our ports 
are intended, some for the western portion of the Province of Quebec, 
Montreal, and its neighborhood, but they are mostly for Ontario, be- 
cause Montreal has her own shipping connections with the sea and 
railroad communication with the ports of the lower provinces by means 
of the Intercolonial Railroad. These goods, I say, are mainly intended 
for Ontario and for Manitoba, and when you retaliate by stopping this 
transportation you do not hurt a hair of the head of a single one of the 
Bluenose fishermen that have been wantonly assailing our rights for the 
last three years. 

But you do hurt; you make it a little more serious expenditure on 
the part of the inhabitants of the Northwestern provinces, who have 
not committed a single grievance against us. But what do you do to 
America? I have taken a little pains to collect a few statistics in re- 
gard to that. The President informs us that in six years there has 
come over here $270,000,000 worth of goods to be transferred to the 
Dominion of Canada; that is $45,000,000 per year. It is a fair esti- 
mate on the valuation of freight, including steel rails at $25 to $35 per 


ton, and running up to dry-goods, which will average about $200 per | 


ton, that the average value of a ton of freight will be $100. That gives 
us 450,000 tons per year, there having been $45,000,000 worth per year 
received during thesix years. These 450,000 tons per year are received 
and handled by whom? When the ship lands at New York or Boston 
the stevedore who transfers the freight trom the ship to the dock is an 
American workman; the drayman who carts the freight from the dock 
to the railroad or to the bonded warehouse is an American workman. 


The commission merchant who pays the charges and makes the advance | 


for sending forward this freight is an American merchant, and the rail- 
road which transports the property through our country is an Ameri- 
can railroad. 

| have taken the pains to find out what the average profit during 
the last five years has been per ton per mile for the shipment of freight, 
and I find from Poor’s Manual that it has averaged one and fifteen one- 
hundredth cents perton. Applying the figures which result from this, 
we have for payment to the railroads of this country for handling this 
freight, estimating the average haul to be, as it is, about 600 miles in 
American territory, $3,105,000, all ofit profit. Thisis not the amount 
which was received; certain amounts were received and paid out; but 
the profit on handling this freight was $3,105,000. The cartage of 450, - 
000 tons of freight at $1 per ton, and that is a very low estimate, as 
every man knows who has ever moved freight through a city, would 
be $450,000, every cent of it taken from the American cartman, the 
carts driven by American laborers, receiving their daily support by the 
amount of work their employerscan furnish them. Further than that, 
the bare lifting of the freight out of the ship by the stevedores and the 


longshoremen at 33 cents per ton (and this is alow estimate; the facts, | 


I think, will show this below the proper figure) would be $150,000 per 
year, paid largely to my constituents, many of whom are longshore- 
men, for lifting the freight out of the vessel and getting it on its way. 

I think I have shown, Mr. Speaker, that while under the operation 
of this measure the province of Manitoba may pay more for the trans- 
fer of its freight, we on our part will lose more than three million and a 
half dollars per year—a loss to American workmen—by the carrying 
into effect of the provisions of this intended law. Now, what is the 
effect of that upon the Dominion? The President, on page 4 of his 
message, uses this language: 

For a considerable portion of each year the St. Lawrence River, which con- 
stitutes the direct avenue of foreign commerce leading to Canada, is closed by 
ice, 

Does that stop their receipts in the Dominion of Canada during that 
portion of the year? I propose tosend to the desk to have read an ar- 
ticle from a book which I believe has received high Presidential sanc- 
tion. I think extracts from it may possibly have adorned Presidential 
rhetoric, and I can only regret that the haste of its examination should 
have caused the President to skip the letter ‘‘ H,’’ under which he would 
have found the article on Halifax, and to go ahead of it to Indianapolis, 
which comes one letter later in the alphabet. I ask the Clerk to read 
the extract I have marked from the American Cyclopzdia in regard to 
the character of the Halifax harbor. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The harbor of Halifax is one of the best in the world. It extends about 16 
miles inland, is accessible atall times; and opposite the city, where vessels usu- 
ally anchor, is about 1 mile wide. Farther up it contracts to one-quarter mile 
in width. and finally expands into a beautiful sheet of water, called Bedford 
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basin, comprising an area of about 10 square miles. A small arm branching « 
from the harbor ashort distance below the city extends inland to within one-i)q\; 


contains McNab’s and three or four smaller islands, has two light-houses. anq 
is defended by several fortifications of considerable strength. There are tw,, 
passages into the harbor, one on each side of McNab’s Island. The western 

commanded by Fort George and several batteries; the eastern, which has sy. 


cient depth of water only for small vessels, lies under the guns of a formida 
stone fort called Fort Clarence. Halifax is largely interested in the fisheries 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, running from Hal- 
ifax across the province of Nova Scotia, our most irritating neighho: 
across the province of New Brunswick, our next most irritating neigh- 
bor, and into the province of Quebec to Point Levi, opposite the cit 
of Quebec, extends the Intercolonial Railway, 678 miles in length, with 
the harbor of Halifax, the best in the world, open at all seasons of the 
year, ready to pour into the Intercolonial Railway all the wealth which 
otherwise would have come over American railroads and been handled 
by American workmen—rea¢y to furnish labor to the ‘‘Bluenose’ 
fishermen at the period of the year when they can not follow the sea, 
and must, from the nature of things, be looking for work. That is 
‘“‘retaliation’’ with a vengeance! 

Take away the bread out of the mouths of our own laborers and in- 
crease the expenditures of Manitoba and Ontario, because, forsooth, 
some fishermen have interfered with our rights in the maritime prov- 
inces, and in retaliation you give them work for five months in the yea 
when they otherwise would not have anything to do? Is that wise? 

Again, the Intercolonial Railway is owned and operated by these 
provinces, and these, at least during the winter, would have thisincreased 
volume of $3,105,000 worth of traffic plus the increased charges which 
they, having a monopoly, could add upon the people of Ontario and 
Manitoba, and which they would be powerless to resist because of the 
existence of the monopoly. Again, that is your retaliation with a ven- 
geance. 

Mr. Speaker, I have indulged my fancy a little in the draught of a 
diplomatic note, in order to convey the astounding intelligence to Her 
Majesty’s Government that we are going to commence this style of re- 
taliation; and if it should be necessary, I will not claim the right that 
my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] claimed on yesterday, I will 
not copyright it, but will leave it free and at the service of the De- 
partment: 

Hon, Sir LIoNEL SACKVILLE WEsT, 
Knight Commander of the Order of St. Michael and 
St. George, Envoy Extraordinary and Minister 
Plenipotentiary of Her Britannize Ma/esty: 

Sir Kyieut: The President instructs meto inform Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment that owing to the action of the maritime provinces of the Dominion of 
Canada towards this country in the violation of the twenty-ninth article of the 
treaty between Her Majesty’s Government and the United States, concluded at 
Washington on tite 8th day of May, A. D.1871,in refusing to permit the trans- 
shipment of fish in bond through said provinces without the payment of duties, 
and further owing to wrongful seizures and false arrests and illegal fines and 
imprisonments imposed by said maritime provinces upon American fishermen 
and ship-owners, and especially by the province of Nova Scotia, in the capital 
of which the principal aggressive and illegal acts were performed, the Govern- 
nent of the United States has authorized him to retaliate, and acting in behalf 
of this Government, he feels that such acts of retaliation shall be putin force as 
willmost seriously damage the aggressors. 

Acting under this motive the President has determined that all goods, wares, 
and merchandise intended for the provinces of Ontario and Manitoba, and 
Winnipeg, which have heretofore been freely received atthe portsof New York, 
Boston, and Portland, and which have heretofore been cheerfully handled by 
American workmen and transported upon American railroads, shall hereafter 
be landed only at the ports of Halifax and St. John, in the offending maritime 
provinces aforesaid, and shal? be handled only by Canadian workmen and 
transported only by the Intercolonial Railroad, which, I need not inform Her 
Majesty’s Government, is owned and operated by said Dominion. 

The President can not but regret the severity of this measure, but he feels, as 


| expressed in the language of Her Majesty’s greatest poet, that he ‘‘ must be 


cruel only to be kind,’’ and he begs to express the hope that this damage in- 
flicted upon the great northwestern provinces of the Dominion will speedily 
cause the maritime provinces to cease their unjust acts towards our fishermen. 

The President further hopes that pending this result Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will not overlook the fact that stern justice is not wholly unmixed with 
mercy, as what the northwestern provinces lose the maritime provinces gain, 
and Her Majesty’s possessions in North America are thereby kept, as it were, 
upon an even keel. 

With great personal respect, I remain, your and Her Majesty’s obedient serv- 
ant and friend, 


(Presumably to be signed) THOS. F. BAYARD, 


Secreiary of State.- 

{Laughter and applause. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have exhausted as much time as I feel that I 
can afford to occupy at present out of the limited space at my command 
in the discussion of the questions raised by the first section of the bill. 
With the second section of the bill I am in thorough and hearty accord, 
but the question comes and has come to me whether I, under the so- 
lemnity of my oath of duty as a legislator on this floor, should cast my 
vote for a measure which I believe to be directly injurious and detri- 
mental to the laboring men of my district and in behalf of what has 
been characterized by the eloquent gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Can- 
NON ] as the beating of a gong in the presence of an enemy and furnish- 
ing another mallet for that purpose. 

Mr. Speaker, I for one am in favor and heartily in favor of the 
cultivation of music; and if there is no better music than that of the 
Chinese gong, let those who enjoy that peculiar taste have the benefit of 
it; but I will never vote for putting the mallet into the hands of any 
man to beat a Chinese gong with who as he strikes the gong neces- 
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tio and t juestions rising under them, have been thoroughly eluci- 

vorts of the majority and minority of the Committee on 


dated by the re] 
and the debates in the Senate and in this House on th: 


Foreign Af 
fisheries question at this session; but they have little bearing on th 
question before us now. 

Inu order to understand the present situation and our rights and du 
ties it is necessary to refer to some of the provisions of the treaty oi 
1571. It primarily treated of the Alabama claims, but it also secured 
to the fishermen of the United States, in addition to their prior rights 
under the treaty of 1818, the right to fish in certain waters of British 
North America, and to the fishermen of British North America the right 
to fish in certain waters of the United States; and it provided that the 
fishery products of each country should be admitted into the other free 
of duty, and that the balance of advantages, if any, should be settled 
by a commission. 

The commission fixed the balance of damages against the United 
States at $5,500,000, which was paid. 

As the meaning and proper interpretation of certain articles of that 
treaty have been, and are in this House, considered open to question 
or doubt, I ask attention to the exact language of Articles XVIII, 
XIX, XXI, XXVI, XXVII, XXVIII, XXIX, XXX, and XXXII, 
and I shall incorporate them in the RECORD with my remarks. 

ARTICLE XVIII. 

it is agreed by the high contracting parties that, in addition to the liberty se- 
eured to the United States fishermen by the convention between the United 
States and Great Britain, signed at London on the 20th day of October, 1818, of 
taking, curing, and drying fishon certain coasts of the British North American 
Colonies therein defined, the inhabitants of the United States shall have, incom 
mon with the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty, the liberty, for the term of years 
mentioned in Article X XXIII of this treaty, to take fish of every kind, except 
sheli-tish, on the seacoasts and shores, and in the bays, harbors, and creeks, of 
the provinces of Quebec, Nova Scotia, and New Brunswick, and the colony of 
Prince Edward's Island, and of the several islands thereunto adjacent, without 
being restricted to any distance from the shore, with permission to land upon 
the said coasts and shores and islands, and also upon the Magdalen Islands, for 
the purpose of drying their nets and curing their fish; provided that, in so do- 
ing, they do not interfere with the rights of private property, or with British 
fishermen, in the peaceable use of any part of the said coasts in their occupancy 
for the same purpose, 

it is understood that the above-mentioned liberty applies solely to the sea 
fishery, and that the salmon and shad fisheries, and all other fisheries in rivers 
and the mouths of rivers, are hereby reserved exclusively for British fishermen. 

ARTICLE XIX. 

It is agreed by the high contracting parties that British subjects shall have, 
in common with the citizens of the United States, the liberty, for the term of 
years mentioned in Article X XXIII of this treaty, to take fish of every kind, 
except shell-fish, on the eastern seacoasts and shores of the United States north 
of the thirty-ninth parailel of north latitude, and on the shores of the several 
islands thereunto adjacent, and in the bays, harbors, and creeks of the said sea- 
coasts and shores of the United States and of the said islands, without being 
restricted to any distance from the shore, with permission to land upon the 
said coasts of the United States and of the islands aforesaid, for.the purpose of 
drying their nets and curing their fish; provided that, in so doing, they do not 
interfere with the rights of private property, or with the fishermen of the 
United States in the peaceable use of any part of the said coasts in their occu- 
pancy for the same purpose. 

It is understood that the above-mentioned liberty applies solely to the sea 
fishery, and that salmon and shad fisheries, and all other fisheries in rivers and 
mouths of rivers, are hereby reserved exclusively for fishermen of the United 
States, 





ARTICLE XXI. 

It is agreed that, for the term of years mentioned in Article XXXIII of this 
treaty, fish-oil and fish of all kinds (except fish of the inland lakes, and of the 
rivers falling into them, and except fish preserved in oil), being the prodoce of 
the fisheries of the United States, or of the Dominion of Canada, or of Prince 
Edward's Island, shall be admitted into each country, respectively, free of duty. 

ARTICLE XXVI. 

The navigation of the river St. Lawrence, ascending and descending, from the 
forty-fifth parallel of north latitude, where it ceases to form the boundary be- 
tween the two countries, from, to, and into the sea, shall forever remain free 
and open for the purposes of commerce to the citizens of the United States, sub- 
ject to any laws and regulations of Great Britain orthe Dominion of Canada not 
inconsistent with such privilege of free navigation. 

The navigation of the rivers Yukon, Poreupine, and Stikine, ascending and 
descending, from, to, and into the sea, shall forever remain free and open for the 
purposes of commerce to the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty and to the citi- 
zens of the United States, subject to any laws and regulations of either country 
within its own tewitory, not inconsistent with such privilege of free navigation. 

ARTICLE XXVII. 

The Government of Her Britannic Majesty engages to urge upon the govern- 
ment of the Dominion of Canada to secure to the citizens of the United States 
the use of the Welland, St. Lawrence, and other canals in the Dominion on terms 
of equality with the inhabitants of the Dominion; and the Government of the 
United States engages that the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty shall enjoy 
the use of the St. Clair Flats Canal on terms of equality with the inhabitants of 
the United States, and further engages to urge upon the State governments to 
secure to the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty the use of the several State 
canals connected with the navigation of the lakes or rivers traversed by or con- 
tiguous to the boundary line between the possessions of the high contracting 
parties, on terms of equality with the inhabitants of the United States. 


ARTICLE XXVIII. 


The navigation of Lake Michigan shall also, for the term of years mentioned 
in Article XX XIII of this treaty, be free and open for the purposes of commerce 
to the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty, subject to any laws and regulations of 
the United States or of the States bordering thereon not inconsistent with such 
privilege of free navigation. 

ARTICLE XXIX. 

It is agreed that, for the term of years mentioned in Article XXXIII of this 
treaty, goods, wares, or merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Boston, 
and Portland, and any other ports in the United States which have been or may, 
from time to time, be specially designated by the President of the United States, 
and destined for Her Britannic Majesty’s possessions in North America, may 
be entered at the proper custom-house and conveyed in transit, without the pay- 
ment of duties,through the territory of the United States, under such rules, 


Ss Ss ss thse shes Pssst 


RECORD—HOUSE. SEPTEMBER & 


, 


sulations, and conditions for the protection of the revenue as the Goy 

ent of the United States may from time to time prescribe; and under |i} 
rules, regulations, and conditions, goods, wares, or merchandise may be 
veyed in transit, without the payment of duties, from such possessions thro: 
the territory of the United States for export from the said ports of the Units 
states, 
it is farther agreed that, for the like period, coods, wares, or merchandise ar 
ving at any of the ports of Her Britannic Majesty’s possessions in North Ame: 
1 and destined for the United States may be entered at the proper custo: 
and conveyed in transit, without the payment of duties, through thes 
«sessions under such rules and regulations and conditions for the protecti 
the re 1ue as the governments of the said possessions may from time to ti: 
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prescribe; and under like rules, regulations, and conditions goods, wares, « 
merchandise may be conveyed in transit, without the payment of duties, fr: 
the United States through the said possessions to other places in the Unit 
States or for export from ports in the said possessions. 

ARTICLE XXX. 

It is agreed that, for the term of years mentioned in Article XXXIII of thi 
treaty, subjects of Her Britannic Majesty may carry in British vessels, without 
payment of duty, goods, wares, or merchandise from one port or place wit! 
theterritory ofthe United States upon the St. Lawrence, the Great Lakes, and th 
rivers connecting the same, to another portor place within the territory of th 
United States as aforesaid: Provided, That a portion of such transportation 
made through the Dominion of Canada by land carriage and in bond, unde: 
such rules and regulations as may be agreed upon between the Government « 
Her Britannic Majesty and the Government of the United States. 

Citizens of the United States may for the like period carry in United State 
vessels, without payment of duty, goods, wares, or merchandise from one port 
or place within the possessions of Her Britannic Majesty in North America, to 
another port or place within the said possessions: Provided, That a portion o 
such transportation is made through the territory of the United States by lana 
carriage and in bond, under such rules and regulations as may be agreed upor 
between the Government of the United States and the Government of Her Bri 
tannic Majesty. 

The Government of the United States further engages not to impose any ex 
port duties on goods, wares, or merchandise carri« ler this article through 
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the territory of the United States; and Her Majesty’s Government engages to 
urge the Parliament of the Dominion of Canada and the Legislatures of the 
other colonies not to impose any export duties on goods, wares, or merchandise 
carried under this article; and the Government of the United States may, in 
ease such export duties are imposed by the Dominion of Canada, suspend 
during the period that such duties are imposed, the right of carrying granted 
under this article in favor of the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty. 

The Government of the United States may suspend the right of carryin; 
granted in favor of the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty under this article in 
case the Dominion of Canada should at any time deprive the citizens of th: 
United States of the use of the canals of the said Dominion on terms of equality 
with the inhabitants of the Dominion, as provided in Article XX VII. 

ARTICLE XXXIII. 

The foregoing Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX of this 
treaty shall take effect as soon as the laws required to carry them into opera- 
tion shall have been passed by the Imperial Parliament of Great Britain, by the 
Parliament of Canada, and by the Legislature of Prince Edward’s Island on the 
one hand, and by the Congress of the United States on the other. Such assent 
having been given, the said articles shall remain in force for the period of ten 
years from the date at which they may come into,operation; and further until 
the expiration of two years after either of the high contracting parties shall 
have given notice to the other of its wish to terminate the same; each of the 
high contracting parties being at liberty to give such notice tothe other at the 
end of the said period of ten years or at any time afterward. 

In March, 1883, Congress passed a joint resolution providing for the 
termination of Articles XVIII, XIX, XX, XXIJI, XXIJ, XXIII, 
XXIV, XXV, and XXX of said treaty, and the termination took 
effect July 1, 1885. During the life of those articles there was little 
complaint by our fishermen; but on their annulment the Canadian 
authorities renewed their illegal and vexatious conduct, so that it 
became the duty of our Government to take notice of their doings, 
and in 1886, as we are informed by the President in his message, notice 
was received by our Government that our fishermen would no longer 
be allowed to ship their fish in bond, free of duty, through Canadian 
territory to this country, and ever since that time such shipment has 
been denied. 

To civilized or Christian statesmen the course to be pursued under 
such circumstances does not admit of the least doubt. 
we throw aside partisan prejudice and the desire to make partisan cap- 
ital, there will be no doubt in the minds of anybody, and no one will 
fail to admit that there was but one plain duty for the President under 
the circumstances. 

While every Government is bound to guard and protect the rights of 
the individual citizens at all hazards, yet that ruler or executive who 
would precipitate war without some imperative necessity therefor, and 
without having exhausted every reasonable and peaceable means to 
avoid it, would not only merit but surely draw down upon himself the 
execration of every humane and right-minded man. War is only to 
be contemplated as a cruel and dernier ressort, Every good man must 
hope for the coming of that day when we shall beat our swords into 
plowshares and our spears into pruning-hooks, when nation shall not 
lift sword against nation, neither shall they learn war any more. 

In this case President Cleveland was not forgetful either of his duty 
to our injured citizens or of the demands of humanity and civilization. 
Almostat the earliest possible moment—in December, 1885—in his an- 
nual message he called the attention of Congress to the situation, and 
recommended that provision should be made for a commission to adjust 
the differences and disputes which had arisen. In this and in the power 
which he now asks he has trodden not only in the path of duty, but in 
the very footsteps of illustrious predecessors in his high office. In 1870, 
when essentially the same state of affairs existed that exists to-day, 
President Grant, in his second annual message to Congress, used this 
language: 


Anticipating that an attempt may possibly be made by the Canadian author- 
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becoming to men who assume to lecture the President on political 
morals, and who even venture to charge him with ‘ pusillanimity.’’ 
They have attempted to divert attention from the merits of the meas- 
ure by lugging into the discussion other matters not germane or rele- 
vant, and to excite the supposed prejudice of persons or classes by epi- 
thets not only calculated but intended to mislead and deceive. While 
the gentleman from Illinois(Mr. Hirr] and the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. Put ps] are among the most intelligent and fair-minded 


men on this floor, they have gone out of their way in this debate to | 


charge that the President’s message is a free-trade document, though 
they well know that the President is not a free-trader and that he has 
in his message in emphatic language declared against free trade. 

They declare that the Mills bill is a free-trade bill, though they well 
know that there is perhaps not another nation on earth that has so high 
a tariff as that bill provides for. 

They affirm that by this bill there is given to Canada without con- 
sideration many thousands of dollars annually; they intentionally seek 
to give the impression that thisis done by the friends of this bill out of 
partiality for Canada over our own people, though they well know that 
the proposed reduction of tariff on the few articles imported from that 
country is to prevent the monopolists and millionaires of our own coun- 
iry from extorting from our people oppressive, unjust, and unnecessary 
taxes, 

They well know that the President and the advocates of revenue 
reform and reduction of taxes are fighting the battles of the masses of 
our own people againsta mushroom moneyed aristocracy that has been 
built up under our high-tariff laws until it has become an offense to 
genuine manhood and an excrescence upon republican institutions. 

The fact that our highest offices are being contended for and filled 
by men whose only recommendation is that they are enormously wealthy 
by the operation of our unjust tariff laws, has become a reproach to our 
institutions. 

Mr. Carnegie’s income—the result of our tariff laws—is set down at 
$1,500,000 per year, which is $125,000 per month, $28,846 per week, 
$4,120.85 per day, $343.40 per hour, $5.72 per minute, and nearly 10 
cents per second—— 

Mr. DALZELL. Where does the gentleman get his figures in refer- 
ence to Mr. Carnegie? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. 
ored member of this House. 

Mr. DALZELL. But did the gentleman read Mr. Carnegie’s ex- 
planation ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Yes, I did read the explanation of Mr. 
Carnegie, and it only made me satisfied the statement of the ‘‘ honored 
member ’’ of this House was true. 

Mr. DALZELL. Who was the “‘ honored member ”’ of the House to 
whom the gentleman refers ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Thatisirrelevant, and only calculated 
to distract the House from the pending question. 

Mr. DALZELL. No. Now, does not the gentleman know that Mr. 
Carnegie has denied the statement which the ‘‘honored member’’ to 
whom he has referred as having made in this House? And does he 
not know that Judge KELLEY, a member of this House, corroborated 
Mr. Carnegie? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Yes; I know Mr. Carnegie made a 
statement in which he denied it, but I also know that his denial, as I 
saw it, was rather calculated to corroborate the statement. 

Mr. DALZELL. ‘That is the foundation, then, of your statement and 
of the figures you are now giving to the House. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Yes, sir; and every appearance and 
indication justify it. Such is the man who is claiming that the high 
protective system shall be kept up to its present height or we will all 
go todestruction. It is said he began as secretary of J. Edgar Thom- 
son, of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company. 

Mr. DALZELL. No, sir. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Such men as this insist that any man 
who attempts to reduce that protective system which has given them 
their enormous wealth is a free-trader and an enemy of the people. 

Mr. DALZELL. Since the gentleman appeals to me, I wish to say 
that Mr. Carnegie was never a private secretary of Mr. J. Edgar Thom- 
son. He made his fortune before he went into the steel business. 
And the statement that he made a million and a half of dollars in a 
year is perfectly absurd and ridiculous, and particularly false. Yes, 
and false in addition. The man is credulous indeed who swallows any 
such thing. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The gentleman seems to know ail 
about Mr. Carnegie’s business; now will he tell us how much does he 
makeperannum’? Heseemstospeak forhim; how much does he make? 

Mr. DALZELL. I could not tell you. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Then youdo not know, though you 
deny the statement of an honorable member of this House who says 
Mr. Carnegie told him so. 

Mr. DALZELL. No more than I know how much the gentleman 
makes, or how much is made by the ‘‘ honored gentleman’’ who 
made the statement that Mr. Carnegie had boasted that he was worth 
$20,000, 000. 


I got it from the statement of an hon- 
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The gentleman attempts to give m 
information of things which he knows nothing about. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does thegentleman know how much the “‘ honored 
member ’’ to whom he refers makes out of his ‘‘pluck-me’’ stores? 
[ Applause and laughter on Republican side. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The President and the supporters o: 
the Mills bill say that this is unjust; and when they attempt a modi- 
fication of the law that would effect a more equal distribution of the 
wealth of the country they are met with epithets and disingenuous ap- 


| peals to prejudice by those who were only known as the champions o; 


labor when an election was imminent. 

These guestions should not have been dragged into this discussion, 
and misrepresentation should not find a place in any discussion. 

As I said, the question here is what is the best mode of effective re- 
taliation for the wrongs inflicted on our people by Canada and England? 

The President is justified in calling for such enlarged powers as to 
him seem needful or proper. He would be culpable if he did not do so, 
and it is our duty to confer such powers if necessary or proper. That 
they are necessary is not to be doubted unless the act of 1887 is just 
and adequate, and to attempt to prove that it is not would seem to 
be an unnecessary waste of the time of this House, for the fact that 
Canada and England look on it with such composure and even apparent 
satisfaction, and on the course suggested by the President with such 
disapproval and manifest alarm, is the plenary proof that that act 
would not be effective and this would. 

In the Northwest, where I am best acquainted, the enforcement of 
the act of 1887 would work very great injury to our own people and com- 
paratively little toCanada. I am led to believe that that is one reason 
why the President desires the passage of this act so that it might not 
be necessary for him to enforce that. By that act it was provided that 
‘It shall be the duty of the President, in his discretion, by proclama- 
tion, * * * to deny entry into any port or place of the United 
States of fresh fish or salt fish or any other product of said dominions, 
or other goods coming from said dominions to the United States.’’ This 
would shut off all trade or intercourse between the two countries. The 
trade between Manitoba and Minnesota is very great. There are hun- 
dreds of thousands of bushels of wheat produced in Manitoba brought 
into the United States annually and there milled and the manufact- 
ured productshipped to the Eastand to Europe. This would all be pre- 
vented by the act of 1887, for that act would prevent the importation 
of that wheat from Manitoba into Minnesota. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I have but a very few moments’ time 
remaining. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I only want to ask if it is true that this bill re- 
peals the act of 1887? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. No; I said that it authorized the 
President to resort to this instead of the other. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Or both. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Yes, or both; but the gentleman 
must bear in mind that if the President had exercised the power con- 
ferred upon him by the act of 1887, which gentlemen on the other side 
find fault with him for not exercising, it would have been very hurt- 
ful to our interests in the Northwest. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Howso? Wasit not his duty under that act to 
avail himself of its provisions, or any of its provisions? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Perhaps so, though the act is very 
imperative in its terms. Perhaps the President might have refused to 
exercise all or any of the powers conferred by it, but the course of the 
opposition shows that he would have been censured for so doing, and it 
must be admitted that if he had exercised the powers conferred, and 
which it was evidently intended he should exercise, our interests must 
have suffered. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
had discretion ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Well, Isupposeso. But I must beg to 
be permitted to proceed without interruption, as my time is limited. 

Mr. DAVIS. Pardon me; I only wanted to call the gentleman’s at- 
tention to the fact that the President had the power to discriminate 
under the act to which he refers. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I should be very glad to pursue this 
question further in answer to my friend from Massachysetts, but my 
time is limited, and I shall have to proceed in the course I have mapped 
out for myself. 

This is but one illustration of the unjust and prejudicial effect of the 
act of 1887 on the Northwest. 

It would be a direct blow at some of our transportation lines which 
cheapen the carriage of our products to the East, for on some of those 
lines products or goods shipped from the West to the East necessarily 

into Canada and from Canada to the United States and therefore 
would be inhibited by this act. This would be a severe and unjust 
blow to the Northwest. It would be compelling it to pay the consider- 


3ut does not the gentleman admit that he would have 


ation for the settlement of the fisheries question, which principally 
interests New England. 

IT am aware that this is a national question and should not be treated 
or looked at from a narrow, sectional standpoint. But if the people 
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‘ither section are to be a ted injuriously by retaliation it 
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Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I want to b 
American capital as ag 
against foreign railroads. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota And 
age and benefit those lines of road that furnish us competition and cheap 
transportation. There is no danger but that American capital and 
American railroads will take care of themselves. Situate so far as w 


ppeaker, Wish to enco 


are from the seaboard, cheap transportation is absolutely essential to 
our prosperity. And any act that would interfere with that 
strike us in a vital point. 

As I said, the President saw this; and by his recommendation 
sought to avoid it, and the bill introduced pursuant to his sugges i 


does avoid it. 
Mr. WHITE, of 


laboring men. 


New York. It takes away the freights from 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Yes, it perhaps might take awa} 
freights in your city of New York, of course; and theact of 1887 w 
have done that and much more, too, as [think I haveshown. In other 
words, the act of 1887 is the Wall-street act to make the people ot! 
great Northwest foot a large 
ment of the fisheries question. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. 
question? 

Mr. WILSON, of 
courteous request. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Well, that is a courteous reply, and I 
will be very brief in my inquiry. 

Does the gentleman contend that the act of 1887 must be put in fore: 
in all of its parts, and that discrimination can not be made by the Pres- 
ident simply to stop the Dominion shipping from coming into our ports ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I admit, as I have before said, that 
perhaps the President might not be required to execute all parts of the 
act of 1887, nor would he be required to execute all parts of this act 
Bat, as I have said, this act should pass for this as well as other ré 
sons. No evil consequence can possibly follow from the execution of 
this that would not necessarily follow from the execution of that; and 
if the act of 1887 were executed according to its purview great inju 
would come to our section of the country which could not follow from 
the execution of this act. 

I here ask attention to this bill. By its first section—which is tl 
only section bearing on this question—it is provided simply and « 
that on the happening of certain things the President, by his proc! \ 
tion, may forbid the transportation across the territory of the United 
States in bond without the payment of duty of any goods, wares 
merchandise, exported or imported, from any foreign country to Canada 
or from Canada to any foreign country. It does not interfere 
transportation of any goods from Canada to or through any part of the 
United States, or from the United States to or through any part ot 
Canada. The language of the statute is— 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the President may deem it his duty 
ercise any of the powers given to him by an act entitled “An act to author he 
President of the United States to protect and defend the rights of Amer 
fishing vessels, American fishermen, American trading and other vessels in 
tain cases, cnd for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1887, it shall be lawful for 
the President, in his discretion, by proclamation to that effect, to suspend, in 
whole or in part, the transportation across the territory of the United States i 
bond and without the payment of duty, of goods, wares, and merchandise 
ported or exported from any foreign country from or to the British dominions 
in North America. 

Sec. 2, That whenever the President shall be satisfied that there is any dis 
crimination whatever in the use of the Welland Canal, the St. Lawrence River 
Canals, the Chambly Canal, or either of them, whether by tolls, drawbacks, re- 
fund of tolls, or otherwise, which is, or may be, detrimental to the interests of 
the United States, or any of its citizens, it shail be lawful for the President, in 
his discretion, to issue a proclamation to that effect, whereupon there shall b« 
collected a toll of 20 cents a ton upon every foreign vessel and her cargo pass- 
ing through either the Sault Ste. Marie Canal or the St. Clair Flats Canal; and 
the Secretary of the Treasury may authorize and direct any of the customs « 
cers to collect the tolls levied under this act, or the President may, in his dis 
cretion, when he is satisfied there is any such discrimination, prohibit the us 
of said canals to any such foreign vessel. The President, when satisfied that 
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such discrimination has ceased, may issue his proclamation to that effect, in his 
discretion, whereupon the tolls authorized by this act shall no longer be col- 
lected, and said prohibition, if ordered, shall cease. 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to make any regula- 
tions needful to carry this act into effect 


It will be seen that the trade of the Northwest could not be affected 
by this. 
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After a ent and consideration this motion was granted by the 
unagnin te of the commissioner The commission held and de- 
cided at 1 instance of the counsel of the United States that this 
was not one of the rights secured to the United States by the treaty of 
1871 Tr scussion and decision of this question will be found on 

ages 7, 1 40, volume 1, Proceedings Halifax Commission, and 
vo if Be +, Pape 15 ov l 55. 

Mr. LIND J will ask my colleague if that was not one of the ele- 
ments of damage for which our country was compelled to pay $5,000, - 
000 under the treaty of 1871? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Itwas not; on the contrary, the coun- 
sel of the United States made the point that it was not one of the 


elements of damage submitted to the commission, and asked that all 
evidence touching that be stricken out; and it was stricken out because 
it was not one of the grounds of damage, as the authorities above re- 
ferred to show. 

Mr. LIND. But our State Department has so recorded, and I will 
cite my colleague to it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I do not think it has. 

Time will not permit me, nor do I deem it necessary, to refer to sec- 
tion 2 of this bill. I believe its propriety and necessity are unqu 
tioned. That we should permit Canada, in violation of her treaty ob 
ligations and common fairness, by discriminating tolls and unfair re 
bates to d business from our country is not for a moment to be 
tolerated. 

We having therefore the right to enact this statute and it being nec 
essary to confer on the President the power asked in order to make re- 
taliation effective, the other questicn arises for our consideration, shall 
he be allowed to exercise that power? I think he should. 

I believe that nearly every intelligent manin the length and breadth 
of the land has come to believe that the President is a sagacious, able, 
honest, and courageous man, to whom the interests and rights of the 
people and the honor of the nation can safely be trusted. 

Even his most earnest political opponents are constrained to admit 
this. Senator Frye, of Maine, in speaking of the President when dis- 
cussing this very question in January, 1887, used this language: 

The President of the United States, I believe, is an American citizen who has 
at heart the honor and the dignity of the great Republic over which he presides. 
He is an American citizen who, I believe, sympathizes with every other Amer- 
ican citizen. Heis an American citizen who believes in protecting the rights 
of American citizens everywhere; ay, more, I believe that he is an honest man, 
and if you place the power contained in this bill in his hands he will use it for 
the protection of our rights or maintenance of our honor, and that we, as Con- 
gress, have no right to-day to doubt or hesitate over the question whether or 
not he will properly use the power. To us there is a plain, clear, unmistakable 
duty, and that is to give the chief executive officer of the Republic power 
enough to protect our honor and the rights of our citizens, 

Except where it is deemed admissible to pervert the truth for polit- 
ical purposes this is the voice of intelligent people everywhere. 

Mr. LIND. When was it said? I did not notice the date on which 
it was said, 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. That was said a year ago. 

Mr. LIND. Before the negotiation of the fisheries treaty ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I understand my colleague to imply 
that because and since the President attempted to settle our difficul- 
ties with another nation by amicable and usual means he has ceased to 
deserve the confidence of the people and Congress which otherwise would 
properly have been imposed in him. I thinkit truly unfortunate, Mr. 
Speaker, that we have arrived at such a pass. 

That the power proposed to be conferred by this act would be effica- 
cious is, I believe, generally conceded. The great complaint that seems 
to be made in Canada and Great Britain, and by certain parties in this 
country who, for reasons best understood by themselves, seem to be 
shocked by the President’s recommendation, is that the exercise of the 
power would be unnecessarily severe. Thatit would inflict very serious 
inconvenience on Canada with the least possible injury to us is, I think, 
quitecertain. And Ithinkit equally certain thatit would bring Canada 
to a realization of the fact that though the United States are long-suffer- 
ing and slow to wrath they will not permit the rights of a single citizen 
to be trampled on with impunity. 

I trust, therefore, that this bill will become a law. 

If the pubiic journals are to be credited, it is given out that if we 
attempt a vigorous enforcement of our rights we may hear the voice of 
protest from the throats of cannon on the gunboats of Great Britain. 

Sir, President Cleveland is not the man nor are the people of the 
United States the people to be deterred from insistence on their rights 
by any such menace. 

Should war be declared, which God forbid, a gunboat of Great Brit- 
ain would scarcely have time to reach our shores before Canada would 
be a part of the territory of the United States, with the Stars and 
Stripes floating from the Heights of Abraham. Ay, Mr. Speaker, 
should war be declared recollections of the past would be awakened by 
the patriotic and friendly emulation of the sons of Massachusetts and 
the sons of South Carolina to be foremost in resisting the aggressions 
and punishing the insolence of Great Britain. And when the sons of 


the North and the sons of the South shall have again baptized the old 
flag in their commingled friendly blood, the British Dominions in North 
America and sectionalism among ourselves will forever afterward be 
things of the past. 
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No, Mr. Speaker, I think there will not be war. It is only when 
Great Britain contends with an unequal adversary thatshe is overbear- 
ing and warlike. When she confronts her equal in strength she is yield- 
ingandsubmissive. Butshould the Queen ofGreat Britainand Empres 
of India, forgetting the lessons taught her ancestors in the past, aim or 
discharge at us one unfriendly gun I predict that the echo which it would 
awaken would not cease to reverberate before Grover Cleveland, Presi- 
dent of the greatest Republic on earth, would salute Charles Stewart 
Parnell as President of the youngest Republic on earth. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Will my friend permit me? He wa 
so urbane that I would not interrupt him during his speech, but I wish 
to ask if I understood him to say that the act of 1887 wasa Wall-street 
measure, and as that act was passed by the Forty-ninth Congress, 
which had a Democratic majority of 43, is there an imputation that 
the Democratic Congress was bought or materially influenced by Wall 
street? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I did not mean to say tiiat the act ot 
1887 was a Wall-street measure. I was notin the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, but I will tell you what I do understand, and that is that it was 
a measure that vriginated in the Senate and was insisted on by the 
Senate and pressed on the House by the Senate; and you know better 
than I the influence that Wall street has on the Senate or the Senate 
on Wall street. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HITT. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. Linn]. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, as the sentiment of the House appears to 
be almost unanimous in favor of the passage of the bill now under con- 
sideration, I feel it my duty to state the reasons that impel me to vote 
against it. The President says: 

I recommend immediate legislative action conferring upon the Executive the 
power to suspend by proclamation the operation of all laws and regulations 
permitting the transit of goods, wares, and merchandise in bond across or over 
the territory of the United States to or from Canada. 

And the bill before us is skillfully drawn to carry this reeommenda- 
tion into effect. 

What does this request mean? It means to the people of Minnesota 
and Dakota alone that in his discretion he can, by the stroke of a 
pen, reduce the value of our 60,000,000 bushels of wheat that will seek 
the markets of the East and the seaboard this Fall by at least 7 cents 
a bushe’. It meaus that by exercising the powers he asks he can 
enhance exactions of Northwestern railroads at least 25 per cent. 
It means that he can rob Duluth of nearly half her shipping. It 
means that he can ruin the trade of the ‘‘ twin cities,’ the pride of our 
State and of the Northwest. Itmeans that he can cripple the energetic 
and enterprising men of our State, who have invested their means in 
the new lines of railway which place us practically as near the sea- 
board as the State of Illinois. These, sir, I should consider sufficient 
reasons for a vote in the negative, but I do not rest my objections to 
the bill on what you might call local grounds. 

I shall vote against this bill because I believe it was conceived for 
an improper purpose. It is uncalled for, wrong in its spirit, and an 
unworthy exponent of the power, dignity, and honor of the American 
people. 

What grounds does the President assign for asking these extraordinary 
powers? We have a right to scrutinize them. 

He charges that the Canadian Government has discriminated against 
our citizens in the use of the Canadian canals, but we have not been 
advised to what extent or in what manner. Neither does he nor has 
any member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs given us to under- 
stand that our Government has ever called the attention of the Ca- 
nadian Government to this grievance or requested it to desist. If such 
request or demand had been made it would certainly have been com- 
plied with. Since the negotiation of the treaty of 1871 the United 
States has constructed and is now operating the Sault Ste. Marie Canal, 
wholly within our own territory. 

It is the key, the sole entrance to the immense traffic of Lake Supe- 
rior. Nearly ten thousand passages were made last season, and while 
I have not the official figures as to the proportion of Canadian vessels 
and steamers, I know it was very large. Every Canadian vessel passes 
through this canal without authority of law, except the provisions of 
Article X XVII of the treaty of 1871 and the legislation in pursuance 
of it. The rights granted by this article are reciprocal, and as was well 
stated by my colleague [Mr. NELSON] yesterday, the President has the 
power to suspend this right if Canada refuses our citizens the canal 
rights to which they are entitled. This right has already been con- 
ferred by the act of March 3, 1887. Under these circumstances, does 
it stand to reason that the Canadian Government would have refused 
to modify its canal regulations had the request been made? 

As to the refusal to ship or permit the shipment of fish in bond, it 
must be admitted that if the President is right in his assumption that 
the twenty-ninth article died with the fisheries articles, then Canada 
has violated no agreement in refusing it; but I think differently, and 
for that reason will discuss that question in connection with the griev- 
ances of our fishermen. 

The gist of our differences with Canada is her denial of the full and 
free exercise of our fishery rights and the damage inflicted on our 
fishermen in person and property. 
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ages to offset against our just claims, and thus further embarrass any | | one more 
| tention to. 


future negotiations for a settlement. 

My colleague has labored long and hard to convince us that the 
President is right, and that the reciprocity article is abrogated. But 
what reason have we to believe that England will accept his reasoning 
when leading 
or ; oe mde in the House deny it? 

England should accept the views of the Secretary of State and 
of the nll Senators whom I have cited, supported by the unan- 
imous opinion of the Republicans in the House and Senate, instead 
of the opinion of the President and my colleague, Mr. WILSON, then 
the passage of this bill and action under it would, as I have already 
suggested, afford England a claim, an offset against us. Will she not 
avail herself of this? 

Why not leave the issue, then, clear cut and unembarrassed by other 
questions, as it stands at this time? 

If, on the other hand, the President is right and Article X XIX has 
ceased to exist, then the President has the power he asks already, and 
the passage of the Wilson bill is not only unnecessary but improper. 

It will be remembered that prior to the reciprocity treaty of 1871 
there were only two statutory provisions for transportation in transit. 
They were carried into the Revised Statutes as sections 3005 and 3006, 
and read as follows: 

Sec. 3005, All merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Boston, Port- 
land in Maine, or any Other port specially designated by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and destined for places in the adjacent British provinces, or arriving 
at the port of Point Isabel in Texas, or any other port specially designated by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and destined for places in the Republic of Mex- 
ico, may be entered at the custom-house, and conveyed in transit, through the 
territory of the United States, without the payment of duties, under such reg- 
ulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

Src, 3006. Imported merchandise in bond, or duty paid, and products or man- 
ufactures of the United States may, with the consent of the proper authorities 
of the British provinces or Republic of Mexico, be transported from one port in 
the United States to another port therein, over the territory of such provinces 
or Republic, by such routes and under such rules, regulations, and conditions as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe; and the merchandise so trans- 
ported shall, upon arrival in the United State s from such provinces or Republic, 
be treated in regard to the liability to or exemption from duty or tax, as if the 
transportation had taken place entirely within the limits of the United States. 

Section 3006 permits goods destined for interior American ports to 
pass through a foreign country, and the other, section 3005, permits 
goods destined for the British or Mexican provinces to be entered with- 
out payment of duty in the ports of the United States and to be car- 

ried over United States territory into the respective countries of their 
Scihiaadion, The act of Congress on which these sections are based 
was simply permissive. They were not based upon anything received 
in return from the foreign countries or provinces. 

They were mere courtesies granted, and aptly expressed in the per- 
missive ‘‘may.’’ This was unsatisfactory to the growing 
our American commerce, and later, 
1871, it was not only agreed that these courtesies should be continued, 
but the whole subject was gone over, renewed, revised, and enacted 
into an article of the treaty (No. X XIX) upon an entirely different 
basis. The United States were still willfmg to concede and did con- 
cede these privileges, and additional ones, but they demanded some- 
thing in return. They demanded equal reciprocity and equal rights 
of transit, and an equal right for the admission of their goods at Cana- 
dian ports. 

Now, there is no principle of law better established or better known 
to lawyers than the one which lays down the proposition that when 
a matter which has been the subject of legislation, or which has been 
a rule of the common law, is gone over by a subsequent legislature 
and wholly revised, the revision embracing all the old provisions and 
adding new matter to it, the old falls by implication. Is not that 
correct? Is there a lawyer here who disputes it? There is not and 
there can not be; because it is almost a self-evident proposition. Now, 
then, not only was this revised, but it was revised upon a different 
theory. 

What had been simply a permission given on the part of the United 
States without anything in return to compensate for it, became by the 
revision a matter of right based upon reciprocal obligations gmposed 
upon Canada. Not only was the object enlarged, not only was the 
same thing covered, but, as I have already stated, the whole matter 
was placed upon a different theory, upon a different obligation, and 
the old prior-existing permission was wiped out—merged, and is not 
now in force. The law, and all the statute law there is on the subject, 
is now embraced in the act of Congress of March 1, 1873 (in appen- 
dix). 

I say, therefore, that if the President is right, and the twenty-ninth 
article is abrogated, then this act Ifas fallen with it—Canada has no 
right of transit, and the power he asks is hisalready. Itis his duty to 
execute the law, and nothing but the law, and if there is no law for the 
transit of Canadian goods over our territory he can stop it. You may 
say if that is true, why do you object to passing this bill? I object for 
this reason, that I do not think it is the duty of the American Congress 
to give the President an advisory verdict to do that which neither the 
law of nations nor patrigtism dictates, nor the necessities of the case 
demand, [Applause on the Republican side. } 


I have trespassed long upon the time of the House, but there is 
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: lawyers of his own political faith in the Senate and also | 





| own personal private interests as a stockholder and as an officer 
foreign corporation in a foreign country, 
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feature involved in the proposed bill that I want to call at 

Ihave referred to the sentiment expressed by the exponent 
of the doctrinesand views of the Administration upon this floor. Now, 
is some other purpose, some othe: 





there been any recent Canadian outrages to call for this haste? 

The ee to whom I refer [Mr. Scotr] admits that he is int 
ested in the Canadian Pacific and a director of that railroad. I find no 
fault with that per se. It is a right which he hasas an American citi- 
zen. We have ( ‘anadians interested in our railroads. But when, 
member of our national council, he comes here to advocate schemes to 
the detriment of our own people and for the purpose of furthering his 

in @ 
then I say it is time to cry 
halt. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

If every power conferred upon the President by the act of March 3, 
1887, should be executed, it would not prevent the millers of — 
apolis from exporting their flour and letting the Canadian Pacific 
it at Sault Ste. Marie. You can not stop us from exporting our Sine 
to Canada 

The CHAIRMAN 





The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed to conclude his remarks. He is the only member of this House 
who is opposed to this bill, and by all the rules of debate he is entitled 


| to be heard. 


TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman took the floor for thirty minutes, 
the time yielded to him by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr |, 
who controls the time on that side. 

Mr. LIND. Iwould like ten or fifteen minutes more. I was stopped 
in the middleof asentence and I would liketo complete it. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time on that side is controlled by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirr]. 

Mr. LIND. I appeal to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirr]. 

Mr. HITT. I have been compelled to promise time to other gen- 
tlemen. 

Mr. LIND. 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr. SENEY. I move that the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
LIND] have ten minutes more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time can not be ex- 
tended by a motion... It can be done oaly by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLAND. Idemand the regularorder. We have been debating 
this matter for three or four days here, and it is time we brought it to 
an end. 

Mr. HITT. 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, when I was interrupted I was making the 


I want about ten minutes more to finish my sentence. 


Mr. Speaker; I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 


| Statement that we could not prohibit Minnesota millers from exporting 


SS 


their product to Canada, to England, or to any other part of the 
world, Now, while a portion of our Minnesota flour goes to Glasgow 
and other British ports, the great bulk of it is eaten in Yankeedom, 
in New York, and some of it even down here. The point to which we 
primarily want to send it is the East and New England, and we send 
it to old England only as a dernier ressort. 

Our productions are shipped by the ‘‘Soo”’ line of railroad from 
Minnesota to Sault Ste. Marie, and there the Canadian Pacifie receives 
them and forwards across the Canadian peninsula to Ottawa, to Mon- 
trea!, or to any of the Canadian points to the north of New England, 
and transfers them to the Canada and Atlantic, the Vermont Central, 
or the Grank Trunk, and by one or the other of these roads they are 
carried down into New England and distributed there or exported from 
New England ports. These New England connections are exactly what 
is proposed to be cut off by this bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. That is what the act of 1887 does. 

Mr. LIND. The actof March, 18:7, did not touchthat. It did not 
apply to goods imported into Canada through New England over these 
roads. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. It did, but this bill does not. 

Mr. LIND. The gentleman is certainly mistaken. Your bill is the 
best answer and I will print it in theappendix. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
this act proposes, and the President, for purposes stated by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, proposes to cut off this traffic between New 
England and Canada, which, according to the statistics cited by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ScoTr] himself,amounted to $33,- 
000,000 a year, and according to the statistics given in the President’s 
message amounts to nearly fifty millions. 

He proposes to cut that off—to prevent an American road—a New Eng- 
land road (it is only New England they are after’ —‘rom carryinga pound 
of goods from the Atlantic seaboard to Canada. Now, if that carrying 
trade is cut off, does it stand to reason that the roads will beable to carry 
our flour and produce to the seaboard and run empty the other way ? 
Does it stand to reason that if we deprive Canada of that right—and 
it is a benefit to ourselves, for we are amply paid for the transporta- 
tion—that they will stand silent and not retaliate? By no means. 

Then what is the result? The result is that the Canadian Pacific 
road, receiving our flour and productions at Sault Ste. Marie, in- 
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stead of being permitted to transfer them to the New Eng ids s ‘ sats 
named to be distributed among le, 1 : : it al a ill : 
own line to Halifax or St. 3 of this : ei M 
Scott and of the Canadian P Gove t t Ss sus} 
tration are a 1ed — as ; 
This is not will S 
to our own markets except t 
circuitous 1 way i 
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south for our railroad ti t : ; re 
[ Mr. WILSON] wishes such a state of affairs, or that he so intended rhat 
his bill, but such w b if reed S ‘ ‘ ; 
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on this subject did not sufficiently explain the bill, he conld not do it 
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Phe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky 


yielded fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Missouri. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. 
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my friend Governor MCCREARY, of Kentucky, who so admirably fill 
the position of acting chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affair 
for liis courtesy. nd now, Mr. Speaker, in regard to the bill. 

J do not know of anything for which many of our public men are 
more noted than for the very elaborate network of webs they can throw 
around the simplest subject, in order, if possible, to make them more 
indistinct and obseure. Those who had not studied the subject, be- 
lieved when they heard the President’s message read that they under- 
stood this question question gomg back until it is almost lost in 
the mazes of the past; 


ference after conference, to 1818. And now, listening to the utter- 


4 





ances of the distin 
the last three or four days, we would be led to believe that the ques 
tion is one which is still to be left for settlement to that charmed circle 
of diplomats of which my distinguished friend from Lllinois [4 
Hirt | is such a splendid representative. 

In my judgment the American people hav 
tinual haggling over this controversy. It has been used in Canada by t 
political men in charge of its affairs te continually alienate, irritate, and 
goal those people so that they might thereby keep themselves in power. 
They are li 
asked why he never permitted a large sore on its leg to heal, said that 
if it once healed he would losehis control of the animal. If the Tories 
were to permit this cause of irritation to be removed, there would bea 
perfect bond of friendship and bretherly love between the Canadians 
and ourselves. We have no quarrel with the Canadians. “Ve love 
those people. We are willing. to go right along hand in hand with 
them, without any design either upon their territory or upon them- 
selves. 

It is their officials we are after, for it is evidently the hidden policy 
of rime Minister Salisbury, in England, and his representative, Sir 
John Macdonald, in Canada, to keep alive this constant irritation. Can 
it be believed fur one moment that the local magistrates in Nova Scotia 
and elsewhere would continuously pander to the prejudices and small 
pecuniary interests of their own fishermen by continuous y harassing 
fishermen of this country when it could be abruptly 
e officials if they really desired entire friendship hbe- 
On the contrary, it seems to have been their settled 


grown tired of this con 
he 


and injuring the 
terminated by tho 
tween us? No. 


policy, instead of ailaying this irritation, to continually fan it into al- | 
by arresting, as they believed, amy tendency on the | 


most a flame, thereb: 
part of those people towards annexation to the United States. That 
class of men can only be reached by the passage of a bill of this kind, 
and holding it up te the Canadian people as a mirror so that they can 
see reflected the consequences of their own acts. 

We must bring this question home to the Canadian people, so that 
they will understand they can not be considered neighborly when they 
are continually arresting, on the most trifling pretexts, the captains 
of our vessels, fining them, not permitting them te purchase bait or 
supplies, denying then even the demands that humanity would sug- 
gest—of shelter in case of storm—the ordinary facilitaes that you would 
extend to a wayfarer or a “‘tramp.’’ There is nothing neighborly 
about that, or in using the American canals for the commerce of Can- 
ada free of tolls, and then when tells are imposed upon Canadian 
canals by a system of rebates to Canadian vessels causing the greater 
portion of the commerce to be diverted into Canadian vessels. 

The President thoroughly understands this subject. He says there 


is only one way you can reach it, and that is by asharp retaliatory 
process to have those Canadians understand that as a matter of self- 
interest they must abandon the policy permitted by their Sir John 
That is the plam English of it. 


Wacdonalds and men of his class. 


going back under treaty after treaty and con- | soing to jump upon five mil 


guished statesmen who have occupied the floor for 


ce a man who was managing a wild beast, and who, when | 


j pirase 


Mr. Speaker, I am deeply indebted to | 
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be called dissimuiation, Phat is the di 
Mr. GEST. Why does not the President use the power he has 


Why does he not use th 


yur bites of one 


Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri. 


What is the use of making t 


W hat is the use of simply stopping transit in bulk, when by reachin 


iree or { small cherry 


their tolls we also prevent the other unjust discriminations. Do you 
want only partial relief? Is that your idea? Or, to use a Western 


do you believe in having at once a ‘‘ roundup ”’ of all these 
unnoyances and vexations by getting rid of them? 

Mr. GEST. There is power enough in the President’s hands. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Weil, my friend, in answer to that ques 


| tion, you and every other Republican on that side of the House will 


vote to give this additional power to the President, and will be very 


| glad to have an opportunity of doing so; and when you go home you 








jures your children and family. 


|} 


will forget your partisanship for the time being and pose as patriots 
and will say that you voted for this measure in the name of the Amer- 
ican people as an educational measure that you thought would have 
salutary effect on the Canadians. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Would it not be well, if sixty million people are 
ions, to begin with one foot at a time? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Why, my dear sir, we are not going 
to ‘‘jump’’ on them. We are going to do what you would do with 
a neighbor’s boy who is impertinent and saucy and who annoys and in- 
You box ears in order that he may 
earn to behave himself; you educate him, that is what you do. 

Nobody wants to whip those poor Canadians, stretched along 4,000 
miles of territory, although I see the commander of their militia res 
luted last night that he was going to drive us right into the Gulf. 
| ter.| That is exactly in the line with the teachings of their 
Tory ministers, appealing to the fears, passions, and prejudices of those 
people. In perfect harmony with that style of argument I want the 
Clerk to read the following article, which I find in the St. Louis Re- 
publican. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Oh, certainly; these interruptions em- 
bellish a speech. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iwould like to ask the gentleman this question: 
When our canals are closed to Canadian commerce, how are we going 
te getour whole Northwestern commerce out of Lake Superier into Lake 
Huron without going into Canada ? 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri. My friend, you willfind thatin the West 
where I come from they do not measure everything as a matter of dol- 
lars and cents. I would not be surprised if some economical and un- 
patriotic Yankee did not propose to turn Bunker Hill Monument into 
a shot tower. | Laughter. | 

Mr. FARQUHAR. ‘Thatis no answer. I wantto know how, if our 
canals are closed to Canadian commerce, our Northwestern commerce 
is going to get out of Lake Superior into Lake Huron without going 
through Canada, inasmuch as a portion of the existing channel is within 
Canadian territory. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. We would find a remedy if the genile- 
mon is correct. He may be mistaken, and in the mean time I would 
educate these Canadians in ways of neighboring conduct and good be- 
havior. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Educate! Nonsense! We are talking of re- 
taliation. Canada can close you ont of Lake Superior to-morrow. 

Mr. TARSNEY. No, she can not. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. She can. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Now, gentlemen, no war. Peace—the 
white-robed angel of peace—hovers over this scene. [| Laughter. | 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There is an embellishment for you. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. When this interruption occarred I had 
sent to the Clerk’s desk to have read an article from the London Stand- 
ard, the recognized organ of the Tory administration, which I find in 
the St. Louis Republic, the principal Democratic newspaper in the 
Mississippi Valley. Thatpaper prints it and denoutices this Tory bluster 
in suitable terms. The Clerk will read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[From the London Standard.] 
it will be well for the President and Government of the United States to re- 
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Even the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts, who, so to speak, 
has transmitted a speech in bond to the Clerk of the House, has thought 
it prudent to preface his eloquence by the declaration that he did not 
arise to oppose the passage of the pending bill; and many of us are pro- 
foundly grateful for the declaration, as it accounts for the composure 
with which we approached the perusal of his essay. 


; , 
But the distinguishing address on the other side, the one that has 
furnished the key-note to this discussion, was the very able and elo- | 


quent speech of the gentleman from Lllinois [Mr. Hirr], to whom 
and to whom alone is due the credit of lifting the debate to a high 


plane of parliamentary procedure. But I regret to say that while the 


speech was eloquent it lacked those elements of candor and fairness | 


that would have made it the greatest speech of the session. 


In that speech I find that the gentleman from Illinois found no fault | 
with the measure itself, but he appears to have three grounds of criti- | 


cism on the message. One was that the message of the President was 


unneces<ary ; 


ment of the conduct of the Administration on the fishery question. 


This treaty, the rejection of which has evoked the bill now before the | 


House, was spoken of as almost a conspiracy to deliver over to the 
Canadian exporters the commerce of the United States. In discussing 
these three questions briefly, I think the criticism that Article X XIX 
had not expired, as the President claimed it had, may be passed by as 
almost unworthy of discussion. Nobody pretends that it is in force to- 
day. The gentleman states that it has been abrogated by the action ot 
the Canadian Government, and whether it ‘‘died in the night ’’—to 
quote the language of the gentleman from Illinois—or whether it was 
killed in the daytime by Canadian violations, is scarcely a subject of 
discussion worthy the attention of the American Congress. 

The important question before this body is whether there is in ex- 
istence now any valid treaty stipulation which would arrest orimpede 
this House or stand in the way of the passage of legislation of this 
character. On this subject all are agreed. The treaty stipulation is 
abrogated and the House is free to enact this law. 

Now, as to the necessity for asking these additional powers. The 
gentlemen on the other side of the House profess to be agreed that the 
demand was unnecessary, and yet itis stated here that after the pas- 
sage of the act of 1877 the President was justified in withholding the 
exercise of the powers conferred on him by that measure until the con- 
clusion of the negotiations which had been entered upon between this 
Government and the Government of Great Britain; and these negotia- 
tions failed by reason of the rejection of the treaty in the Senate. It 
may be that I have misapprehended the language of the gentleman 
from Illinois, but I believe that his language is clearer than he himself 
believes, and that the views he entertains struggled to his lips and found 
expression in spite of diplomatic reserve. [Applause. | 

There is at least no open criticism of the action of the President in 
suspending the exercise of these powers until the conclusion of the ne- 
gotiation recently undertaken, and which failed in the rejection of the 
treaty by the Senate. I think that gentlemen must concede the Presi- 
dent was right in that action. I do not think there will be any person 
even on that side of the Chamber who will say that the President did 
not act wisely in refraining from the exercise of all the powers given 
to him until there had been negotiation and an attempt to make an 
amicable settlement. These negotiations were made, and have failed 
by the action of the Senate; and then when the President of the United 
States has thought proper to address to Congress a message placing be- 
fore the representatives of the people the actual condition of our rela- 
tions with Canada, he must forsooth be charged, as he has been charged 
by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS], with dissimulation 
in his treatment of the Congress of the United States. 

Why, sir, I believe that on this side of the Chamber there is no di- 
vision of opinion as to the propriety of an executive officer consulting 
the representatives of the people on any important occasion, and above 
all, before taking a step which might reach the degree of bringing 
about a rupture between this country and Great Britain. Was it not 
good evidence of patriotism to consult the law-making body, and to 
consult this body, which holds the purse-strings, upon a matter which 
might lead to open rupture, so as to be sure of the active co-operation 
of both sides of the House before launching on a particular line of 
policy which might lead to the most important results? It ought not 
to lie in the mouths of those members of Congress who are representa- 
tives of the people to criticise an executive officer for asking their judg- 
ment before exercising the extreme limits of extraordinary powers con- 
ferred upon him in the disposition of international matters. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If it will not interrupt the gentleman, 
let me ask him here did not Congress extend its counsel to the Presi- 
dent in its act of March 3, 1887? 

Mr. COCKRAN. I believe I have spoken to very little purpose if 
the gentleman from Iowa does not understand the burden of my con- 
tention. It is that notwithstanding the powers granted by the act of 
1887 there was a suspension of any exercise of them by common con- 
sent of the people of this country, with a view of seeing whether the 
matter could be settled by negotiation, and if there were any division 
of opinion the representatives or the minority were violating their duty 
to their constituents by sitting silent and thus sustaining it. 


y; another was that the death of Article X XIX did not oe- ! 
cur as stated by the President; and the third was almost an impeach- | 
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Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Does the gentleman consider the con 
demnation of the press and the condemnation by the minority of this 
House and in their Congressional conventions any condemnation of the 
treaty now negotiated with the Canadian authorities as amounting to 
anything? 

Mr. COCKRAN. The gentleman does not meet the occasion. It j 
not the course of the President which is condemned; it is the course of 
the Canadian authorities that the people of this country condemn 
| Thé people of this country are in favor of a settlement by treaty « 
| negotiation; and what I say is that while these negotiations were pe nd 
ing in this country not even the stalwart Republican convention of t 
gentleman’s district called upon the President to exercise any of +] 
| powers conferred on him by the act of 1887. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I say that the Senate and the com 
have condemned it. 

- Mr. COCKRAN. The gentleman is referring to one thing and | 
referring to another. I say simply that the country has been in {i 

| of suspending any action pending negotiations. Congress approved t! 

| grant of the power, and the people ratified that action, but it was s 
pended in view of the negotiations, and nobody then criticised the Pre 
dent for entering upon negotiations which everybody hoped would rea 

a satisfactory and honorable and just and equitable conclusion. And 
it is because those negotiations have fallen by the rejection of the treaty 
that the President has thought proper, before he takes one step further 
to consult the law-making body of this Government, to come back to 
the people through their representatives and ask them to clothe him 
with the powers which, as soon as they have been granted, you gentle 
men will see exercised to the fullest measure of your satisfaction and 
the fullest gratification of your patriotism. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. | 

But, Mr. Speaker, this criticism I believe may be dismissed with very 
few words. The character of the questions put to me by the gentle 
man from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], than whom there is no more al 
Representative on the other side of the House, shows the barrenness of 
the controversy on that side. 

Now, if I may have the indulgence of the House to pass for a moment 
to the graver questions involved in this discussion, I will proceed to 
answer the imputation of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] who 
charged the representatives of this Government with an actof betrayal 
of American rights to the Canadian authorities. 

The gentleman from Illinois charged, in his own language, that there 
was ‘‘an unwritten postscript ’’ to the treaty, and that the postscript 
was an agreement between Mr. Bayard and the Canadian minister that 
all that has been done in this House, the introduction of the Mills bill, 
the action of the Ways and Means Committee which preceded it, the 
vote by which the bill was passed, was but part of this conspiracy of 
betrayal secretly entered into and carried out with dissimulation and 
almost withtreason. What, sir! To charge the President of the United 
States with having negotiated a treaty and with trying to hoodwink 
the people of the United States into the belief that it was designed fo1 
one purpose while the Canadian authorities were told that it was de- 
signed for another purpose; to charge him with having treated the Sen- 
ate of the United States with dissimulation while extending confidence 
to the Canadian envoy, and with leaving the people of this country to 
learn for the first time the true character of their treaty from the dec- 
larations of a Canadian minister in the Canadian House of Parliament— 
this is to charge the President with a crime graver than treason, with 
a crime which has no parallel in the history of the executive office of 
the United States since the foundation of the Government. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
York has expired. 

Mr.COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker, may I be pardoned for a few moments 
while I analyze the character of the evidence upon which this grave 
charge rests? May I be permitted but five minutes more, having 
opened up this subject and placed it before the House? 

By unanimous consent Mr. CocKRAN’s time was extended for ten 
minutes, with the understanding that a vote should be taken at ten 
minutes past 4 instead of at 4 o’clock, as previously ordered. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Iwas about to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. Hirt], in all fairness and in all candor, upon what evidence he 
rests this grave charge which he has preferred against the President of 
the United States, but I find the answer in his own speech, to which I 
listened with such attention as I have seldom given to any utterance 
upon this floor. In that speech the gentleman incorporated certain re- 
marks which are reported to have been made by Sir Charles Tupper, 
an account which that gentleman gave of a conversation with Mr. 
Bayard. 

Mr. HITT. Our plenipotentiary. 

Mr. COCKRAN. He was a plenipotentiary, but while he was a 
plenipotentiary he did not cease to be Mr. Bayard. The statement was 





The time of the gentleman from New 


that in a conversation between Mr. Bayard and Sir Charles Tupper, Mr. 
Bayard declared that he believed in reciprocity of trade with Canada, 
and that the settlement of vexatious questions would tend to facilitate 
that consummation; and then Sir Charles Tupper himself added that 
this treaty formed a basis of settlement which would undoubtedly be 
satisfactory te both countries, and therefore a step in that direction.’ 
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with exceeding care in determining what discretionary powers should 
be vested in any department of the Government or any official, I care 
not who he may be. The President has the power to negotiate treaties 
by and with the advice and consent of two-thirds of the Senators pres- 
ent. The Senate is as necessary to the negotiation of the treaty as the 
President. In England the Crown alone has the power to negotiate 


treaties without reference to Parliament, but in our country it was | 


thought best that two-thirds of a quorum of the Senate should concur 
with the President in the ratification of treaties. 

Now, sir, I claim that under our Government it requires the same 
power to revoke a treaty that it does to make a treaty. We have 
heard much during the argument here in reference to the cancellation 
of treaties for infraction and the repeal of treaties by acts of Congress. 
There is no doubt in my opinion of the power of Congress to cancel a 
treaty or any article of a treaty with a foreign nation if there be in- 
fraction; but Congress is the judge of the infraction. The orderly and 
proper method would seem to be for the President to lay before Congress 
the evidence and facts relating to the infraction, and thereupon Congress 
would judge of their sufficiency and act accordingly. Now, what is 
the situation we are dealing with ? 

Congress passed a law in 1883 requiring the President to give notice 
of the termination of certain articles of the treaty of 1871, naming the 
articles in the body of that law; and we find that the President of the 
United States issued a proclamation calling the attention of the world 
to the fact, and the other treaty-making power itself, that these partic- 
ulararticles of the treaty should terminate in two years. Article X XIX 
was not mentioned either in the law or in the prociamation of the Presi- 
dent, and Congress has not at any time taken any step looking to the 
abrogation of Article X XIX. If my proposition be a true one that it 
requires an act of Congress for the revocation or repeal of a treaty, then 
it must follow, as the night the day, that Article X XIX of the treaty 
of 1871 must still be a subsisting obligation as between the United 
States and Great Britain. And we are not wanting in judicial authority 
in support of that view, for I have here in my hands a decision in the 
case of Tayloret al. vs. Morton, reported in 2 Curtis’s Keports, page 459, 
in which case the court in pronouncing its opinion uses this language: 

To refuse to execute a treaty for reasons which approve themselves to the con- 
scientious judgment of the nation is a matter of the utmost gravity and deli- 
cacy; but the power to do so is prerogative, of which no nation can be deprived 
without deeply affecting its independence. That the people of the United 
States have deprived their Government of this power in any case I do not be- 
lieve. That it must reside somewhere and be applicable to all cases I am con- 
vinced, I feel no doubt that it belongsto Congress. That inasmuch as treaties 
must continue to operate as part of our municipal law, and be obeyed by the 
people, applied by the judiciary, and executed by the President while they con- 
tinue unrepealed,and inasmuch asthe power of repealing these municipal laws 
must reside somewhere, and nobody other than Congress can possess it, then 
legislative power is applicable to such laws whenever they relate to subjects 
which the Constitution has placed under thatlegislative power. In conformity 
with these views was the action of Congress in passing the act of July, 1798, 
declaring the treaties with France no longer obligatory on the United States. 

Thus, Mr. Speaker, doth it appear that Congress must intervene to 
repeal or terminate a treaty, and although there may be an infraction 
of the treaty, the proper authority to judge of that infraction and to 
deciare the abrogation of the treaty is the Congress of the United States. 
Now, sir, what is the condition of Article X XIX in view of this plain 
proposition of law? Article X XIX is a subsisting obligation between 
the United States and the Government of Great Britain. Well, sir, if 
Article X XIX be asubsisting obligation between the two Governments, 
we have the vantage ground. The Canadian authorities have violated 
it, and why should not the President demand redress under the act of 
March 3, 1887? He himself declares in his message, apparently to get 
rid of his duty, that Article X XTX was abrogated, that it fell with the 
other articles, but the authority I have cited shows that it did not fall. 
It was logically necessary for the President to dispose of Article X XIX 
in some way, for if it were conceded by him to be still in force, the ex- 
ecution of the power conferred by the actof March 3, 1887, would have 
been a most manifest retaliation, and would have filled the measure of 
even the late message of the President. 

Now, with Article X XIX as a subsisting obligation, the power the 
President had under the act of March 3, 1887, was so broad as to in- 
clude everything he should do and more than he should do to bring 
Canada to terms. What were his powers under that acti? First, to 
deny entrance to vessels belonging to the British dominions to our 
ports; second, to deny the entrance of fish or any product of said do- 
minions; third, to deny the entrance of any other goods coming from 
said dominions tothe United States. Every powernecessary was placed 
by that act in the hands of the President of the United States, and he 
could have exercised any one or allof them. If it would have worked 
great injury to the Northwest, or to any other section of the country, 
to enforce the provisions of the act, it was not necessary to exert the 
full power conferred upon him. He could have issued a proclamation 
giving notice to the Government of Great Britain that unless certain 
things were done in a certain time he would issue his proclamation, 
carrying Out one, two, or three of the provisions of the act. Heneed 
not have taken a step that would have imperiled the interests of this 
country one particle to bring about the result which was desired, which 
was to bring Canada to terms. But he did not choose to exercise that 
authority; he chose rather to send to Congress what I must regard as 
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a buncombe political campaign message, with a view to retrieving h 
lost fortunes with the Irish-American citizens whom he had alienat: 
by his vacillating course in his dealings with Great Britain. 

Now, sir, 1 say that Article X XIX in every respect has been treated 
all along by the British Government as beingin force. It has been 
treated all along by our own Government as being in force. The 
retary of the Treasury, on July 13, 1887, said it was in foree. Canad 
has acted upon it all along asif it were in force. I think there have 
been such infractions of it as to fully justify its cancellation, for out- 
rages and indignities without number have been heaped upon « 
citizens by the Canadian authorities, but the President seems to hay 
formed no adequate conception of these wrongs, for he comes to ( 
gress and asks for authority to deal with a different subject. 

And what does he now seem to want? Why, authority to deal with 
transportation in bond through the United States. And why does he 
want this? ‘That he may throw the traffic of Canada, consisting per- 
haps of $50,000,000, to the Canadian railways, and take that traffic away 
from the New England railways; and that is the secret of this affair. 
A member of the kitchen cabinet of the Administration and a director 
of the Canadian Pacific Railway—a man whose fortunes would be en- 
hanced, though large now, by having that traffic driven from the New 
England railways and given to the Canadian—makesa four-hour speech 
in advocacy of this measure. 

To benetit the Canadian railways is the scheme. That is the prin- 
cipal object of this bill. This scheme is intended as the visitation of 
a judgment of the President upon the New England States for their 
glorious Republican majorities. [Applause] ‘That is the animus of 
this bill. Why, sir, when did the President arrive at the conclusion that 
we were treated badly by the Welland Canal, or by the St. Lawrence 
canals, or by the other Canadian canal companies? What did he state 
when he submitted his first message to Congress? The President said 
when submitting the treaty to Congress which the Senate has re- 


jected: 


As the documents and papers referred to will supply full information of the 
positions taken under my administration by the representatives of the United 
States, as well as those occupied by the representatives of the Government of 
Great Britain, it is not considered necessary or expedient to repeat them in this 
message. But I believe the treaty will be found to contain a just, honorable, 
and therefore satisfactory solution of the difficulties which have clouded our 
relations with our neighbors on our northern border. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, he says that if that treaty had been ratified by 
the Senate all our difficulties would have been settled. Our relations 
with Canada would be of the best possible character. .The President, 
in the exuberance of the delight which the ratification of the treaty 
would have afforded him, goes on to predict the marvelous prosperity 
that would result to both nations in the event of peaceful relations 
being effectually secured by that treaty. Not one word at the time 
the message was sent in to the Senate of the United States about any 
other difficulties with Canada than those arising out of the fisheries. 
More than that, the Senate of the United States, sir, understanding 
that there were wrongs done by the canal companies, otherwise the 
Canadian Government, to our people, passed a resolution asking the 
Secretary of the Treasury to furnish information as to such wrongs. 
That resolution was passed by the Senate on the 30th day of January, 
1888, and was replied to by the Treasury Department on the 7th of 
February, 1888. And what did the Secretary of the Treasury say in 
his reply: 

In reply to the first inquiry, I have to siate that no communication has been 
had with the Dominion of Canada, nor have any agreements been arrived at 
touching the transportation of goods since the abrogation of the articles of the 
treaty referred to. 

No communication had, no inquiry made. The President quiet, the 
Secretary of the Treasury quiet. Not one word about these wrongs 
that have been committed upon our people up to the 7th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1888, not a word about it until this message came here a few 
days ago. 

Did he find it necessary to do something to make some show of 
patriotism and indignation regarding these wrongs? He and his Sec- 
retary of State had belittled the fishery wrongs. It would seem that 
something had to be done, so the message comes. Now what inference 
are we to draw from this state of facts? John Stewart Mills says, 
“The great business of life is to draw inferences.’? Words are cheap 
things. Grandiloquent messages are cheap things, easily gotten up, 
but acts speak louder than words. What inference must we draw? 
We can not help but infer that the President instead of executing the 
provisions of the act ef March 3, 1887, desired to shift the controversy 
into a new field for campaign purposes. And this very bill now under 
consideration is itself a violation of Article X XTX, or it proposes the 
repeal of that article by indirection. Thus the Administration is 
bringing the country into a new complication and into an untenable 
position under international law. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I can not believe that anybody, Republican or 
Democrat, who will do that sort of thing is sincere and honest in his 
transactions. Ican not think it is honest to do such a thing, for I am 
constrained thereby to believe that the President had no other purpose 
in sending this measure to Congress than to promote his chances of re- 
election and escape the great tariff issue that was before the country. 
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dent regard the policy of protecting American industries. The whole 
country knows what the President advocated in his message to Con- 
gress at the opening of the present session. He proposed a policy tend- 
ing rapidly to free trade, and the Mills bill, as I have said, is the ex- 
ponent and exemplification of that policy. 

Now, by way of contrast and for purposes of comparison, I shall re- 
produce from a speech of General Harrison, delivered at Fort Wayne, 
Ind., a few days ago, what he thinks should be the policy of our Gov- 
ernment. This is what General Harrison said: 

GENERAL HARRISON'S ADDRESS, 


My friends, I desire to thank you for this cordial demonstration. I thank 
you, not so much for myself as forthe party to which most of us have given the 
consentof ourminds, lam glad to know thatthe people are moved toa thought- 
ful consideration of those questions which are this year presented for their de- 
termination. Undera popular Government like ours it is of the utmost im- 
portance that every man who votes should have some reason for his vote; that 
every man who attaches himself to this or that political party should intelli- 
gently understand both the ideas and purposes of the party to which he belongs. 
I think it is universally conceded by Democrats as well as by Republicans, that 
the questions involved in thiscampaign do have a very direct bearing upon the 
national prosperity and upon the prosperity and welfare of the individual citi- 
zen. I think itis conceded that the result of this election will affect beneficently 
orinjuriously our great manufacturing interests, and will affect, for weal or for 
woe, the workingmen and the working-women who fill these busy hives of in- 
dustry. | Applause. | 

I want to call your attention to a few general facts and principles; and the 
first one, the one I never tire of mentioning, the one I deem so important that 
I do not shunthe charge that lam repeating myself, is that the condition of the 
wage-worker of America is better than that of the wage-worker of any other 
country inthe world. [Applause.| Now, if that be true, itis important that you 
should each find out why it is so; that each one of you should determine for 
himself what effect a protective tariff has had and is likely to have upon his 
wages and prosperity. Does it need to be demonstrated that if we reduce our 
tariff to a revenue level, if we abolish from it every consideration of protection, 
more goods will come in from abroad than come in now, and what is the neces- 
sary etfect? It is the transfer to foreign shops work that you need here; it isto 
diminish American production and increase English production. It is not 
worth while to stand npon nice definitions as to free trade. Some think it 
enough to say that they are not free-traders because they are not in favor of 
abolishing all customs duties. Let me remind such that the free-trade countries 
of Europe have not abolished all customs duties, 

A better distinction is this: The free-trader believes in levying customs duties 
without any regard to the effect of those duties upon the wages of our working 
people or upon the production of our own shops. This,then,is the issue. Take 
itto your homes. There are many confusing and contradictory statements 
made in the public press and by publicspeakers. Ask any of those who assail 
our protective system whether they do not believe that iftheir policy is adopted 
a larger amount of foreign-made goods will come into this country. It is their 
purpose to increase importation in order to cheapen prices. I think I may 
safely ask you to consider the question whether this cheapening of prices, which 
they seem to regard as the highest attainment of statesmanship, 1s consistent 
with the rate of wages that our working people enjoy now—whether it will not 
involve, if we are to have foreign competition without favoring duties, a reduc- 
tion of American wages tothe standard of the wages paid abroad. [Applause.] 

Do you believe for one moment that two factories making the same product 
can be maintained in competition where one pays 33 per cent. more to its 
workingmen than the other? Is it not certain that wages must be equalized in 
those competing establishments or the one paying the higher wages must shut 
down? Here in this city, so important and so prosperous, we have a fine illus- 
tration of the accruing advantages of a large factory and shop population. It 
has made your city prosperous as well as populous, and it has made these out- 
lying Allen County farms vastly more valuable than they otherwise would 
have been. These interests harmonize. But Lonly ask you tothink upon these 
questions. Settle them in your own minds, for it is agreed by all that as they 
shall be settled one way or the other, your interests and those of your families 
and of this community, and of every other like community in this country, are 
to be affected favorably or unfavorably. 

May I not appeal to you to review these questions, to throw off the shackles 
of preconceived notions and of party prejudices and consider them in the light 
of all the information that is accessible to you? If you shall do that I do not 
doubt that the working people of this country will this November forever set- 
tlethe question that American customs duties shall by intention, by forethought, 
have regard tothe wages of our working people. {Applause. 

I desire now, Mr. Speaker, to pay my respects to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Co1pMAN]. That gentleman, when I endeavored po- 
litely to ask him a question, took occasion to reply rudely, and I wish 
to make an observation or two respecting him. Iask the Clerk to read 
a single sentence from the gentleman’s speech. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The nearer a man approaches a diplomat in form, the nearer he is to a fool; 
and the neafer he approaches one in substance, the nearer he is to a knave. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it is to be presumed that a gentleman 
who thus gives a general judgment of the diplomats all over the world 
has some knowledge of them. I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read 
the autobiography of the yentleman from Michigan as given in the Con- 
gressional Directory. 

Mr. BLAND. Ido not see the gentleman from Michigan now in 
the Hall. 

Mr. BAYNE. Well, he ought to be here. 
the other day because he was not here. 

Mr. GEAR. He has not leave of absence. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

J. LoGAN Curpman, of Detroit, was born in Detroit, Mich., June 5, 1830; was 
educated in the schools of that city and at the University of Michigan; in 1846 
was engaged in the Lake Superior region as an explorer for the Montreal Min- 
ing Company; in 1854 was admitted to the bar, and in that year aided in the 
payment of the Chippewas of Lake Superior, and participated in making the 
treaty of Detroit with the Ottawas and Chippewas of Michigan; in 1853 was as- 
sistant clerk of the State House of Representatives of Michigan; in 1856 was 
elected city attorney of Detroit, and held that position till 1861; in 1863 was 
elected to the Michigan Legislature ; in 1865 was appointed attorney of the police 
board of Detroit; in 1866 ran for Congress on the Democratic ticket, but was de- 


feated; retained the office of ao police till May 1, 1879, when he was 
elected judge ofthe superior court of Detroit, to which position he was re-elected 


I deferred my remarks 
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at the end of six years, and was elected to the Fiftieth Congress as a Dem 
receiving 17,367 votes, against 15,801 votes for Robinson, Republican, a: 
votes for Frisbie, Prohibitionist. 

Mr. BAYNE. It will be observed, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman 
from Michigan was himself a diplomat. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] : 

Mr. HITT. I ask unanimous consent that the same courtesy be , 
tended to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] that \ 
extended to his predecessor in this debate-—at least to the extent of {i 
minutes. 

Mr. McCREARY. I do not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. HITT. I ask that the vote be postponed for five minutes in 
order that the gentleman from Pennsylvania may have that much ad- 
ditional time. 

Mr. McCREARY. There are one or two gentlemen on this side w} 
desire a short time, and I suggest that by unanimous consent the time 
for closing debate be extended until halt past 4 o’clock. 

Mr. HITT. Is the additional time to be divided ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would presumeso. Isth 
objection to the request of the gentleman from Kentucky? The C} 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HITT. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania so much 
the extended time as he desires. 

Mr. BAYNE. It will be observed that the gentleman from Mic! 
gan was himself a diplomat. He was one of the commissioners w 
negotiated the treaty with the Ottawas and Chippewas of Michiga: 
The gentleman was thus enabled, no doubt, to form a conclusion 
specting diplomats from a subjective standpoint by an introspecti 
into his own moral and mental operations while negotiating that treat 
He should therefore be quite able to determine to which of the two 
classes he belongs. 

It may be, however, be had not fully determined that all diplomats 
belong to those two classes until he came to Washington and examined 
the recent treaty negotiated by the President of the United States. It 
is perfectly evident a critical examination of that treaty would ha: 
enabled him to conclude that diplomats were either knayes or { 

It is perfectly certain that in the negotiation of that treaty somebod 
was badly fooled, and if I understand the stipulations of that treaty it 
was the United States. Therefore the gentleman has had an opportu- 
nity of forming a conclusion respecting diplomats from an objective 
point of view as well as from a subjective. 

A conclusion thus based on the inner consciousness as well as the 
external facts which he as a jurist examined, for it will be noted li 
was a judge, ought to be safe and sound. But unfortunately that con- 
clusion relegates the gentleman himself to one of these classes, and to 
which class he choose to consign himself he may, for I will not quar 
rel with him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, I thought the gentlemen composing the Committee o1 
Foreign Affairs, and their able associates on the floor of the House, a: 
legislators would be quite equal to the discussion of this bill; but it 
seems they were not. It seems a telegram was sent to the most distin- 
guished criminal lawyer in the State of New York to come on, and he 
came in hot haste ; and I close with the remark, Mr. Speaker, that the 
President’s case must indeed be bad, his crime against the country 
must indeed be great, when there was necessity for this able criminal 
Jawyer from the city of New York to come here and defend him. 
{Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Well may I say the President needs defense. The distinguished 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] has given what he called 
‘‘specimen cases,’’ out of more than one hundred that occurred during 
the fishing season of 1886, of outrages committed by the Canadian au- 
thorities upon our fishermen. Here are the specimens: 

James A, Garfield.—Gloucester, Mass. Threatened, about June 1, 1886, with 
seizure for having purchased bait in a Canadian harbor. 

Martha W. Bradley.—Gloucester, Mass.; J. F. Ventier, master. 
at Canso, Nova Scotia, between June 1 and 8, 1886. J z 

Eliza Boynton.—Gloucester, Mass.; George E. Martin, master. Warned o!! 
at Canso, Nova Scotia, between June 1 and 9, 1886. Then afterwards detained 
in manner not reported, and released October 25, 1886. 

Thomas F, Bayard.—Gloucester, Mass. ; James McDonald,master. Warned ofl 
at Bonne Bay, Newfoundland, June 12, 1886, and refused privilege of buying bait 

James G. Craig.—Portland, Me.; Webber, master. Crew refused privilege ot 
landing for necessaries at Brooklyn, Nova Scotia, June 15 or 16, 1886, o 

Novelty.—Portland, Me.; H. A. Joyce, master. Warned off at Pictou, Nova 
Scotia, June 29, 1886, where vessel had entered for coal and water; also refused 
entrance at Amherst, Nova Scotia, July 24. 

N.J. Miller.—Booth Bay, Me.; Dickson, master. 
New Brunswick, for alleged violation of customs laws, on July 24, 1886. 
$400. 

Rattler.—Gloucester, Mass.; A. F. Cunningham, master. Warned offat Canso, 
Nova Scotia, June, 1886. Detained in port of Shelburne, Nova Scotia, where 
vessel entered seeking shelter August 3, 1886. Kept under guard all night and 
released on the 4th. 

Caroline Vought.—Booth Bay, Me.; Charles S. Reed, master. 
Raspebiac, New Brunswick, and refused water, August 4, 1886. 

Alice M. Jordan.—Refused permission to buy bait, June 5, 1886. 

Mascot.—Gloucester; refused permission to buy bait, June 10, 1886. i 

Julia Ellen.—Booth Bay, Me.; Burnes, master. Boarded at Liverpool, Nova 
Scotia, August 9, 1886, and subjected to rude surveillance. : 

Mollie Adams.—Gloucester, Mass.; Solomon Jacobs, master. Warned off into 
storm from Straits of Canso, Nova Scotia, August 31, 1886. ; 

Jennie Seaverns.—Gloucester, Mass.; Joseph Tupper, master. Refused priv- 
ilege of landing, and vessel placed under guard at Liverpool, Nova Scotia, Octo- 
ber 20, 1886, 


Warned ofi 


Detained at ares Cave 
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, and in theright torule, and hence in this as in 


all other countries, while almost unanimously opposed to State social- 
ism and centralization of the governing power, they are the unyield- 
ing enemies of monopoly, trusts, cOmbinations, land-grabbing, and all 
injustices of the fewagainst the many; and in such a contest as is now 
being waged here in the United States between the plutocracy and the 
democracy is, sir, not at all surprising to the intelligent observer 
who understands the history of this portion of our fellow-citizens to 


find that a large and overwhelming majority of them have ranged 


themselves with the masses of the people against monopoly. [| Ap- 
plause.| They are an exceedingly acute and intelligent people, and 
quick and discerning, as is known universally, and they may be relied 


upon to resent the silly imputations upon their good sense and judg- 
shown in these now frantic partisan appeals. 
the action of the President of the United States, in my opinion, 
m, statesmanlike, and patriotic, but it has been 
istent. After the passage of the impotent, localized, 
and misleading act of 1887 it was right that we should negotiate with 
Britain, so that our relations with Canada might be placed upon 
a pacific, permanent, and honorable The act of 1887, against 
which I voted for the stronger act of the majority of this House, devel- 
oped the » to a contention about the duty on fish, and our so-called 
retaliation was only calculated to close out competition for the wealthy 
owners of New England fishing fleets. It was a great misfortune that 
the commission that dealt with this question, and which sat in this 
city, should have as the British representative on it a man who had 
forfeited the esteem, confidence, and respect of the great portion of the 


mie 
ir, 
is not only wise, fir 
absolutely con 
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basis. 
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American people, as well as millions of his own countrymen, a man 


in his own land as politician and statesman had been 
rightfully merited the condemnation of millions of our 
people. no small number of our citizens his appointment by 
the Briti ries was regarded as an open defiance and contempt of 
American public opinion on contemporaneous British politics, 

The appointment of that gentleman on the commission as the British 
representative, while not excusing the blind partisanship of a Senate 
that would neither amend nor judicially consider, helped no little to 


whose 
such that h 


cour 





becloud the negotiations. This gentleman, from the day he landed on 
our shores, among a law-abiding and peaceful people, was followed by 
a cordon of detectives in a land where he was in less danger than in 
Great Britain, and cast suspicion by his conduct on our good faith and 


desire for peace as well as the honesty and friendly nature of his own 
intentions, 

But, sir, in the limited time allotted to me I ean not pursue this 
subjectfurther. My distinguished friend from Missouri [ Mr. O’ NEIL | 
has read the boastful, bombastic British brag of the London Standard. 
I want to say a word in that connection. 

Let Lord Salisbury and the English Tories and the London Standard 
indulge in their boastful threats and insinuations as to our naval weak- 


ness, and I will say to them in response that the modern ironclads of 


England, such ships as the Inflexible and the Thunderer, would be as 
impotent on our coasts and harbors as wash-tubsarmed with fire-crack- 
ers. [Laughter.] The good God who made the harbors and the un- 
excelled officers of our Navy will make the Tories, if it be necessary, re- 
gret they ever saw the shores of Sandy Hook. And Yankee crews on 
American-built cruisers will strew the waters with the wrecks of Brit- 
ish commerce, and the day a British gun knocks the first brick from a 
house in New York or Boston or anywhere on our shores will usher 
in the destruction of the whole monstrous, greedy British Empire, pre- 
sage a free flag for India, Ireland, Canada, and Austvalia, a cessation of 
territorial stealing in Venezuelaand Africa, and means financial liber- 
ation from British despotism and damnable selfishness and greed to 
Egypt aud Turkey and the innumerable victims of her infamous com- 
mercial piracy. [Applause. ] 

Mr. McCREARY. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN]. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This, Mr. Speaker, has been in many respects the 
most remarkable debate 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment, as 
I wish to inquire how much time is due to this side of the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BLoUNT in the chair). Ten min- 
utes’ additional time was granted by unanimous consent, which carried 
the time up to ten minutes past 4 o’clock. Since then an additional 
request for unanimous consent has fixed the time for the vote at half 
past 4 0’clock. The Chair will endeavor as far as possible to divide 
the time equally. 

The Chair will state that the time is now running. 

Mr. CANNON. Ienly wanted to know whether a portion of that 
time was not due to this side, in addition to the six minutes yet re- 
maining. 

Mr. McCREARY. I will see the gentleman and confer with him 
while this debate is in progress. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. 

Mr. McMILLIN. As I was saying, Mr. Speaker, when interrupted, 
this has been in many respects the most extraordinary debate I have 
ever heard in Congress. The country is threatened with a disturbance 
on the Canadian border that bodes it no good. A measure was adopted 
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during the last Congress which, if enforced, by way of retaliation, wonld 
have inflicted upon ourselves as much injury as we would have inflict 
upon our antagonists. The President, hesitating to exercise the a 
thority which would result in so little good to ourselves and so litt 
punishment to Canada, has gone patriotically to work for the purpo 
of negotiating a treaty to settle the difference between the countries a 
secure for American citizens the rights which inherently belong to t 
and have been recognized by treaty stipulations since almost the {ii 
of the century. 

Gentlemen on the other side have talked of partisanship in conn 
with this matter. When I look to the Senate, Mr. Speaker, the co-: 
nate treaty-making branch of the Government, I find that all pr 
ents were violated, and this audacious President who had dared w 
for honorable peace by treaty, was to have a public castigation admi 
istered to him by ah indignant Senate. The doors were thrown 0} 
contrary to custom, and the country invited to witness the partisan 
chastisement to be given; the public were invited that outside inilu- 
ences might have their effect in settling our difliculties, with a view to 
obtaining a partisan triumph. Butthe public parade did not accom- 
plish the object for which it was intended. True, the treaty was d 
feated, but the President has come forward with that patriotism and 
boldness which characterize him, and said, ‘*‘ You have defeated t 
treaty; you have prevented the possibility of atreaty.’’? You have re- 
fused to give our people their rights and peace by treaty. Now, if you 
mean what you say, go forward and give that kind of retaliation which a 
injures the enemy and not your own people. [Applause. ] 





That great message of the President on retaliation came to this House Fs 
filled with wisdom and patriotism, profound and lofty, and is before a 


us for consideration. [Applause.| Strange to relate, every gentle- 
man who has arisen on the other side to debate it has carped and criti- 
cised and condemned that message, but when the time for voting comes 
they are forced to fall down and truckle after the President in this 
American measure. We do not care whether you are forced to your 
duty by patriotism, public sentiment, or by the action of the Presi- 
dent, so you are brought to it. 

Now, gentlemen have laid stress upon the fact that the President 
failed to enforce the retaliatory measure that was put upon the stat- 
ute-books by the last Congress. To have done so would not have 








reached the evil. It would have left the Canadian Government and Eo 
the Canadian people to ship through our borders annually between Ee 
forty and fifty million dollars’ worth of their products in bond with- 2 
| out paying duty and without any power to stopthem: The authority a 
| to stop this was not given by the act of 1887. That is the power that % 
the President asks to-day, and that is the power that he will get, t} 3 


opposition on the other side and the majority of the Senate to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. [Applause. ] 

If I had the poor opinion of this movement that gentlemen on the 
otherside profess, I could not be forced to support the bill. One, the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], calls it ‘‘clap-trap,’’ but a 
knowledges his fondness for ‘‘ clap-trap ’’ by announcing he will have 
to vote for it. Another says it is an effort to ‘‘ humbug,’’ but confess 
it is a humbug he has not the courage to resist. The gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] complains at itvolubly, but toward the close 
of his speech says pathetically that he thinks he has spied the Ameri- 
can eagle flying in that direction, and he has determined to support the 
bill rather than leave the bird. A score or more of gentlemen on the 
other side have poured forth their vials of wrath on the President and 
his retaliatory message, and not half a dozen will be bold enough to 
vote against it. a 

We want no war. We would much prefer peace. We trust the re- a 
lations between Canada and the United States will be amicable, But 
we believe that honorable peace will most surely be maintained by 
withdrawing from Canada those privileges of shipment and commerce 
she has heretofore enjoyed. But at whatever of cost is necessary we 
are resolved that a Democratic administration will maintain, as did 
Jefferson, Madison, Jackson, and Polk, the dignity of our Government 
and the rights of our people. [Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 
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pired. 
Mr. HITT. I now yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FARQUHAR. ] 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Ihave astrong interest, representing as I do one 
of the border Congressional districts, in calling attention to some of 
the commercial features involved in this retaliation bill and the mes- 
sage, and to that which relates more particularly to our lake commerce. 
I took occasion to-day to interrupt the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
O’ NEILL] in one statement that he had made, as to whether Canada 
would not have the advantage if the provisions of the second section ‘ 
of the bill were carried out by the President. 

Now, I understand that all powers granted in the first and all of this 
second section are discretionary with the President, and I am very glad 
itis se, for few statesmen can understand the Northern commerce and its 
needs and the commerce of the Northwest better than Mr. Cleveland. 
He has seen its ebb and flow all his life. He has lived in a city that 
is the gateway of all the Northwestern commerce, the city of Buffalo. 
Now, if this bill should become Jaw and the President regarded it as 
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invested to suspend all intercourse by water, if not by land, between 
the United States and Great Britain and Canada, he deserves and has. 
I verily believe, the good opinion of all except the leaders and poli- 
ticians in the Republican party. 

That the treatyjmade between these three Governments adjustingall 
differences respecting the fisheries did not become operative is not the 
fault of the President, nor is it the fault of Great Britain, nor of the Do- 
minion of Canada. Great Britain, according to my understanding, 
still stands by her agreement, the Canadian Government still stands by 
its agreement, and both of these high contracting parties are willing 
that what they and our Government did shall be a binding compact 
between the three countries. 

The entire blame for the failure of the treaty, and as a consequence 
the situation which now confronts us, is upon the few gentlemen who 
for the time being control the action of the Senate of the United 
States. Sir, it is a fact deserving particular notice that these fishery 
troubles are still upon our hands because the Republican Senate was 
unwilling that they should be settled by a Democratic administration. 
Every Republican Senator present voted to reject the treaty, and in so 
voting he gave the country to understand that its rejection was a party 
necessity. 

The Republican Senators had full power to amend the treaty and 
make it conform to their views, but they dismissed it, seemingly with- 
out a why or a wherefore, and now appear greatly pleased that the 
rights of our fishermen are still a subject for dispute and to be set- 
tled, if atall, upon terms to be dictated by Republican politicians, or else 
at the point of the bayonet and amid the rattle and roar of musketry 
and cannon. 

If the Republican leaders are to have the exclusive charge of our 
fishermen and their rights they must show more purpose in adjusting 
their troubles than they have hitherto done in settling their own dis- 
putes about tariff legislation or determining whether they will do some- 
thing or do nothing with the tariff bill which, seven weeks ago, this 
House sent to the Senate, and which, as early as April last, Senators 
well understood and then knew would sooner or later be upon their desks 
for their action—not after, but before the November election. Fondly 
is it to be hoped that our fishermen will fare better at the hands of 
Republican politicians than have the tax-burdened people of our coun- 
try. 

But, sir, the treaty made by the present Administration, and which 
the Senate rejected by a strict party vote, would, had it been ratified, 
put at rest, perhaps for all coming time, the fishery disputes which for 
so many years have been so disturbing to many of our people. With- 
out discussing the merits of the treaty, or the question as to whether it 
was anadvantageous or disadvantageous agreement upon our part and 
for our people, the public mind will not be easily persuaded to believe 
that President Cleveland would give to it hisapproval unless it secured 
to American citizens their just rights. 

Outside of the Republican party the treaty appears to be in great 
favor, but inside of that party opinions differ as widely about the fish- 
ery questions as they do about making food and clothing and shelter 
dear, and whisky, beer, and tobacco cheap. The time which has been 
allotted to me in this debate does not permit my discussing at great 
length this branch of the subject. We dismiss it, therefore, full of the 
belief that our fisheries rights will not be adjusted at any future time 
more satisfactorily to American interests than they were in the treaty 
recently rejected by the Republican Senate. 

Mr. Speaker, while I shall vote for the bill asit now stands, it would 
have a still warmer support at my hands if it gave to the President the 
power to negotiate with Great Britain and Canada for the annexation 
of the British dominions in North America to the United States. 

lirm and immovable in the belief that this is the true American 
policy, I shall, if able to secure the attention of the House, offer to 
further amend the bill by edding the following section: 

Src. 4. In case the United States, Great Britain, and Canada further negotiate 
to adjust the existing differences between the said countries, the President be, 
and hereby is, directed to negotiate, at the same time, for theannexation of the 
British dominions in North America to the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, no man, whether he be acitizen of the United States or 
owes his allegiance to Great Britain or Canada, can look upon a mapof 
the American continent and rid himself of the thought that the United 
States and the British dominions ought to be one country, under one 
government and one flag, and the people thereof united in indissoluble 
bonds to promote a common interest and achieve a common destiny. 

In the brief time at my disposal this question can not be elaborately 
presented, and therefore I will have to be content, at this time, with 
a very few words. The reasons, sir, for urging that these two coun- 
tries be made one are so many and convincing and so obvious that 
the mere statement of the proposition is the strongest and best argu- 
ment in its support. 

Will it be said that while the United States no doubt favors annex- 
ation, surely Great Britain and Canada will oppose it? 

Who is authorized to so speak? Unless negotiations are opened for 
annexation, the two countries must be forever separate and apart. We 
will never know the mind of Great Britain or Canada upon this sub- 
ject unless we make inquiry. It is for us, not them, to make the ad- 
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vance. If we favor annexation, it is not likely that any better oppor- 
tunity will be presented to make the declaration than now, and {or 
negotiations with them the pending bill, if amended, will surely open 
the way. No matter if the subject be a delicate one to broach, or tha; 
success may appear to be improbable, still a move in that direction 
ought to be made, and made here and now. 

Less than one bundred years ago the Atlantic Ocean and the Missis- 
sippi River were the eastern and western boundaries of the Republic, 
To-day the waters of another ocean are washing our western borders, 
Had our fathers been rearedin a stand-still school the Republic at this 
hour would be a poor, puny, and pitiful power among the nations of 
the world. No, sir, the men who fought for seven long and weary 
years in the Revolutionary struggle for the independence of themselves 
and their posterity were no stand-stills; nor did the men who succe: 
them and preceded us in the up-building of this great Government of 
ours pursue a do-nothing policy. 

Jefferson, in acquiring Louisiana from France, showed his profound 
understanding of a true American policy. By this wise and masterly 
achievement French rule over a part of our continent ceased. Out of 
the territory acquired, nine powerful and populous States have lx 
formed, and enough area is left to form nine more. 

The history of that period tells us that Jefferson was the first to 
move, the first to set on foot the negotiations. Monroe bad well in 
mind the American policy when he peacefully released the hold Spain 
had upon our continent and made what is now the State of Florida a 
part of our territorial possessions, yet he had to take the advance in 
negotiating. We would do well if we thought oftener and more than 
we do of what is known in our history as the Monroe doctrine. 

Still later, sir, the administration of President Polk gave to ihe 
country unmistakable proof that it knew the right policy for us to pur- 
sue respecting contiguous territory under the control of a foreign power. 
Under the rule of this far-seeing Executive the independent Republic 
of Texas was annexed to the United States, and in the negotiations 
which secured this great empire our Government moved first. And 
later we acquired California and New Mexico; yet, sir, the policy which 
secured these valuable possessions was not of the stand-still and do- 
nothing kind. Alaska we acquired under the administration of Presi- 
dent Johnson, but we should keep in mind that it was the United States 
who first proposed to buy and not Russia who ffrst offered to sell. 

Wise, indeed, sir, was the policy of our fathers in adding so largely 
to our territorial area, and were they with us to-day they would tell 
us that they did their part, and that now and here we ought to do ours, 
to the end that the flag of the Republic may peacefully wave over every 
part and parcel of the North American continent. Notin my day, 
nor in the day of any now before me, but surely in the time of the 
youngest among the living, the British possessions upon our northern 
boundary and what is now the Republic of Mexico will be States in 
the Federal Union and be governed by laws enacted at this Capitol. 

Let the acquisition of Mexico be the work of those who are to come 
after us. Upon the annexation of the British dominions I would have 
the mind of the present generation intent. When, if not now, shal! 
the negotiations commence? Authorize them by amending the pend- 
ing bill, and the first step is taken. 

Shall this be done now, or will we allow the opportunity now pre- 
sented to pass unimproved? 

My judgment, Mr. Speaker, upon any public question is of little or 
no value, and upon the question before us it is possibly, if not probably, 
more than ever at fault; yetsuch asit is, and for whatever it be worth, 
it is strong and abides in the conviction that the administration which 
adds the British dominions on this continent to our territorial posses- 
sions will be remembered in love and in pride by hundreds of millions 
of people long after its other achievements have faded or gone from 
human memory. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, rose. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] be allowed ten minutes, the ses- 
sion to be extended for that period. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois ? 

Mr. LEE. I do not wish to be discourteous, but do I understand 
that it is proposed that the session of to-day shall be extended beyond 
the hour fixed ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The request of the gentleman from I]- 
linois is that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] be allowed 
ten minutes, and that the session be extended. Is there objection? 

Mr. McCREARY. Ido not object, if it is done with the understand- 
ing that the session will be extended until the vote is taken. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, do I understand the gentleman to pro- 
pose that the session of to-day shall be extended until the vote is taken 
on the bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the request as modified by the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary]. Is there objection ? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, until within an hour it 
had not occurred to me to offer any observations upon the pending 
proposition. I state this in justice to myself, as I have not had the 
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time to give thissubject the careful examination that it merits. Bu 
sir, there are some things which appeal to the intelligence of every « 
izen; there are some propositions that have come into the debate th 
morning from able and eloquent sources, upon which every Ame! 
citizen ought to be prepare d to say a word. I am going to vote for th 
bill. Ido not know but I may regret it, but I will take the chances 
on the principle, chiefly, that in order to get an inch out of the present 
Executive we have got to lay Several ells upon his back. That is my 
chief reason. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. Speaker, the eloquent gentleman from New York [ Mr. Cock- 
2AN] has made a sharp issue between the two sides of this Chamber 
to-day. Itis this: Has the President of the United States, in assu 
ing his present attitude towards the country, acted honestly with tl 
American people? My eloquent friend says ‘‘ no one here charges t 
President with dishonesty.’’ Ido, Mr. Speaker, when he sends in th 
message that he has sent, claiming to be acting asa patriot in connection 
with this great subject. Why do Iso charge him? Becauae from th« 
standpoint of the great position that he holds he is trifling with the 
American people. The White House is converted into a Democrati 
headquarters or document-room to catch the Irish vote. What is the 
issue ? 

Fifteen thousand fishermen of this country, representing over 60,000 
Americans dependent upon them or connected with them, have been 
outraged almost in the very presence of the President of the United 
States, and have been repeatedly denied time-honored rights. What 
did these outraged citizens of the United States ask for? Simply that 
as they were treated byea foreign government so should their own 
Government treat the people that outraged them. That is what they 
ask, and nothing more. 

The American Congress with but one dissenting voice, and with a 
quick ear to the appeal of their fellow-citizens, responded on the 3d 
day of March, 1887, and directed the President to do the very thing 
that these injured American fishermen and American honordemand« 
that is, iodeny to Canadian fishermen the same rights that the Canadian 
Government denied to American fishermen. In the presence of in- 
sults such as have never before been offered to the American flag by 
a foreign power the head.of this nation, with this ample power in his 
hands, stood paralyzed. 

In the presence of the appeal of an aroused nation, expressed in this 
Hall, he stood silent and impotent. Press, people, every self-respect 
ing voice of this nation, cried out against the outrage, and we com- 
manded him to act. Those that now cry out in this Hall so eloquent] 
in behalf of American labor and American rights, and hurl with thun- 
dering intonations invectives against the British flag, then sneered at 
the ‘‘codfish quarrels’’ on the Atlantic coast. ‘“‘It was but a litile 
question of codfish,’’ they said, ‘‘and shall we involve 60,000,000 
people in trouble on that account?’’ Now, forsooth, when a great 
national political conflict is impending, you and the President jump 
in with your sleeves rolled up, bellowing practically for war. It will 
not do. Even my gifted and esteemed friend from New York [ Mr. 
COCKRAN ] with all his eloquence can not pull the lion’s skin over the 
Democratic candidate and hide the long ears that will protrud 
[ Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] He is the ‘‘ great 
moral type of American citizenship,’’ says the gentleman from New 
York. ThenGod havemercy onmycountry! Ah, I will not touch upon 
that ‘‘moral type;’’ Inever havedone so. The curtain which has here 
been drawn so carefully around that ‘‘moral type’’ by eloquent and 
gifted men I will not raise my hand totouch. I will be kind. But 
I challenge you, and each of you, to tear down every curtain around 
the life of the Republican candidate, Benjamin Harrison! [Applause 
on the Republican side.] Do not spare any transaction of his life, 
private or public. Away with the curtain! He stands before you; 
shatter one defending column, if you can! [Renewed applause. | 

Grover Cleveland may be the Democratic type of American morals 
and American citizenship, but as for us, we would not point the young 
men of America to him as a model to follow. The man who, now 
bursting for war, stood a shivering coward behind a substitute when 
there was reason for battle [applause on the Republican side] need not 
be cited to us as the model for American youth 

Mr. McMILLIN (while Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, was speaking) 
Did you vote for Blaine in the last Presidential contest? I want to know 
whether you voted for Blaine. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa (not hearing Mr. MCMILLIN). But in- 
stead of holding up Grover Cleveland as the model of American citizen- 
ship, we would burn into the brain of the young men of America a true 
type, and point them to Benjamin Harrison, who, with drawn blade, 
undaunted heart, and flashing eye, dashed into the thickest of the con 
flict for American honor and American life. That is the model that 
sixty millions of people are going to adopt in November. [Loud ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state, before the debate 
proceeds further, that the hour of adjournment for to-day has been ex- 
tended until the vote shall be concluded. 
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to consider the sections of the various treaties which bear upon our re- 
lations with Great Britain, nor to argue the legal effect of the proposed 
retaliatory measure. Iam satisfied that the President of the United 
States, with the aid of his legal advisers, has given the subject matter, 
as was his duty, thoughtful and patriotic consideration. I am convinced 
that the result of that consideration, as announced in his message of 
the 23d of August last, will bear any scrutiny which may be given it 
by the civilized world, and that in demanding of this body additional 
legislation the President desired to be so situated that if he could not 
exact ‘‘an eye for an eye”’ or ‘‘a tooth for a tooth”’’ he might at least 
be empowered to deny to the Dominion of Canada privileges heretofore 
enjoyed by its citizens of at least equal value with the rights denied 
our people by that government. The President well expresses it when 
he says: 

The policy of national retaliation manifestly embraces the infliction of the 
greatest harm upon those who have injured us, with the least possible damage 
to ourselves. Thero is also an evident propriety, as well as an invitation to 
moral support, found in visiting upon the offending party the same measure or 
a of treatinent of which we complain, and as far as possible within the same 
ines, 

It is well known that the claim of Great Britain toregulate our rights 
to fish and enter the various bays, inlets, and creeks surrounding her 
American provinces dates from the year 1818 to this hour, and it is 
known, too, that from the time of the treaty of peace, at the close of 
the Revolution, whereby the independence of these States was acknowl- 
edged, the citizens of this country were as unmolested and undisturbed 
when fishing in Canadian waters as were the residents of Her Majesty’s 
Dominion of Canada. 

It is known, too, from the evidence elicited, that for many years the 
wrongs complained of were committed against our fishermen and their 
vessels, so as to evince an unneighborly and unfriendly spirit. I know 
that this irritation and these injuries continued under Republican ad- 
ministration unchecked, even whilst ‘‘the uncrowned king,’’ ‘‘ the 
idol of his party,’’ the ‘‘ plumed knight,’’ was Secretary of State, and 
shaped the foreign policy of the Government [applause on the Demo- 
cratic side]; nor was any demand for reparation for any of these in- 
juries made until the year 1886, during the present Democratic Ad- 
ministration. Gentlemen upon the other side say that Congress, by 
the act of 1887, gave the President the power to redress the wrongs by 
retaliation. 

We are told in effect that it was ‘‘a sharp sword placed in his hands, 
but his fingers trembled and could not grasp the hilt, and his coward 
arm refused to draw it from its scabbard,’’ and that “for eighteen 
months it hung unused at his side.’’ Well did those whose deceptive 
tongues utter the charge know that for two years negotiations were 
pending between the powers looking to a friendly settlement of these 
disputes, and that to resort under such circumstances to harsh meas- 
ures would, in the eyes of the civilized world, have been almost as in- 
excusable as for a soldier to fire upon the bearer of a flag of truce or a 
general to order an attack during the period of an armistice. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Well did the gentlemen upon the other side know that the President 
has asked that full powers of retaliation be given him by the Forty- 
ninth Congress;and that the Democratic Committee on Foreign Affairs 
had reported to the House a bill which conferred the power desired, 
and that in lieu thereof there had been enacted a measure, born in a 
Republican Senate, which, if a sword, was a two-edged weapon, as 
liable to eut or kill him who wielded it as the person against whom 
it was drawn. I see no evidence of disagreement among the mem- 
bers of the committee under whose auspices this measure is brought 
into the House. I find here no expression of the views of a minority. 
It isa unanimous report, and this is proof sufficient that a necessity 
for this measure exists, and that full power has not heretofore been 
given to the President of the United States to protect American rights 
or to defend American honor. 

We are told that this measure is ‘‘a sledge-hammer to be used to 
crush a fly.’”?’ The Republican gentleman who uttered this sentiment 
comes from a State more interested in this subject than any other in the 
Federal Union—the old Bay State. Let his people know that when he 
spoke of the wrongs done a large, industrious, and useful class of citi- 
zens, he compared their wrongs to an insect which annoys but can not 
harm; that it is but ‘‘a fly’’ we now prepare to crush. There were 
those in his State in colonial times who laughed at and ridiculed the 
indignation evinced by citizens at the imposition of a tax on tea; on 
the requirement of a government stamp on commercial paper. They 
said it was but a trifle—a fly which annoyed but could not harm—yet 
it led to seven years of war and the independence of the colonies. 

When England arrogated to herself the right to board and search 
American vessels ou the high seas and to impress into her service Ameri- 
can seamen, there were those in his section of the Union who said it 
was buta trifle; it annoyed but did not harm. They proclaimed that 
they would not countenance hostility or give a dollar to the prosecu- 
tion of the impending war. The ‘‘fly was too small for the sledge- 
hammer.’’? This country, to vindicate a right or to redress a wrong, 
does not look to the cost if its quarrel be just, and when any other 
nation proposes to trample on the rights of an American citizen, how- 
ever humble he may be, the United States stands ready to protect its 
citizen with all its treasury and all its men. 
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I do not apprehend, Mr. Speaker, that these troubles will end in 
war, but if proper respect should not be paid the citizens of this coun- 
try abroad as well as at home, national honor and national dignity 
alike demand that the United States shall resort, if need be, to ex 
tremes to maintain the one and assert the other. We fought over a 
kettle of tea; we can fight again, if necessary, over a kettle of fish. 

We are told that the wise and patriotic message of the Presiden: 
which has called the attention of the law-making body of the Govern- 
ment to the needs of the hour and stirred the blood in the veins of 
every patriot throughout the land is but a piece of demagogy, in- 
tended to divert the attention of the country from the ery of *‘ British 
free trade’’ which is charged against the Democratic party. It is not 
enough to answer that is a false clamor, raised by demagogues to 
divert the attention of the country from the merits of the argument: 
used in favor of the reduction of taxation by an attempt to excite the 
prejudice of the people against England. It is not enough to answe1 
that the President of the United States is not a free-trader and to quote 
the language of his December message. 

The question of free trade is absolutely irrelevant; and the persistent claim 
made in certain quarters that all efforts to relieve the people from unjust and 
unnecessary taxation are schemes of so-called free-traders is mischievous and 
far removed from any consideration for the publie good. 

The simple and plain duty which we owe the people is to reduce taxation to 
the necessary expenses of an economical operation of the Government, and to 
restore to the business of the country the money which we hold in the Treas- 
ury through the perversion of governmental powers. These things can and 
should be done with safety to all our industries, without danger to the oppor- 
tunity for remunerative labor which our workingmen need, and with benefit 
to them and all our people by cheapening their means of subsistence and in- 
creasing the measure of their comforts. e 

It is not enough to point to the conservative measure of tariff relief, 
known to the country as ‘‘ the Mills bill,’’ which this body has passed. 
The cry still goes on. I have seen men pose as the enemies of England 
upon this floor, who announce with an appearance of pride their birth 
upon the soil of the ‘‘Green Isle of the sea,’’ who come from that sec- 
tion of Ireland where the inhabitants are England’s staunchest friends 
and whose ancestors favored the hated union by which their country 
lost its place from among the nations of the earth. I have heard mem- 
bers denounce this treaty, proposed by the representatives of the two 
countries, and which has been rejected by the Senate, who ‘‘ hob-nob- 
bed’’ with, wined and dined Her Majesty’s representatives whilst they 
were negotiating the treaty which they now denounce. ‘‘Consistency 
is a jewel.’’ Is it ever worn by a Republican politician? 

‘* British free trade !’’—those who utter the cry know that England 
rules the markets of the world; that her sails whiten. every sea; that 
her flag floats in every port, and they know, for many of them are sens- 
ible, well-informed statesmen, that it is the restriction upon our com- 
merce which has destroyed our carrying trade and driven our ships 
from the sea. 

‘* British free trade !’’—they know that the severest blow which could 
be inflicted upon Great Britain would be the one aimed at her commer- 
cial supremacy, by the competition of the United States with her in 
the markets of the world. They know that in the race for power this 
nation is held back by the selfish hand of monopoly, and handicapped 
by unnecessary burdens, and that unrestrained and freed she would 
outstrip her rival. 

These gentlemen know that Gladstone, ‘‘ the grand old man,’’ who 
would not surrender principle for place, position, or power, speaking to 
his own people, said that England, so far as her supremacy as a com- 
mercial nation was concerned, had nothing to fear so long as the United 
States kept her giant strength fettered by unnecessary protective laws. 
The wise statesman who honors the position he holds as President ot 
this great country desires to destroy the power of England in the marts 
of trade. He desires to defeat her in the competition for commer- 
cial supremacy, and wishes to place the United States in a condition 
to meet and conquer her ancient enemy in every country on the globe, 
and make “‘ the stars and stripes ’’ the emblem of power on land and 
sea. To do this he has advised a course by the revision of our unwise 
revenue laws, so that ‘‘ our people may have the opportunity of extend- 
ing their sales beyond the limits of home consumption—saving them 
from the depression, interruption in business, and loss caused by a 
glutted domestic market, and affording their employs more certain 
and steady labor, with its resulting quiet and contentment.’’ And 
when he, with the party he represents, desires to enter into commer- 
cial war with England our ears are assailed by the false clamor of 
demagogues who shout, ‘‘ British free trade!’’ whilst they would let the 
flag of Great Britain, covering the commerce of the world, float de- 
fiantly in every breeze. Besides this, our President would teach Eng- 
land and all other foreign powers that American citizens shall be hon- 
ored abroad as well as at home. In the great work he has set out to 
perform he should have the aid of all good citizens, and he is buta 
traitor to his country who dares to attempt to stay his course. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. McCREARY. I now yield to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. CumMINGs]. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask this House to assume that 
the Clerk has just read for the benefit of the House Victor Hugo's de- 
scription of the devil-fish in the Toilers of the Sea. Assuming that 
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no amendments would be in order. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘*Vo 
4 Mr. COCKRAN. Iask the yeas and nays on this question. , i G 
Mr. McCREARY. Let the yeas and nays be taken on the 


of the bill. 
Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. At the request—— [Cries of ‘‘] ‘ 
order!’ ] 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the v ( 
engrossment and third reading of the bill. ‘ 


Mr. WHITE, of New York. I ask unanimous consent to stri ( t 








oT 
Mr. McMILLIN. Regular ‘ 
Mr. WHITE, of New York. una ous consent to e|< ¢ 
bill by striking out the first s¢ 
Mr. McMILLIN. I rise to a question of order. ( Her > 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. McMILLIN. regular order having been demanded, the | ,; 
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gentleman has no right to submit a request for unanimous consent. ( 1, Holmes ( 
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Vandever, Weaver, Wickham, Wilson, W. Va. 
Walker, Weber, Wilkinson, Yardley, 
Varner, Wheeler, Williams, Yoder, 
Washington, White, Ind, Wilson, Minn, Yost. 
NAYS—4. 
Bayne, Dalzell, Lind, White, N.Y. 
NOT VOTING—Il41. 
Adams Davidson, Fla. Jackson, Randall, 
Allen, Mass, De Lano, Johnston, Ind, Rayner, 
Allen, Mich. Dingley, Jones, Reed, 
Alien, Miss, Dorsey, Kennedy, Richardson, 
Arnold, Dunham, Ketcham, Rockwell, 
Atkinson, Elliott, Lawler, Russell, Conn 
Belden, Enloe, Lehlbach, Rusk, 
Belmont, Ermentrout, Lodge, Scott, 
Biggs, Felton, Long, Shaw, 
Blanchard, Finley, Lyman, Sherman, 
Bliss, Fisher, Maffett, Simmons, 
Boothman, Fitch, Mansur, Snyder, 
Boutelle, Flood, Mason, Spinola, 
Bowen, Ford, Matson, Spooner, 
Brewer, Gaines, Mct ‘omas, Springer, 
Brower, Gallinger, McCormick, Steele, 
Brown, Ohio Glover, McKinley, Stewart, Tex. 
Brown, J... Va. Goff, McKinney, Stewart, Vt. 
Lrumm, Granger, McRae, Stockdale, 
Buchanan, Greenman, Merriman, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Burnett, Grosvenor, Milliken, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Butler, Grout, Montgomery, Thomas, Ky. 
Bynum, Harmer, Morgan, Thomas, [1]. 
Campbell, F., N.Y. Hatch, Morse, Thomas, Wis, 
Campbell, Ohio Hayden, Neal, Tillman, 
Candler, Hiestand, Newton, Townshend, 
Clardy, Hires, O’ Donnell, Turner, Ga. 
Clark, Hooker, O’ Ferrall, Wade, 
Cogswell, Hopkins, Il. Outhwaite, West, 
Collins, Hopkins, N.Y. Parker, Whiting, Mass, 
Cooper, Hopkins, Va. Patton, Whiting, Mich. 
Cox, Houk, Perry, Whitthorne, 
Cuteheon, Hovey, Phelan, Wilber, 
Darlington, Howard, Phelps, Wilkins, 
Davenport, Hudd, Pideock, Wise, 
Davidson, Ala, Hunter, Pugsley, Woodburn. 


So the bill was passed. 

By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. MCCREARY, the reading 
of the names was dispensed with. 

The following pairs were announced, until further notice: 

Mr. Cox with Mr. CoopEr. 

Mr. CoMPTON with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. McComaAs. 

Mr. McRAE with Mr. Dorsey. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. Lona. 

Mr. HooKER with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. DINGLEyY. 

Mr. NEWTON with Mr. JACKSON. 

Mr. MATSON with Mr. Hovey. 

Mr. StmMoONS with Mr. Brown, of Ohio. 

Mr. HatcH with Mr. Srewart, of Vermont. 

Mr. CoLLINs with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. McKINLEY. 

Mr. BouTELLE with Mr. WISE. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. JosEpH D. TAYLOR. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. JoHNSTON, of Indiana. 

Mr. MANSUR with Mr. WARNER. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. BREWER. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. MERRIMAN with Mr. FARQUHAR. 

Mr. FISHER with Mr. LEHLBACH, 

Mr. BOWEN with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. VANCE with Mr. Russe, of Connecticut. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. O’ DONNELL. 

Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. CHEADLE. 

Mr. DAvipson, of Alabama, with Mr. PAtrTon. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. Yost, 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. Grout. 

Mr. Forp with Mr. GUENTHER. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. PUGSLEY. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. CLARDY with Mr. WEsT. 

Mr. PERRY with Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. MAson, 

Mr. Briaas with Mr. Morrow. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. THomas, of Illinois. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. HUNTER. 

Mr. Morse with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts, 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, with Mr. Reep. 

Mr. HOWARD with Mr. Hopkins, of Illinois. 

Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. TARSNEY. 

Mr. Hupp with Mr. ARNOLD. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. Moore. 
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Mr. Prpcock with Mr. PHELPs. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. CoGSwWELL. 

Mr. MORGAN with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. Hovuk. 

Mr. LAWLER wiih Mr. DE LAno. 

Mr. McKINNEY with Mr. BooTrHMAN, 

Mr. DAvripson, of Florida, with Mr. O’Nery, of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. KENNEDY. 

Mr. BLoun?t with Mr. PETeERs. 

Mr. JONES with Mr. HARMER. 

The following pairs were announced for this day: 

Mr. Biss with Mr. BROWER. 

Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. SHAW with Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. Hopkins, of New York. 

Mr. Hopkins, of Virginia, with Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I wish to state that I am paired 
with the gentleman from Florida, Mr. DAvyipson. I amof the opinion 
that if he were present he would vote ‘‘ay,’’ and I have therefore 
voted ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I desire to say that my colleague, 
Mr. HooKER, is absent, but if present he would vote ‘‘ ay.’’ 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. My colleagues, Mr. LAWLER and Mr. 
SPRINGER, are absent. If present, they would vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. CHEADLE. Iam paired with the gentleman from Tennessec, 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I am satisfied if he were present he would vote 
‘*ay,’’ and I desire to have my name called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman in the Hall when 
his name was called ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I did not vote, as Iam paired with the gentleman 
from Tennessee, who if present would have voted ‘‘ ay.’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman does not place himself 
under the rule so that he could now vote. 

Mr. CHEADLE. There are points under which I am permitted to 
vote under the pair. That is in case the vote is not a political ques- 
tion—and it certainly is not contended this is a political question—and 
to make a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
imous consent. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. 
tleman be permitted to vote. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Iam paired withthe gentleman from Michigan, 
Mr. Forp. I voted ‘‘ay’’ because if he were present he would vote 
“ ay.” 

Mr. WARNER. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. MANsuR, and 
voted ‘‘ay,’’ as, if he were present, he would vote ‘‘ ay.’’ 

Mr. MORGAN. I voted ‘‘ay,’’? Mr. Speaker. I am paired with 
Mr. MILLIKEN, of Maine, and desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. McMILLIN. My colleague, Mr. NEAL, wascalled home by sick- 
ness, and I desire to make this announcement, as, if he were present, he 
would vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. MORROW. I voted ‘‘ay,’’ though I am paired with my col- 
league, Mr. Biaas. If he were here, he would vote ‘‘ay.”’ 

Mr. BACON, My colleague, Mr. SPrnoLa, is absent on account of 
sickness. If present, he would vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I voted inadvertently. Being paired 
with the gentleman from Maine, Mr. Rerep, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I desire to say, for the information 
of the House, that Iam paired with Mr. BOWDEN, and voted ‘‘ay.’’ 
As I understand, if he were present he would vote ‘‘ay.”’ 

I desire also to state that my colleague, Mr. Cox, whose pair has been 
announced, is absent on account of illness, and I am authorized to say 
that if he were here he would vote for the bill. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I am paired with the gentleman from New 
Hampshire, Mr. MCKINNEY, who is not present, and I therefore with- 
hold my vote. If he were present, I should vote ay. The gentleman 
from New Hampshire, I believe, if present, would also vote ay. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. CurcHEon, 
on all political questions. He is at home sick, I am sorry to say. 
Although I am. paired with him on political questions I am entirely 
satisfied that if he were present he would vote ‘‘ay,’’ and therefore | 
have voted ‘‘ay.”’ 

Mr. McCREARY. 


The gentleman can only vote by unan- 


Iask unanimous consent that the gen- 


My colleague, Mr. MONTGOMERY, is detained at 
home by sickness, If he were present he would vote for this bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. My colleague, Mr. MCRAE, is also absent by 
reason of sickness in his family. If he were present he weuld vote 
ea 2? 

Mr. WILKINSON. My colleague, Mr. BLANCHARD, is absent, but 
is paired. I did not hear his name called. 

The result of the vote was then armounced as above recorded. 

Mr. McCREARY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce to the Hou as UX nmerce. 
that it is the purpose of the Committee on Territories to make an elflort CAMERON present ( , 
to take up and dispose of the Oklahoma bill on Tuesday. g¢ tor the repeal o ' c 
At 5 o'clock and 20 minutes p. m. the House adjourned. geists as liquor ! 1 Ww pra A 
= 1 rin ( 
PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. M LRRIS | nted H. } Ma- 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced V20GE, Weer ; - e- : Co ; ‘ eat 
and referred as indicated below: ai . oe , : 
By Mr. BURNES: A bill (H. R. 11389) granting a pension to Aaron 
J. Waltz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Mr. TURPIE, from the Com m Pe 
By Mr. CARLTON: A bill (H. R. 11390) for the relief of Joel A. | ferred the following bills, reported t i : 
Billups—to the Committee on War Claims. mitted reports thereon 
— A bill (H. R. 10504) granting a pension to M 1 
PETITIONS, ETC. | A bill (H. R. 10224) granting a pension to Elias H. H 1 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, | A bill (H. R. 8993) for the relief of Shadrack W. Brow 
under the rule, and referred as follows: | Mr. PELLER, from the Committee on Pubit Lands, t 
By Mr. BLAND: Papers in the claim of John Casey, for a pension referred the bill (S. 312 additional land o 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. State of Colorado, repor amendment 
By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of heir of William Worthy, deceased, ». 
late of Whitfield County; widow of James Masters, deceased, Whit- Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3528) to aut ize tl u 
field County, Georgia, and of D. W. Hampton, for reference of their | tion of a bridge across the Coosa River at Gadsd« ‘la: w » was 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. read twice by its title, and. with the accompa y pape ; ito 
Also, petition of citizens of Paulding County, Georgia, asking cer- | the Committee on Commerce. ; 
tain amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3529) granting a pension to Mrs 
on Commerce, +i aes : . Elizabeth E. Tuttle; which was read twice its title, and referred to 
By Mr. DUNN: Petition of citizens of Sharp County, Arkansas, the Conuaittes on Pensions. 
praying that cotton bagging be put upon the free-list—to the Commit- He also introduced a bill (S. 3530) granting a pension to Miss Hatt 
tee on Ways and Means. , A. Dada; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the ( 
By Mr. GEST: Proof in support of the pension claim of Eugene | )ittee on Pensions. 
Durst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 3531) for the relief of Felix 
: By Mr. GRIMES: Petition of L. L. Stanford, J. L. Dennis, and *. | McKitterick; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
E. Fort, committee of Harris County (Georgia) Grange, for relief of ag Committee on Claims. F 
riculturists—to the Committee on Ways and Means. AMENDMENTS TO BILLS 
stl Mr. MORGAN, Mr. CALL, and Mr. EVARTS submitted amendments 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 


EXEC COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting for the consid- 
eration of Congress additional estimates of deficiencies in certain ap- 
propriations for the service of the District of Columbia as submitted by 
the commissioners of the District, amounting to $401.49; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report from the Quartermaster-General of the 
action taken by him in compliance with the provisions of an act for 
the relief of Edward Fitzgerald, approved May 24, 1888; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of August 20, 
1888, reports from the Quartermaster-General and Commissary-General 
of Subsistence in regard to the claims for commissary and quartermas- 
ter’s supplies upon which there has been adverse departmental action, 
and requesting an appropriation to farther comply with the resolution; 
which was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, this com- 
munication, with the accompanying papers, will be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to call the attention of the chairman of 
the Committee on Claims [Mr. SPooNER] to the communication. | 
think it should go to the Committee on Claims and not be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the suggestion of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts is probably best. 

The communication, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Acting 
Chief of Engineers relative to the blocking of commerce through the 
St. Clair Flats Canal, Michigan, caused by the grounding of certain 
vessels, and recommending action in regard to the matter; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of De 

Kalb County, Alabama, praying for certain amendments of the inter- 
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intended to be proposed by them respectively to the general deficiency 





appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOLPH. I offer amendments intended to be proposed to : 
bill (H. R. 8990) to provide for the adjudication and payment of claim 
arising from Indian depredations, now before the Committee on | 
dian Affairs. I ask unanimous consent in offering the amendmen ) 
follow the plan adopted by « committee in reporting a bill witha 
ments, and let the amendments as printed show the part stricken t 

| and the part inserted. I think that would be more convenient to t 
committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro te npore. The proposed ime 1é! 
received, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs lL] é 
suggested by the Senator from Oregon. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS 
On motion of Mr. EVARTS, it was 
Ordered, That George Lane have leave to writhdraw h f t es 
of the Senate. 
PACIFIC RAILROAD COMMISSION REPORT 

Mr. TURPIE. I offer the resolution which I send to tl de nd 
[I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resoiution will be 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That 500 copies additional of the report of the Pa ( 
mission made in January, 1888, be published for the use of the S¢ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not advised whet 
the number proposed would exceed the limit of cost that would ren- 
der it necessary to refer the resolution tothe Committee on Printing. 

Mr. TURPIE. The former order was 200 copies, and Senators re- 
ceived but one copy each. I think the number suggested | not ex- 
ceed the limit. 

The PRESIDENT pro temp re. Perhaps to avoid difficult Lie ré - 
lution might be referred to the Committee on Printing and reported 


during the day. 


Mr. TURPIE. If that reference be made I hope I shall b lowed 
to express the wish that the resolution will receive early and favorable 
consideration from that committee. The report is an i rtant one 
and the subject is of general interest. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon further inquiry the Chair is 
satisfied that the resolution of the Senator from Indiana need not be 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply desire to say that there seems to be an im- 


| pression out among the people that that report has not been printed 
at all, and I think under the circumstances we ought to print as many 
copies of it as is consistent with the duty of the Senate, so that the 
| public as well as the Senate of the United States may see what the 
port is. I understand that the resolution only contemplates 
few copies for the use of the Senate itself. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without the 


ry 


a 


evidence? 
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Mr. CULLOM. May I inquire whether there has bees any consid- | 
erable number of coy { that report printed with the evidence ? 

Mr. TURPIE. ‘lwo hundred copies were printed for the use of the 
Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the resolution will be adopted at any rate. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the resolution by substituting 5,000 | 


copies for 500 copies. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter Clerk. In the first line of the resolution it is proposed 
to strike out **500’’ and insert * 5,000;’’ so as to make the resolution 
read: 

Resolved, That 5,000 copies additional of the report of the Pacific Railroad 
Commission, made in January, 1588, be published for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. TURPIE. I have no objection at all to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Massachusetts if it does not occasion a delay of 
the resolution by a reference of it to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the amend- 
ment, if agreed to, would require a reference to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. HOAR. It will not take a delay of two days. 
on Printing always report such things instantly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Maryland 
i Mr. GORMAN] who, I believe, is the only member of the Committee 
on Printing present, whether that committee has considered a resolu- 
tion for the printing of the Pacific Railroad Commission report? 

Mr. GORMAN. I think not, but we hope to have a meeting to day 
on that subject, and I think probably during the day we shall be able 
to report it. 

Mr. HOAR. 
tended to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to state again that there has been an im- 
pression in the public mind that the report is kept within the control 
of the Senate and not allowed to go to the public. If there has beenany 
such disposition as that on the part of anybody, I desire that the Sen- 
ate shall show a disposition to let the people know what the evidence 
is that has been taken on the subject, and let the country see it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I-understand the report has been printed. 
tainly have a copy of it on my table now. 

Mr. TURPIE. Only 200 copies have been printed, one for each 
penator. ; 

Mr. PLUMB. 

Mr. TURPIE. 


The Committee 


The Senator from Maryland will see that it is at- 


I cer- 


I have sent away, I think, two copies. 
Then the Senator has had more than his share. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwill state to the Senator from Kansas that the 
usual number has been printed, which is 1,900 copies. As to the order 
for an extra number of copies, the Committee on Printing, I under- 
stand, are waiting for the estimate required under the law to be sub- 
mitted before the resolution is reported. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator state that there have been 1,900 
copies already printed? 

Mr. GORMAN. Iunderstand the usual number, 1,900 copies, have 
been already printed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was inquired of about it and I sent to the docu- 
ment-room and to the Printing Office, and got the information that 
the document had been printed in the ordinary way, that the usual 
number had been printed. So far as it was known in either place there 
had been no delay made which was not inevitable upon the printing 
of so large a mass of matter. But if there is a proposition to print a 
larger number for distribution, that I know nothing about. 

Mr. HOAR. It is quite obvious that this resolution of the Senator 
from Indiana, unless it be amended, will not answer his own purpose. 
It will give only 7 copies to each Senator for distribution, and wher- 
ever there is any public interest in the matter there will not be enough 
to satisfy the demand. So it seems to me the number ought to be en- 
larged. 

‘The Senator fears that there may be some delay by a reference. We 
are assured by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] that the 
Committee on Printing expect to have a meeting to-day, so they will 
be able to report it very likely in the course of the day. I hope, 
therefore, the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. McPHERSON, If there is any delay about the matter of print- 
ing 5,000 copies of this report,I hope that the report as already made, 
to wit, the printing of 1,900 copies, which I understand the Senator 
from Maryland to say the committee have ordered, will be made at once. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That order has already been made. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I have had repeated requests for this report, 
and I have been unable to obtain it. There is an impression in the 
public mind that by some agency or other the report is being suppressed. 
I presume I have had applications from my own State from more than 
one hundred people who desire the report, and I have been unable to get 
a single copy for distribution. 1 hope the resolution will be agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. May Linquire of the Senator from New Jersey if he can 
supply the demands of hisown constituents if he isgiven only 7 copies ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Notatall. If we would print the 1,900 copies 
at once and order 4,500 more it would be a great deal better. 

Mr. CULLOM. I anderstand that the 1,900 have been already 
printed. The Senator irom Maryland so stated. 
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Mr. MCPHERSON, 
tion in the Capitol. 

Mr. GORMAN. So far from there being any foundation for the im- 
pression alluded to by the Senator from New Jersey, that it has 
out to the country that there is any attempt to suppress this report, it 
is as far from the truth asanything possibly could be. It is like many 
other idle reports. When the Senate orders a document to be printed, 
the usual number, 1,900 copies, isprinted. This document went through 


Where are they? They are not for distribu 


fone 


| the usual process and 1,900 copies were printed, one copy of it being 


supplied to every Senator and the remainder disposed of as the law re- 
quires. Senators may find in the document-room extra copies, if they 
have not been already disposed of. 

All know that members of the Committee on Printing have been ab- 
sent, and the Committee on Printing have not had an opportunity to 
consider any resolution for an extra number of copies. There has been 
no attempt on the part of anybody tosuppress the document, and there 
is no excuse for such a statement by the public press, here or elsewhere. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I suppose the Senator from Maryland wili un- 
derstand that there is no criticism upon the committee because of the 
absence of a resolution before the committee to increase the number 
beyond that required by the rules of the Senate. Certainly the com- 
mittee would not be expected to act upon the matter without having 
a resolution before them. Surely I have no intention to criticise the 
committee in any sense or form. The committee state that they have 
already had printed 1,900 copies, all that they are allowed under the 
rule to print, and that is sufficient. Butthis report was made last De- 
cember and submitted to the Senate, and so far as I know no copies of 
it can be obtained now in the document-room; at least I inquired a 
few days ago for copies there and they had not yet reached the docu- 
ment-room. There is some fault somewhere. Where it is I shall not 
undertake to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution as amended will be 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the coneurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 200) granting a pension to Walter O. Watson; 

A bill (H. R. 2471) granting a pension to Anna M. Noyes; ° 

A bill (H. R. 2472) granting a pension to Lydia A. Eaton; 

A bill (H. R. 2788) granting a pension to Lieut. George T. Russell; 

A bill (H. R. 3908) increasing the pension of Jesse L. Garrett; 

A bill (H. R. 5174) granting a pension to Statira Young; 

A bill (H. R. 6409) for the relief of Perry R. Nye; 

A bill (H. R. 7485) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan V. Wilcox, 
mother of Martin V. Wilcox; 

A bill (H. R. 8553) granting a pension to Arabella Davis; 

A bill (H. It. 9106) granting a pension to Peter Liner; 

A bill (H. R. 9370) granting a pension to Susan Bates, widow of 
Thomas Bates, late private Company A, Twenty-sixth Regiment Mich- 
igan Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 9862) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Bair; 

A bill (H. R. 10068) granting a pension to Lieut. Starkey R. Powell, 
of Black Hawk war; : 

A bill (H. R. 10159) granting a pension to Jenny Buell; 

A bill (H. R. 10171) granting a pension to Rachel Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. 10173) granting a pension to Catharine Mulligan; 

A bill (H. R. 10661) granting a pension to Mrs. Sophia Vogelsang; 

A bill (H. R. 10687) granting a pension to Charles Junot; 

A bill (H. R. 10708) granting a pension to Jane E. Knoble; 

A bill (H. R. 10827) for the relief of Catharine Teegardin; 

A bill (H. R. 11005) granting a pension to Ester Gaven; 

A bill (H. R. 11222) granting a pension to Elizabeth Heickler; 

A bill (H. R. 11243) granting a pension to Mary E. McQueen; and 

A bill (H. R. 11309) to empower the President to carry out the pur- 
poses of an act entitled ‘“‘An act to authorize the President of the 
United States to protect and defend the rights of American fishing ves- 
sels, American fishermen, American trading and other vessels in certain 
cases, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 3, 1887. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 1988) granting a pension to H. R. Blakiston; 

A bill (8S. 2576) granting a pension to Richard Hudson; 

A bill (S. 2750) to increase the pension of Samuel A. Tate; and 

A bill (S. 3186) granting a pension to Christian Winkel. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills with amendments, in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 1488) granting an increase of pension to Louisa V. de Kil- 
patrick, widow of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick, United States Volun- 
teers; 

A bill (S. 2728) granting an increase of pension to Margaret S. Heint- 
zelman; and 
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ests of the Republican party in the pending canvass, and whether publication 
of the matter so prepared bas been published by an employé of the Senate with 


his official cuaracter printed thereon, and what legislation is necessary to pre- 
vent and punish such conduct, and that said committee report by bill or other- 
wise, 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri the other 
day spoke with some severity, one might almost say with some con- 


tempt, of the doctrine which is known popularly by the name of civil- | 


service reform. Considering that some of the persons who were zeal- 
ous advocates of that reform have adopted the present Executive as 


the exponent of their theories and as a practical example of the excel- | 


lent doctrine which they propose, I am not surprised at the opinions 
of the Senator from Missouri; but I desire to say for myself, that who- 


ever may have changed his mind, or whoever without a change of | 


mind may have expressed disapprobation of the endeavor to divorce 
ihe civil service of this country from politics, my own opinion upon 
that question, which I have often expressed, remains unchanged. 

I think it is one of the worst things in the present administration of 
our politics that the offices which are created for the service of the peo- 
ple should be used to bribe them. Neither party, no party that has 
ever had any considerable power in State or nation in this country is 
free from reproach in this matter. We have seen the civil officers of the 
country, paid from the public Treasury, first becoming the large and 
perhaps the chief instrumentality of political management by the party 
in power, 

‘That, after getting thoroughly established, as it was, in our political 
methods, was succeeded by a state of things which was still worse, and 
the civil servants of the country, the men in the Treasury Department, 
in the Post-Office, and in other branches of the public service became, 
and were expected to become, prominent and active politicians, Some- 
times a man holding a seat in the Senate, sometimes a man aspiring to 
a seat in the Senate, sometimes holding a seat in the other House, or 
an executive oflicer of a State, and sometimes a man aspiring to that 
otlice, would get the ear of the appointing power, and members of the 
same party would be appointed and displaced as they favored or did 
not favor the aspirations of particular ambitious politicians. I think 
that was all wrong. I think it was corrupt. I think it was of evil 
example and influence; and it ought to have been suppressed. 

But that is a very different thing from the doctrine which the Sena- 
tor from Missouri avows. I think the public servants of this country 
(except those who are expected to carry out the political policies in 
the administration of the President, who should have a liberal con- 
struction of that rule) should be chosen without regard to their polit- 
ical opinions, just as the officers of a church or the officers of a bank 
are chosen. I think it can be done. I think the civil-service law 
passed in the Congress before the last was a step towards that accom- 
plishment, and has worked well as far as it has been fairly and properly 
carried ont. 

I was in hopes when the present Executive came in that he would 
take another firm, forward step in the same direction, and I was corre- 
spondingly disappointed whcn I found that he was turning out nearly 
every Territorial judge in this country. Surely, if anybody, such offi- 
cers should be removed from political considerations in the question ot 
their appointment or their continuance in service. In those cases a 
Republican was displaced by a Democrat. The President has not done 
any worse in that matter than some of his predecessors, and I do not 
say this by way of reproach to him, but he certainly in that respect 
has not done any better. 

However, that is a very different thing from saying that when a civil 
servant is appointed and continued in the civil service, as he ought to 
be, solely on considerations of fitness and honesty and fidelity in the 
service, he should be debarred from any of the privileges and rights or 
active citizenship. No pressure ought to be put upon an officer for par- 
tisan service or for partisan contribution, especially by the appointing 
power; but I hold that an officer of this Government is just as much 
entitled to express his opinion on the stump, by attending caucuses, 
by political activity, by the preparation of publications like the one 
referred to in the resolution or the one which has been referred to by the 
Senator from Kansas, as an officer of a church or an officer of a bank. 
When Mr. McKee wishes to give an assurance of his competency, or 
thoroughness, or fidelity, in a publication like that, I do not see why 
he is not as much entitled to add to his political pamphlet that he is a 
clerk in the employ of the Senate of the United States as the Senator 
from Missouri is to add to a pamphlet edition of one of his speeches 
that he is a Senator from the State of Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. AsI understand the Senator, then, if he will permit 
me, he thinks it is perfectly legitimate for an employé of the Senate, 
over his official signature, to issue a partisan pamphlet. 

Mr. HOAR. I donot know what the Senator means by the term 
‘over his official signature.’’ 

Mr. VEST. As this pamphlet contains it, ‘* Assistant Librarian ot 
the Senate.’’ 

Mr. HOAR. LIunderstand. That is just what I am talking about. 
I say that the assistant librarian of the Senate may make a compilation 

_of arguments, if he thinks he can be useful to his fellow-citizens in 
that way, and in that way can exert his honest right as an American 
citizen in favor of one view or the other of the tariff, in favor of one 
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view or the other of the national-banking system, or anything else, and 
| he may add on the title page of a document that he publishes the nano 
| of any office which he holds which entitles him to trust and confide yea 
or respect just as much as the Senator from Missouri. , 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is only printed. 

Mr. HOAR. It isonly printed there. There is no signature. [t js 
not over his official signature, but he makes known the fact that he 
holds that office just as the Senator from Missouri would add the fact 
that he held his present office of Senator. 

_ It seems to me that the opponents of this reform have misunderstood 
its purpose and theory, as much as its pretended friends. Near the 


| close of the last administration the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 


HEES], a bitter and zealous opponent of this proposition, who I regret 
not now to see in his seat, offered a bill which I should like to have the 
Secretary read and have the Senator from Missouri listen to. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
A bill to prohibit officers and employés of the United States from contributing 
money for political purposes. “3 
Be it enacted, ete,, That it shall not be lawful forany person holding any office 





under the United States, or any employé thereof, to contribute or pay to any 
committee or person, or into any fund, any money, property, or valuable thing 
for any political purpose whatsoever, or to pay any assessment or percentage 
upon the income or emoluments of his office or position for any political pur- 
pose, or to give, lend, advance, or pay any money, property, or valuable thing 
with the intent, or with the assent, permission, or understanding, that the same 
may be applied to or for any political purpose whatsoever, or to himself or her- 
self apply the same to any political purpose. No head of a Department or 
other superior officer shall himself collect, or permit or allow any other person 
to collect or receive, from any officer or employé in his Department or under 
his supervision, or from any other officer or employé whatsoever, any assess- 
ment, percentage, contribution, gift, loan, oradvance of any money, property, 
or valuable thing, with the intent, understanding, or permission that the same 
shall or may be used for any political purpose. 

Ske, 2, That any person who shall violate any provision of this act shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished 
by imprisonment for a term not exceeding six months, and, in the discretion of 
the court, by a fine not exceeding $5,000, and, on conviction, shall be forever 
thereafter disqualified from holding any office of honor, profit, or trust under 
the United States. Any officer of the United States who shall violate any pro- 
vision of this act shail, in addition to such imprisonment and fine, be deemed 
and taken to have vacated the office by him held. 


Mr. HOAR. I send to the Secretary’s desk a few remarks made by 
the Senator from Indiana in favor of that bill. The remarks which are 
marked I should like to have read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. VoorHEEs introduced a bill (S. 1511) to prohibit officers and employés of 
the United States frum contributing money for political purposes; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. Vooruess. In connection with the bill I have introduced, if the Senate 
will indulge me a moment, i should like to say a few words. 

It is perfectly notorious and known, I think, toall, that at thistime, in spite of 
existing laws and in violation of them, political assessments are going on pretty 
much the same as ever. Men are not required to contribute, perhaps; and it 
may be said in one sense they voluntarily contribute; but it is simply that vol- 
untary action which is produced by fear of losing his place, performed for the 
purpose of making himself solid and square with political managers, 

I am prepared to show under proper circumstances the fact that money for 
political purposes is being raised now throughout the various Departments of 
this Government. The bill which I have introduced is the only bill and the 
only legislation which will cure this evil; that is, to make it a penal offense on 
the part of the contributor to make such contributions; not merely to punish 
the offender, but to punish the man who pays. That may seem like harsh leg- 
islation; so it does; yet ninety-nine out of ever. hundred of the officials desire 
such legislation, desire to be armed with such an answer to those political man- 
agers and machine bosses who come here and walk through these corridors and 
look at clerks with a significance which is well understood. I have seen some 
of these gentlemen around here within the last few weeks flitting about like 
birds of prey, of evil omen. I wish to arm the poor clerk—who needs every 
cent he gets and more, too, to support his wife and children—with an answer 
to these men that he can not contribute money for such purposes without lay- 
ing himself liable to the penalties of the law. 


Mr. BUTLER. What is the date of that proceeding? 

The CHIEF CLERK. February 12, 1884. 

Mr. HOAR. I stated that it was near the close of the last adminis- 
tration. 

Mr. President, here are a bill and a speech by an eminent Demo- 
cratic member of this body implying that he thinks, if he has not 
changed his mind, that the present Chief Executive Magistrate of this 
country ought to be sent to the penitentiary, ought at once to vacate 
his office, and ought to be rendered incapable of holding any office of 
trust under the Government hereafter. He says that the people who 
made these contributions were inspired by the fear of losing their office, 
and I suppose nobody would question that that high official was in- 
spired very actively by the fear of losing his office. 

I do not cite that as indicating any agreement of mine with the hon- 
orable Senator from Indiana. Indeed, I think that a public officer is as 
much entitled to make contributions voluntarily and of hisown thought 
to a political cause in which he is interested as any private citizen, and 
that the doctrine of civil-service reform rests on no such theory as that 
which the Senator from Missouri bases this resolution upon or as that 
which the Senator from Indiana based this bill upon. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I must be permitted to express my sur- 
prise at the statement of the Senator from Massachusetts that there is 
any parallel between a speech or an utterance by a member of the Sen- 
ate and the publication of such a book as that which I have produced 
here, emanating from Mr. McKee, an employé of the Senate. A part 
of my functions, and those of every other Senator of the United States, 
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Mr. VEST. Itisa part of my duty. I am sent here by the people ybody in the classified \ the ¢ 
of Missouri for that purpose, and so far is this doctrine carried and t ulter the President or t dof the D 
duty enforced that under the Constitution and laws of the United States | mov him? 
every member of either House of Congress has an immunity from ar- Mr. VEST. I t ma rf ihvy ul « 
rest and annoyance by reason of anything he may say in either Hous this rea that the spirit the law inderstood 
in debate. The whole spirit and autonomy of our Government con- | the President ildt t no 
template that the representatives of the people shall exercise th of opinion with him or I nd it was unde 
highest functions and their most sacred duties when they expr e- endments were voted and the debat ows (and [1 
fore the whole American people the ir opinions upon all questions, po- | it as well as if it had happ« t h ) 
litical and otherwise, 1¢ come within the jurisdiction of Congress. lican loves should 1 n in the bureaus and 
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of the Chamber, because in the remarks which I submitted the other | within itself a provision to make it equitable and just to a 
i day I distinctly asserted that if any Democratic employé was guilty | of the United States. 
of this thing he ought to be punished in just the same degree as a Ri All I have ever said, and I repeat it here as I h 

‘ publican employé, and I intended nothing invidious in the language I } where, is that I believe with equal qualification 
employed. | political party in power should hold the ministerial « 3 

I did not propose to discuss the matter at all to-day; but as the Sen- | ernment as well as the political offices. I believe it i t 
ator from Massachusetts has alluded to the fact that I had declared pub- | est, fair, and legitimate in every sense of theterm. It 
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want to say frankly what I think in regard to that law and what my | top to bottom, from end to end, and if the Demo 

position is about it. I voted forit. Those of us who were here at t! they should do the same thins ry 
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lican majority of the Senate passed that bill, retaining in office the Re-| A few words more and I am done with this subject 
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from Massachusetts satirically talks about the President of the United 
States and his civil-service reform. What is the history of this civil- 
service reform movement according to the record? In 1870 General 
Grant sent a message to Congress in which he asked that an appropria- 
tion of $25,000 be made to pay the expenses of a civil-service commis- 
sion. The message was strong, urgent, eloquent. Under this appeal 
the $25,000 appropriation was made. Mr. Dorman B. Eaton was put 
at the head of that commission. It remained in existence two years, 
with an annual appropriation for each of these years of $25,000. Then 
Congress, with an absolute and overwhelming Republican majority in 
both branches and a Republican President, declined to appropriate an- 
other dollar, and civil-service reform, as it was called, fell dead, pulse- 
less, at the hands of- the Republican party. 

General Grant was succeeded by Mr. Hayes, and although in his first 
and every subsequent message, I believe, he urged upon Congress the 
propriety of re-establishing this commission and making an appropri- 
ation annually of $25,000, the Republicans still holding the power in 
Congress, nothing was done. And in the succeeding administration 
General Garfield, who was an outspoken and eloquent advocate of civil- 
service reform when a member of the House of Representatives, in his 
first message recommended an appropriation of $25,000, but unavail- 
ingly and without effect. 

Mr. PLUMB. I know the Senator desires to be accurate. I there- 
fore call his attention to the fact that he says the Republicans had the 
entire legislative power during the entire Hayes administration. 

Mr. VEST. I said—andI know to what the Senator alludes—that 
they were still in power; they had the majority of power; they had the 
Chief Executive and the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. During the last two years of the Hayes administra- 
tion the Democrats had this body by ten majority, and they had the 
other House during his entire term. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. Let the Senator have the full benefit of 
his interjection. 

Mr. PLUMB. I only wanted that the Senator might be correct. 

Mr. VEST. Now we come to the next administration, the Presi- 
dent of the United States still being a Republican. Mr. Garfield urged 
upon Congress this appropriation, and no appropriation was made. Mr. 
Arthur urged the same appropriation, and it was not made. 

In 1883, the elections in the fall of that year having resulted most 
disastrously to the Republican party throughout the country, the 
House of Kepresentatives having gone Democratic by an overwhelm- 
ing majority, the Pendleton bill, as it was called, which is now in 
force, was acted on. It had been reported in the preceding session of 
Congress. It was reported from the committee to examine the several 
branches of the civil service. It came here, was placed upon the Cal- 
endar, no attention was paid to it, it was moribund and dead until 
after the elections in the fall of 1882. 

‘The country then went overwhelmingly Democratic. Weassembled 
here in December. Our friends on the other side with pale and ghastly 
faces looked at each other and asked, ‘‘ What is the reason of this most 
disastrous result in November last?’’ Then, under the dictation of 
the Republican caucus, to the astonishment of the whole country, the 
Pendleton bill, emanating from a Democrat, was taken up as a Repub- 
lican measure, passed through the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives, and became alaw. ‘That is the history of civil-service reform. 

For years and years this bill, which is said now by the Senator from 
Massachusetts always to have received his support, remained in the 
Presidents’ messages and afterward upon the Calendar without any 
notice being taken of it by the Republican party in the slightest de- 








ee. 

That is all I care to say about it. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose theSenator from Missouri in his last sentences 
did not mean to imply that I personally had not manifested my sup- 
port of the doctrine in season and out of season throughout all these 

ears. I certainly did everywhere. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have buta word tosay in regard 
to this subject. I have always made it arule when any Senator desires 
. an examination into the conduct of any officer of the Senate, or of any 
officer of the Government, or of any member of this body, to vote for 
the resolution of investigation as a matter of course. I shall vote for 
this resolution now. I think, therefore, the motion of the Senator from 
Kansas ought to have been withdrawn; and yetI feel bound tosay that 
Mr. McKee did nothing but what he had a lawful right to do, if it was 
done outside of office hours and without interfering with his official 
duties. The book he presents, instead of being a partisan document, 
contains extracts in favor of a particular idea, that is, the protection 
idea, extracts from messages of Presidents of the United States, from 
speeches of Senators and members of the House, carefully arranged 
with a view to aid any one who believes in that doctrine in expressing 
his opinions and fortifying his views. Although I believe that every- 
thing Mr. McKee did was right and proper, and that he will come be- 
fore this committee and with an open hand state exactly what he has 
done, I shall vote for the resolution and any amendment that will call 
out any information in regard to similar conduct by any oilicer of the 
Government, whether a Republican or a Democrat. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have withdrawn the motion to lay on the table. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SEPTEMBER 10, 





Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me to ask him a 
question before he takes his seat ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I have withdrawn the motion in order to enable the 
discussion to go on, and have not renewed it. 

Mr. VEST. I want to ask the Senator from Ohio—of course I do 
not choose to be put in the position of attacking this gentleman un- 
justly, who is not here on the floor of the Senate—does he mean to say 
that this book only contains a compendium ? ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Some parts of this book I have read and derived 
information from. 

Mr. VEST. ‘That is not the proposition. I have read it, and can 
show it in extenso, and I say that this book, so far from being a com- 
pendium, as the Senator says, of messages and speeches, contains the 
partisan comments of this gentleman upon Democratic speeches, ridi- 
culing them. The reductio ad absurdum is the slightest sort of argu- 
ment he uses. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Onught he not to ridicule doctrines that he believes 
to be offensive or unjust or absurd? Will you deny to an officer of the 
Senate, because he is an officer of the Senate, the right to publish his 
opinions? Certainly not. Itis true that here and there he makes 
comments in this compilation, for it is nothing but a compilation. 
Here is an introduction, commencing with Madison’s resolutions and 
Hamilton’s report, and closing with the Mills bill, in all two or three 
pages of matter, and then follows twelve hundred and fifty-four selec- 
tions arranged in alphabetical and numerical order. Each selection 
has a number, and so it goes, with here and there probably a mere 
phrase to hang on and connect the different clauses together; and if he 
does ridicule any opinions that are offensive to him, I do not see why 
he has not the right to do so. . 

Mr. VEST. Asan officer of the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not as an officer of the Senate. If he neglects 
his duty; if, in this investigation, which I hope will be granted, it shall 
be shown that Mr. McKee has neglected his duties, though he has the 
reputation of being one of the very best officers of the Senate; if it be 
shown that he did this at a time when he ought to have been doing 
something in regard to the public interests, then it would be different. 
But the idea of making complaints about this! 

I hope somebody will offer a general resolution to extend this inquiry 
so that we may know whether the statements made in the newspapers 
are true as to what is said to be done in the various offices of the Gov- 
ernment, and make it an object worth inquiring into. So faras Mr. 
McKee is concerned, I have no doubt he will come forward as an honest 
man and tell you why hedid this. He did not print his compilation 
at the public expense; the public has nothing to do with it; and I do 
not see any object in making any fuss about it. Ishall vote for the 
resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection, let me say to the 
Senator, to making this resolution as broad as possible. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not offer any amendment, because I do not 
choose to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] withdrew his motion to lay upon the table, as he said, for the 
purpose of enabling discussion to goon. -As he is not now present, 
the Chair will assume that it was his intention to renew it when the 
discussion ceased. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator stated, I think, a few moments ago 
when the Senator from Ohio was on the floor, that he had withdrawn 
that motion and had not renewed it, and I understood him to say that 
he did not intend to renew it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think he intended to renew it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question then recurs upon agree- 
ing to the resolution offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Ves}. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


TRANSIT OF GOODS IN BOND. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a previous day; which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. CULLoM Au- 
gust 30, 1888, as follows: 


Whereas the President of the United States in his message of August 23, 1888, 
concerning our relations with Canada, advises Congress that Article X XIX of 
the treaty of Washi: , which provided for the transit-of goods, wares, and 
merchandise in bond over the territory of the United States to or from Canada 
is no longer in force; and 

Whereas in the same message the President also advises Congress that sec- 
tion 3 of the act of March 1, 1873, passed to carry into effect the provisions of 
said Article X XTX is no longer in force; and 

Whereas section 3005 of the Revised Statutes only authorizes the transit 
through the territory of the United States of merchandise destined for Canada 
and arriving from at New York, Boston, Portland in Maine (or at such 
other gate as may be specially designated by the Secretary of the Treasury) : 
Therefore, 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate whether the transit in bond over or across the territory of 
the United States, without the pore of duty, of goods, and merchan- 
dise coming from Canada has nm permitted since July 1, 1885, when Article 
X XIX of the treaty of Washington, and section 3 of the actof 1, 1873, are 
said to have ceased to be in force; and, if s0, to what extent and by what au- 
thority of law. 


Mr. CULLOM. Iam willing to let that go upon the Calendar for 
the present. 


ee 
y “ 











a 
ae 
Ee 


is 


















































Va pywmcc ay A 
‘ 
CONGRESSIONAL 
The PRESIDENT : 
t] la 

Mr. MORGAN. Las ous co Sena 
a i which i t t 

i 3 b 1} ) t 10 3 ei I 
( 1] 3 rs ne a gth 

\ i < nr s€ y 

1a { r I A » 
} ) | < ( (a 
United Sta 1es i whe t Gove 1e1 t nited Sta 
~ it el lip D 
t - ~ 3 { gx « ept ia 
: ¢ | losses y th anid ¢ . ‘ en 
‘ re c 

I f of $2 
! ated of 5 I sul . ropriated, t 
Pp : rt ( nes i s t this cay s fu ! re ‘ a 
ini s sustair l by ¢ ese Ss s who e m e pream 
t t ‘ y to listr lto r ] ‘ 3 i 

‘ I * is ’ } 
Mr. MORGAN. If it ble to the & 
{ : : hill 
Lj . Isth 
Ya] 
pe ) Lid i 
‘ I passag ‘ 
6 to toa in 
i it i t ae | 1 tl t 
’ | ’¢ ¥ bv 4 
I F t t t hich wa 
{ i ta > il A ‘ ‘ { l _ In 
up by the S ¥ l n 
4 4 ] » lay 1 
s hav i ms « es in t pers iy 
\ lla i ex ! 
4 i \ i imed an the ‘ 
1 the ¢ of t ted States deni« i wher 
er! t of the Unit at inely, considering these it 1 . 
in? i the firm and a c idship between the United States and ¢ 
t high : t l 
‘ nal l rt uid 
have been subjecte utr r to 
tion of liability th ’ lenies), 
or ix e the Ist d 19.75 to ¢ ‘ 
ter «at this capita aif his 
full indemnity f -d by Chinese subj« 1s a 
said, and shall said sufferers and 
tives 
» treaty from which I have read the fifth article contains in sul 
stance the provision in this bill together with the appropriation i: 
bill of the sum of money necessary to extinguish this claim. ‘I 
Senate of the United States in passing upon this treaty made no ams 
ment to this fifth article; so that we have the conct nee of the P1 
dent and of the Senate in sending to China the negotiation as amend 
by the Senate containing this clause. We have now before us, up for 
almost immediate consideration, a bill which enacts for the peried ol 
five years to come the provisions of the first and second articles of 
treaty and also of the third article, excluding Chinese laborers from the 
United States. That bill may in its terms go toa very slight extent 
farther than the treaty engagement between the two governments, ev: 
as amended by the Senate, but the difference is insubstantial, it isn 
very material, between the bill and the treaty as we proposed it to 
China. 

The difference in the two cases is that in the Chinese treaty, which 
is now pending and being considered by that government, the exclu- 
sion of all laborers was to continue for a period of twenty years, be- 
ginning with the date of the exchange of ratifications; whereas the bill 
that has passed the Senate and is nowsubject to a motion to reconsider 
and a motion to lay that motion on the table, is supplementary to the 
act of 1882, and provides that during the operation or continuance of 
that act, which was limited to ten years, the exclusion of Chinese la- 
borers shall be absolute. So, then, treating the Articles I and II of 
this proposed negotiation and the bill that is now pending before the 

Se ao 
Senate as being substantially identical in their provisions, we find that 
the treaty makes provision for the exclusion of Chinese laborers fo1 
twenty years; whereas the bill, being a supplement to the act of 1822, 
would exclude them only for the remaining period of ten years from 
the date of that act, which would be not quite five years from this time. 
’ 1 q 

Now, in passing that bill, for which I have voted and for the princi- 
ples of which I am an advocate, I would very much prefer to introdu 
into that measure so much of the fifth article of the treaty that 
have sent to China as is embodied in the bill I have now introduced. 
Some few of the recitals are omitted, being unnecessary to give a full 


definition of the attitude of the United States towards China upon this 
subject. 


I do not wish that the Chinese Government should have any just | 


ground for the opinion that we are acting in a spirit of hostility or, as 
it may be called, of animosity towards the Chinese Government. That 
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that this exclusion must be worked out through the operation of our 
own laws and not through an engagement or agreement with China. 
I propose to adhere to that ground now that we have reached it. 

It has been charged that I have reached that ground with reluc- 
tance. That is not true. I have worked towards that ground as far 
and as fast as I could go, but I have not been willing to expose the 
commerce of $25,000,000 a year between the United States and China 
to any sudden shock by the enactment of a law which would give to 
China the option, the right, to declare that all of her commercial agree- 
ments with us were at an end if she chose so to declare; but since this 
treaty has been made, and since the declaration has gone forth from the 
Chinese minister in the solemn form that it is now presented to the 
United States Government, that it is the policy of the Chinese Em- 
pire that their people shall be prevented from coming here, I have felt 
myself from that moment of time at perfect liberty to co-operate with 
that sentiment on the part of the Chinese Empire and to enact laws of 
the United States which should prohibit their coming here. What is 
that declaration? I will repeat it, although it has been frequently 
read before the Senate. 


And whereas the Government of China, in view of the antagonism and much- 
deprecated and serious disorders to which the presence of Chinese laborers has 
given rise in certain parts of the United States, desires to prohibit the immigra- 
tion of such laborers from China to the United States, 

After that solemn declaration on the part of the Chinese Government, 
communicated through her minister to the President of the United 
States and by him to the Senate, and after we have returned a treaty 
with our own amendments upon it to the Chinese Government con- 
taining that same declaration, I feel that the battle has been won, so 
far as Chinese opinion or sentiment is concerned, and I feel that I am 
at liberty to respond to that condition of sentiment and opinion exist- 
ing here and also in China, and to fall back upon that which we never 
ought to have abandoned, the right of the people of the United States 
to exclude Chinese by law from coming into this country. 

The Senate of the United States received this declaration from China 
through the President of the United States as one worthy of considera- 
tion. The Senate, without changing it or expressing any disbelief in 
it, amended the treaty and sent this declaration back to China, which 
was the clearest and most forcible expression the Senate could give of 
its belief that China was sincere in making that declaration. Now, 
I will not stultify myself on this floor by saying that I doubt the sin- 
cerity of China in making a declaration of that kind through her min- 
ister. 

It is not necessary for me to do that for political or any other pur- 
poses. There it stands, a solemn recorded declaration, concurred in 
by the President of the United States and acted upon and concurred in 
by the Senate of the United States, and returned to China as an under- 
standing between the two Governments that the Chinese Government 
actually does desire from motives of public policy to prohibit her sub- 
jects from coming here. That was the declaration in the treaty. Sol 
think, notwithstanding any suspicions that a very suspecting man may 
have of the motives of the Chinese government, or any other, I am war- 
ranted in holding the Chinese Government up to the record upon this 
question, holding the President up to it, and the Senate up to it; and 
that is the actual situation as I regard it. 

I repeat that after that situation became known, became disclosed, 
hecame thus confirmed, thus acted upon by the Government of China 
and the President and the Senate of the United States, I have theright 
to assume, and I do assume, that it is the policy of China that her peo- 
ple shall be prevented from coming here, and I am in favor of legislat- 
ing in accordance with that policy. I feel that my hands are unfet- 
tered by this declaration, and that I have a right now to go back to 
that ground that we occupied before the negotiation of the Burlingame 
treaty, which was a free, open right to legislate against the coming of 
Chinese into the United States. I feel that we are remitted now to 
that ground, and that we have nothing to do but to make a declaration 
of a legislative character upon the basis of the declaration made by the 
Chinese Government that Chinese laborers shall not be permitted to 
come here. We did not hesitate to do that in respect to the cooly im- 
migration. Where did we get the power to doit? We got it out of 
our own inherent right of self-defense and our right of government; 
we gotit from the sovereignty of the United States, and nowhere else. 

So now we are free, as I understand, to legislate in that direction. 
It is a mere question of taste whether we shall go along and do it at 
once or whether we shall delay a little bit and see whether the Chi- 
nese will accept the proposition that the Senate of the United States 
has offered them, I say the Senate of the United States has offered it 
to them, and I do that very carefully. The President and the Senate 
both concurring upon a negotiation, the Senate by a vote of two-thirds of 
its body can make a treaty which the President can afterwards proclaim, 
which becomes a part of the supreme law of the United States under 
our Constitution. I suppose that is well enough understood through- 
out the United States by this time, it has been repeated so frequently. 

The President of the United States sent this treaty here as he agreed 
to it with the Chinese plenipotentiary. The Senate of the United 
States was not satisfied with it. It put two amendments on it, of 
greater or less importance or value, according to the differing opinions 
of Senators upon that subject; but at «11 events, not being satisfied with 
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it, we refused to ratify it as it had been sent here. There was, there- 
fore, a want of concurrence between the Executive action and the Sen- 
atorial action on the treaty as proposed, and notreaty resulted. What 
was it that resulted? A proposition from the Senate of the Unit 
States—not from the President, but from the Senate of the Unit 
States—to the Chinese Government sent through the President. |; 
could not be sent through anybody else. 

Mr. TELLER. Was it not approved by the President? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; he had not anything to do with approving or 
disapproving. 

Mr. TELLER. No treaty will ever pass that is not approved by t}; 
President. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will wait a moment he will sce t! 
it will not pass, of course; but the question is as to the time when 
President has to give it his approval and the manner of giving it. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand the President gives his approval ait 
it is ratified bythe other government; but does the Senator think 1 
President is under obligation to send to another government for thei: 
consideration a treaty he does not intend to approve ? 

Mr. MORGAN. 1 think it would be his duty, an act of courtesy 
the Senate of the United States. Iwill not saycertainly, but it would 
be a high constitutional duty for him to submit to a foreign govern 
ment the propositions that the Senate of the United States might ju 
upon a treaty by way of amendment. 

The Senate can not make a treaty as an original negotiation. It can 
only reach any improvement of a treaty that it desires to make through 
an amendment which it puts upon the text and then ratifies by a tw: 
thirds vote, and after that ratification it ought to be communicated 
we will say it must be communicated—by the President of the United 
States to the foreign government. That government acts thereupon. 
Acts upon what? Acts upon the negotiation as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The President of the United States has had nothing to do with 
that negotiation in that shape except merely to transmit it to the fi 
eign government. When the foreign government has ratified it it 
comes back to the President of the United States, and then arises his 
opportunity. 

Mr. TELLER. Suppose he then declines? 

Mr. MORGAN. Then arises his opportunity to say whetlier or not 
he will exchange the ratifications with that government of that treaty. 
And that is the first time when he has had any constitutional connec- 
tion with the subject. I will illustrate that. I will suppose that the 
fisheries treaty, which was pending before the Senate for months, had 
been amended by the Senate in this particular, that in the considera- 
tion of our restoring to Great Britain the full and free right of naviga- 
tion of the Mississippi River, Great Britain would restore to us the full 
and free right as it existed in 1773 of fishing along the shores of al! 
her northeastern possessions. Suppose the Senate of the United States 
had put that proposition into that treaty by amendment, the President 
of the United States would have been bound to have communicated 
that proposition to Great Britain, for non constat that he is not to be 
President always. 

Great Britain might take time to deliberate upon that until Mr. 
Harrison should be elected. I think that will be a long while; but 
that makes no difference. We will suppose it to be a short one and 
a different man, a different Executive, though filling the same office, 
might be here at the time that treaty was returned. Would the Presi- 
dent of the United States have the right to choke down an amendment 
put upon a treaty of so important a character as that without submit- 
ting it to Great Britain? Certainly not. But when the treaty came 
back ratified, as we would suppose Great Britain might ratify a treaty 
of that kind, and the President of the United States was called upon 
to exchange the ratifications with Great Britain, then his constitu- 
tional right to say ‘‘ No, I will not exchange the ratifieations’’ would 
make him a party by dissenting to that provision; or if he saw proper 
to concur with the Senate upon that proposition, then his constitu- 
tional right for the first time would arise and could be expressed in a 
constitutional way by the exchange of ratifications, which wou!d com- 
plete the treaty. 

Then you would have the concurring action of the President and the 
Senate of the United States, which before that time could not have ex- 
isted, unless it might have been by a mere intendment, but no official 
act, no constitutional act, no legal act would have supervened, through 
which the President would have committed himself to that treaty— 
none at all. 

I therefore hold, and I think I am entirely correct about it, that the 
President of the United States is not in the slightest degree responsi- 
ble for the negotiation that is now pending in the Chinese court. It is 
the Senate of the United States that made that negotiation, and through 
the President it was communicated to the Chinese Government, and 
that is all of it. 

Now, it is for the Senate to say whether or not they choose to break 
down their negotiation. Itseems to me that there is no difficulty in the 
way at all, for the legislative Senate, acting in concurrence with the 
legislative House of Representatives, has the right to overrule and ride 
down the action of this body, proposing a negotiation, though it is done 
by a two-thirds vote of this body. There is no doubt about that. 

The Senate of the United States owes it to China, if it has changed 
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its mind upon this question, right now to notify that Governm ent that 
that negotiation with the Senate of the United States, not with tl 
President of the United States, which is nov pent ng before the Chinese 
Government, is hereby withdrawn and recalled, so that that Govern 
ment will have no prise inflicted u it. I ve it is the dut 
of the Senate to-day to proceed to give e that that proposed nego 
tia 1 which ist being conducted through the President of the 
United States with ¢ is been 1 lled henceforth and forever 
to the Chinese Gove 1en 

I intend to stand upon the doctrine of the sovereign right of the peo 
ple of the United States to exclude Chinese of any class or quality tha 
they see proper to exclude, and I putit distinctly again upon the ground 
of national self-defens Nevertl ss, the pending bill ought to be 
amended. It ought to contain the provisions of the bill that I 
just had the honor of submitting and having read to this body, for 
ought to satisfy China for the purpose of preventing her taking un 
necessary umbrage at us, through which our commercial relations with 
that country may be seriously interrupted, that we have every feeling 
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of kindlir 
article of the 


1ess and regard for her people that is expressed in this fifth 


treaty which the back to China without ar 


Senate sent 


dissent at all. That contains the provision for the payment of $276 
619.75, that being the sum of money claimed by the Chinese Govern- 
ment for alleged injuries and actual injury—for there is no doubt about 
it—to her people which we were unable to control in consequence of 
the very great distance that these things occurred from the center of 
civil power in the United States. 

I give this statement and one other fact as my reason for intendil 
this morning to vote for a reconsideration of the bill under consid 


ation for some days past, in order that it 








at least, in order that the Senate may receive and act upon the 
ment which I have proposed contained in the bill just read 
The other point is this: The Chinese are pouring into us here fro 


the British possessions, and we have no means of preventing it. Che 
twelfth section of the act of 1882, carrying into effect the treaty of 18380 
if Senators will examine it, they will find it contains a provision that 
a Chinaman when he comes in contrary to the treaty is to be returned 
to the country whence he came. He comes into the Brit 
and pays $50 head-money for getting inside the line. Then he comes 
over into Washington Territory, d to Oregon, and down to ¢ 


ish possessions 


wn 


fornia, or anywhere else. 
What are we todo? All we can do is to seize that man, proce¢ 
against him by indictment or information, for violating the immi 


tion laws, and lock him up in the penitentiary for a brief term 
months or a year, or whatever the term is. We feed him there and 
do better by him than he can do for himself; he gets fat, and 
time his term of imprisonment has expired he is turned loo 
community, and that is all you can do, because you must sen 
back to the country from whence he came. Hecamefrom the ] 
possessions and you can not get him back without paying $ 
money. They have tried to see whether that would work or not, 
ing $50 head-money to the local government there. That would not 
work. 

Now what ought we todo? The act of 1882 ought to be amended 
in the twelfth section so as to say that we shall return the Chinaman 
to the country from which he came or to China; and then after he h 
come here and undergone his punishment we could ship him off un 
our own statute to China and thereby get rid ofhim. But as itis, the 
first door that is open is the door into the British possessions with a de- 
mand of $50a head. The next door that is open is the door of th 
penitentiary, and after the man has been there six months or twely 
months then the Chinese are poured out upon that country with the 
additional grace of having been locked upin the penitentiary with 
other convicts for perhaps six or twelve months. 

The system does not work, and while weareat this matter this morn- 
ing we ought to get down to the bottom of it and that provision of law 
ought to be changed, so that when one of these Chinese comes into the 
United States from the British possessions we can take him and send 
him back to China and not to the country whence he came. 

Mr. STEWART. Can we not pass a law of that kind now? Sev- 
eral bills of that kind have been introduced. 

Mr. MORGAN. I say to the Senator from Nevada there is no dan- 
ger about the passage of this bill. Everybody in the Senate wants 
this bill passed. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope that is irue. 

Mr. MORGAN. There are 95 per cent. of Senators who want it 
passed. IfI felt that I was imperiling its passage I would not do what 
[ am now proposing; but Iam quite sure, after all the votes given here, 
that if the bill goes to the proper committee, or if it does not, if it is 
amended in the Senate, we can make it a much more perfect bill than 
it is, a much more available and useful billthan itis. The bill is ex- 
actly in the line of policy I advocate, and I want to do the best I can. 
I move the reference of the measure I have introduced to the Commi 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Having been twice read, if there be 
no objection, the bill will be referred. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to be heard on that question. 
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Mr. ALLISON Mr. President, o word in « nation @ re- 
p l [ l end icnis on en t er e was I é in- 
aE ted by the Senat under the be eft ft tatt S } >i a- 
tion bill was likely to pass, for at thet of t 1 the ti- 

ation bill had not been reported to the « He > that 
time the fortification bill has passed and been agreed t t our 
amendments to the Army l are substantially p ed f 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should to call the att on en- 
ator from Iowa to the fact, as | ndersvoo e re De 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The h of 2 0 I 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senat hed 
the bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and adm to 
Union of the State of Washington, and for other pu 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to say a few words in respon 
ator from Alabama | Mr. MoRGAN 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. he § t 1 O1 
the floor on this bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, t Senator from Ala i Mr 
MORGAN ] for years past, until within t t 1d n 
the devoted champion in the Senate of the sanctity of t 
In season and out of season, in committee and int Senat 
sought to denounce, and has denounced, various propositic t 
been brought to the attention of the Senate by members of tl 
looking to the exclusion of Chinese from this country. H 

| sisted first, last, and all the time that that was sue ! t 
tled by diplomacy and by treaty stipulatic He referred t 
suen as the one now pending in the Senate, looki to the exe 1 of 

| Chinese laborers, when being discussed by the Senator from ¢ rado 
[Mr. TEI.LER] some time ago, as *‘ the ¢ rado notion,’’ as *‘ the Col- 
orado idea.’’ 

| He hastime and again denounced bills h} been ug r 
and advocated Republican Senators looking to the exclusion of 
Chineselaborers from this country as ‘* the Pacif oast ide 

| Oregon idea,’’ as propositions brought forward and pressed m 

| gogues for demagogical purposes and for party objects. That |! een 


| the line of Senatorial conduct on the part of the Senato 


| in reference to this question of Chinese exclusion. 
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But lo, and behold! when a Democratic House of Representatives 
introduces and in one day, without a reference to a committee, passes 
a { clusion bill, that, according to the admission of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama, is in direct contravention of material provisions of 
existing treaties between this country and China, the Senator from 
Alabama vaults clear over the fence, turns around, and says he is in 
favor of that bill, and he absolutely votes for it, as he did the other 
day, if lam not wrong in my recollection, going back on the whole 
record of his life in the Senate on that question, doubling on himself, 
repudiating everything he had ever said and all that he had ever ad- 
vocated upon the subject; turns around and takes a position here in 
the Senate, not only by his vote, but by his speech, in favor of the pas- 
sage at once through the Senate of a total exclusion bill, in so far as 
the Chinese in this country are concerned, and a bill which he himself 
stated in that speech was a direct repeal of the existing treaties with 
China. 

This morning he comes into the Senate and takes another turn and 
insists that the bill for which he voted last Friday shall be amended. 
He desires to go back on what he did on Friday last. He proposes to 
recall, if I understand him, his vote on last Friday, and vote for a re- 
consideration of what was done last Friday, in order that he may 
take another position and a different position from the one occupied 
last Friday—a different position, perhaps, from any that he has ever 
occupied heretofore. 

That is the record of the Senator from Alabama on the Chinese ques- 
tion in the Senate, and it does not lie in his mouth to be questioning, 
as he has questioned time and again, the sincerity of the Senator from 
Oregon upon this question, and the sincerity of the representatives from 
the Pacific coast upon this question, and the sincerity of the great mass 
of the people of the Pacific coast upon this question. A Senator with 
that kind of a record is not in a position to question the sincerity ot 
Senators on this floor. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill for the exc!usion of Chinese, laying aside informally 
the pending business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be informally laid 
aside. Refore submitting that request the Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate-—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe requestof the Senator from Nevada requires 
unanimous consent, I respectiully object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before submitting the request the 
Chair will lay before the Senate certain bills from the House of Rep- 
rescntatives for reference. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles,and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 200) granting a pension to Walter O. Watson; 

A bill (H. R. 2471) granting a pension to Anna M, Noyes; 

A bill (H. R. 2472) granting a pension to Lydia A. Eaton; 

A bill (H. R. 2788) granting a pension to Lieut. George T. Russell; 

A bill (H. R. 3908) increasing the pension of Jesse L. Garrett; 

A bill (H. R. 5174) granting a pension to Statira Young; 

A bill (H. R. 6409) for the relief of Perry R. Nye; 

A bill (H. R. 7485) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan V. Wilcox, 
mother of Martin V. Wilcox; 

A bill (H. R. 8553) granting a pension to Arabella Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 9106) granting a pension to Peter Liner; 

A bill (H. R. 9370) granting a pension to Susan Bates, widow of 
Thomas Bates, late private Company A, Twenty-sixth Regiment Mich- 
igan Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 9862) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Bair; 

A bill (H. R. 10068) granting a pension to Lieut. Starkey R. Powell, 
of Black Hawk war; 

A bill (H. R. 10159) granting a pension to Jenny Buell; 

A bill (H. R. 10171) granting a pension to Rachel Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. 10173) granting a pension to Catharine Mulligan; 

A bill (H. R. 10661) granting a pension to Mrs. Sophia Vogelsang; 

A bill (H. R. 10687) granting a pension to Charles Junot; 

A bill (H. R. 10708) gganting a pension to Jane E. Knoble; 

A bill (H. R. 10827) for the relief of Catherine Teegardin; 

A bill (H. R. 11005) granting a pension to Ester Gaven; 

A bill (H. R. 11222) granting a pension to Elizabeth Heckler; and 

A bill (H. R. 11243) granting a pension to Mary E. McQueen. 

The bill (H. R. 11309) to empower the President to carry out the 
purposes of an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the President of the 
United States to protect and defend the rights of American fishing ves- 
sels, American fishermen, American trading and other vessels in certain 
cases, and for other purposes, approved March 3, 1887, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 


tion of the Chinese exclusion bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada moves 





hinese « 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Senator from Nevada asks | 





SEPTEMBER 10, 


ee 


that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill named by him 
the title of which will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (H. RK. 11336) a supplement to an ac; 
entitled ‘‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Ch 
nese,’’ approved the 6th day of May, 1882. 

Mr. HARRIS. I rose for the purpose of appealing to the Senat 
from Nevada to withhold his request or motion, whichever he m 
elect to make, in order that I may ask the Senator in charge of t] 
unfinished business and the unanimous consent of the Senate to « 
sider at this time the bill (H. R. 6514) for the allowance of cer‘ 
claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States Tr 
ury Department, which is in fact an appropriation bill, and which 
such, having always been recognized as such, is entitled to the righ 
of way. Itisa bill not involving a very large amount, but in wh 

a great many people are interested, and I am confident that it can n 
take an hour, I do not think it will take more than half an hour, { 
dispose of it. I shall be greatly obliged if the Senate will consider it 
at this time. 
Mr. STEWART. I am in favor of that bill, but I can not conser 
to its consideration now. I insist on my motion. 
Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator move to take up the Chinese bi 
or does he ask unanimous consent? 
Mr. STEWART, I move, because there is objection made, and so 
| I can not do otherwise. 
| Mr. HARRIS. Has there been objection ? 
Mr. STEWART. Yes; the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] ob- 
| jected. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
objection was made. 

Mr. HARRIS. I was not aware of that. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada mov: 
that the Senate proceed now to the consideration of the bill, the tit! 
of which has been reported by the Secretary. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask the Chair if that is a debatable question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the question o! 
proceeding to the consideration of a bill is not debatable. 

Mr. VEST. Let us take it up. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to make some observations upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
| the Senator from Nevada. 


Unanimous consent was asked an 





The motion was agreed to—ayes 21, noes not counted. 
CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate. The 
| question recurs on the motion of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TrL- 





LER] to lay on the table the motion to reconsider the vote on the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Ohio asks me to withdraw that 
motion that he may submit some remarks, and as I have done that fo: 
everybody who wanted to talk I feel that I must doit for him. There- 
fore I withdraw the motion, and I shall renew it at a later time. 
| Mr.HARRIS. Before the Senator from Ohio proceeds I wish to make 
| a parliamentary inquiry about which I have no doubt myself. 
| 





If the Senate shall reconsider the vote by which this bill was passed, 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] who made the motion 
to reconsider connecting with it the declaration of his purpose to offer 
a certain amendment which he had read, it would be quite in order, 
would it not, if the bill be reconsidered, to move to commit it to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so holds, 

Mr. HARRIS. Iasked the question in order that there should b 
no misunderstanding ahout it if the vote be reconsidered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, having already early in this de- 
bate expressed my strong desire to vote for the exclusion of Chinese 
laborers from this country, and believing that this billif it stood alone, 
without any connection with the treaty with China recently pending 
in the Senate, would be a wise bill, I yet appeal to Senators on both 
sides of the Chamber, for considerations of national honor which ough: 
always first to be heeded on any question that is presented to us, that 
they allow the bill to stand in its present position until we can ascer- 
tain whether or not the treaty now pending between the two nations 
will be ratified. That is my only desire. If this bill is allowed to 
remain in its present position and it shall turn out that this treat; 
will not be ratified and that the Chinese Government has taken ground 
against the ratification of the treaty, then I should be willing to vote 
and I would vote with pleasure for the passage of this bill; but pend- & 
ing that question I submit as a matter of national honor whether it is 
right and proper for us to seek to nullify a treaty that is now being 
considered by a friendly nation, a treaty that has been ratified by this 
body, to which we have committed ourselves in every possible way— 
whether it is right at this stage of the proceedings to proceed to nul- 
lify and abrogate not only all existing treaties with China, but the 
treaty at present pending between these two nations? I frankly say 
that if our position was reversed, and Great Britain were thus to act 
towards the American people, I would without hesitation vote for a 
declaration of non-intercourse or war. 
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It is a departure from all the usages of civilized nati It is tled by one of the « st « of the 5 ( } 
a departure from all considerations of national honor. No man b« United States This treaty ly i ind not t rat l the 
lieves that the House of Representatives would have passed this b tracting partie If we pass 3 bill and 1 it a law w 
xcept upon the supposition that the treaty had been rejected \ the treaty, a treaty that we oul ves rat 1. | 6We wn I t t 
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China. It was understood in that House at the time 1t was passed | c ently with national h r, unless some ilagrant act or cause 
t y ‘used to ratify the treaty, or it | it would not be a good example to set to the nations « 

would not have passed. I can assume that but for that supposed fa Cherefore I, speaking as the « rman of t umittee here charged 
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the bill could not ha passed the House of Representatives. It ca h this matter, a Litter i tre: gations 
to us here; and but for t general idea that the treaty had nr rd « riendly rela with 3 Y rding t 
jected by China the bill would surely have been referred to the ‘ r usual order—I appear as o t that committee 
mittee on Foreign Relations and taken the ordinary course prescri i | to object to this exceptional « ; . for ag 
by our rules for the consideration of public measures. Ther this bill is unde pows vhen 
doubt about that. we have full in t | 

Early in the debate I said t my action and my neglect to 1 lent shall s 
the ordinary motion to refer ill to the Committee on Forei Suppose t ) Ido 
lations was based on the idea that I then assumed to be accur l ot fo nome t y its t 
correct, that the President of the United States had information that | ] tical game and 1 
this treaty would not be ratified, and therefore that the Congress of | dealing with foreign nat , oras | L ¢ l else 

FS the United States would be at liberty to proceed upon that basis. | himinahole. How 1] ’ ‘ y man , whether 
ceeding upon that basis I was willing that Congress should by law put | this bill ought to be approved until he ! W t isd with the 
an end to this whole system of Chinese immigration. treaty? Suppose he is called upon to a l t t n 

But since that time the condition has changed. We are info d | the face of his declaration that the treaty is still ] veen ft 
officially by the President of the United States that this treaty is still | two nations; do you expect him to sign t 1 
under consideration. We are informed from other sources, of w} 1 | to our relations with China? If he doe 
ther n | » question, that Chinese minister is now on hi rassed by gra political « lerat 
to this country for the purpose of either conveying to us intelligen country. W » not care for | or for his 1 t 
that ‘it has been ratified or that it has not been ratified. Cham , but v » care if it also affects the national ] 

Mr. TELLER. Iwould call the attention of the Senator to the re are und t l und | 
that t Chinese mu I not been to China since this trea I fore en i : 
made V ) ree W } I { ] Gt 

Mr. SHERMAN He has been in Per n th <ecution of his « ‘ ) or ». but vit 
and h ist be undoubtedly in communi 1 with his govern t t i t t 
either in Peru « ( ] telegram There can be no question a oO . Lintotull « cut t at th t 
th \ not y provid ) tting ull ¢ ‘ 1‘ he 

} I 3] y rht to deal v 1a nation great ors ill i r. | 1b A } Vide i 1 4 ul 1 ho g if ce! 

would be just as strong with a nation of one hundred t ites in f nt turi to t United States, a 
\ as with a nation of three hund ion people—is it right ! treaty that goes to the fu gy ‘ 
orable, just, proper for us suddenly, with full information now tha { time to pa this l, i til t t 
the treaty is being still considered by the Chinese Government, not only ingle » furt 
to nullify the treaty that we have just proposed to make, but tonu For tl I on I st I ) i , l 
all » treaties that exist between China and the United States that this bill should remain un the treaty disposed 
cau ’ we violate or abrogate any portion of any of these treati { hould be no child’s play, no party tactics o1 haste 
is by the law of nations, at the will of the other party, an abrogation with our treaty relations with foreign natio1 hen we ¢ 1 
all treaties. The Chinese Government might at once with great } Chinese Government a treaty we oflered it in good faith, proj uz to 
priety and according to the system of civilized nations, upon our re- | cut off all Chinese immigration and to } i I 
fusing to observe existing treaties or seeking to abrogate any prov n | for injuries that were done to Chin ject If you defeat 






of any of these treaties, declare that all the treaties are null and void. | treaty by this law, you make no provi 3 as 

There is no question about t vote of the Senate lt ect proper to to 
rhis situation has already excited the conse t ( se GO ‘ 1 for I ( 

ple of the United States. They have not gone juest l coun You defea e treaty and 5 t 





They do not want anything done to China that would not be done to é an at priation tha 3 been le already t y ‘ 
any other nation. We have all proceeded on the principle that the roment for t injui » Ch e 
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Chinese Government is one to be treated according to the laws of civ Vhy not letit rest? Ther I n, and | ap; 
ilized nations. We boasted when we made our first treaty with China 1 sides todoso. Rex now that t ;nota 


lee that we had broken down the barrier of three thousand years of preju ( @ ex ion: i not a question that affects the ¢ 





























By dice and seclusion, and we believed that in accomplishing that we lit intry or outs of thi ntry, the ¢ peop it 
4 done a g1 yur country, opened to us avenues of new con tion whether t te of t l 
7 merce, and tl of the opening of such communication has guardian of all the great i 
4 that we have developed an enormous trade with China not only of the fac { 
ports but of exports. Now is it wise for us to put ourselves in a | Lich we have o1 
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I supposed the Senators all voted for it, but they say not. That is the 
end of it. 

Mr. STEWART. I voted for it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The Senator from Nevada says he voted for it, and 
I know myself, from having reported the treaty, that it was based upon 
the representations of the Pacific coast. Senators from the Pacific coast 
came before the Committee on Foreign Relations and insisted that the 
treaty as sent to us was not sufficient, that it might be evaded by tech- 
nical reasoning, and they therefore asked and demanded of us the very 
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reference to the treaty of 1858 that it was concluded on the 18th day 
of June, 1858, and it was proclaimed by the President of the United 
States as a treaty on the 26th day of January, 1860. 

Thus our prior intercourse with China, our knowledge of the red- 
tape, of the delays, and so on which occur in that country with refer- 
ence to the ratifications of treaties, and especially treaties with us, noti- 
fied us that there would be delay, and in the instances which I have 
mentioned there were delays of nearly two years; and as to this treaty 
there has been a delay, not from its conclusion, or from its ratification 


amendments that were proposed to the treaty, every one of them con- | by the Senate with amendments, but from its original negotiation of 


curring of both political parties. That treaty having the sanction of 
the Senate and the approval of the Senators from the Pacific coast, was 





abont seven months, 
Now, Mr. President, I put it to every Senator here present when wo 


ratified and sent to the President, and the President has done his duty | have thus made a treaty with China, by which we acquired valuable 


in trying to secure the ratification of the Chinese Government. 
the Government of China has had in due course the opportunity of act- 
ing upon it, it is proposed that we should abrogate this and all other 
treaties. 

Sometimes it has been said, it has been said here to-day, that the 
Chinese are too slow about this. There are 8,000 miles between us. 
Telegraphic communication is not always to be had and is very unsat- 
isfactory. Here is a peculiar nation, a peculiar government with a 
great deal of form and red tape. Suppose they should take a little 
longer time than we deem necessary. They have not, indeed, taken 





as much time as the Senate of the United States took to consider any | 


one of a dozen treaties that have been ratified at the present session. 
In some cases we have ratified treaties that have lain on our tables two 
years; and now because the Chinese Government has not promptly 
come up to the extreme measure contained in the recent treaty we 
will give them no longertime, they have had enough time, and therefore 
we will go to work and abolish and abrogate all our treaties with them. 

It will not do. It is not consistent with good faith, with national 
honor, and therefore I insist upon it so far as my vote will go and my 
voice can go that this bill remain here in the position in which it is, 
the most favorable possible, when a single vote can at any moment pass 
it, until we know whether or not the treaty we have sent them has 
been ratified. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I am very much gratified by the re- 
marks that have fallen from the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 
When this bill came into the Senate a few days ago my first impulse 
was, as the RecorD shows, to have it referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. I made a motion to that effect. I withdrew it only 
after the failure on the part of the Senator from Ohio and every other 
member of the Committee on Foreign Relations who was present, and 
every other member of the Senate who was present, to put in one word 
in favor of that motion. The bill had not been printed then. I did 
not understand its contents, for it is very difficult sometimes to catch 
the full meaning of a legal document by simply hearing it read at the 
Clerk’s desk. It has been printed since. I have looked into this mat- 
ter a little, and I am as well satisfied as I am of any proposition that 
was ever submitted to my mind that the undue haste—I might use 
another expression and be well justified in using it—that the undue 
race, the contest for swiftness and haste between the two opposing 
sides of this Chamber looking to the vote of the Pacific coast in the 
Presidential election should not have intervened. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him there ? 

Mr. GEORGE. No,sir. In regard to this bill involving, as the Sen- 
ator from Chio justly and wisely said, the national honor, if it had not 
been for those circumstances, this undue haste, this unseemly contest 
would not have occurred, 

Mr. President, on the 7th day of May last, just four months ago, 
this body in executive session, by a vote of more than two-thirds of 
those present, ratified the treaty now pending before the Emperor of 
China. In making that ratification we saw proper to put on two 
amendments, which amendments, in my regard, do not change the sense 
or meaning of the treaty at all, but they were amendments, and we 
having exercised the power of amendmentthereby notified the Chinese 
Government that the treaty as amended met our entire approbation. 

There is no provision in that treaty, as there is in some, that there 
should be an exchange of ratifications of the treaty within any specific 
period; so that, according to the terms of the treaty itself, either party 
was entitled to take just such time to act upon it as in its own judg- 
ment it saw proper, and, as the Senator from Ohio well remarked, in 
cases of this sort there is no technical rule of limitation which requires 
haste upon the part of a government; that we ourselves in deliberat- 
ing upon solemn treaties and solemn contracts with other nations have 
even taken as much as two years in which to come to a final conclu- 
sion. 

I had the curiosity when I thought of this Empire of China with all 
of its singular attributes as a nation, as alluded to by the Senator from 
Ohio, to see what had been the course of China in reference to her other 
treaties which we had made with her. I find that the first treaty we 
ever made with China was concluded on the 3d day of July, 1844. It 
was proclaimed by the President of the United States immediately after 
the exchange of ratifications of the treaty, on the 18th day of April, 1846, 
nearly two years occurring between the signing of the treaty and its 
coming into effect as a bargain between the two countries. I find in 


Before | rights, by which we acquired by her consent a release from a most oner- 


ous obligation that had been imposed on us by the treaty of 1868, when 
we had deliberated upon that treaty, when we had amended it so as to 
make it suit us exactly, without consulting China or her minister with 
reference to the amendments, is it consistent with that high notion 
of national honor which should characterize the Government of this 
great country? You may call China barbarian or semi-civilized and 
all that sort of thing. Possibly it is; but, sir, national honor, the 
pledge of national faith is just as binding upon us whether it be made 
to the greatest, the grandest, and the most civilized nation in the 
world, or whether it be made to China. 

For these reasons and for the reasons so well expressed by the Senator 
from Ohio I hope that this body, the conservative force in our politics, 
the guardian, made so by the Constitution, of treaties and treaty rights 
and treaty obligations with other countries, will not with undue haste 
proceed to the passage of a bill which no man denies, which no man 
can deny, is plainly, openly, flagrantly in violation of a treaty which 
we have made with that empire. This violation is not a matter of 
argument, as was in the case of the law of 1882, but our treaties 
with China expressly state that, whilst we may suspend and limit the 
immigration of Chinese laborers, we shall not prohibit it. This docs 
prohibit it. 

What are we todo? We have made a treaty with China very re- 
cently, in which more than two-thirds of this body concurred, and, as 
the Senator from Ohio stated, it was made in accordance with the 
wishes and the declarations and the represenfations of the Senators 
from the Pacific coast, made by them to the Committee on Foreign Re» 
lations. Now in seven months, when we have heretofore waited nearly 
two years before any treaty with China could be consummated, in hot 
haste we come and violate the treaty. 

I want to allude to another remark made by the Senator from Ohio 
for the purpose, if my poor powers can accomplish such a thing, of en- 
forcing the view presented by that Senator. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to these treaties. The treaty of 1868 and the sub- 
sequent treaty of 1880 are but additions to the treaty of 1858, which 
is a substitute for the treaty of 1844. They therefore become a part 
of the treaty of 1858, and if we abrogate it, it is abrogated entirely. 
There is no such thing as a partial abrogation of a treaty, except by 
the consent of the two contracting parties. Then that is not called ab- 
rogation, but a change of the treaty by mutual consent. Every arti- 
cle in a treaty, every stipulation in a treaty is the condition of every 
other article and of every other stipulation. 

If you take away one, it being the condition of all the others, then you 
destroy the whole; and then what becomes of your commerce with China? 
For without the treaty of 1858, which,as I said just now, was asubstitute 
for the treaty of 1844, you have no right to put an American vessel within 
any portin China; you have noright to claim that any American merchant 
orany American missionary shall put his footupon thesoilof China. And 
suppose China should claim, as she has a right to claim, that ‘‘as you 
have abrogated your contract with us whilst there was pending before 
you and before us a proposition to change these treaties in accordance 
with your wishes’’—suppose she should say to us, ‘‘as you would not 
allow time for the consideration of it, but you made haste to destroy 
the treaties so far as they were binding upon you, we accept the prop- 
osition made by yourselves, to treat all the treaties as null and void.’’ 

Therefore, Mr. President, I shall vote with as much pleasure as I ever 
cast a vote in my life, I shall vote because I believe it to be my duty to 
do it, to reconsider this measure and refer it to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, my absence from the sessions of the 
Senate during the whole period that this matter of Chinese immigra- 
tion has been before the two Houses of Congress tinds me now with the 
first opportunity to express my views in regard to the pending bill. 

This pending bill has as many relations to the great interests of this 
country as almost any single bill presented could have. In the first 
place, it is for the first time in the diplomatic history of this country 
an intervention by legislative action while there was a treaty negotia- 
ted by this Government in all its constitutional forms pending for adop- 
tion by a foreign nation, and this intervention not only rebukes and 
repeals our action in that diplomatic conduct of affairs, but it immedi- 
ately and absolutely affronts the foreign nation with the suggestion 
that we will no longer tolerate any such method of dealing with the 
matter between us. 
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That, Mr. President, when once stated, seems to me a sufficient 
son why in this body a bill of that kind should referred to the ( 

mittee on Foreign Relat 
But this bill has relations not to the uncompleted treaty alone 
has relations to all the existing treaty arrangements between u 


China; and China is our great friend, always | 
stand for justice r 
it from any European power; and yet no European power, with its 1 
oppressions of China in the interests of its trade 
to present to that great nation and that dignified and sensitive Govern- 
ment a proposition of this kind. 
[ will first say a word in regard to the present condition of the tre 
which so recently received the almost unanimous su} , 
The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] has introduced, it seems 
to me, quite a novelty into our treaty-making power. There is bu 
one treaty-making power representing this country, and towar 
eign nations it is strictly true. Though the forms of our Constitut 
divide responsibility and require concurrence, yet as towards those na- 
tions there is but one treaty-making power here. That treaty-mal 
power is in the Executive as our representative, and wholly our rey 
sentative, toward every foreign nation. 


OKIng to this natio 


to a non-Christian country when she could not ex} 





has ever undertak 


port of this 





He has the ec ymplete authority 
to negotiate and approve and agree to, so far as the foreign natio1 
concerned, and so far as the commitment of the executive authority 
is concerned, merely to negotiate a treaty; but it is a part of our Co 
stitution, and so known and understood diplomatically abroad, that 
the Senate must give its advice and consent in concurrence with th 
executed will of the Executive in respect to a treaty or this 
ment is not bound. 

Now, this Senate has passed through that stage of inter 
vided authority, and has placed in the President’s hands a treaty of his 
negotiation, which we have approved with some amendments that 
have appended. It was quite competent for the President of the 
United States, having received this qualified approval, advice, and con 
sent to have relinquished the negotiation then and abandoned it. 
qualifications of the Senate might seem to the President unsuitable to 
the negotiation and to the proposed treaty, and then it would have 
been a res infecta between the countries and neither could take offens 
but the moment the President of the United States, taking the treaty 
with these modifications and our approval, sends it forward for t 
consideration of the foreign government, then absolutely and com- 
pletely the whole treaty-making power of this country is presented 
and engaged for its deliberation and assent. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from New York allow me to ask 
him just there whether after the President has done that he still has 
not the right under the Constitution to refuse to exchange ratification 

Mr. EVARTS. That isa question that will come after I get through 
with what Iam now saying. It does not affect in the least the propo- 
sition that I now make. 

The Senator from Alabama seems to think that this is a Senat 
treaty, the Executive treaty having failed between us and China, and 
the Senate treaty is now under consideration before the Emperor ot 
China. There is no other way to make a treaty with this part of the 
treaty-making power. It has madeone with the President and another 
treaty comes out of that agreement, and now the question is whether 
they will come to an agreement with this body while it all ret 
res infecta. ‘Then the President, after it comes back ag a 
‘* Well, you have agreed to the Senate's treaty, but not to my treat 
and I do not agree to the Senate’s treaty.”’ 

I submit, sir, to the further consideration of the Senator from Ala- 
bama, that when the President of the United States communicates a 
treaty that has received amendments for the consideration of the for- 
eign power, the President accepts our amendments as a part of hi 
gotiations, and the further proceeding is wholly with theforeign pow 
having engaged to it in this form, both the Senate’s concurren 
the Executive’s desire and design and engagement. 

Well, now, the Senator asks a question shedding no light upon t 
proposition I have laid down, which is perfectly clear and perfectly int 
ligible and can receiveadirectanswer. After thisengagementthus} 
sented, ifthe Chinese Empire declinesconcurrence, there isnotreaty. It 
the Chinese Government accedes to the modified treaty, then that G 
ernment is engaged to this Government in the completion of this treaty, 
but there is no completion between nations of any treaty until ratifica 
tions are exchanged, and itis quite competent for either nation to proceed 
no further, and then the treaty fails; but it is in the nature of a p 
consideration, and there may be grave, interesting, and vaiuable reasons 
that prevent an exchange of ratifications. 





Govern- 














There may occur changes of opinion, changes of interest, and caprice 
if you please, of a domestic motive and a domestic application that will 


incline a government not to exchange ratifications. Sometimes a Pres- 
ident may consider it for the welfare of the country to refuse a ratifi 
cation; sometimes, when the government have committed themselves 
thus fully, they may regard that refusal on his part as not consistent 
with his duty to the country though it is within his power; but when 
ratifications are not exchanged then there is notreaty. There 
ficulty about that. 

But here the transaction is of a legislative power intervening, inter- 
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s no dif- 
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of Representatives, where the bill had passed 155 to 95, there was but | It is well to talk about a denunciation of a treaty as being so: 
} y £ ! 


a’ vote of 110 against 96 to pass the bill over the veto. It did not re- 
appear in the Senate by its being thus disposed of constitutionally in 
the other House. But immediately the Government undertook to ne- 
gotiate a treaty that should absolve us from the obligations of the 
Burlingame treaty. Let me call attention to that treaty for a moment, 
for its brevity, for its completely executing the purpose in its prospect- 
ive treatment: 

Whenever in the opinion of the Government of the United Siates the coming 
of Chinese laborers to the United States, or their residence therein, affects or 
threatens to affect the interests of that country, or to endanger the good order 
of the said country or of any locality within the territory thereof, the Govern- 
ment of China agrees that the Government of the United States may regulate, 
limit, or suspend such coming or residence, but may not absolutely prohibit it. 
The limitation or suspension shall be reasonable and shall apply only to Chinese 
who may go to the United States as laborers, other classes not being included 
in the limitations. Legislation taken in regard to Chinese laborers will be of 
such a character only as is necessary to enforce the regulation, limitation, or sus- 
pension of immigration, and immigrants shail not be subject to personal mal- 
treatment or abuse. 

The future legislation that was to execute this conceded privilege of 
absolving us from the obligations of the Burlingame treaty contained 
this very proper provision, as it seems to me, as it seemed to me then, 
and as it seemed to the Senate in approving the treaty as negotiated: 

The high contracting powers having agreed upon the foregoing articles, when- 
ever the Government of the United States shall adopt legislative measures in 
accordance therewith, such measures will be communicated to the Government 
of China. If the measures as enacted are found to work hardship upon the 
subjects of China, the Chinese minister at Washington may bring the matter 
to the notice of the Secretary of State of the United States, who will consider 
the subject with him; and the Chinese foreign office may also bring the matter 
to the notice of the United minister at Peking and consider the subject with 
him, to the end that mutual and unqualified benefit may result. 

Of course the nations dealing with us in amity always raise any ques- 
tion of our legislation that seems oppressive and contrary to amity. 
But this polite nation was not willing to put itself in the position, after 
it had parted with the principal power, to be considered as harping or 
criticising without a reservation of that right, so that acting in the 
dark, so to speak, without the legislation before it, it might have this 
privilege of questioning between the nations, not the validity, for it 
had parted with the power, but the propriety of the legislation. 

On the same day with that treaty we made a supplementary treaty 
to the commercial treaty of 1858, and therein we were elevated in the 
judgment of that power far above every foreign nation with whom it 
had ever dealt. If there be a sincere, a humane, a benevolent purpose 
on the part of the Chinese Government towards their shbjects, it is to 
save them from the horrors of the opium habit and the destruction of 
character, of health, and of life; and every nation immersed in trade 
has carried its point always by evasion, by browbeating, and finally, 
at last by England, by war to keep up and insist upon the trade. 

But now for the first time this Christian nation of ours, dealing with 
this non-Christian nation, undertook to cut ourselves loose from the 
Western proposition that these nations were all to be treated as sub- 
ordinate and subject to our trade and our purposes of trade, by provid- 
ing either for an obligation on our part to see to it that our citizens 
did not engage in the importation of opium into China against its laws, 
or hy its commerce or its navigation within its own waters aid in trans- 
porting from place to place within it, giving us also on our part by this 
treaty certain serious and practical advantages in our trade and engage- 
ments with China of a domestic nature within that territory. That 
put us at once upon two propositions, that is, is this country as ready 
to make its treaties with a non-Christian power as a Christian power 
in weaving around Japan and China a web of interference with their 
domestic affairs and with their freedom in their customs regulations ? 
If we found ourselves subject to regulations onerous and intolerable, we 
submitted always to them, having reason and justice and friendly con- 
sideration adequate to relieve us. Then on her part she has found 
this great, humane, benevolent engagement on our part and that for 
it we were on the side of the humane domestic legislation of China 
against the greed of all the trade of all the nations, including our own. 

Those are the treaties, superadded to the common and free arrange- 
ments of the treaty of 1858. What does this legislation do with those 
treaties? Upon looking at this bill I am notso sure that it should be 
treated as an abrogation of the treaties, but itis an absolute violation. 
The bill does not convey to the Government authority to denounce the 
treaty of 1889 or to denounce any sections of that treaty. The former 
bill as it came up from the other House in 1879 was substantially of the 
same nature, though rather covert, with what is now proposed to be 
done in this bill, though that was done upon the Burlingame treaty, 
and not after the treaty that we made in 1880, which was supposed to 
be satisfactory to us. But in the Senate a section was added which di- 
rected the President to communicate to the Chinese Government the ab- 
rogation of the fourth and fifth sections of the existing treaty. Then the 
question arose directly for the President to consider and for me to ad- 
vise, and it seemed to me very clear that the Burlingame treaty was 
imbedded in the treaty of 1858 in its own terms, and there could be no 
possibility of divlocating any denunciation of a part of the Burlingame 
treaty that did not carry down the whole; that is to say, that did not 
in the conception and intelligence and interest of the Chinese Govern- 
ment, without any denunciation by itself ofany portion of those treaties, 
regard it as a denunciation of the whole fabric. 
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thing that is within a permission or a right, but a denunciation of 4 
treaty is a violation of a treaty. Thatis all thatitis. If there is no 
reserved right of denunciation, then it is a violation of that treaty, and 
of its terms and of its duration; and it leaves to the foreign govern 
ht to put its own construction, if it be consistent with o 
action and be equivalent to a rupture of our relations, to justify such 
methods of resistance and resentment as it sees fit. 

While we were talking only, and thinking, and the legislation w 
proposed in 1879 with these modifications and denunciations of the 
treaty, the whole fabric of the protection of our citizens, of our com 
mercial or Christian civilization and its purposes, were at the mercy 
of China as by a blow, if we should have passed that bill. If we had 
desired or expected that tolerance, deliberation, humanity should goy- 
ern that nation towards our commerce and our citizens, it would not 
be by expecting it from the lessons that we taught them; it must have 
been from some non-Christian example that they would have found that 
forbearance and that humanity, and not in this Christian nation that 
had dealt with it. But in the method that was thentaken, and which 
was followed up by the law-making power in 1882, we stood better 
and better with China. We had accomplished the first and practical 
act—that is, of liberation from our own negotiation and our own obli- 
gations as sought by us in the Burlingame treaty. 

Is it any fault of China if we do not know how to pass searching and 
vigorous laws in execution of our rights as conceded to us by the treaty 
with China? Is it any fault of China that we, being a free and not a 
despotic nation, find difficulties in executing our rightful laws, and that 
our customs officers, either by negligence or by the principles I have 
stated, of freedom and adherence to law, find it an embarrassment to 
us to execute what has been conceded to us? Certainly we have no 
right towards China but to present to her these difficulties and ask for 
a further concession in maintenance of our diplomatic relations and 
our existing treaties and desires further in this direction. 

The proposed treaty of 1888 is precisely of that nature, and until 
within the last few weeks no question was raised in this country but 
that that treaty with China gave us, if not all the power a despotic 
government would have, all the power that as between us and China 
it was righteous for us to ask or was just on the part of China towards 
us. To what doesit relate? It relates to the dealings with the citi- 
zens and subjects who are already here under permissive treaties which 
have tolerated if not invited them. Do you suppose when China has 
been asked by our amendments to carry this exclusion by its consent 
to the very verge of our need or our desire, she does not, as a parental 
government, just to its subjects, feel a scruple of scrutiny and delibera- 
tion before it concedes what when once conceded is irrevocable as to 
the fate of its subjects who have departed from its shores to our coun- 
try, our hospitality inviting and protecting them ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not wish to interrupt the Senator from New 
York except to ask him if he remembers the number of instances in 
which the Chinese Government has made reparation to our citizens 
for Wrongs and injustice done to-our people in China under the same 
treaties. 

Mr. EVARTS. 

Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. EVARTS. 
needed it. 

Mr. MORGAN. China has always made reparation to us? 

Mr. EVARTS. I think so. 

Mr. MORGAN. So that her people have violated treaties as well as 
our own? 

Mr. EVARTS. We have not hesitated to return damages and repa- 
ration when we were obliged todo so. Ido not mean obliged by China, 
but obliged by our own sense of duty. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to state, if it does not interrupt the Senator 
from New York, that in his absence his colleague [Mr. Hiscock] in- 
formed the Senate that the Senator if present would vote for this bill, 
and thereupon my pair with the Senator from New York was considered 
as being at an end, and I of course was at liberty to vote. I owe him 
an apology, finding that he is opposed to the bill, for having voted. 

Mr. EVARTS. Ido not think that any apology is due to me from the 
Senator, noris any apology due to me from my colleague. My colleague 
acted upon his judgment in the matter, and it was quite right that the 
Senator should act upon that concession. I had observed that up toa 
certain point my colleague had reserved the opinion concerning me, 
but at last when there was general consent all around, I suppose, of 
everybody, and no one opposing the bill, he considered that 1 might 
come in then in favor of the bill. 

I have said that I am not certain that this can be properly treated as 
in our intent and purpose a denunciation of the treaty; but it is cer- 
tainly a violation of it, and would not need any justification from China 
itself to denounce the treaty in conseauence of its violation. If the 
bill does not attempt to abrogate, but only to violate and take the con- 
sequences, and if China does not retaliate by abrogating the whole 
fabric because of this encroachment and violation, then, on the face of 
the bill, we should be open to every reclamation against this Govern- 
ment for every one of the Chinamen who was put to a loss or injury to 
his stipulated rights under the existing treaty. It isa violation of their 


Yes, uniformly reparation has been made, I believe. 
In how many instances? 
I can not say, but in every instance in which we 
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Mr. EVARTS. There was no nation behind them. 

Mr. VEST. The Supreme Court decided that the Congress of the 
United States had both the right and the power to collect the tax. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Indians had no power behind them like Russia, 

Mr. VEST. That made it so much the worse. 

Mr. EVARTS. It made it the worse in our moral conduct, and il- 
lustrates to my friend from New Hampshire thata nation may do wrong 
and yet have power to do wrong. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not controvert the Senator’s proposition. My 
suggestion was as to the source from which the power was derived. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam talking somewhat at large, but not more widely 
than is necessary to present the status that we are now in for our ac- 
tion and the action here proposed. It is perhaps debatable whether 
this proposed legislation is an abrogation of the treaty or only a viola- 
tion of it to be accounted for in damages, or it may be an abrogation 
which thus removes the fabric of all our treaties, or it may be an ab- 
rogation which will not carry down all the treaties unless the justifia- 
ble conduct of China shall itself carry them down by denunciation. 

All I ask is that the bill shall be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, and I should like to have that deliberation, that in- 
spection beforehand that will need to enforce itself upon this Govern- 
ment, and upon this Senate, and upon this people hereafter for all the 
people of the United States who agree with Senators on the other side 
and Senators on this side, and agree with me, that Chinese immigra- 
tion must be absolutely exterminated so far and so fast as can be done 
according to the principles of law and duty. Iam not of the opinion 
that we should assume an attitude toward this great and friendly na- 
tion of China that is inconsistent with true relations of good neighbor- 
hood and of publie peace. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator will pardon me for one moment. He 
was proceeding to state what his opinion was as to the effect of this 
measure jf it should become a law and if itshould be ascertained that 
there was asubsisting treaty between this Government and the Chinese 
Empire. The Senator was interrupted just at the point where le was 
giving his opinion on that subject. I should be very glad if he would 
continue to express his view upon that point. 

Mr. EVARTS. I supposed that I had completed my statement, 
having shown that it depends upon the President whether ratitications 
shall be exchanged, and when ratifications are exchanged and it be- 
comes a treaty, this act, earlier in date, is superseded by the later 
treaty. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, when this bill was put upon 
its passage last Friday, 3 votes were cast against it. Icast one of them. 
It seemed to me then, as it seems to me now, that among the various 
reasons justifying that vote, there was one which was sufficient. 

All persons acquainted with the political and diplomatic history of 
this country are aware of the long contention we had with other na- 
tions in respect of the doctrine of the right of expatriation. Wecould 
find no power on the face of the globe to agree with the position we 
had assumed on that subject. We had put the doctrine in our Consti- 
tution; we had insisted upon it in our diplomacy; we had knocked at 
the doors of the nations of the earth and asked that they would give 
recognition toit. But one after the other answered us, ‘‘No; we can not 
agree to that; once a subject, always a subject; aman born in England 
the Crown of England can not recognize as a citizen of the United 
States.’”’ So, like answers came from all of the nations to whom we 
made advances in that respect. Along through the weary years of this 
nation’s progress we kept up an insistence in our correspondence with 
other nations that there should be some recognition given to that prin- 
ciple. 

edie, until we reached the year 1868, did we meet with a power 
that would agree with us. On the 27th day of July, 1868, alaw went 
into effect, having been passed by the two Houses of Congress and ap- 
proved by the President, asserting our position concerning the doctrine 
of the right of expatriation. The declaration was pointed, brief, and 
effective. It may be found in section 1999 of the Revised Statutes, 
and reads as follows: 


Whereas the right of expatriation is a natural and inherent right of all peo- 
ple, indispensable to the enjoyment of the rights of life, liberty, and the pursuit 
of happiness; and whereas in the recognition of this principle this Government 
has freely received emigrants from all nations, and invested them with the 
rights of citizenship; and whereas it is claimed that such American citizens, 
with their descendants, are subjects of foreign states, owing allegiance to the 
governments therecf; and whereas it is necessary to the maintenance of pub- 
lie peace that this claim of foreign allegiance should be promptly and finally 
disavowed: Therefore, any declaration, instruction, opinion, order, or decision 
of any officer of the United States which denies, restricts, impairs, or questions 
the right of expatriation, is declared inconsistent with the fundamental princi- 
ples of the Republic. 


That declaration passed the House of Representatives by a vote of 
107 yeas to 4 nays; it passed the Senate of the United States by a vote 
of 39 yeas to 5 nays; so that by almost a unanimous vote of both Houses 
of Congress we have a definite declaration of the doctrine of this Re- 
public in respect of the right of expatriation. 

After that was done, what happened next? This act took effect by 
approval on the 27th day of July, 1868. On the 28th day of July, the 
nextday, the Burlingame treaty between the United States and China 
was signed. What language was carried into thattreaty? The next 
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day after that definite and resolute declaration by the Congress of the 
United States had become a law by the approval of the President, there 
was put in that treaty this language: 


The United States of America and the Emperor of China cordially recogni 
the inalienable right of man to change his home and allegiance, and also th 
mutual advantage of the free migration and emigration of their citizens and 
subjects, respectively, from the one country to the other for purposes of curivs- 
ity, of trade, or as permanent residents. 

And there was put into the sixth article the following: 


Citizens of the United States visiting or residing in China shall enjoy the same 
privileges, immunities, and exemptions in respect to travel or residence as may 
there be enjoyed by the citizens orsubjects of the most favored nation; and re- 
ciprocally, Chinese subjects visiting or residing in the United States shal! e: 
joy the same privileges, immunities, and exemptions in respect to travel or res 
idence as may there be enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of the most favored 
nation. But nothing herein contained shall be held to confer naturalization 
upon citizens of the United States in China, nor upon the subjects of China in 
the United States. 


Mr. President, could we have induced any other nation on the iace 
of the globe, after our long search for the one to agree with us, to have 
given that formal and emphatic recognition of our position concerning 
the right of expatriation? Was it an important subject tous? We 
had, as I have already remarked, introduced the right of expatriation 
and of naturalization into our Constitution. We had carried it into our 
laws; we hadhaturalized the subjects of other powers, and because of 
that had been involved in difficulties with other nations. But we went 
on in the line of asserting that doctrine until in the year 1868 the Em- 
peror of China conceded it, and made the first treaty with us affirming 
it as a true doctrine. 

Mr. President, I recognize fully the right of a nation as well as I do 
of an individual to exercise the right of self-protection and self-preser- 
vation; so that the nation avowing the doctrine which I have read 
may protect itself against involvement in its internal affairs through 
the introduction of improper, unsafe, vicious, or criminal additions to 
its inhabitants. It has the whole scope of self-preservation; and if we 
should require the passage of a measure as severe in terms as the one 
now pending it may be exercised, just as the individual in protecting 
himself may go to the extremity of taking the life of his assailant. 

. Shall we, in view of this conduct of China, select that power as the 
one against which we will first exercise the authority that is involved 
in the bill now pending of declaring void a treaty yet in process of con- 
struction, although we have done all we can towards making it per- 
fect and it remains with China to do its part therein ? 

Shall we select, I say, this power to legislate against in this haste— 
I will not say indecent haste, for that we would not do—but in this 
haste, this want of circumspect action, this absence of deliberate judg- 
ment? Shall we select this case in which to so act; or shall we take 
that decent course which will secure to us a reasonable time for con- 
sideration, reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed, and let it 
go to a proper committee for consideration? If in the mean (ie the 
information arrives that China has rejected the treaty, then with more 
propriety we may legislate again, at the same time assuring ourselves 
suflicient postponement to know whether China will or will not agree 
with us in this modification of the treaty as she has in all others which 
have been submitted. 

It doesseem to me, Mr. President, in view of what I have suggested 
in connection with the course of that power towards us, that. we ought 
to have a reasonable delay which will enable us to pursue the proper, 
conservative, well-considered course, and save us from the charge of 
being ungrateful towards the first power that agreed with us on that 

int. 

a STEWART. Itis almost too late now, and the Senate is al- 
most too thin for me to discuss this question, because I want the Sen- 
ate to hear facts before it makes another mistake. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Will my colleague yicld for a motion to 
adjourn? 

Mr. STEWART. 
journ. 

I want the Senate to hear the facts, Isay, and the situation, and take 
their bearings before they commita mistake as great as President Hayes 
did in the veto referred to by the Senator from New York. I want a 
little time, when the Senate is full, to call their attention to the terri- 
ble calamity which has happened while we are talking about etiquette, 
the ruin that is taking place in San Francisco and on the Pacific coast, 
the diseases which are being spread while we are talking about etiquette. 
I want to show that the Government of the United States must take 
this thing in hand and spend no more time in negotiating with theSix 
Companies or we shall never see any end to the trouble. I want a lit- 
tle time for that purpose, and I shauld like to have it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Nevada to yield to his colleague. 

Mr. STEWART. I yield for a motion to adjourn. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (H. R. 11391) to 
authorize the Postmaster-General to advertise for and purchase im- 
proved registered mail locks and keys therefor; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


In just one moment, and then I should like to ad- 
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locks and keys 


have been entered into for a period of four years, and 
in the contract there is a provision reserving to the Government, 
through the Postmaster-General, the power to compel a supply of such 
locks and keys for asecond and a third term of four years each, making 
@ period of tw elve years. 

The criticism has been made that under the provisions of existing 
law such conditions can not properly be inserted in the contract, and 
& provision in this bill has been framed to meet that difficulty. This 
provision in the contract is importarft to the Government, because with 
that in force these locks can not be supplied to anybody else for eight 
years if the Post-Office Department may desire to retain control over 
thein forthat period. Socarefully has the Department seen fit to insist 


upou the terms of the present contract that the contractor is not al- | 
lowed to make a contract with the Treasury Department for supplying | 


these locks, it being deemed proper that the Post-Office Department 
should have absolute control over this system of locks and keys. 

If it shonld appear upon more thorough examination that the de- 
fecis in the existing locks may be supplied much more easily than is 
apprehended, then, under this bill, the Postmaster-General will not be 
allowed to expend this money for any other purpose than the bill con- 
tem plates. 

I have now explained the whole matter, and unless some gentleman 
desires to make some inquiry I will ask for a vote. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

PUBLICATION OF ‘‘ WITHHELD’’ REMARKS, 

Mr. SCOTT. I rise to a correction of the REcorRD. On Friday last 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BruMM] brought against me 
in this House certain charges to which I replied. The official stenog- 
rapher of this House made out a report of those proceedings. The 
reniarks which I made were handed to me at 7 o’clock in the evening; 
and by 8 o’clock they were sent to the Public Printer. Thinking it 
possible, however, that my remarks might get in as an answer to my 
colleague’s, while his might not appear at the same time, I took the 
precaution to send word to the Public Printer that I did not wish what 
I had said*to be put in the RecorpD until my colleague inserted his re- 


marks. He received the copy of his remarks from the stenographer, 
and, as I am informed, put them ia his pocket, and has gone off to 
Pennsylvania. Whether he proposes to return again or not, I do not 
know. But I think, as the Official Stenographer has every word that 


was uttered by Mr. BruMM, and as, under objections made, he was not 
allowed to print anything which he did not say or which he had not 
real, it is nothing more than justice to myself that the proceedings in 
that debate should now go into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as they 
took place in this House. I therefore ask, sir, if it be in order, that 
this matter be put into the RecorpD, so that Mr. BRuMM’s charges and 
my answers thereto shall go in together. I make the motion, there- 
fore, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that it isa matter over which 
the Chair has no control whatever. The law provides for the report- 
ing and publishing of the official debates and proceedings of the House. 
The practice has heretofore always been, so far as the present occupant 





of the chair is aware, for gentlemen, when they desire, to withhold their | 


remarks for revision; and as to the length of time that they may with- 
hold them the Chair knows of no rule or restriction. 

‘Lhe Chair supposes, however, that the matter is always under the 
control of the House; and the gentleman from Pennsylvania submits a 
motion—— 

Mr.SCOTT. I donot wish to doinjustice toanybody. But I think 
it is proper that these charges and the answer should be published to- 
gether, and I move, therefore, that the Official Stenographers be directed 
to put the remarks into the official record exactly as they occurred on 
this floor, and that this be done at once. 

Mr. MORGAN. Unless they are furnished by Mr. BrumM. 

Mr. CANNON. Without waiving the question of order which may 
be raised at this time, I desire simply to suggest to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that as his colleague is absent he had better wait until 
his return, or else notify him to return. 

It is common, and always has been, for gentlemen, when they desire 
to do so, to withhold their remarks, some of them a week, some two, 
some a month; and I have known instances where, without, perhaps, 
any great loss to the RECORD or to the country, they never were in- 
serted. [Laughter. ] 

Now, the gentleman himself is not overvigilant. It is a maxim of 
equity that he who seeks equity must do equity. The gentleman is 
himself subject to some criticism. His three or four hours’ speech has 
not yet appeared in the Recorp. SolI think it is perhaps better at 
least to wait until the return of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
especially as the gentleman should recollect that there was a request 
made to print, and in one of the few instances in this Congress it was 
denied. 

I think very likely the House will get into a good humor after a 
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while, and both the gentlemen will have their remarks appear in t} 
RECORD, and it may be in such form as to do all parties justice. 

Mr. SCOTT. That is just what I desire. 

Mr. CANNON. Itstrikes me, therefore, that we had beiter not | 
inahurry. The gentleman himself says that he revised his remark 
and I understand that Mr. BRumMM, who had his remarks for revis 
was called away unexpectedly. 

Mr. SCOTT. Then I give notice that I will call this matter y 
within a week’s time, and will withdraw the motion for the present 

Mr. FORNEY. Regular order. 


ROOMS FOR SELECT COMMITTEES. 
Mr. BOOTHMAN. [desire to submit a privileged report from t 
Committee on Accounts. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 
In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, July 21, 1° 
| 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims and t 
Select Committee on the Eleventh Census be authorized and empowered to 
tain the use of the committee-room now occupied by them in the Butler Bu 
ing during the recess and during the second session of this Congress at the sa: 
rent asis now paid; and that the Committee on Expenditures in the Trea 

| Department be also authorized to occupy a room in the said building at the rat 

| of $50 per month during the balance of this session and during the recess aiid 
| the second session of this Congress; and the Clerk of the House is hereby di- 
| rected to pay all of said rent out of the contingent fund of the House. 


1 
| ROOMS FOR COMMITTEES DURING THE RECESS, BALANCE OF THIS SESSION, AND 
SECOND SESSION OF THE FIFTIETH CONGRESS, 
| Mr, Boortuman, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted the following ic- 
} port: 
. Your committee having had under consideration the resolution introduccd 
by Mr. Cox, July 21, 1888, and referred to the Committee on Accounts, provid- 
ing in substance for the rental of rooms in the Butler Building, so called, for the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, the Select Committee on the 
Eleventh Census, and the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Depart- 
ment during the recess, balance of this session, and the second session of this 
Congress, report as follows: The two rooms in said building now occupied by 
the two select committees first above named have heretofore at this session 
been rented for said committees by and in accordance with a resolution of the 
House, and are necessary for that purpose during the sessions of this Congress, 
and from the work necessary to be done by the Committee on the Eleventh 
Census during the recess, and the importance of having a proper place for the 
storage and keeping of the papers and documents ot the Committee on Indian 
Depredation Claims and the performance of its work during the same time, we 
further find that the use of said two rooms is also necessary during the recess 
of this Congress. We therefore unite in recommending that the resolution as 
to the rental of said two rooms for said select committees be passed. 
Regarding the rental of a room in the same building for the rest of this ses- 
sion, during the recess, and for the second session of this Congress for the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, your committee find the 
following to be the facts: Said committee has already assigned to its use a cer- 
tain room on the basement floor of the Capitol Building. Said room is smal), 
illy-ventilated, and illy-lighted, it being necessagy to use gas-light therein when- 
ever and at whatever time it may be used by the said committee. Upon gen- 
eral principles, it would seem that a committee, as a body, ought not to be re- 
quired to occupy a room which none of its members would occupy from choice, 
or as individuals. We also find that said committee has held several meetings 
during this session (being seven or eight in number) inthe Judiciary Committee 
room, by the sufferance of the Committee on the Judiciary, and has not met in 
the room assigned to it for the reasons above named. While your committee 
feel that proper and suitable rooms for meeting ought to be provided and as- 
signed to each committee of the House, yet the fact being that one room has al- 
ready been assigned to this committee, we do not feel like changing the present 
arrangement, although we are not at all satisfied that the room assigned is 
comfortable and suitable room. We therefore report back that portion of said 
resolution without recommendation. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. In explanation of the report I will say simply 
this: The Committees on the Eleventh Census and on Indian Depre“a- 
tion Claims have had assigned to them by a former resolution of th: 
House rooms in the Butler Building. It is propesed by this report to 
enable them to occupy the rooms in question during the coming recess, 
if it oceurs—— 

Mr. CONGER. ‘“‘If it occurs!” 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. And also during the second session of this Con- 
gress. There is no question but that it will be necessary for the second 
session, and for a short time between the two sessions, if there is to be 
any vacation, it is also necessary. We report, therefore, in favor of that 
part of the resolution. 

As to the second portion of the resolution, conceiving it to be divis- 
ible, we simply say that the room assigned to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Treasury Department is of the character described in 
the report, utterly unfit for the business to be transacted by the com- 
mittee, for which reason it has not heretofore been used by the com- 
mittee. But the room having been assigned to it, we did not feel it 
proper to interfere. 

Mr. BLAND. Let me ask if it would not be possible for the two 
committees to occupy one room ? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. In answer tothe inquiry, it seems to me that it 
would hardly do to mix up the Census Committee with the Committee 
on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Mr.BLAND. Howmuch mixing would there be? How many mect- 
ings have they had ? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Iam not advised as to the meetings, but un- 
questionably if there is to be a census the committee must have the 
opportunity of preparing the way for it. : 

Mr. BLAND. I understand that the Committee on Indian Depreda- 
tion Claims meets once a week; and that the Committee on the Census 
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read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Treasury Department, and ordered to be printed. 
DIRECT TAX OF 18362. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio (by Mr. ForAN), introduced (by request) 
a bill (H. 8. 11400) to carry into effect the provisions of the twelfth 
section of the act of June 7, 1862, entitled ‘‘An act for the collection 
of direct tazes in the insurrectionary districts of the United States, and 
for other purposes;’’ which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PREVENTION OF “‘TRUSTs.”’ 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. 11401) for the preven- 
tion of ‘‘ trusts;’’ which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Iask that this bill be read and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. DUNN. I ask that the committee have leave to report this bill 
at any time. 

Mr. BACON objected, but subsequently withdrew his objection. 

Mr. BLAND. It seems to me that this bill, instead of going to the 
Committee on the Judiciary; should go to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, inasmuch as it refers to duties on imports. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is inclined to think that the 
bill properly goes to the Committee on the Judiciary, because it pro- 
poses to define new offenses. 

Mr. BLAND. I have no objection to the reference proposed. 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask consent that this bill be printed in the Rrc- 
ORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
DuNN] asks unanimous consent that the Committee on the Judiciary 
have leave to report at any time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ido not desire to object to 
the privilege of reporting at any time; but I would suggest whether 
the bill should not properly go to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will state to the gentleman that three-fourths 
of the provisions of this bill are strictly within the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on the Judiciary. There is one provision, standing alone, 
which might properly be referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. ‘Therefore, as will be perceived, the bill might properly goto 
either committee; but I insist that it be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The one-fourth of the bill 
‘which the gentleman concedes belongg properly to the Committee on 
Ways and Means would appear to be the most important part of the 
bill; but as the gentleman who introduces the bill is chairman of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, I do not object to the reference to that 
committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that this is one 
of those peculiar cases where either of two committees would probably 
have jurisdiction of the measure. 

Mr. LANHAM. Task unanimous consent that the bill be printed 
in the REcorD. 

Mr. KELLEY. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request that 
the committee have leave to report at any time ? 

Mr. KELLEY. I object to that. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FREE IMPORTATION OF COTTON-BAGGING, ETC. 

Mr. CRAIN introduced a bill (H. R. 11402) to exempt from duty the 
importation of bagging for cotton, or other manufactures suitable for 
the uses to which cotton-bagging is applied; which was read a first and 
second time. 

‘The bill having been, upon the request of Mr. CRAIN, read in full, 
was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 





LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO POSTAL EMPLOYES. 


Mr. BLOUNT introduced a bill (H. R. 11403) to provide for granting 
leaves of absence to employés of the Post-Office Department employed 
in the mail-bag-repair shops in said Department; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

PORT OF DELIVERY AT QUINCY, ILL. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 11404) to es- 
tablish a port of delivery at Quincy, in the State of Illinois; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CORRECTION. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to have a correction made. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAIsH] was appointed one of the 
conferees on the Army appropriation bill in place of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], who went home; but it seems a mes- 
sage was sent to the Senate announcing that the gentleman from Penn- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








SEPTEMBER 10, 


sylvania had been appointed in place of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr, 
BUTTERWORTH]. If there be no objection, the Chair will cause the 
Clerk to send to the Senate the necessary correction. 
There was no objection. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being the second Monday of the month, the 
remainder of the day, if claimed by that committee, is set apart for the 
consideration of bills reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. The Chair has been advised, however, by the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL], the chairman of that commit- 
tee, that the committee has no business to present to-day. 

LAUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FORNEY. I call up for consideration the conference report on 
the bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read amendment numbered 119, as tollows: 

Insert the following: 

‘*For the purpose of investigating the extent to which the arid region of th 
United States can be redeemed by irrigation, and the segregation of the irriga- 
ble lands in such arid region, and for the selection of sites for reservoirs aud 
other hydraulic works necessary for the storage and utilization of water fox 
irrigation and the prevention of floods and overflows, and to make the neces- 
sary maps, including the pay of employés in field and in office, the cost of all 
instruments, apparatus, ahd materials, and all other necessary expenses con- 
nected therewith, the work to be performed by the Geological Survey, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, the sum of $250,000. And all the 
lands which may be designated for reservoirs and canals for irrigation shall be 
reserved as the property of the United States, and shall not be subjected to en- 
try or settlement until hereafter provided for by law. 

The following amendment to the Senate amendment was offered when 
the bill was last under consideration, by Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Ken- 
tucky: 

After the word “dollars,” in line 1, on page 66, strike out the following: 

“And all the lands which may be designated for reservoirs and canals for ir- 
rigation shall be reserved as the property of the United States, and shall not be 
subjected to entry or settlement until hereafter provided for by law.” 

nd insert in lieu thereof: 

‘And the Director of the Geological Survey, under the supervision of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior,shall make a report to Congress on the first Monday in 
December of each year, showing in detail how the said money has been ex- 
pended, the amount used for actual survey and engineer work inthe field in lo- 
cating sites for reservoirs, and an itemized account of the expenditures under 
this appropriation; and all the lands which may hereafter be designated or se- 
lected by such United States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals 
for irrigation purposes, and all the lands made susceptible of irrigation by such 
reservoirs, ditches, or canals, are from this time henceforth hereby reserved from 
sale as the property of the United States and shall not be subject after the pas- 
sage of this act to entry, settlement, or occupation until further provided by law.” 

'The following amendment, offered by Mr. FELTON as an amend ment 
to the amendment of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, was also pend- 
ing: 

In line 9, page 1, after the word ‘‘———,”’ insert “and for the selection of waier- 
sheds that shall be preserved.” : 

Line 5, after the word ‘“‘purposes,” insert “and such selected water-sheds,” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
SyMEs] is entitled to the floor for twenty-two minutes. 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Speaker, I am not going to pursue this debate at 
the present time. I willonly have read a dispatch which I have re- 
ceived from the officers of the interstate deep-harbor convention, held 
one week ago at Denver, Colo. After the reading of this dispatch I 
may say « word in explanation of the purpose of that convention. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DENVER, CoLo., Seplember 1, 1888, 
Senators TELLER, BowEn, and Representative SymMEs, Washington: 


The interstate deep-harbor convention took up and unanimously adopted the 
following resolution: 

** Resolved, That we respectfully request the Congress of the United States to 
pass the amendment to House resolution No, 10540, offered by Senator Bowen, 
of Colorado, and now pending before it, to provide fora line of surveys pre- 
liminary to the establishment of a system of reservoirs for the storage of water 
on the arid lands of the West, and thatsuch reservoirs when established should 
be owned or controlled by the State governments for the irrigation of said lands 


by the owners thereof.” 
F. L. DANA, Secretary. 


Mr. SYMES. I had that dispatch read for the purpose of informing 
the House that what is known as the deep-harbor convention, sitting 
at Denver, Colo., adopted, about one week ago, before the commence- 
ment of the debate on this amendment, the resolution which is embod- 
ied in that dispatch. I call attention to the fact that the deep-harbor 
convention had accredited to it, upon the report of the committee on 
credentials, 325 delegates from the great empire State of Texas; and 
that there were also represented in that convention by delegates the 
States of Missouri, Kansas, Arkansas, Iowa, and Colorado, and the Ter- 
ritories of Wyoming, Arizona, New Mexico, and the Indian Territory. 
The object of that convention, Mr. Speaker, was to devise ways and 
means for securing the construction of a deep-water harbor at Galveston, 
Aransas Pass, or some other practicable point upon the Texas coast of 
the Gulf of Mexico. 

The occasion ‘of this arose by reason of the completion of what is 
known as the Denver, Texas and Fort Worth Railroad, connecting the 
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city of Denver, by way of Pucblo and Trinidad, in Southern Colorado, Chis small ay ition « 
through Eastern New Mexico, and through the great State of Texas nD it ense b : to f 1 SO 
directly with Galveston and the Gulf harbors. Mr. Speaker, the op« 
ing of that road during the } t] $s marks a new era in : : 
important line of n tot sboard for that great Sout ; : 
western country. eat country (the prospe 1 
good portion of which depends inthe f e upon the adoption of t 
Senate amendment) 500 miles nearer to the ocean than by way of ¢ 
cago, St. Louis, or other Eastern grand trunk routes. t ‘ 
Chis great convention having for its object the cheapeni tra i 
portation to the seaboard, by the lessening of the distance 500 m i rt t n 
the representatives in the convention embracing, as I have said t lev t I l 3 
delegates from the great State of Texas, resolved unanimously in fa é 
of this Senate amendment proposing to provide at once for the sur rivers whose wat t is pro 1. In that rf 
and reservation of these reservoir sites, and the amendment offered the « t ( 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. I therefore aj yind that inge of \ 
peal to the Representatives from Texas, Arkansas, Kansas, Iowa, and | ka und the R to the to 1 M 
other States to support this amendment, because in doing so th« 1 tl 
simply obey the behests of solemn resolve of this important « ido tward yutlet to 
vention composed of so many of their constituents. i nds portant has this ject 
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the residue of my tim S of ( rado and tl 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DocKErRy). The gentleman has | \ n at I er and pres 1 t 
fifteen minutes remaining United States for its attent S 
Mr. SYMES. Mr. Speaker, if tl rom Alal N ( M 
HERBERT], who it was understood, I red to pro l the su S ( 
morning, will give way for the pres ld a few minut them th g é ’ ) 





the time at my disposal to the gentl 
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Mr. HERBERT, That issa Gi f ¢ l t 
Mr. SYMES. I wish to say 1 from > [M of water; and é é id ava es 
FORNEY | in charge of this m« nk we ought to have that skill which nce enables » employ we caa ascertain the 
about one hour more for thisdiscussion, in addition tothe time reserved \ it points to retain ti water and t in reservoirs, 
by those gentlemen who have already occupied the floor. t released at the proper time under a system to alo} 
Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, the time allotted me is very rt | ‘ rnment, it will be a benefit of i abl le not o 
in which to cover so important a question as the one now before us. | p reneration bu » tl s that a 
But I desire to say to this House, in my judgment no more meritorio ( that regio the sons, t 
proposition has been submitted to our consideration during this sess Q] tt sent t that t ut 
than this amendment to the sundry civil appropriation bill provid } ; the H recede f ) 
for the reclamation of the vast area of arid land which lies west of t ul iment, for there is no more ben il osition 
hundredth meridian, constituting in territorial area about one-third bil I b ted fo yn 
the surface of the United States excluding Alaska. Within the lim t pre t ses 
of this territory there are threesovereign States, seven organized T Here the hammer 
ries, and portions of other States and Territories. fhe SPEAKER. The gen 1 from ¢ of 
Chore is an insufficient rainfall on this vast region of country, his time 1 
unless water is provided, it is doon perpetual aridne 33. J Mr. FORNEY Mr ! ker, t] \ iment { Louse 
beneficent proposition mad yrtion « m of $250,000 to 
public funds in the Tr o dis n ce t ’ 
whether or not the waste tops o ! ( I t but I + i to t t H 
looking these plaiz u ) ns of d i liture ) f 
for the purpos experime I sh ! lopted l : ) l 
had in this de no t edge wl yt t 3 
to ma it blo l€ 1 are m dy f 1] 
ain ranges that pierce the clouds, upon the summits of which M Powell, the Director of t gical Sur t the 
snows of winter concentrate; the summer stuns melt these snov d reg embrace ty t country, or 1, 
drain them into the valleys below. The banks of the stream mile { territory, a lar I can be all 
fertilized, but the chief body of the lands remain desert ge by the us vl] und al 15 per « can 


I feel a particular interest in this question more on account of t] gated by the storage of water in reservoirs by employ t 





district I represent. Within my district, lying far beyond the Rock l treams for that purpose. He sa n tl Ly 96,000, ( ; 
Mountains and upon the Pacific Slope, there is adesert extending from | can be irrigated. Now, the question comes up, before embat r on 


the northern boundary of Mexico in a northerly direction for som: 1 an enterprise, what will it cost his $250,000 is app ted 











miles, and from 50 to 100 in width. These Sierras, under which t for the survey, but it do t col te it. It needs an appre ition 
desert land lies, collect the snows of winter, which, melting un- | of e millions more to complete it Major Powe t can 
der the summer sun, descend into the valleys below and are lost in t only use $250,000 this year, but the 1 t year anc I \ ding 
sand. It isa matter of vital importance not only to California, but to | years he will need $1,000,000, ma i total l iarter 
the whole country to reclaim this vast region of desert land, and to det lions simply to do the work of s 
mine whether or not this waste water may not be app! to the pur r the completion of the su y, what A from 
poses of reclamation and irrigation. M Powell showing what land can rrigated and sites 
This region now called a desert, as has been proved by actual exper reservoirs exist, where they shall be established, where canals shall 
ment, can be reclaimed and made fertile asany other part of Califo: ig, and we have no lands irrig 1, no reservoirs built, no canals 
The best part of California has been reclaimed by irrigation. Add to g, although we have appropria and paid { lag mill- 
the public domain by reclamation this vast area of arid lands lying und: f dollars. Who then is todo tl vork? It1 e done either 
the Sierra Mountains constituting this Mohave desert, you will best the aggregation of capital—by corporatic or the Government 
an iacaleulable, inestimable boon upon the entire country How m Lit ecostif d by theG M ) lsays 
It is not within individual means and enterprise to uti he does n yw, and it« t ) t that 





this waste water for purposes of irrigation. In all the ] ter f he engine¢ But t mou It ig 
the world, countries where irrigation is necessary for the cultivation o e done by capitalists or the Government, I [f done by capi- 
the soil, the State has employed its energies toaccomplish the enterprise { ts, they must get their 1 of the ] le by charging so 
and has conducted water to fertilize its arid plains. If the Con much for every acre of land t theircanals. No 
of the United States can appropriate money to remove impedim one knows whatit willcost. Nox isattempted toascertain. Major 


ast hist 


i 





from the navigation of streams whose sources are in the mountains, w! Powell himself says that in t vate the sum will be enormous. 
is it not also legitimate to appropriate money to preserve these sources | How much? I venture to gu ind I think I am not far from cor- 
and there collect and economize the waste water? Whyisit not proper | rect, that the 96,000,000 acres he says can be irrigated by the stora 
to furnish great reservoirs from which water can be obtained to irrigate | of water, in the mountains, will cost $10 an a re, or $960, 000, 0¢ 0. 

and fertilize the thirsty plains below, thus adding to the general wealth Mir. FELTON. The gentleman does not mean for the survey ? 


of the country incalculable millions by increase of the public domain Mr. FORNEY. Oh, no; that costs five and a quarter million I 
for settlement? 1. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. I would like, with the permission of the gentleman | Mr. SYMES. Iwill show the gentleman is not right in one momen 
from Alabama, to ask him a question: If the location of the reservoirs | The appropriation expressly provides that $199,000 of that halfa million 
is assumed to be followed by the coustruction of the canals by the Gov- | is for the topographical branch of the survey, and one hundred od) 
ernment of the United States? thousand dollars is for the geological survey in the field. Now, the D 
Mr. FORNEY. Ofcourse. It can not be donc any other way. It rector can not divert that money for this purpose. 
must be done either by the Government or else by capitalists. | Mr. FORNEY. Possibly he can not, but he bas been—— 
It is simply impossible for the Government to undertake this work. Mr. SYMEx. And a portion of that topographical survey is of | 
The Government will have to pay out $960,000,000 to accomplish it. | in this work, aad can be utilized in locating these sites for reseryo 
Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask another question. Mr. FORNEY. We have been using it for the last ten years, 
Mr. FORNEY. Certainly. 


last year about $100,000 was used for this identical work of ascertain 
Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to know if this proposition which the 


where these lands lie and how they can be irrigated. Now, the Se: 
gentleman has been developing has been reported upon by the Com- | ate go forward and say they want to increase this to $250,000 in t! 
missioner of the General Land Office, the Secretary of the Interior, or | appropriation which they make in the bill outside of this amend ment 
any person connected with the Executive Departments; and if any rec- 


and if we continue to make them a3 we have been in the past Ma 
ominendations have been submitted in regard to it, or any report? Powell says he can finish this work in thirty years; but the Senat 
Mr. FORNEY. Yes, sir. forward and make the appropriation so as to complete it in six years, 
Mr. HOLMAN. ‘There is no report. That is the difference between the Senate and the House. 
Mr. SYMES. I can answer, if the gentleman is not familiar with Mr. SYMES. He said he would accomplish the topographical 
the facts. vey of the United States, which is now being made, in thirty years, and 
Mr. FORNEY. I have the facts here. The Senate called upon the | it is a fact that a part of this work that ought to be done for the purpos 
Secretary of the Interior, as shown by Executive Document 163. of these reservoirs has been stopped, and he has been making surveys in 
Mr. BLOUNT. What date? 


the East and the West at the solicitation of members of Congress, |) 
Mr. FORNEY. May 11, 1888; and Mr. Vilas referred this matter 
to ihe Director of the Geological Survey, Major Powell. He reported 








cause they all want topographical surveys made of their own States and 


districts, 

upon it. But Mr. Vilas makes no recommeéndation whatever. Mr. Mr. FORNEY. I will state from the evidence of Major Powell | 
Powell does. He gays that the report should be adopted, and he sub- | fore a Senate committee that he said he could in thirty years, with th: 
mits an amendment or suggests an amendment recommending that | appropriations that are now being made, if continued for the next 
this be done. I say that if that amendment should be adopted it is | thirty years, do the identical work which it is proposed to do und: 
the entering wedge for the expenditure of millions and millions on the | this proposition. Hesays if yougive me $250,000 this year and amil!- 
head waters in the mountains. ion each for the next five years, I can carry out and make the survey 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me a suggestion | of that arid region and show where the head works should be estab- 
there? lished on each one of the rivers; can show where the reservoirs should 

Mr. FORNEY. Certainly. 


be constructed, and where the canals should be dug; but that survey 
Mr. McMILLIN. Is it not true that there is not a place on the | would not be worth anything unless the Government. undertakes it or 
American continent to-day where irrigation has been successfully and | leaves it to corporations to doso. And I saythatif it were done, eithe: 
extensively inangurated and carried on that it has not cost even a | by corporations or by the Government, it would cost $960,000,000, and 
higher figure than $10 an acre? perhaps more; no one knows. 
Mr. FORNEY. Nodoubt. There has been some done at less, and 
probably more at not less than $10 an acre. The rental of the water, 


This is the entering-wedge, and after you have made the survey and 
got the map and ascertained where the sites should be, then you must 

if this is done by corporation, would be from $1.50 to $4 an acre per an- 

num. 


go into this great work and make this vast expenditure. Now, I say 
Mr. SYMES. If the gentleman will yield to me I will answer the 


it is not necessary for this work to be done within thirty years. There 
is no occasion for it. We are told that the arid region covers two-fifths 
question of the gentleman from Tennessee, and say that thousands and 
hundreds of thousands of acres of the best agricultural lands in this 


of our country. Granted. The other three-fifths requires no irriga- 

tion. It is irrigated by the dews and rains of heaven, and no artificial 

country to-day are made arable by irrigation, by ditches, where it has | irrigation is there required. Why, sir, outside of the arid region, in 

cost only from $1 to $2.50 an acre. those portions of the country which do not require irrigation, we have 

Mr. FORNEY. That is where branches and springs can be used; | Jand enough to sustain a population of three hundred millions of peo- 

but the proposition here is to make reservoirs in the mountains. Itis | ple, a number which we shall not reach for centuries. To-day we have, 
outside of the Jand where the irrigation can be done by ditching, and 

the land that would be irrigated under this provision can only be irri- 


say, sixty millions of people, and even if our population should con- 
tinue to increase as rapidly as it has increased for the last decade o1 

gated after a canal has been dug from 10 to 50 miles, 10 feet wide and 

probably 10 feet deep. 


two, we shall not have more than one hundred and twenty millions in 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is not the gentleman aware 


thirty years, while, as I have said, there is territory enough outside 
the arid region to maintain three hundred millions of people. 

thai this amendment is to give effect to what Congress has already Now, Mr. Speaker, I say this expenditure is entirely unnecessury at 

ordered to be done? Congress ordered this to be done by resolution | this time in order that at the end of thirty years we shall be able to 

adopted in February in both Houses. That resolution passed without | hand down this heritage to our posterity. When the proper time comes 

the opposition of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Forney], I ex- 

pect, and also without the opposition of the gentleman from Tennes- 


they can go to work upon the arid region. We do not need it now. 
Why, sir, outside of the New England States there is not a State in this 
see |Mr. MCMILLIN]. We ordered it to be done, and now comes the 
time to appropriate the money. 


Union to-day but could support five times its present population. Take 
Virginia, one of the oldest of the States; she could readily maintain 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is one of those things that has passed pro 
forma, with the statement that it takes no money; and now the fact 


five times as large a population as she has to-day. 
turns out that itis ultimately intended to take an appropriation with it. 


Mr. SYMES. Did not I take the position on Saturday that this was 
a work for the future, but that it would not do to postpone the begin- 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not know whether it 
was passed pro forma; but it was passed. 


ning of it until a period when, under the homestead and pre-emption 
laws, these natural sites for reservoirs should have become private 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not know whether it was passed pro forma; 
but if you will look at the record I have no doubt you will find it 


property ? 
accompanied with a statement that it takes no money, and now it 


Mr. FORNEY. Then, if it isa work for the future, why expend 
these two hundred and fifty thousand this year or five years hence ? 

turns out that millions of dollars would have to be appropriated un- 

der it. 


Mr. SYMES. For the purpose of preserving these reservoirs for the 
Mr. FORNEY. I wish to show the difference between the House 


future. 

Mr. FORNEY. I insist, Mr. Speaker, that we do not require thi 
and the Senate upon this matter. Ten years ago we had several sur- | expenditure at this time. It is pleasant to know that in the arid 
veys in this country and at that time it was thought that it should be | region we have 96,000,000 acres of land which, when irrigated, will be 
put under one head. Major Powell was appointed Director and in- | worth $30 an acre, or, as Major Powell puts it, two billions eight hun- 
structed to make the geological surveys, to show the timler lands, the | dred millions. It is pleasant to know that; but we should also 1 
arid lands, and the mining lands and all other kinds. He was to make | member that in our country, beginning at the Atlantic coast and goin, 
separate classifications. Now, we have been appropriating every year | west to the one hundredth meridian, where the arid region sets in, an! 
from $150,000 and $200,000 to $600,000, and much of it has been ex- | then jumping across to the Pacific Slope, we have, as I have already said, 
pended for the identical work provided for in this bill. Measures have 
passed both Houses authorizing over $637,240 appropriated to carry on 


land enough which requires no irrigation to maintain a population 0! 
300,000,000. Therefore, sir, I hold that the motion of the gentleman 
the geological survey, out of which Major Powell has paid about $400, - 
000 of the money for this identical work. 


from Kentucky that the House recede should not be adopted. The 
House has disagreed to this amendment and it ought to insist upon its 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him at that 
point? 


disagreement. 

But the gentleman from Kentucky says that this proposition to store 

Mr. FORNEY. I will yield to the gentleman to correct me if I am | the waters will solve the problem of the overflow of the Mississippi. 
wrong; but I am right. Let us stop and think fora moment. In the first place, under this 


EOE i 
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scheme no dam will be built within a thousand 5 { A ve thought 
sippi Rive: And what about all the waters of the Missouri and of t lt sacted ir bus 
P tT 4 “uf 4 . 


Arkansas and of the Tenness« 1 he Ohio? Major Powell |! 3S i 


































































self says that the annual W Ohio is greater than thea 8 it 
flow of the Missouri and iter than the flow of the | ppei Missis t 
It is evider the re, that Mississippi will continue to ov \ t i} t i to 
its banks so long : i tl waters flow into it, and the only é i 
stop the overil w of the M = 1s 5 leveeing, a W ’ a ; c t | 
be accomplished by and by w has i l ] 
hundred and fifty millions 
I hope, sir, that this House will not agree to tl 
tleman from Kentucky, but will insist upon its disagreement. | 
yield ten minutes to the gent ian from New York | Mr. Ba 
" Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the adoption o 
olution toconcur in the pending amendment put upon this b 
Senate. We are relieved from the consideration of the n 
whether the means for a more complete survey of the } l } 
be provided by the frank admis i the gentleman trom Ke ‘ 
and others who have spoken in support of this motion, that 
present appropriation is intended only as tl st step towards an 
penditure the amount of which no man vent ; to prophesy, and l Oo vi 
purpose of which is to make the United States the purveyor of a w 
§ supply to a population which the fervid imagination of gentlem« { els , 
F leads them to estimate at many millions. In other words, this is t i ‘O01 et 
commencement of another great scheme of spending the people’s 1 t t } ! ) t 
in furtherance of the policy of making thisa great paternal Go ‘ 
. ment. t b tie > t y 
Es In determ h v 10uld en i 1 i  i¢ ‘ 
; much help as ! 1ough we do ret informat l t 
entertainment poetical sketches of what has seen of t 
learned in other la y my esteemed colleague | Mr. ¢ 3 t t 
Governments of Egypt, or of the Moors, or of the Sultan, or of Spain 101 f 
not furnish us with a1 » guides in determining what ] ! ( 
policy of our Governm 4 Che officials of those cou les W t : 
sovereigns and had most excellent reasons for lavish expendit t I yad 
: OY the money raised by arbitrary taxes levied in the employ: \ i byt t vers through t H 
people who were their subjects. They made their government en vi the M thet the Dem tic part 
ee because their pe ple were wretched. oO n ! cr i l f es ( ur 3 co 1 l 
| ae In this country, where the people are the sovereigns and the offi n subject to exhausti lebat le » in this Hous and 
te the servants, there can be no such reason for splendid expendit what is happening ' 3 ccept pu 
: The more our Government leaves the people to take « of thems ut to t t of the H ul 
a the more nearly it accomplishes the purpose for which it was cr whieh event e to sor the ¢ 3v h I 
I am not unmindful, however, that the present unfortunate cond t during the general debate upon it Phis He I ! 
he to that which pertain in foreign lands whe ns of the majority and « this bill 
cana typ gush in Cor oner introduced 
nople. Here in these days he Treasury is gentlema m Ne Mr. BucHa? 
flowing with money gathered by an oppressive system of taxation th of time take 1 preparing the M 
posed upon 2 people who are submitting with surprising patience to t Seen . 
exaction. t ( 
I believe that propositions to make such appropriations wou 
be entertained for one moment by either House Congress if it t : t 
not for the unfortunate condition of our Treasury. The surplus ost eri 1 ex : 
we all hear about, and which many of us talk about, is a constant | A 17 and ended Ju l 
a source of temptation to the House to make extravagant appropriat 3 RECORD vs that ; ts in t to t 
et) and to the people to submit tothem. Although this question of t { reform e address¢ » the S | 
ia existence of the surplus has been often spoken of and written about, | | { this House and : lt te on the 2 
still, sir, in the face of the proposition to make an appropriation of | ; Ithough the period since it formally reached that ? 
ee this character it is not amiss to recall the exact figures with than el iduring its ] ration i diseug 
to it. j ibstance 3s well known and there was n 
On the 3ist d y of Ju y; 1888, there had been collected and it ( 1 Lo l 1 
the Treasury of the United States $132,517,751.55 ov: rand abov y lerstood ; l h ly 1 the ++ 
authorized expenditure for ordinary purposes which could be m nstitute t t , 
' 3 the executive department of the Government. It should not |! is an earnest desire to reduce t 
Br looked that this is not a book-keeping surplus, but that it is actual } liean friends, ] 
a money, the currency of the country, locked up in the vaults of the | that the m 
4 Treasury, for which the Government has no use, and which the oflice: veek or to tain « t I t l 
aa harged with its custody have but a very restricted right to pay out. | measure? J] mont too f ti 
3 And it should also be understood that day by day the income of the | Ways and M: ( tt t laws 
: Government exceeds the authorized expenditures and adds a further | and perfect a bill before the 
; sum to this fund withdr m the channelsof business. Under the t, what can be said « / t { 
i hority given by the le re branch of the Government the Secre- | upon a measure 1 l 
“' tary of the Treasury of the ted States finds himself so placed that | it left this House? 
he has but two means of restori the channels of trade this a [It was also said 
mulated and accumulating mass ¢ e circulating medium of the « . yme gentleman 1 
5 try . Ther 
. Or to buy the bonds of the United Stat und that ( on W 
can 0 1ed by paying for them a price which amounts to an f compla and 1 , l fits 
advancement and payment at once by the Government of nearly ion 
4 half the entire amount of interest which would become due upon th ‘ he Mill 


bonds if they were left to be redeemed at maturity. And the « r | fourth in s y, its par ‘ I lly « sled, l, wit 
method is to deposit in national banks, uy giving securit 7 l earnestness, asked the House ‘‘ to t 
} 7 





g 
the deposit of Government nds do accumulat ) Llee ¢ 34 > Ldn i I ' 
currency of the country, to be by t used in t tee for six we lin some secret pla t 





daily transactions. The amount so deposited was, e 3lst of July, | the minor framing 
oa 1888, $59,681,642.3 











marks by saying, ‘‘A glance at the provisions of this bill would indi 
cate that this wonderful production of star-chamber gestation had been 
conceived in malice.’? The gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. KEAN, 
remarked ‘‘that it was unfortunate for the country and for the proper 
consideration of the tariff that this bill had its birth in secret and its 
cradle in partisan caucus.’’ 

And yet, Mr. Speaker, after the Mills bill had passed this House and 
reached the hands of the committee of the Senate, unless common ru- 
mor lies worse than ever, it took a party caucus held under the most 
favorable and enlivening circumstances to enable the majority of that 
body to reach, doubtingly and late at night, the conclusion that an 
effort should be made to reduce the revenue and to report on this bill, 
and in accordance with the conclusion reached by that caucus the ma- 
jority of that committee have met with closed doors, outside of which 
the minority of that committee have been compelled to stand, to con- 
sider how to reduce the revenues or rather how to destroy the Mills bill. 

These events, sir, have made plain to the country if not to the mem- 
bers of this House how silly such criticism is, and it will be fortunate 
for the critics and the party of which they were the spokesmen if they 
escape the suspicion that the real reason for these criticisms was the 
hope to unfairly discredit and to delay the passage of the only measure 
to reduce the revenues as yet sought to be enacted. 

This bill has also been criticised upon the ground that it would if 
enacted result in the destruction of American industries, and it is a 
curious fact, sir, that this assertion was as earnestly made in resisting 
propositions to put upon the free-list articles which were not produced 
by the industries of this country or with which it was impossible that 
there should be foreign competition as with regard to any other items 
in the bill. 

To illustrate: one of the articles placed upon the free-list by the 
Mills bill was ‘‘fresh milk.’’ No one intentionally put *‘ fresh milk’ 
into a tariff bill as a proper object upon which to imposeaduty. It was 
by a blunder put into the tariff law of 1883 by falling within the terms 
of section 2513 A, which is in these words: 

There shall be levied, collected, and paid on the importation of all raw or un 
manufactured articles not herein enumerated or provided for a duty of 10 per 
cent, ad valorem. 

When line 141 of the Mills bill ‘‘ milk, fresh’’ was read in commit- 
tee the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LyMAN] arose and moved to strike 
out the line, and added: 

I have thus far taken no part in the debate upon the pending bill, but we are 
now considering a portion of the bill which makes a direct attack upon the 
farmers of my section and upon the farmers of the entire country— 

And on this amendment after argument the committee was called 
upon to vote, and the amendment was rejected. 

The total value of milk imported for two years past and the ports at 
which it was entered are shown by the following table: 

Of the fresh milk entered for consumption in the year ending June 

, 1887, there was entered at— 





Plattsburgh, N. Y $1, 616 
Detroit Mich 490 
SE NI, HENIIU <csnadccrecnnstiectstealiaueent 999 
El Paso, Tex 720 
a ii san niencarcrecnrnsnitinbicas peinhicisioiachiiahiiamepins iia aint 377 

BOE .o0n.5.ssneseavicsek ogecectne phheenSabbinasandelenseheds ebeieanalbebennaachbeesareueeenae 4, 202 
Value of imported fresh milk entered for consumption in the United States 


1888, 


during the year ending June 30, 
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of this argument to induce them to sustain modern Republican doc- 
trine when they contrast this munificent protection of 10 per cent. upon 
the importation of an article which can never come into real compe- 
tition with their product with the burden of a tariff rate of 34 per cent. 
upon every pound of tin which enters into the utensils and cans {i 
which they are so constantly and largely paying out their earnings. 1 
have called attention to this particular item partly because I am f: 
miliar with facts relating to it and partly because I believe that t! 
sincerity of the assertion that the Mills bill strikes down American in 
dustries can by it be fairly tested. 

Another item placed upon the free-list by the Mills bill was ordi- 
nary building brick. It was subject to a duty of 20 per cent. va- 
lorem, and we were informed that this bulky and comparativ ay cheap 
artic le would certainly be made and imported into our country and ou: 
brick-yards annihilated if it should be brought in free. And yet sir, 
the fact is well known that little or no brick of the quality of ordin: ury 
building brick has been imported into this country for many years 
under any of our tarifflaws. The bulk and weight of common brick 
as compared with their value are such that the freight rates for their 
transportation not only protect us against foreign competition but pre- 
vent competition between different neighborhoods in ourown country. 
A haul of a few miles upon a railroad will prevent the carrying of brick 
from the largest yards in the Hudson River valley as against the com- 
petition of smaller yards with poorer facilities and greater running ex- 
penses but in the immediate neighborhood where the brick is needed. 
In this connection I submit the following table compiled*from the 
census of 1880 as showing the range of selling price and of labor cost 
of brick from 1860, with the remark that the highest selling price 
reached by brick and the highest wages paid to labor in this business 
in twenty years were attained and paid under the same rate of duty as 
was exacted when both items were at the lowest point: 





Comparative table of tariff rates, one price, and labor cost of brick. 






tate Price Wages. 
State. \Year.! per | per |— ~ Sp 
| 1,000. |1,000. | Burners.! Setters. | Molders, | © ee 
| | | labor. 
. 

New Jersey..... ... 1360 |$0.20 \$8.00 $1.62 $1.62 $1.25-$1.50 | $0. 75-$1.10 
DO..cs0sees0e ---| 1865 | .20 | 8.00 2.50 2.50 | 1.50- 2.00} 1.00- 1.50 
RS “f 1870 | .20 |10.00 3.50 3.00 | 2.25- 3.00 | 1.25- 2.00 

New York...........] 1871 | .20 | 7.00 2.50 | 2.50 | 8. 25 | 1.75 
PR isnies w+] 1875 | .20 | 6.00 2.00 | 2.00 2.75 | 1.5 
Do. ...| 1879 | 20 | 6.00 1.62 | . 62 | 2.25 | 1.25 
DD scieochascannjnte 1880 | .20 | 7.00 | 2.00 2.00 | 2.50 | 1.50 


I den call attention to the f fact t that the price for brick and the wages 
paid in that business vary from year to year in such a way as to pre- 
clude the idea that either was at all dependent upon the effect of tariff 
legislation. 

An examination of the statistics of brick importation demonstrates 
that in recent years the brick imported into this country were glazed or 
otherwise decorated and expensive brick. 

I also submit to the House the following table showing the exports 
of common brivk from this country for twenty years past: 





Quantity and value of building bricks exported from the United States for 
the years ending June 30, 1870 to 1888, inclusive. 


Building bricks. 





Ports at which entered. Value. . ahead 
Years. i — 
- Quantity. | Value. 
Cape Vincent, N. Y $14. 00 Susi By as i cia NT "| ae 
Plattsburgh, N.Y 267.73 | — : 
Corpus Christi, Tex 11.00 2, 258, 000 $25,091 % 
Detroit, Michs...... 0000 s000secce000 1, 823. 00 896, 000 9, 279 Be 
Port Huron, Mich 1, 223.00 1, 705, 000 14, 305 " 
Bel PASO, Tex......00020:00-se0se0e 193. 00 1, 219, 000 10, 632 Be 
Burlington, Vt 1, 507.00 1, 347, 000 11, 290 a 
aonenaniinat 1, 451, 000 12, 120 
TOCA. .0000000 000 sce sesescnsevcccivcescstonvees Suesueeee enecsesscbetes eeesensenenetdboossensceses 5, 083. 73 2, 336, 000 18, 035 
3, 363, 000 25, 571 
eae PEP CEES ARIS C3 oe as Raed 41,822,000 | 254, 446 
The relative importance of such importation is best shown when I 7, 827, 000 51,714 
state that there was paid by the farmers of the district which I rep- 4, 663, 000 36, 299 
: . . . 3, 364, 000 27, 989 
resent to the railroads as freight upon the fresh milk carried to the 5, 400, 000 50, 870 
city of New York for consumption there (the rate of freight being 35 6, 350, 000 56, 227 
cents for each can containing 40 quarts) more than the sum of $900,000 ovens > i 
in the year 1887. And yet, sir, the farmers of my section are invited 5, 241, 000 35,579 
to believe that their product is protected from ruinous competition 5, 734, 000 45,55 557 
’ . ‘ 72 


with Canada by the tax upon the quantity of milk imported as above 
shown. They are invited to believe that the Mills bill is a direct at- 
tack upon their industry because their production upon which they 
pay the large amount above mentioned as freight is liable to be driven 
out of the New York market by the product of the pauper cows kept 
in Canada with its nine months of winter and three months of cold 
weather. 

The intelligent farmers of my district will fully appreciate the force 








TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, August 27, 1888. 
WM. F. SWITZLER, Chief of Bureau. 
Hon. H. Bacon, 
House of Representatives. 
We exported and sold these large quantities of brick made by our 
higher-priced labor, maintained, say the opponents of this measure, by 
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the duty, in competition with all the world and its cheaper labor. Of | 4 t 
course the exporters of these brick did not export them for fun; they lf the United S [ ‘ 
exported and made a prolit onthem; and yet intelligent men are asked f l : 1887 
to believe that the removal of t luty on imported brick will comp 
our manufacturers to give up the home market to the very men whom \ ; 
the t 1] met ld OVercame in Open ¢ ym petition in the lore l 
market 
Mr. Speal h the knowledge which statistics give us of the 
tire inutility of an i :port duty on the article of common brick eithe 
l its } rice or the rate of wages paid to l ibor en} loyed in 
manufacture, we heard here from gentlemen on the other side eloq 
| pathetic appeals to strike out the provision putting brick on 7 , 
free-list in order to save this industry from ruin. It is impossible to 
F resist the conclusion that from this example we can learn the g 
lessness of the expressions of fear, the idleness of the prophecies « : 
q to American industries as the result of the passage of the Mills 
vith the repetition of which our ears have been so frequently assa : 
The theory upon which the Mills bill was constructed, so far as it 
; affected the tariff, was that the surplus revenue now collected by 
Government should be reduced by taking off the duties paid upon t 
nece ries of life and of what are denominated raw material, to : 
end that not only might money not needed for the legitimate exp« 
of the Government be kept out of the Treasury, but that the people ¢« 
sy the country might receive the necessaries of life relieved from the But, Mr. S| ‘ t ] t { 
tra cl e ma ssary by the payment of duties. The Pr ould 1 be t ‘ 
I imal me ve said that these duties added to the cost to t é 1 that the esalt ey 
.er of the article subject to duty, and there has been no p 3 to la will « t ‘ 
of his message and no argument in favor of this bill, so strenuously this counti d wl ose t] e of 1 
tacked and denied as this plain statement of a fact whicl in not f « t io what iss to t 
the subject of fair contradiction. If our mar »ynotenh of wage 1 t coun paid ‘ 1 tric 
om the cost of the articles that they sell to the consumer by reason o scribe t 1 veen t tes « 
Bet iount of duty paid upon the foreign goods before they a tte ‘ t « t » the « f protect ta 
to this country, what possible protection can the tarilf afford to t t to be determined is not whet wares are bh er in this « 
American manufacturer? t in other countries, | lig 
Che only argument in favor of a protective tariff is that by re f My own conviction is that taxa 1 can no t 
the exclusion of competition with the foreign manufacturer our mat ages paid in a country than it can i se the ar ut of g 
facturer is enabled to enhance his price and thereby to pay enhanced | will grow upon an acre of land in 1 ume country. And ir 
wages to his employés. He enhances his price by an amount exact f that conclusion I] 1 attention to t fact that comne “— 
or approximately equivalent to what it costs the foreign manufacture is } 1 that t 
to place his goods upon the American market. In fact, he adds ¢ : hicher t { 1 in ¢ \ 
time to the cost of the foreign product in the markets abroad the etl t 0 ! 
of freight, insurance, and tariff rates in order to determine the amount t ta P 1 J \ : 
* at which he will sell his own product. It affords no reply to this plain t ( al wage , 
Fay business proposition to say that as compared with twenty years ago ‘ id England, it l be f t 
manufactured products in this country are sold at vastly reduced pr y 1 n t count: l er than t l 
That is conceded, but the question is not whether prices have t l| in England, that the « paid in t count ny 
downward for twenty years in this country. ( ipations connected th t important } t ! 
rhe question as to whether the tariff duty increases the cost to the | pr sortion of the ame t of the ad valorem rate of 
consumer in this country is to be settled not by a comparison of the | ; odities imported into thi ntrv 
prices in this country now and twenty years ago, but by a comparison [It will also be found b pal { ‘ i 
between the prices at the present time in this country and in the coun- | jtself and in its differ Ss uth l of them 
try from which the goods would be imported were it not for the duty. | ever benefit there can b 1 our tal tel t d ? 
Any such comparison, sir, will demonstrate the entire accuracy of t wres between the va is States for lal t er tion and 
statement that this duty enhances the price of all commodities to tl 9 3 . if t eo ‘ : 
consumer in this country. t vuntrv were created ed sol tarif v- 
I submit herewith a table, prepared with the aid of the Bureau of y satisfactorily explain why n this country is1 
Statistics, as sustaining the proposition that the tariff rate does enhance nwa in ally sof it? A n. ¢ paring the v fy ‘ 
the cost of the commodities to the consumer: } ed in business « ted with ec 1 ‘i ' | 
I rport prices of thet yo-named articles in England, Germany, J J vith thos in b . = 38 connect . Wits COM OGLE : | 
x ind the United States in 1877 and 1886, with rate of duty in t } i t ‘ ut be found t t , 4 ru c i t 
i ot the latter class te gen tha { the 
~ ce “ I nstitute still another c¢ p tv nd that t 
. atti ; tion in wages between difierent parts of t ce ] eat the 
z 3 =e ition in wages paid in m f tl ry and ( 
4 M Se ‘in - Fas ae ae br in the ame occupatio! 
Se S 2 & rm = z latter f; whicl $ LDlé 1 De t 
Countries, ete, -. é ae o. é = seems to me, upon no theory consistent with the state nt thata 
‘ #5 ze 5 § == >> rate of wages paid in this country i due to tl e te t t 
; 3 os e G s = 9 In discussing this question ¢ ™ ues to this point | confine . 
‘ = = = . = =~ | self to a comparison of the daily w s paid, but it 
4 - in determining why wages are higher in one country than anot 
C ( true test will be found in acomparison of the labor cost in t 
England...........css00 $35.28 $4.82 | $13 | 6.0 | $23.11 $3.44 | $10.50 3.1 | articles produce 1 in the two countries That e labor of t ) 
Seamer Na 42.16 | 5.88 3 73 ; 2 23.53 | 3.92 it 7 . | countries should be compared by a « ideration t 
United States 45.50 | 8.81 | 28.00) 11.6| 37.13 4.69| 18.91 6.7 | Values. But some man will say the laborer i t the 
Tariff rate 23.00 | 1.10 7.00} 5.0) 17.00 | 1.00 6.72 5 | question of a comparison of tl } ( d rent co 
vided he gets more money in one me 
One of the advantages which the opponents of the Mills bill claim as } laborer was seeking to ascert ré 
the result of a high rate of duty is a steady reduction in the price of | or not, the question of comparison of la t 
all commodities. That there has been this steady reduction is not | but in seeking to determine why Wi 
disputed, but that it results from the high rate of duty is not only | stand that it is important to know the 0 % 
denied but disproved. I submit the following table to show that | kinds of labor; for it is obvious th 
during the past twenty years in the article of cotton cloth there has | manufacturer can better afford ’ 
been a steady reduction in price, in England as well as in this country, | worth of work than he can to pay a n ; 
and that in the last ten years the reduction there has been greater than | of work. With or without any t a0 
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That the labor of the American workmen is more productive than | Per cent. of labor costof total cost of pig-iron in various Slates of the Unit 


that of the workmen of other countries is a fact to which so much testi- 
mony has been borne from time to time by different men of different 






































States. 
















parties that those who deny it are compelled to contradict the eloquent Pages 116, 117, first annual report (1886) of the Commissioner of Labor, 
testimony of most of the leaders of the Republican party. a 

I submit the following table as showing the variations in different ht 
parts of our country in the price paid for labor and in the percentage j : s ee of lab. 

of labor cost in certain lines of manufactures: anates. Description of ur cost « 

total « 

Selling price, labor, cost, and perce ntage of wages to cost of certain woolen 

goods in twelve establishme nts. 
Alabama............. One ton run of furnace foundry pig-iron (Ala- 9 

Selected from Statistics of Wages, by Joseph D. Weeks, Tenth Census. Pages bama ore), j 

as below. ] Indiana............ One ton run of furnace foundry pig-iron ........ ..... 4 

ovens - — aeeguatineatisipaanimaamnemigunguaaamnits a a One ton run of furnace foundry pig-iron (New 13. ( 
York ore). 
oa Ohio ......... .......--| One ton run of furnace foundry pig-iron (Lake l 

Se » price a. a i; ageo Superior ore). | 

Selling prtes. | Laborsost. wages to Do. | One tom run of furnace foundry pig-iron (Hock- | 14 
cost. ing Valley and Lake Superior ore). 

— a One ton run of furnace foundry pig-iron (Hang- | ] 
' ing Rock ore). | 

Alabama (page as above, 378): IDG cxiceccse senses One ton run of furnace foundry pig-iron (Hang: | 12 
Jeans, PEF YALA .....-.cccecceeees iateeieinl $0. 40 ) ing Rock ore). 

K CrsO YS, POT YALA .cocccsccescccccocccsceess 8 -20 to ID eseusai sate One ton run of furnace foundry pig-iron (Hang- 12.2 
Yarns, per pound ¥ nanan 5 ) ing Rock ore). 

California (page as above, 379): | Rese One ton run of furnace foundry pig-iron (Ma- 9, 2 
Blankets, Pr PAiL......ccceccecceereeeeee 8.24 | $0.77 11 honing Valley and Lake Superior ore). j 
Flannel, per yard sanrneenpinmnimne oo | .03 20 BOO vacceiness véllvuncicienplathistialivabinnidnbsdiniawanaaesaa 8 

Illinois (page as above, 384): ! Do caaneiia’ sagsenvcqutniacaiibeesatingien 5dr cade leideeehitent kn iaibeuenntant 9. 68 
Fiannels, per yard.,.................0+:++-'80.35 to .40 | 06 17 Pennsylvania......; One ton run of furnace foundry pig-iron 12.50 
Cassimeres, per yard.,..............0+..06 - 65 to 1.50 $0.10 to . 20 13 to 14 Tennessee ... One ton run of furnace foundry pig-iron 14.4 

Indiana (page as above, 386 i nessee ore). } 

Jeans, per yard sa ceotiiensins | wo | 05 143 TTI cians acinenel nanan nai ianiundbaciniitine deipdiehaiaieampneaiian } 16.7 
Flannel, per yard............... on 425 | 12 324 Virginiz...... | One ton run of furnace foundry pig-iron (Vir- 10 
Yarn,per pound.,, .80 .10 164 | ginia ore). 

Iowa (page as above, 388) | | i do, 9, 21 
Blankets, per POil.......cccccc.sssecccvcsess | 7.50to8.50 | 1.75 | 26 adenine ih rnleiialaatn conn dnhest ai ‘ “ 9.1 
Cassimeres, per yard. ; 140 | 35 | 35 | One ton run of furnace foundry pig-iron (Lake | 12.7 
Fiannel, per yard penpennqusonompnogede 55 | 16 | 30 | Superior ore). 

Plain and fancy yarn, per pound....| 1,00to1.40 - 12} 15 De cnccce. soscownd One ton run of furnace foundry pig-iron (West | hl 

Kentucky (page as above, 388) : | Virginia ore). | 
Flannel, per yard...........ccossssssseeeses} oO | 15 | 50 Maryland... ...... One ton No. 1 foundry pig-ir0n........cccceesecsceseeeeenes | i4 
Yarn, per pound ......... | 1.12 28 | 32 New York. coleccssnegllt esas us ce cute coveseoosccssnecesseccee | 13 

Massachusetts (page as above, 394): | | COR cress .| One ton Bessemer pig-iron.... 7 
Sleeping-car blankets, per pound.| 1.50 to1.60 a } | DOieccevecccecossee] ORS GOR BESSCMIST IFON......0.00000ccrccescneses . 13 
Repellents, per yard..........0...+.+. i 1.00 15} | + 21.52 | a ge aS Pen ee 13 
Carriage rugs, each..... | i lg de } | Pennsylvania.... .do 7 

New York (page as above : | Do.. eves do re . 6. 59 
Wool cassimeres, per yard ‘ ssinenmitiey ore 62 25 Fic connec coocevecsinge seemed Dkcsedscueneensene cased wintan sathie vemratgniie kiauselaceanelaain 8.52 

Ohio (page as above, 401): | | Ohio.. .| One ton foundry pig-iron, soft, silvery (Ohio | 17. 02 
Fiannel, per yard pantivestinmmendicaatalanell 40 | -M } 40 | brown hematite ore). | 
Cassimere, per yard 1.00 | 25 | 30 15. 65 
Blankets, per pound } 90 .18 22} 14.58 
Yarn, per pound. 20 veccceceevoce .70 13 20 ee 

Pennsylvania (page as above, 403) : | | 14. 69 

: incy cassimeres, per pound 1. 36235 1975] 15 me 

Rhode Island (page as above, 404): j — 

Cloth, per yard............00. | .02to .05) j 10 ” i — 
Llosiery, per pound.,.......ccccccecccees | .l0to.155 . . . P 

Utah (page aoe 406) : | 5) | J desire to call the attention of the House to a table prepared by 
Doeskin, per yard 1.75 63 | 58} the statistician of the Bureau of Labor and presented to this House 
a Zann Leer A ER BIS a | “one pos in connection with a speech on the tariff made by the gentleman from 
I IE Das vestitcee class iene, .90 403 | 5s. Texas [Mr. MiL1s] in April last, and to make some comment upon 

it. 


Cost of production, etc 
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THE FIRST PERIOD—1849 TO 1860. 


in the United States at two periods. 


of | 


| 














; 4 >“ s 
ws 2 Product per em- 2a he) N rb 
3 | a - 7 & & 3 Number of employés Scotia 
os Industry. ang nda ea 32%. | reduced to full time. Weavers. 
E e. 2 DD © 
£4 Year.! State. |. seneisineeetaniitiggeiloneta 5 g = ef — a ee 
B= | Pe S26 26S I Pi N Yards per 
“3 | Geners | Special Quan-| Unitof | 255 | esses |, Day | Piece | prota: 18™ wages.) day for 
% oneral. | 2 pret tity. ‘measure. pg - < + os | hands. | hands. eae ber. “ES mh : 
a — ee | oe meena ~ - 
1 1849 | Massachusetts................... » cael 44.5 Yards. $0. 01499 $0. 667 58 57 115 113.3 
2 1850 BR ciiessidclicdiienienmeendaias dea | 4.0 Lante....... 0. C1547 0. 650 76 | 154 | 230 . 
L852 PRicesinns engubonsan --O.. ° 41.3 }....d0........ 0.01624 0. 670 169 | 317 | 436 120.6 
4 | 1855 |_New Hampshire 42.5 |.....do....... 0.01576 | 0.670} 414 350| 764 114.5 
5 | 1858 | Massachusetts....... 1.5 | .AdO..:0ec0 0.70000 1. 050 | 50 45 95 4.8 
6 | 1858 |......do.... 10.0 | Pounds..| 0. 10000 1. 000 26 32 58 . 30.0 
7 1860 | New York 2 | Ton...... 2. 02500 1.080 Sohne soa date OP brcackccorsberduaabitbrtetetinidbours 
THE SECOND PERIOD—1884 TO 1387. 
i} &e |; >See 
| Product perem-| 23 ao Number of employés a 
Industry. | ployé per day e g eR. reduced to full time. Weavers. 
on full time. BE | asa 
Year. State. a dailies io ae sidieiamitiia iach ss Eels : aii 
| er EFro= Yards per 
see j = |} Quan-| Unitof|; 5s og a's Day | Piece a. OT ae 
General. Special. tity. |measure.| >= & OOS | 1 nds.| hands. Total. ace Wage day fo 
| — < each 
= eo = ae sadiglinnpecsittl —_—_—|- ‘oti —| o- 
1 1884 Massachusetts............... exesst GOUURR cck podem’ | Print cloth........ 98.2 | Yards... $0. 01018 | $1, 00 151 244 395 142 $1.06 273. 4 
S| BBG foceccccs AbD ccccsccesscesccensiovcncenesen | seule sttepedenncstensabaessedcabibended | 102.0 0. 01029 | 1.05 | 150 260 410 
a i a ee sceeiidil | Sheetings..... 1 93.0 0.01369 1.001 227) 530] 757 280/] 1.17 194 
4 1886 | New Hampshire ..| Print cloth........| 103.0 0. 01019 1.6 394 760 1154 429 1.05 78 
5 1886 | Massachusetts..... Cassimeres .. ! 3.2 0. 46875 | 1.50 60 80 140 40 1.45 11.2 
6 | 1887 }.. pas .| Flannel ... | 16.9] Pounds.) 0.07100 | 1,20 23 40 63 19 1.02 *5d 
7 | 1886 enencondenenelt Gn ee” pha ++ BO nnd 1, 80928 | Bie Racaiees sehbtnnieney , TF shcdpethl terdnctegpbanents + 





*Pounds per day for each. 
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i 
1 | 1849-1884 fassachusetts 
~ i )-1SS4 le 
1852-LS8¢ do 
§ | 1855-1886 New H ipshire ' 
1858-1586 Massachusetts 
7 | 1850-188 New Yor} 
‘ ‘ 
i i 
4 & 
‘ i t ; 
aac 14) = : 
‘ ‘ 
r ’ ¥ 
f i 
i , ' ; 
k 
i the 4 
a 1 ¢ >? 
t cle sho takes a ‘ , ‘ 
t see to me, the t whet lertake to determ ich pet 32S W 
question of wl vages are higher by a ! t f the t t 
paid fo n countries ha varying 1 vle 
oO betw nthe wace naid ) ) ru ; p a 
ol ITO} a& compa I p 1 i ol t 
in (iliferent sections of 0 wh country, or Dy; is d D red 
my : 
me in our own count hi if kinds of business, some directly ] om abroad to te witht t 
tected, some ut! tected, or whether we test it by the much fairer pon raw sug which is tl f t 
of the comparat value of labor, judged by the amount it prod nt py i wit t 
t] can be but one conclusion reached, and that is that the rat y tkes it impossible for our 
wa res paid in anv country not determined by its relations with o ‘ f the world with the refined sug Enel 1 Fra ' 14 
countries, but solely by t internal conditions of the country th their systems of free trade or bounties, and 
th man labor, t opportunity f tuctive payin my l t rodur of r to our own urke 
; ment Ch prodnet 1s become large! ess 
st domain of public la ind h ime neces ord , ' 
settlement its citize s t I by! sof 5 
bor is in demand, so lon ted, competition prevented, and prices regulated 
ry; and in exact proport price of refined sugars has stead udvanced si! t 
e population becomes de: f this trust, and this advance has not been accompanied 
it $a been o usioned | ) ) i 1 
Adm ! The advance in refined st therefor I 
public } lit t te ¢ ref and iditior len 
b: tion ‘ I ‘ 
¥ th t ed th itions Vv 
ist her t ha n t i in 1 out t 
of wa f to sumer not r ¢ fro 
4 to toe manulactul 
ted States ccllecting s trus t or me int { 
# \ eason of it it is. ft ‘ ‘ lay ' a » ++ I j + sty 1 ‘ 

’ extent, responsible for the existence of various forms of combinat to thus unreasonably enhan ts profits by increasing r 
“ae including most of those which have come to be known as trust t a rence in price betwee y and d ul 41SO 
3 has been my duty, sir, under the order of this House, to y the same ! t ‘ t 

greater portion of my time during the present session of Cong . ' n be import I ‘ +I 
‘= the investigation of the methods of business and forms of ni ult of inte ! t 
% of such combinations. The modern business combination call the tariff laws wer I ! 
trust has come into existence in various kinds of business, but shall be, that t rat 
cases if will be found that one or two conditions exi each mpt was ne teu ‘ 
of | iness anterior to the trust and was the inducing cause that f t would f l itsel to red 
up to its formatio ugar 
kither the supply of the chief article purchased in such b rotitab t t 
4 its raw material was limited or the demand for the chief arti Chis trust with its ; f und 
duced therein was limited and did not exceed if it equa 
for after all that is what is intended to be 
—could not be preserved where either 
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of sugar. The destruction of its power to oppress is not only a matter 


of public concern and duty, but it is practically not difficult to accom- 
h. Of course the sugar-refining business and the sugar-growing 
iness of the country can be destroyed together by placing sugar o! 
grades upon the free-list. 
It may seem wise to some gentlemen to pursue that method. But 
as I understand the policy of my party it is, while reducing taxation 
>a point where it will produce only revenue enough to pay the ex- 
penses of the Government economically administered, where the people 
will be relieved from all unnecessary burdens by reason of it, und 
where the existence of trusts as the results of legislative interference 
with the laws of trade will be made impossible, to so wisely and judi- 
ciously reduce ratesof duty as not to destroyand not to seriously dis- 
turb any business or the employment of labor in any business. 

The remedy for the existence of any power to oppress by the sugar 
trust is not to disturb materially the rate of duty upon raw sugar, but 
to diminish the rate of duty upon refined sugar, and by that term I 
mean to include all sugars in a condition for consumption to a point 
that will render it impossible for the sugar trust or any similar combi- 
nation to put the price of refined sugar at an unreasonably high figure 
in this country without bringing it immediately into competition with 
the product of the refineries of England, Germany, and France. Such 
a course will at once preserve the sugar growing and sugar refining in- 
dustries of the country and permit them to continue their business sand 
the employment of labor, and at the same time prevent the people from 
“ ing subjected to exorbitant charges for this necessary article of food. 

What I have stated with regard to the sugar trust I believe correctly 
describes the conditions which have led tothe creation of most of the 
trusts existing in this country. The instances in which the limit- 
ion of either supply or demand arises from natural causes are few 


I 
bt 


1 
all 


otne 


a 


and with few exceptions unimportant. 
Che remedy, therefore, for the evil arising from such combinations 
cau be found in such a modification of the tariff laws as will open the 
rkets of the United States to the world whenever American manu- 


turers, united by combination or ina trust, put an unreasonably 

i figure upon any commodity which they produce. Such a modi- 

fiction will also release the United States from its quasi, and to it un- 
| table, copartnership with the managers of the trusts. 

ere have been other remedies for the regulation of these trusts 

} 


out reflecting upon or perhaps clearly knowing the peculiar form o1 

tion which the modern trust adopts. That form of organiza- 

tion was carefally and accurately described in a report submitted to 

t Ifouse by the Committee on Manufactures, of which I have the 
r to be chairman, but it will not be amiss here, sir, to briefly recall 
leading features of it. 

[hese modern trusts are not incorporated under the laws of any 
State and are restricted to a combination of the stocks of independent 
corporations existing under charters granted by several States. They 
e the corporations in the various States independent, each carrying 
on under the lawsof the States and subject to their correction, its busi- 

They put the stock of the corporations into the hands of trus- 
who thus become owners of the controlling interests in the cor- 
ms, and the dividends of the corporations are paid to the trustees 
tockholders, and are by them distributed to the holders of the trust 
ticates. By this device, sir, these creatures of the statutes of the 

‘ corporations remain undisturbed as the buyers and sellers and 
swith the public. Theyare not combined. Any law which pro- 

ts the combinations of persons or corporations to deal in articles for 
irpose of limiting the production or regulating the price of the com- 

) lity will fail, in my judgment, of accomplishing its purpose of de- 

oying these trusts, because the corporations are not in any combina- 
ton and their individuality and separate existence is carefully pre- 

ved 

‘ne combination or pooling of the stock is a matter with which it is 
difficult to see how the Federal Government can interfere. The right 
to issue stock and the rights of stockholders grow out of State legisla- 
tion, and the States granting those rights having imposed no condition 
upon the use to be made of the stock or upon the stockholders pooling 
or combining their holdings, it is not easy to see how the Federal Con- 
gress can prohibit any use that the owner of stock may lawfully make 
o! his certificates under the State law which authorized their issue. 
This particular form of organization has become possible, because in 
these days we have strayed so far away from the limitations which, 
by the wisdom of the fathers, used to be imposed upon the granting 
of corporate charters that we have grown forgetful of their nature. 

The charter of a corporation is a privilege granted by a sovereign 
and carries with it many attributes of the sovereign, notably the power 
of self-perpetuation, the power to exercise the right of eminent domain, 
the freedom of the persons who actually transact the business from any 
personal liability for the obligations and contracts which they lawfully 
make in the name of the corporation. It was always the custom in 
earlier days to grant these charters as a special privilege and because 
they were supposed and intended to serve a public purpose. Every 
charter in this country was then granted by a special act of some State 
Legislature. As the result of this practice there grew up many charges 


PyranIizZa 


Ie 


Most of them seem, however, to have been suggested with- | 
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| with charter privileges, until now the rule is that charters, instea 
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of legislative corruption in connection with the granting of charters, and 
these charges became so frequent that they threw disgrace upon our 
whole legislative system. 

To avoid this evil the States have pretty uniformly authorized indi- 
viduals, upon compliance with a few formalities, to clothe themsel, 

1 of 
being granted for some public purpose, are obtained as the easiest meai 
of transacting private business. ‘The free granting of charters has he- 
come so much a matter of course that we have forgotten that each one 
of them is a little piece of the sovereignty of the people chipped off 
and donated to some individual, and that in giving to any individual 
any portion of the sovereign authority we are conferring a power which 
is capable of being used for the selfish advancement of its possessor and 
against the public welfare. 

As a result of this lax usage it has come about that the right of the 
holders to transfer and combine for their own selfish interest, without 
regard to public welfare, certificates of stock in corporations, is as- 
sumed to be almost, if not quite, a natural right not subject to regula- 
tion by the Government. If, as a result of the formation of the 
trusts, the attention of the people shall be called to the fact that a 
corporate charter and the rights of stockholders under it are not nat- 
ural but artificial rights, created by the laws of the States and justifi- 
able only when they serve a public interest, the trusts will have unin- Bs 
tentionally performed a useful function. b 

The time will come, in my opinion, when it will be found best to 
return to a policy of restricting the granting of charters to such lines 
of business as public rather than private interests make it desirable 
should be carried on by corporations and to restrict the powers of stock- 
holders to combine their holdings. Should such a policy be adopted, 
the form of trust organizations, which is at present most menacing to 
the public welfare, will disappear. The efforts of men to so combine 
their business as to enable them to make unreasonable and oppressive 
profits will not cease with their disappearance. 

The modern trust has been devised and used as a method of combi- 
nation because it is a way made easy and safe by legislation to reach 
the result of oppressing the people. Itis not the onlyway. A strik- 
ing illustration of the truth of this statement is afforded by what has 
recently taken place in the cotton-bagging business. There is no trust 
organization in this business. The Government of the United States 
put a rate of duty on cotton bagging which was practically prohibit- 
ory. The raw material which is used in its manufacture is a peoduc ti 
of india. This particular infant career has been nurtured by hi; 
rates of duty until the mills are able to produce in a portion of the 
year more than enough to supply the market for the whole year, and 
the price has been run down in former years until it was not profitable 
to import the article 

The competitors of our mills were originally at Dundee, Scotland, 
and at Calcutta. The Dundee mills no longer make the article of cot- 
ton bagging or have ready for use the machinery to manufacture it. It 
takes about three or four months to bring it from Calcutta. This be- 
ing the situation of the market the manufacturers and jobbers, dealers 
in the article, early in this year entered into a combination by which 
the control of the whole of the production of the American manufact- Pre 
urers passed into the hands ofa few men. It was in form a sale of the 
product, it was in fact a combination of manufacturers. The managers 
left the price undisturbed until in July last, and then, there being no - 
bagging in Dundee, and it being impossible to bring any from Calcutta ¢ 
in time to cover this year’s crop of cotton, they have doubled the price 
and put it far beyond that at which the Calcutta bagging can be profit- 
ably imported and promise to still further increase it at their pleasure. 

This industry, which has been protected into existence, has grown so 
great that it makes no concealment of its power or purpose to use the 
monopoly the tariff laws have given it to oppress and to put under con- 
tribution the growers of the entire cotton crop of the country. One of 
the largestand most valuable of the agricultural products of this coun- 
try can not reach the market until this band of cotton-bagging manu- a 
facturers haslevied toll uponit. Is this combine, which derives every q 
particle of its power from the laws passed by Congress, which demands 
the surrender of its victims in the name of labor and the Congress of 
the United States, a purely private enterprise with which the Govern- 
ment has no right tointerfere? Mr. Speaker, the Government gave it 
power to oppress, the Government can takeitaway. The Government 
is responsible for the oppression, and must remain so as long as it fails 
to take away the power so shamefully misused. 

Mr. Speaker, it may seem shrewd politics to prophesy smooth things 
to those who are interested in the preservation of trustsand combines, 
and to say of them that they are largely private matters with which 
the Government can notinterfere. But the strong, sound sense of the 
people will detect the fallacy and discover the unworthy reason for its 
utterance. 

The situation at present in the cotton-bagging business enables us also 
to foresee what the condition of the people of this country would be- 
come should the modern Republican doctrine of prohibitory duties be 
adopted as the policy of the Government. Here is an article which 
has been protected by what is practically a prohibitory duty. Allim- 
ports of it have ceased. 
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testified that twenty-four years was the longest possible time that would 
be required for the completion of the work. He was asked the same 
question recently before the Appropriations Committee of the Senate, 
and in reply he said: 

We are going on with that map, and in thirty years we shall have it done as 
we e going on now. 


That is to say, four years ago he said he would have the work done 
ip twenty-four years, and now, four years later, he adds six years to 
the time required. In other words, he corrects his former calculation 
by ten years. Then it was to last till 1908; now it is to last till 1918. 
It is like the old school-boy problem of the frog in the well: How long 
vould it take him to get to the top if he only climbed up 4 feet in the 
day and fell back 6 feet at night? 

Sir, if we admit that this scheme is practicable, if we admit that 
everything can be accomplished that is claimed, if we believe what its 
ardent advocates contend for, then indeed it is a scheme of surpassing 
grandeur. 

Only leave out of consideration the cotton-growers of the South and 
the wheat-growers of the West and all the tax-payers of the country, 
consider it solely with reference to its being a great problem, a prob- 
lem, as my friend on my left [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky] views 
it, in which this country is to be interested at some time in the great 
future when we shall have a population of four or five hundred mill- 
ions—I say, if you consider it in that light, it is, to use the language of 
my friend from New York [Mr. Cox], the grandest scheme in the his- 
tory of progressive humanity. 

But is it feasible, and if it is feasible who is to accomplish it? Let 
us not deceive ourselves about the facts. The gentleman from Califor- 
nia [Mr. VANDEVER], who argued in favor of it, is right. He said 
that private enterprise could not do it; that in the history of the world, 
going back to the remotest times and coming down to the present, there 
never had been an instance in which a great scheme like this was car- 
ried out by private enterprise. He is undoubtedly right. It is abso- 
lutely impracticable for private individuals to do it. Let us look at it 
fora moment. I see published in the RecorD a letter from Governor 
Thayer, of Nebraska, addressed to Senators MANDERSON and PADDOCK 
and Representative MCSHANE, of the State of Nebraska. In that 
letter he goes on just as the gentleman from California did this morn- 
ing to argue in favor of the Government doing this work. He sets 
forth, without addressing himself particularly to that point, incon- 
trovertible reasons to show that private enterprise can not doit. He 
complains that the river Platte, which runs down through the north- 
east part of Colorado into Nebraska, is entirely absorbed by the peo- 
ple of Colorado, and never gets down to the people of his State. He 
contends that the people of Nebraska have the same natural right to 
use this water of the Platte that the people of Colorado have, and the 
governor is sustained by a maxim of law almost as old as the law it- 
self, aqua currit et debet currere—water runs and ought to run. 

He is complaining of the people of Colorado who use up the waters 
of the Platte and will not let it run down so that people of his State 
can use it, 

Mr.SYMES. Will the gentleman pardon me if I ask him a question ? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, if itis relevant. I hope the gentleman will 
not take me off my line of argument. 

Mr. SYMES. ‘The experience of the Western country, of the people 
on the lower waters of the Platte and Arkansas, is that irrigation and 
the storage of water for irrigation increases the flow of water below in 
those streams during the dry season. It flows down into the States of 
Nebraska and Arkansas more regularly during the dry season than for- 
merly. 

Mr. HERBERT. Then you think the governor is wrong? 

Mr.SYMES. The governor is undoubtedly wrong if he disputes this. 
Perhaps he has never investigated the subject and knows little about it. 

Mr. HERBERT. Thegentleman from Colorado arguing for this bill 
on this floor may know more about it than the governor of Nebraska, 
who is in the State of Nebraska arguing from that standpoint for the 
bill. 

Mr. SYMES. He is arguing to meet the complaint of some new 
farmers who have gone beyond the rain-line and expect more water in 
the river than ever was found there by the pioneers in the dry season, 
when they crossed it on their way to California. 

Mr. HERBERT. You say they have not absorbed the water ? 

Mr. SYMES. ‘They have absorbed the water by diverting much of 
it, but by a law which I can not explain in a minute it passes back into 
the stream below, and to such an extent during low water that there 
is more water in the lower portions of the stream during the dry sea- 
son. 

Mr. HERBERT. This is a fine theory, but unfortunately the ad- 
vocates of the bill do not agree with it. 

Mr. SYMES. It is the absolute fact and proved by pioneers who 
live on the stream itself. 

Mr. FELTON. With the gentleman’s permission, I will say that 
there is a part of the San Joaquin valley where you could not get wa- 
ter in many places without digging wells 20 to 30 feet, and when that 
country was irrigated for ten or twelve years you could get water in 
wells at a depth ef 5 or 6 feet. The irrigation of that country does 
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not require over r cent. what it did when the system was fi 
commenced. 
the water from evaporation; water which fills it from these irrigat 
canals or ditches. There is no question but that the gentleman f; 
Colorado is correct, therefore. I have seen it with my own eyes. 

is simply a storage of water which would otherwise make its y 
rapidly to the sea. 

Mr. HERBERT. It is aremarkable thing that the governor of N 
braska should address a letter to the Senators from that State, ; 
that one of them should use it in the debate on this amendment, a: 
never ascertain that it was inaccurate. 

Mr. SYMES. The Senator [Mr. MANDERSON ] who used it spoke i 
favor of this amendment, and advocated storing the water in Colorado. 

Mr. HERBERT. I know he did; of course he did; and I suppose 
every gentleman in the whole arid region if he had an opportunity 
would speak in favor of the bill and vote for it. He is almost bound 
to do it, because it simply asks for an appropriation of money to ferti- 
lize by water that arid region he represents. Sir, it would amount to 
just the same thing if these gentlemen should come and ask an appro- 
priation of money to buy any other fertilizer and put it on their lands 
and tax the people of the East to pay for it, for that is what it amounts to, 

Mr. SYMES. Pardon me a moment; we are not proposing to irri- 
gate Nebraska.- That is one of the richest States in the whole world 
without irrigation except a narrow strip on the western border. 

Mr. HERBERT. In thisconnection let me state what I haveseen my- 
self. I had occasion to go down the River Platte some years ago in the 
direction of Omaha from Denver, and found after I left Denver thatthe 
Platte River, which at Denver was quite a bold stream of water, some 
hundred miles below practically dried up. I found cattle allalong the 
way for this hundred miles; the water was impounded in pools for 
watering stock. Sir, it would never occur to me from what I then saw 
to question now the information of Governor Thayer. From what I 
saw with my own eyes I should never say that he did not know what 
he was talking about. 

Now, sir, let me ask the gentleman from Colorado a question. Is it 
not true that all along the river Platte below Denver there are pools 
after pools for watering stock and for the irrigation of the farms lying 
along the river, and is it not also true that the Platte vanishes in dry 
seasons below the points where the water is used in this way ? 

Mr. SYMES. There is found more water in the lower Platte River 
now during every dry season than ever was found there by the pioneers 
who crossed over in 1849 to 1859 going to California. That can be 
proved to be an absolute fact. The system of which the gentleman 
complains has simply increased the volume of the river below during 
the dry season; after the water is spread out and absorbed it percolates 
through the earth and finds its way again into the stream below. 

Mr. HERBERT. But the gentleman does not answer my question. 
Is the water not impounded in pools before it reaches Nebraska? 

Mr. SYMES. I answer the gentleman by stating the facts. Ifyou 
go right below the point where several large irrigating ditches have 
been opened up you will find that the water has been drawn off from 
the river and the channel is practically dry. This water has been car- 
ried to the adjacent farms. It is spread over the lands and sinks into 
the soil which holds it like a vast sponge; and by some process, which 
I have not time now to explain, it passes through the earth and event- 
ually finds its way again into the stream below, and when it reaches 
Nebraska the volume of water is larger under the present system dur- 
ing the dry season than it was before these irrigating ditches and reser. 
voirs were constructed. It causes a larger flow of the river on the sur- 
face of the streams than the pioneers ever found in the early days when 
passing through that region, and this is due to natural causes. It is 
not evaporated, but it is retained in the earth and distributes itsel/ dur- 
ing the dry season. 

Mr. HERBERT. And the gentleman thinks it is right for his con- 
stituents in Colorado to stop the flow of water and shut it off in pools 
and reservoirs and keep it for their cattle and farms, and let Governo1 
Thayer’s constituents in Nebraska wait until the sun of heaven kindly 
draws up the water and carries it down to them in the shape of clouds 
and rain ? 

Mr. SYMES. I certainly did not say so; but I have explained the 
fact that it increases the céntinued flow of the river during the dry 
season. There is not quite so much water in the river below during 
the wet season, for it is retained to some extent in the reservoirs, but 
in the dry season they have more. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, without occupying further time in 
this line of discussion, I desire to come back to the argument I was 
pursuing, simply saying that Governor Thayer does not agree with the 
gentleman from Colorado. I was using Governor Thayer’s letter for 
the purpose of showing that the gentleman from California [Mr. VAN- 
DEVER] was absolutely right when he said the Government would 
have to do this work; that private individuals could not. The reasons 
clearly appear from what the governor of Nebraska says: 

These people— 


That is your constituents— 


have the physical power to take those waters, and it is freely conceded that 
there is not at present any legal means by which their power can be restrained. 
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River 

The g ridge on the rizht represents the Alleghany’ Mountains; on 

the left are represented the Rocky Mountains. All that intervening 

space is the watershed of the Mississippi River. Into that flow the | 
great rivers | ilname. First, the Upper Mississippi, the meau dis- | 
charge of wh per second is 105,000 cubie feet; the Missouri, with a 


mean d irgve of 120.000 eubi 


63,000; the Ked River, 


feet; the Ohio, 138,000; the Arkansas, 
57,000; the Yazoo, 43,000; the St. Francis, 


charge of 675,000 eubic feet, making, as I have said, 2,450,000 square 
miles drained into that river. The Missouri River is only the second; 


and it heads in the Rocky Mountains, many hundred miles back, as | 


the Arkansas River does. How much of that area is drained through 


the Missouri Riverand the Arkansas River into the Mississippi? Major 


Powell in his testimony says that these reservoirs are to he put high 
up on the mountains. Let me read what he says, so that there may 
be no mistake a it: it: 

In the valleys of Nevada there are from 60 to £0 inches of evaporation from a 
Lody of wat If you go up intothe high country the evaporation may be but 

or 12 t ) es lo store water where the evaporation is 50 or 60 inches is 
to store it to be evaporated to the heavens, These reservoirs are to be con- 
structed in the highlands, where the country is moist. 

Ag sill he say s 

So the water must | tored in the mountains, for economy, where it falls, for 


if it runs down across the plains it is wasted in the sands. 


Again 
Nine-tenths of the reservoirs will be made in regions of country where agri- 
culture is impossible, but 10, 20, 30, or 50 miles below the water will be conducted 


by Canais 

It is only the water that falls upon the Rocky Mountains that is to 
be impounded in reservoirsand thus keptout ofthe Mississippi. Look 
at the map there, See that little spot of blue just west of the deep 
green, and compare its dimensions with the size of all thatregion. It 
is absolutely infinitesimal. I should not think it would make the 
two hundredth part of the area drained into the Mississippi Valley. 
Yet it is only there that Major Powell proposes to impound this water; 
and only half of the water and snow falling upon the mountains is to 
be imprisoned and kept out of the Mississippi; the other half flows 
vest. What effect would that have upon the valley of the great Mis- 
sissippi River? Look at the question for yourselves and think about 
it. Examine that map, taking into consideration the fact, as the maps 
which I have here show, that after you get west of about the one hun- 

edth meridian the rainfall gets less and less until it is between 18 and 
20 inches per annum. Major Powell states that in some of the mount- 
ains there isa rainfall of 70 inches. I am told at the Signal Office 
such is the fact; but that is only one comparatively small spot away 
west of the Rocky Mountains somewhere inthe Sierras; and that rain- 
fall runs off toward the Pacific Ocean. That is what our friend from 
Calilornia wants to scoop up. : 

But we now discussing the problem of how much of the Rocky 
suntain rainfall goes into the Mississippi Valley and subsequently 
Mr. CATCHINGS. What is the water discharge of the Missouri 
River? 

Mr. HERBERT. One hundred and twenty thousand cubic feet per 
second; of the Mississippi River it is 675, 000. 

Che gentleman’s inquiry calls my attention to another argument of 
Professor Powell, which is that the Missouri River carries 86 per cent. 
of the sediment that getsinto the Mississippi River. Where does that 
come trom? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. When the gentleman speaks of the discharge 
of the Mississippi River he refers to the low-water discharge ? 

Mr. HERBERT. No, to the mean discharge. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. As I understand, the mean discharge of the 
Mississippi River at Cairo is 1,250,000 cubic feet per second. 

Mr. HERBERT, The authority to which I refer is a book on the 
Valley of the Mississippi, by Foster, which gives the mean discharge 
of the Lower Mississippi at 675,000 cubic feet and of the Missouri at 
120,000, Here it is. 

Mr. WADE. Will the gentleman allow me a remark right here? 

fe is discussing, as I understand, the question whether the floods in 
the Lower Mississippi are not occasioned by the melting of snow in 
the mountains. Is not that in fact the cause? 

Mr. HERBERT. No, sir. Iam glad to answer the gentleman. 

Mr. DUNN. Will my friend from Alabama allow me to answer that 
question? 

Mr. HERBERT. 
the Signal Office. 
Mr. DUNN, 

rest. 

Mr. HERBERT. I have the answers here, for I expected some one 
would raise that question. Before going into that, however, I must 
finish the topic I was discussing. As I was asking, where does this 
sediment which goes into the Mississippi River come from? Here is a 
report by a major of engineers who examined that question, extending 
his investigations over a distance of 720 miles—up to Sioux City; and 
he says it comes from the caving in of the banks along that part of the 
river. 
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No, sir; I have the answers here, obtained from 


I can state some facts which will put the matter at 


Bank erosion to the extent of 2,000 feet per annum, over long distances, has 


| of the Signal Service Bureau. 
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Look at that map down in the left-hand corner, on the right. | been noted, and to a greater or less extent it is constantly going on, even duri: 


low stages. The enormous amount of material thus precipitated into the river 
together with that scoured from the bed, causes the formation of innumera 
bars which even at high water obstruct navigation. 


At another place he says: 

This is explained by the fact that the largest portion of the suspended sedi- 
ment is undoubtedly due to the caving of the banks, in which progress a mu 
larger amount of materia! is thrown into the stream than due toactual erosi: 
By this latter action the toe of the bank is undermined, and the upper portio 


| being unsupported, fallsin, when the lighter materials of which it is composed 


61,000; and into the Lower lississippi altogether there is a mean dis- | are carried off by the water in a state of suspension, the heavier materials r¢ 


maining on the bottom. 

Now, sir, your question was about how much of that water from th 
Rocky Mountains comes into the Mississippi. I asked that question 
Here is the answer of the acting chiet 
of the bureau, and I ask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Probable effect of the rainfall in the Rocky Mountain region on the floods in 


the Mississippi may be appraximately stated as follows: 

rhe rainfall in New Mexico, Colorado, Wyoming, and Montana, forthe year 
is not more than one-fortieth of the rainfall which oceurs in the watersheds o 
the Mississippi, and of the annual rainfall one-half of it occurs during t 


months of the year when it would not be possible for the waters in the Rock 


Mountain region toreach the Mississippi River during the flood season. Accord- 


ing to this estimate not more than one-eightieth ofthe precipitation which go« 
to make up the floods ofthe Mississippi can possibly come from the Rocky Moun'- 
ain region, and of this one-eightieth it is probable that one-half of it disappears 
by evaporation, as the average relative humidity of that region is very low 
and the annual evaporation amounts, approximately, to 50 inches per year. 

From the above it will be seen that not one one-hundredth part of the watei 
causing the Mississippi floods is due tothe precipitation occurring inthe Rocky 
Mountain region, and if reservoirs were constructed which would retain the 
entire precipitation in that region, the floods in the Lower Mississippi would not 
be reduced below the danger line. 

Mr. HERBERT. ‘There is the statement of the Chief of the Signal 
Oflice that not one-hundredth part of the water in the Mississippi River 
can come from the Rocky Mountains. If that be so what is the effect 
upon the floods in that great river? What would be the effect of put- 
ting these reservoirs high up on the mountains, as is proposed by the 
bill ? 

Mr. DUNN. Let me interrupt the gentleman from Alabama at this 
point to show what effect they do have on the Mississippi River. I am 
satisfied there is an overestimat> in the minds of gentlemen as to the 
influence of the waters of the Missouri River in the overflows of the 
Mississippi. ‘Those who are familiar with the floods of the Mississippi 
River know the great winter and spring floods come trom the Ohio River 
and its tributaries and from the Mississippi. The only effect the Mis- 
souri River has ever had on the floods or the overflows of the Missis- 
sippi River has occurred once in fourteen years as an average during 
the last sixty years. Whenever the meltingof the snows on the locky 
Mountains brings along a flood of the Missouri River into the Missis 
sippi and it catches the Mississippi full up to its banks, then it precip- 
itates what is called the summer overflow, and the only effect of dam- 
ming up the waters of the Missouri or the waters of the Mississippi will 
be to that extent to restrain those fifteen-year overflows, which are dis- 
astrous in their effect. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask the gentleman from Arkansas whether to 
prevent the summer overflow of the Mississippi iver referred to by 
him we would not have to retain the whole of the water that comes 
down in those mountains? 

Mr. DUNN. Certainly. 

Mr. HERBERT. I think the gentleman has been too liberal to the 
other side. 

Mr. DUNN. Ido not wish any one to misunderstand as to the over- 
flows of the Missouri River. 

Mr. HERBERT. It seems to me the gentleman has gone too far and 
admitted too much. 

Mr. DUNN. I have stated the fact. 

Mr. HERBERT. Do not interrupt me any more as I have little 
time. 

Mr. DUNN. I have stated the fact without regard to direction. 

Mr. HERBERT. Toascertain how much effect on the Missouri River 
and on the summer overflows of the Mississippi the melting of the 
Rocky Mountain snows did have I addressed the question to the Signal 
Service and here is the answer which I received. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SIGNAL OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, September 8, 1888 

Str: In compliance with your verbal request of the 7th instant, the Acting 
Chief Signal Officer has the honor to inclose herewith a “ table showing high- 
est water in the Mississippi, Arkansas, and Ohio Rivers, with departure from 
danger-line during the months of June and July, 1878 to 1887, inclusive.”’ 

Of the ten years for which the record is given, five years were without danger- 
ous floods in the Lower Mississippi Valley,and of the floods that did occur none 
were excessively dangerous, and the high water in each case was directly trace- 
able to the heavy rains which occurred in the Mississippi and Ohio Valleysand 
not the Missouri Valley. The accompanying charts, showing precipitation for 
the months and years named, clearly indicate the origin of these floods. F 

Following is a comparative statement of high water and precipitation during 
the year in which floods occured: 

In 1881, at New Orleans, in June, river 0.9 feet above danger-line. 

The precipitation was from 8 to 20 inches in the Lower Red River valley dur- 
ing May. The Mississippi was not above danger-line above New Orleans. (Sec 
Chart A herewith.) , 5 

In 1882, at Helena, in June, river 3.4 feet above danger-line; Vicksburg, in 
June, 0.5 feet above danger-line; New Orleans, in June, 0.4 feet above danger- 
line; Helena, in July, 1.9 feet above danger line; New Orleans, in July, 0.4 
feet above danger-line. 
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| Here the hammer fell 

The SPEAKER pro te 
bama has expired 

Mr. HERBERT. lLIask unanimous consent to be 
ceed for five minute s, as I was interrupted i great 
The SPEAKI Rj rel Is there objection 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HERBERT. ‘The gentleman { ‘colorado [Mr. Symi 
that there were many acres in Colorado which had been irrigat 
expenditure of not exceeding $2.50 an acre. I have no dou 
When that great fertile valley of th te lay there, in 
state. it probably in many cases did not cost a dollar an 
irrigate it. Butitis being day by day and year by year made 
difficult, until now all of the lands that can be easily ir 
private enterprise or by individuals have been taken up. ‘ 
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t ’ n days for each of the civilian Mr. SYMES. I will not object to that, p: be understood 
I t t or contingencie of the Ari saat ow } lh, ‘ , ; > 
An ' ; i ihe maine iat we take the vote to-morrow mornings i a& number of 
LEVI MAISH, lemen who say they can not remain in the Hall until 6 o’ k, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, — ut who desire to vote to-morrow morning. 
BENJ. BUTTERWORTH, The SPEAKER : Does tl a ial 
Managers on the part of the House. ™ AMO OL ADT PTO CCU] . oes the Chair tand the n- 
W. B. ALLISON. tleman from Alabama to ask unanimous consent that the session be 
P. B. PLUMB. extended to 6 o’clock, the time to be divided equally between the 
A. P,. GORMAN, | friends of this proposition and those opposed to it, the debate on the 
Managers on the part of the Senate. j . } 1; sa ; } ; i 
proposition and the pending amendment thereto to be considered as 


TATEME)D 


The managers on the part of the House 


votes of the two Houses on the 


of the conference on the disagre« 
amendmentsof the Senate numbered 32, 


ing 
33, and 


35, to the bill (A. R. 10234) making appropriations for the supportof the Army 
for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1589, and for other purposes, submit the fol- 
lowing detailed statement in explanation of the effect of the action recom- 


nended on the Senate amendments to said bill 

On amendment numbered 32 strike out the following provision from the bill, 
namely: 

** For examining, testing, and experimenting with pneumatic or other dyna- 
mite guns, gun carriages,and plants for the same,and dynamite shells and am- 
munition,and batteries for coast defense, whether sunken, counterpoise, or oth- 
erwise, brought to the notice of the Secretary of War, $100,000, or so much thereot 
as he may deem proper.” 


On amendment numbered 33: Strikes out Senate provision for the manufact- 
ure, or purchase, and test of cannon and carriages; for the alteration of car- 
riages on hand; for projectiles, powders, fuses, and implements, their trial and 


proof, and for experiments in the means of protecting torpedo lines, and appro- 
priating therefor the sum of $600,000. 

On amendment numbered 35: Authorizes the Secretray of War to enter into 
negotiations for the purchase of certain land adjoining the military reservation 
at West Point, and to submit all offers made and the question of the value of 
the land toa board to consist of the Superintendent of the Military Academy 
and two competent civilians, and requires the Secretary to transmit to Congress 
at its nextsession the report of said board with his opinion. Strikes outsections 
4, and 8 of said amendments providing for the establishment of an 
army gun factory at the Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, N. Y., and appropriat- 
ing therefor the sum of $750, 000; for the purchase of steel for high-power coast- 
defense guns, and appropriating therefor thesum of $5,000,000; for the purchase 
submarine mines, casemates, cable galleries, and continuing torpedo ex- 
periments, and appropriating therefor the sum of $500,000, and for the purchase 
of submarine controllable torpedoes or torpedoes and torpedo-boats controlla- 
ble from those and adapted to coast defense and appropriating therefor the sum 
of $100,000 

The amount of the bill as agreed to is $24,471,300, a reduction from the amount 
of the bill as passed the House of $168,000, 
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LEVI MAISH. 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS. 
BENJ. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. MAISH. I desire to say that the amount appropriated by the 
bill as passed by the House was $24,639,300. 
by the Senate was $31,531,800, and the bill as now reported appropri- 
ates $24,471,300. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. MAISH moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SUNDRY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SYMES. I will now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois | Mr. CANNON |} 

Mr. FORNEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Colorado 
we can not agree on some hour at which the debate shall be closed ? 
Mr. SYMES. I think I can get along with an hour on our side. 
Mr. FORNEY. Can not you make it three-quarters of an hour? 
Mr. SYMES. I feel somewhat embarrassed about this matter, be- 
cause J have granted to gentlemen who desire to speak on this 
subject, sufficient to occupy the hour. Here are the gentleman from 
Arizona [Mr. SMITH] and the gentleman from Montana [Mr. TooLr], 


» 
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two greatest Territories in the Union, and no time has been reserved 
for them. I do not feel justified in lessening the time for debate alter 
making the promises of time I have made. 

Mr. FORNEY. Will you agree to one hour on your side and one 
onourside? Weneed not occupy it unless we choose to. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask that that side have one hour and this side one hour. 

The SPEAKER pro te Is there objection to the request ot 
the gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I object, unless I can make arrangement 
to have time in which to speak. 

Mr. PETERS. I shall ask an opportunity to speak on this question, 
and want about five or seven minutes. I do not desire to occupy much 
time, but I desire to be heard. 


mpore, 


x 


Mr. FORNEY. Iam willing to give that out of our hour. 
Mr. PETERS. As I understand, the gentleman from Arizona | Mr. 
Smrrn] and the gentleman from Montana [ Mr. TooLE] desire to speak. 


Will the gentleman give them five minutes? 

Mr. SYMES. This is a very important matter, and the objection of 
the gentleman from Arizona [ Mr, SmrrH] will make it imperative that 
I shall not agree to the time being limited as suggested. 

The SPEAKER pro tempor The objection would have to come from 
a member of the House. 

Mr. PETERS. The gentleman from Arizona [Mr. Smrru] and the | 
gentleman from Montana [| Mr. TooLr] have no time parceled out to 


The amount as passed | 


who desire to speak on this question, who are representatives of the | 


| closed and that the vote be taken to-m 

Mr. VANDEVER. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that I do not see any 
necessity for extending the session beyond 5 o’clock. I think the rule 
was passed for the purpose of avoiding late sessions, because we have 
already had sufficient tax upon our strength and attention. I think 
to-morrow morning we will have a fuller House and dispose of it prob- 
ably in half an hour. I hope gentlemen will agree to such debate as 
they see fit, and that when they have concluded the debate,at the time 
the vote is taken, we shall have a fuller House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. How much time have I left, 
Mr. Speaker ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
remaining. 

Mr. FORNEY. 
each side. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Who is to control the time ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama on the 
right [Mr. ForNry] and the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Syms] 
on the left will be permitted to control the time in the absence of any 
other arrangement by the House. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Forney] ? 

There was no objection,and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SYMES, I now yield twelve minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. O’ NEILL]. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, it was my good fortune 
some years ago to traverse the section of tountry involved in this appro- 
priation, and I may say in passing, in some countries the members of 
their nationa] councils are encouraged to travel over the country that 
they may intelligently legislate for the people, and in the direction of an 
increase of intelligence to Congress I sometimes think the provisions of 
| the interstate-commerce law, which prohibited railroads from extend- 
ing courtesies, should have been reversed in the case of Congressmen, 
and that members should be compelled to use them. [Laughter. } 

It would change marvelously not only the judgment of members, 
but their speeches. If gentlemen had personally visited the region in 
question here, there are very few who would require any appeals to 
induce them to vote for the pending proposition. I listened with a 
great deal of pleasure awhile ago to the reading of the conference re- 
port on the fortifications bill, a bill which, I think, appropriates $24,- 
00U,000, and I have ardently supported all of the measures reported 
by the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs [ Mr. 
HERBERT], who has just spoken, having the same general object in 
view, namely, to provide this country with a magnificent system of 
defense and of offense if necessary. 

But, while we are doing that, wouldit not be a good idea to cultivate 
also, tosome slight extent at least, theart of peace? When we realize 
that to-day there arethousands of people in our large cities who are of 
very little benefit to themselves or to the community for wantofemploy- 
ment, but who ifthey could go upon the land would become producers 
of wealth both to themselves and the country, we must be impressed 
with the importance of extending the area of our cultivable lands as 
much as possible. The territory involved in the arid region, so ealled, 
will become, with irrigation, the garden of America. Thereis noother 
land within our limits which is so abundantly productive as that can be 
made with the aid of water. 

I remember stopping at Humboldt, a veritable oasis in the desert, 
which had been reclaimed by irrigation within ten years, and I saw 
there trees from 15 to 20 feet in height, the most luxurious grasses, 
the most delicious fruits, and every evidence of the highest cultivation. 
And yet that spot is surrounded by what is almost literally a desert. 
And as you travel through those sandy plains you see many such 
places where they have brought water from the hills and have con- 
verted the barren plains into smiling and beautiful garden spots. 

As an instance of the injury toa section by private parties controlling 
the land, take the Utah valley. There you find a splendid stream, the 
Humboldt River, which disappears in a subterranean channel and is 
lost, when below it there are thousands and thousands of acres, upon 
which, with the aid of irrigation, the people ot this country could 
build up happy and prosperous homes. But you have permitted the 
control of the land to pass into private hands, and the parties who have 
taken it for speculative purposes are perfectly willing to wait for ten, 
twenty, or thirty years; and if you wait until all the natural sites for 
these reservoirs are controlied by private individuals, you will have 
permitted a serious obstruction to the reclaiming and improvement of 
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The gentlemen has thirty-five minutes 


Let us agree on four hours of debate, two hours on 
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them, and that they may have an opportunity to speak, I shall object. 
Mr. FORNEY. I ask unanimous consent, then, that the session be 
extended to 6 o'clock. 


that portion of our country. 
Gentlemen talk about this enormous expenditure; but it seems to 
me that when vou haggle about a small appropriation like this—-for 
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penditure of miilions. hope 1 , sir; and I hope that ina 
years the men elected people will o educat 1 thiss ( 
ject that they will cheerfully and gladly vot the 1 h 
quired, Tl re ent whichis behind the Oklaboma bill, and 
has influenced the labor organizations of this country to ay peal to é 
in its favor by t s bearing ne thousands « 
tures, applies with « l force to t l. é es 
They have sent up those petitions be se they br it is for th p into the air that 
benefit of the working classes to enlarge as far as we possibly can 1 . Wi | 
opportunities for the workingmen of t} ntry to find homes upon eve 1 this 
the publicdomain. The displacement of human labor by labor-saving | W n country 
machinery, which is going on steadily all the time at such a marvel- | 1 l 


ous rate, naturally raises the question in the mind of every working ere is anot 
man as to what is to be the ultimate result of the movement, and wha cansas River through a great } n t has b 





is to be its effect upon himself and upon his children, for they believe t last sum ! 
amid the varying changes and uncertainties of life they all see that een taken out, away up int 
there is at least one refuge from want. They know that by their own iting ditch » that a 


toil and their own industry they can obtain a competence from the | hiv ras much as 20 or 
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soil, and can bring up their families to be good and noble citizens o rt 4 reason 
the great Republic. [Ap] ‘ m ont ‘ 
Mr. SYMES. I now y ten minutes tothe gentleman from Kan ething to supply 


sas | Mr. PETERS] 
Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I have no scientific knowledge upon é 








this subject. 1 have never stu 1 it from a scientific stand pe I 
have never had time to do so The many duties that have devolved 
upon me since I have |} 2n r of t H é ive prevented 1 ) 
from giving the subject that careful attention and acq ng t s 
rate knowledge whi Lb! 1 should possess before u g to RT 
cuss it from a scientific point of view. Al! the knowledge I have upon und ( 
this question is that which came to me from l ex en 1 
observation. I sSYMES. O 
But I have sometimes thought that kind of knowledge is much pret Mr. PETE 
erable to theoretical knowledge, which is often misleading and is 
so easily understood by the masses of the people I know trom m ~SYMES. 1] it 
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water upon the rainfall of certain sections of the country. Ido n HERBER , 
know whether it can be explained upon scient grounds; I have no 
taken the trouble to ascertain. But I di iow as a fact that 
ever there is a body of water, even though it may be at such an 
tude as to be near the line of vegetation, the presence of that 
an effect upon the raint I know that in the history of my ow y 
State, in the very county i 1ich I now live—which, by the w ) | S 5 
is in the midst of the agricultural belt—as late as 1872 we had a t 
) rainfall, and it was not believed that county could ever be an a t Vel t 
ricultural county, not for want of soil, but for want of rainfall. 
Yet, although such was the case in 1872, that ist -day, as I ha 0 t 3 ap lat 1 1 l i 
said, one of the finest ral ¢ ties in th te, and in wl i d | 
is known as the agricultural belt. t of water in the l of t 
What brought this about? There are no large bodies of water to This subirriga 1 which S t from t 
the west of this; and most of our rains in that section come from t extending t ighout ulley, which : places 
west and the northwest. The River traverses this country, 3 been « { ) é ty « 
of course; but there are no lakes, no reservoirs from which water can | Experiencé l observa 
be drawn up into the ed into clouds, and then returned to the | tree which planted has bee 
earth. The only way in h Iean account for the change in the | to reach this subirrigat 
rainfall, or, as we say there, the moving westward of the M i is been elo 
in the fact of cultivation, the railroad, the telegraph, the artificial t i 
ber which has been planted, and a large number of other causes which | from this sour 
have had an influence upon the climate in making everything m t t th nfa 
porous so as to retain the moisture; and as this moisture has been a ( l ) 
sorbed by the soil, as all these influences have had their effect upon 
‘ ' 


the climate, the rainfall has gradually and continually increased. 
Thus from the year 1872 up to the present time that rain-belt, by | from Ca 1 [M 
this gradual extension of civilization, has gone westward from where | Ir. FELTON Mr. 
live more than 130 miles; and a very large section of country wh t t 
even as late as 1878, was nothing but a large cattle domain, fit only fo1 irvey a hydrographic s 
pasturage because there was no rainfall during the crop season, is now so », but of t atu 
changed that it can be placed in crops to advantage, the rainfall b ha 
distributed through the crop season. If the experience and obser vh | 
tion of men who have lived in the Western country can be taken 
anything, this result has been brought about by the gradual extension situated g 
of civilization into that country, and by the breaking up of the p 
Now, arguing from that position, I believe that if a reservoir we for the prope 
established, for instance, at the foot of the Rocky Mountain 
State of Colorado—a reservoir ] Id l ] 


hich would furnish to the 





material from which they could be supplied so as to cause a 





tion of the rainfall—by such a systen reset , the: 

be extended to the very foot of the Rocky Mount range: 

it would bring under cultivation an empire even in Western Kansas 

Colorado alone. l by some g 
I do not know anything of what happens west of the Rocky Mount- | at t vould ent 


ct 


i ree pr er re cena 





8A76 


of expenditure which the Government will surely be called upon to pay. 
I do not so understand it, nor do I understand gentlemen in favor of 
the amendment to so understand it or desire this to be its consumma- 
tion. The is simply to ascertain certain facts and to sequester 
from public sale certain locations well calculated for reservoir purposes 
for the purpo surplus waters which rise at a given 
time, and thus prevent their departure 
to he tead of a blessing in destroying not only the water ways 


but much of the adjacent lands through which they pass. The object 
is simply to asc 
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tain certain facts in connection therewith and to with- 
draw from public sale certain lands within certain localities well cal 
culated by nature for the creation of reservoirs in which to impound 
the surplus water of certain seasons of the year. 
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That the Government may need this information for the wise dispo- | 


sitiou of this class of land in order that those, in the common parlance 
of this rouse, whoare termed land-grabbers shall not further do as they 
are now doing and have been doing in the past, take up large tracts of 
this character of land for the purpose of holding the same, in the belief 


that region are fully conversant and alive to it 


and ajmost certainty that it is only a question of time when they will | 


be necessary for the irrigation of the surrounding country, and hence 
become very valuable; in short, to sit down upon and hold them at a 
Government price for from five, ten, fifteen, and to perhaps twenty 
years, when they shall become an absolute necessity to the settlers and 
inhabitants who have settled or desire to settle and make homes upon 
the lands adjacent thereto (we in California have had much experience 
in this matter), when they can exact terms of the inhabitants either 


for the sale of the said locality or for the price of the waters they may | 


have impounded for the purpose of irrigation. In fact, exacting what- 
ever price they choose for either. 

If the Government would now set aside these lands, holding them in 
reserve whenever the time comes wxuen it is necessary for its disposi- 


tion, it may in its wisdom and in the light of subsequent events make 


such disposition of them as may be necessary and wise for the welfare | 
| portions it is not over one-third of that amount, a difference of 10 or 20 


of ali concerned and the country generally. 
\nd now I desire to say I do not believe it would be wise or good 
policy on the part of this Government, situated as we are, to engage in 


reneral expenditure for the development of this or any other system | 


ti 
» need mention, and I furthermore agree with the gentleman opposed 


not vote or have the Government engage in any business whatsoever 
that the individual or a combination of them can do and ought to do. 

If it requires an aggregation of capital even known as a corporation, 
this Government and those of the respective States which comprise it, 
if they have the wisdom they have the constitutional power to protect 
themselves from the extortion from any association of men, or capital, 
or combination created by their own laws. If they have the wisdom 
and the integrity, the power is within their own hands, and in the dis- 


rrigation or improvement of like character for reasons too obvious | 


o this amendment (or on the other side of this question), in that I would | 
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ment to it, as it will involve but a small exnense; th instruc 
tions should be given to the survey or a law passed by which certain 
lands on these ridges and mountains should be designated and set apart 
as watersheds in order that the growth of timber and under 
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should be preserved. I would if I had the power reserve from sale 
every mountain ridge and every acre of timber land upon them and 
every acre of underbrush upon the Sierra Nevada Mountains. o1 any 
of its parallel or contiguous ranges above an altitude of 0 feet. — 
It would be wisdom to adopt such a policy in a country where th 
seasons are as uniform as they are in that part of the country where 
the rains are periodical and not general; it is indispensable, or will be 
come so, for the preservation of the agricultural interests of its lowe: 


altitudes and valleys. As towhat could be accomplished in this dire« 
tion by proper care of these vast watersheds, the people interested im 
The 
know what can be done; they have proved it by experience; they hav: 
discovered the effect of the denuding tions of nature’s growth 
for the preservation of the country, rchase of lands and 
the allowing of nature to reassert h ore them to thei 
former primitive condition. They hav ud the streams increasi 
in their volume of water month by month and year by year; they have 
observed the streams that were dry in the early summer continuing in 
volume until the fall and winter rains. 

Something has been said during the course of the debate uy 
measure in regard to the rainfall in different sections of the country, 
That there is a great difference there is no question; but my experience 
has taught methat it is very difficult to obtain correct facts, as the 
rainfall varies, as do the localities in which it falls. I know of locali- 
ties, situated between two ranges of mountains, where upon the western 
range the average rainfall is 30 inches per annum, upon the eastern 
range it is 40, and in the valley it is only from 14 to 20. In parts of 
the Sierra Nevada Mountains it is from 40 to 60 and 80 inches; where 
at some seasons the snowfall is from 15 to 20 feet deep, and in oth 
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miles in breadth showing entirely different results. 

As the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] has well said that the 
cultivation and irrigation of the soil has in his part of the country ex- 
tended what is termed the rain-belt a hundred miles westward, in a 
country once deemed unfit for cultivation, but which now is among 
the most desirable portions of the country for agriculture, what was 
only once fit for grazing are the homes of agriculturists. 

It is supposed that the rainfalls are caused and determined by the 


| configuration of the country and the prevailing currents of the atmos- 


| phere. 
| covered by the same, and thus a new and local source of water supply 


} 


By irrigation waters are stored within the soil as reservoirs and 


| for evaporation and condensation is created, new currents evolved; a 


| mate in that locality is the result. 


position of these lands this Government has the power to couple with | 
their disposition such restrictions as will be just to the association or | 


corporation that may engage in their development and for the benefit | 


of the masses of the people who are and may become interested. 

Now, sir, my main object in securing time to speak upon this ques- 
tion was to submit my views in regard to the amendment, which I 
had the honor to offer for the preservation of the watersheds from 
heing denuded from their timber and underbrush, which would fur- 
nish the supply for the filling of the natural streams and the artificial 
reservoirs designated by this amendment. 

‘The theory is that the source of water is the heavens, that its quality 
depends upon the composition of the soil upon which it falls and per- 
colates through; that its preservation in quantity depends upon the 
watershed upon which it falls, as preventing its rapid exit to the 
stream thence tothe ocean or its evaporation; that its preservation is 
essential to the fertility of the soil, as well as forthe prevention of floods 
which annually destroy not only a large area of the most arable lands 
but at times causes the destruction of vast amounts of property and the 
lives upon them; and I believe the first and most important part of this 
question is to preserve the natural watersheds of the country and then 
of the reservoir sights for the impounding of their surplus, or both at 
once, which it is proposed to do by this amendment and the amend- 
ment to it. 

Any observing person who has traveled through the West, over the 
Sierra Nevada Mountains and its parallel spurs and ranges when they 
were in a comparative state of nature, undisturbed by the vandal’s 
hand, could not have failed to observe on their ridges at altitudes 
from 3,500 to 4,500, and 6,000 feet in height the winter snows re- 
maining unmelted until late in the fall, and in many places not then, 
their existence, so far as we know, being perpetual; and one who 
has visited them since, where for miles and tens of miles the timber 
had been cut and the surface denuded of its young growth and under- 
brush, would observe in the spring and by the early summer no vestige 
of this store-house of nature’s for the preservation of the waters. A 
warm rain, a few bright days of sunshine, and then the deluge, creat- 
ing loss and devastation in its train and robbing the future of what 
nature had intended and arranged for the benefit and prosperity of 
mankind, I regard it, sir, as very important if the House should not 
conclude to pass the Senste amendment that it should pass this amend- 
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rainfall, a change of atmosphere, and absolute new condition and cli- 
There is no question of it; we have 
abundant examples of it in the West. Letus, then, preserve from sale 
the reservoir sites, the watersheds to fill them, and at a proper time 
and in a wise way dispose of them. 

Now. to refer a moment to this amendment. If the House should 
deem it wise to pass the amendment, which I understand and believe 
goes no further than the setting aside of the reservoir sites, there is 


nothing within the law, as I see it, that requires the Government to 


increase the appropriations, and in my opinion the development never 
will be done by the Government; but, as was said by gentlemen on the 
other side of the House, so soon as it is necessary there is plenty of cap- 
ital to take care of this enterprise; to engage in it if it is possible to 
make it profitable; and by the aggregation of individuals it can be done, 
and it can be given to them under such conditions that, whilst it would 
make it profitable to them, it will not make the parties so interested 
the lords of the manor, the soil, and the water. The Government could 
make conditions that would be and prove alike fair and just to all. 

Mr. SYMES. I now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Arizona [Mr. SmitH]. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona Mr. Speaker, in the very beginning of this 
session I introduced a bill having for its object the reclamation of the 
desert land in Arizona and making an appropriation for a hydrographic 
survey of that Territory. The Committee on Territories, to whom it 
was referred, promptly reported the bill with certain amendments 
unanimously and recommended its passage. The long tariff debate 
and the inexorable appropriation bills and other pressing business of 
great magnitude have conspired to keep that measure silent on the 
Calendar of the House. 

But by a Senate amendment to the present bill the great question, 
to wit, the eventual reclamation of these lands, is now appropriately 
presented in a broader and loftier aspect. The amendment appropri- 
ates $250,000 towards a thorough hydrographic survey of all our western 
desert lands with a view of furnishing reliable data on which Congress 
can subsequently act with that degree of wisdom which should always 
and which usually does characterize the proceedings of this body. 

I apprehend plainly the difficulties under which the advocates of this 
amendment are laboring. We are on theeve of a Presidential election 


and the party to which I belong being in power and justly feeling itself 
responsible for an economical administration of the Government, should 
be prudent in the expenditure of the people’s money. 
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But in recognizing this fact we should 
running between decent generosit 
serving, niggardly economy which would rea 
ever cheap, at an expense to the future, 

It is an easy matter for a mere politician to vote no on all appropri 
tions and demonstrate to his 


y to posterity and short-sighted, time 
» a benelit to-dav, how- 
however great. 


constituents his zeal in defending their 
property from the violent atta¢k of other less conscientious and k 

ardent public servants. But the real servant of the people, seeking 
only to do with courage what he knows to be best for his country, 
would scorn such motives in others; in himself he could not scorn 
them, for in himself they could not be. And if this House will banish 


all personal considerations, and rise to the full height of patriotic 


statesmanship, viewing the question in no other light than that w! 


future benefits will shed about it, we will have no difficulty in speedily 
adopting the amendment placed by the Senate on this bill. 

This measure comes from the Senate with the indorsement of the 
Secretary of the Interior communicating a report of Maj. John W. 
Powell, of the Geological Survey of the United States, an officer who 
indeed stands to this measure “‘ like the shadow of a great rock ina 
weary land.’’ In his valuable report,on page 5,is found this language: 

The area of the arid region is about 1,300,000square miles. Of this, about one- 
fifth is too rugged or too elevated to admit of cultivation under any condition 
of agriculture likery to arise for a century to come A smaller fraction consists 
of playas, or drainless desert plains, so fiat that it is impossible to wash the salts 
from their soils. There remain about 1,000,000 square miles of land which need 
only water to be rendered productive. At the rice of public land, 
$1.25 per acre, a price greater than its value f , this land has a valu- 
ation of $800,000,000; at $30 per acre, a mode: of its value when ir 
gated, it would be worth $19,200,000,000. Fortheirrigation of this area we have 
the annual precipitation upon 1,300,000 square miles of mountain, valley, and 
plain. This ranges from 5 inches or less on the driest plains to 30 inches on t! 
mountains, and even 75 or 100 inches on the highest peaks, and the average for 
the whole region is not far from 15 inches 

If all this could be applied tot land suited by configuration for cultivat 
it would afford about 20 inches of water annually for the whole area, or nearly 
double the amount which need be applied to crops during the growing season. 
The water which fallsin the arid region would therefore fully meet the agr t 
ural needs if only it could be stored until the properseason andthen conveyed 
to the proper land. Unfortunately, many causes conspire to render impossible 
the full realization of so desirable a result. 

Of the precipitation, which has the form of snow,a 
to the air by evaporation without going through the processof melting. Of t 
which falls as rain,a large part is received by the soil and evaporated fri t 
without gathering in streams, and the only portion of such unconcentrated r 
fall serviceable for agriculture is that which falls « 
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large fraction is returned 








the farming land duri | 
growingseason. Ofthe waterfrom rain and melted snow which gathers in chan- 
nels and forms streams, only a portion has such relation to arable land that it 
can be utilized; the remainder flows too low or at such distance from t 
as to be beyond the economic limits of conveyance Moreover, a comp y 
small portion of the stream water is furnished during the farming season, and 
that which must be stored in reservoirs in order to utilize 

material loss by evaporation. 

Under such adverse conditions it is manifest that only a small porti 
rainfall of the region can be made to serve the farmer, and that ther 
foundation for the opinion sometimes expressed that the greater part of 
West will ultimately be reclaimed. In 1880 less than 1 per cent. of its arat 
portion had been supplied with irrigation water, and it is not believed that with 
the most elaborate irrigation works this can be increased to more than 20 per 
cent. On the other hand, an estimate based on such data as are available leads 
to the anticipation that when all the larger streams have been brought under 
control, and the storage of water has been carried as far as it may be econom- 
ically, there will be redeemed about 15 per cent. of the region, or 150,000 square 
miles, the whole comprehending an area which exceeds one-half of the land 
now cultivated in the United States, At $30 per acre, this wiil add $2,880,000,00 
to the wealth of the nation. 

The establishment of a general system of irrigation on acomprehensive plan 
is of immediate importance, because the agriculture of the arid region, now in 
its infancy, is rapidly developing, and its development without suitable regu- 
lation constantly involves the use of temporary plans which interfere with and 
obstruct the adoption of those necessary to the fullest utilization of our resources 
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I will not consume the time of the House by further allusion to this 
report, which in itself is so*convincing that every negative vote will 
argue ignorance of its contents or carelessness of the public weal. 

Mr. Speaker, the future action of Congress is in no manner handi- 
capped by this appropriation. The appropriation only contemplates a 
survey of the arid region witha view to its improvement without com- 
promising the Government in the least degree to the adoption of any 
policy which the facts may suggest. I can not produce an instance 
more apposite than when the friends of Western improvement many 
years ago besought Congress for an appropriation for railroad surveys 
between the Mississippi River and the Pacific Ocean. Who will deny 
that the light thus thrown on those regions led to the construction of 

] 


the iron belt which now, many times, binds ocean to ocean and people | 


to people? 

While we may dissent from the subsequent generous and unneces 
sary donations of the public lands to these railroad corporations, yet 
none will be found so stupid as to question the value of that survey. 
So it will prove again in this instance, and with this additional ad- 
vantage, that we are attempting tosave the land to the people, and con- 
vert the now dreary desert into aparadise of happy homes. You who 
are inclined to consider the present scheme chimerical or visionary have 
been careless in your study of the history of man’s conflict with nat 
ure, and of his victory over the most terrible obstacles. Irrigation is 
no new question. It existed in Egypt before the pyramids were 
erected. It has fed the millions of Asia siuce the creation of the world. 
It nurtured Rome into existence, and was practiced in America ages 
before the birth of Columbus, and yet the people of the United States 
east of the Mississippi River know but little about it. 

The Moors introduced irrigation into Spain, and the Spaniards im- 
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of the solitary rider, or issucked upin whirlwinds under the scorching summer 

aun. Elsewhere its gravelly and gritty surfaces, strewn with splintered bow!l- 

ders, are seamed into gaping guiches and fissures of inappeasable thirst. There 

is no grass, the only vegetation being a withered-looking brush resembling 
saltbush, the thirsty-looking cactus, a juiceless scrub like our ti-tree, or thorny 
variety of stunted palm. 

Such is the Mapimi Desert in Mexico, the Maricopa Desert in Arizona, or the 
Mojave Desert in California; and such, without water, they must remain. As 
it is, these wastes of sandy aridity and gray, innutritious herbage, surrendered 
by nature to solitude, surround oases created and sustained by irrigation. 
In the distance the track of a canal, pleasantly breaking the dull level of the 
dried-up plain, is marked sometimes for miles by a line of green bushes follow- 
ing its sinuous course. By and by this line broadens as if into a great green 
plantation dotted with houses, divided into gardens, and decked with flowers. 
{te little fields, fringed with flourishing trees, are bright with fresh-springing 
pasture, upon which stock are grazing, or else crowded with dark orange groves 
aud clustering vincs. In the center of it is a tiny township, busy with teams 
and traders, where the train stops fora moment or two. When it starts again 
the houses and trees vanish as if by enchantment, and the engine rushes on 
through the dreary desert once more. 

It is thus that the eye bears testimony to the fruits of irrigation in the south; 
and in the north, though 1n a less striking way, the lesson is the same. The 
unpretentious ditches that wind along the hillsides or prairie ridges are not 
notable themselves until it is perceived that, where they are not, a scattered 
herd of rough cattle, a small party of roving Indians, ora burly rancher are the 
only objects of interest, while, where they multiply, are the buildings, the barns, 
and the business. A stretch of open country broken by long ridges of canals, 
its paddocks plotted off into little checks, with a barefooted Chinaman or high- 
booted European, spade in hand, directing the water from one to the other, are 
common features of the landscape, where one beholds industry and intelligence 
transmuting barren surfaces into orchards and fields of waving grain. Famil- 
jar, too, are the knots of active men, the little camp of tents, and toiling teams 
that mark the progress of a new ditch into the wilderness, where it is to create 
a settioment and maintain itin the face of all seasons. The Indian village, the 
Mexican pueblo, the American township, all cluster about the natural stream, 
or the artificial stream which makes itserviceable. Forin these parched regions 
its progress is everywhere a triumphal march. It is here veritably the water of 
life—life to the grass and flower, to the loaded tree, to man, and to the city of 
men. whose homesteads and harvests follow in its wake. 

Such a prospect as here described faced the Western pioneer on his 
awful march toward the setting sun. Brave hearts and willing hands 
alone would ever have taken up the gantlet that desolated nature had 
here thrown down. Yet all undaunted their terrible struggle was be- 
gun with a courage that time has been unable to lessen or danger to 
dissipate. In the few short years that the Government of the United 
States has held impotent sway in my Territory the brave and manly 
people have been obliged to make their warfare against the natural 
desolation of the land with rifle in hand to protect life against the hos- 
tile Apache, and I point with pride to their achievements. 

in the Salt River Valley alone eight main canals have been constructed 
to bring the water from the river upon the cultivated land. These ca- 
uals aggregate a distance of 160 miles, and were constructed at a cost 
of $1,000,000. The land along these canals, which a few years ago was 
a veritable desert, are now the most productive fields on earth. Yet 
this transformation from arid waste to blooming field has been accom- 
plished by private enterprise in the face of the most adverse circum- 
stances. But in these enterprises only the water from the flowing 
stream has been used. There is not enough of this to reclaim all the 
desert land in Arizona. Other and more expensive means must now 
be resorted to. 

The surface flow from the mountains, hills, and mesas, and the over- 
flows of the rivers and streams must be preserved in reservoirs for 
use in the dry season. Private enterprise will never do this except in 
the form of monopoly. The Government for its own protection and for 
the well-being of the people must assume this duty. There never was 
and there never will be a more auspicious time than now for the Gov- 
ernment to take the necessary preliminary steps by commencing this 
survey and investigation. This great question should no longer be left 
to privateenterprise. True, such enterprise has accomplished wonders. 

The real development of irrigation in the West has taken place 
mainly within the last fifteen years. Within that time it has been 
lifted out of rudeness into something like science. The strides it has 
taken may be judged by the 12,000 miles of main canals in the West, 
costing millions on millions of dollars. 

Even at the expense of proving wearisome, I can not forbear taking 
the following extract from the report of our consul in Egypt: 

IRRIGATION. 

Were it not, in fact, for irrigation there would never have been an historical, 
a scientific, a classical Egypt. God granted it natural irrigation, and this, aided 
by artificial works, once gave to Egypt a material existence as grand as its 
monuments are enduring. Since it is due alone to the employment of the 
waters of the Nile that agriculture is known in Egypt, and since iculture is 
the base of all wealth here, it must be deduced, the wealth of old pt being 
far greater than that of the Egypt of to-day, that these waters were once more 
widely employed; that they were made fo feed the crops of more extended ag- 
ricultural districts. History as well as the silent evidences of the past proves 
this, and evidences of to-day begin to show a broader and growing conception 
of the value of irrigation. The spirit of advancement in this direction was ev- 
idenced in the works of Mohammed Ali, in the Barrage, and in the grand canals 
he opened. Ismail Pasha also pushed with great vigor schemes of irrigation ; 
and Thewfik is lending all the aid he can towards their enlargement. 

The curious historical and scientific researches of a citizen of the United States 
have unfolded a huge plan of irrigation, known to the ancients, and the present 
Egyptian Government at this time seems disposed, after at first turning a deaf 
ear to his propositions, to profit by this man’s philosophy. Thedarkness which 
— over Egypt in the Byzantine period, and which grew denser still under 
the supremacy of the Mamelukes, wasdispelled by Mohammed Ali, and, un- 
less foreign power again re-establishes decay, it may be expected that in a few 
generations it will be entirely dispelled. 

The processes of irrigation are just about as they were thousands of years 
ago. Partial use of steam power has created slight changes, but the shadoof 
and the sakeeyek are yet supreme, and, in fact, as they are worked, it may be 
aaid they have no superior. 
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The shadoof is made of two posts about 5 feet high, set into the earth 3 feet 
apart and joined at the tops bya horizontal bar. Across this baris slung a pole 
or a branch of a tree, having at one end a weight com posed of mud, and at the 
other, suspended by two palm stalks,a bucket made of basket-work, or matting. 
or of a hoop with woolen stuff or leather. This is worked by one man, who is 
able with its use to raise water about 8 feet. Where it is necessary to raise 
water to a greater height, twoor more of these machines are employed. Appli- 
ances ofa similar nature for lifting water from wells are common in parts of the 
United States. 

The ancient Egyptians utilized the waters of the Nile forirrigation toa greater 
degree than the Egyptians of to-day. They put into practical operation meas- 
ures only dreamed of at this time, for many of the channel ways of some of the 
old canals are now wholly unknown. The ancients cultivated more soil than 
the moderns; they produced greater crops; they were possessed of greater 
wealth. One ancient Egyptian king had more money in his private vaults than 
is now contributed in a twelvemonth to the entire Egyptian Government. The 
great wealth of old was derived from proper distribution and utilization of the 
waters of the Nile, and it is to the resolution of this subject that moderns must 
address themselves if they would free Egypt from the oppressions of the Eu- 
ropean bondholders. Mohammed Ali inaugurated a new Nile era. Had he 
lived till now Egypt would have been one of the very greatest nations of the 
East. It would have been re-enthroned in grandeur and riches. The Barrage 
has been at last put into practicai operation with great beneficial effects, but 
this is only the beginning of what may be done. 

A GRAND SCHEME. 

Under the head of “irrigation” reference was made to a huge plan of irriga- 
tion unfolded by an American. When Herodotus visited Egypt, B. C. 454, he 
enumerated various great monuments and public works. Among these he in- 
cluded the Pyramids, but to them he failed to give so great prominence as was 
given to a vast artificial reservoir, which, in his own words, ‘‘ excelled all other 
human productions.” ‘The circuit of its coast,” said the historian, ‘‘is 60 
schoenes, or 3,600 furlongs, which is equal to the entire length of the seacoast 
of the Delta. It stretches in its longest direction from north to south, and in 
its deepest parts is of the depth of 50 fathoms. The water of the lake does not 
come out of the ground, which is here excessively dry, but is introduced by a 
eanal from the Nile. The current sets for six months into the lake from the 
river, and for the next six months into the river from the lake. While it runs 
outward it returns a talent of silver (about $1,069) daily to the royal treasury 
from the fish that are taken in the canal, but when the current is the other way 
the return sinks to one-third of that sum.” 

The Ionian historian was careful to repeat the measurements in such a way 
as to avoid any possibility of error on the part of his copyist. The circumfer- 
ence of the lake was given by the schoene, an Egyptian unit of length, a day’s 
tow, and could be compared to the distance which separates Alexandria from 
Port Said. He took pains to insert that the furlong was a hundred fathoms, or 
600 feet. The depth, also, he repeated, is one-half of a hundred fathoms, or half 
afurlong. About five centuries later Diodorus from Sicily, Strabo from Asia 
Minor, Mutianus and Pliny from Rome repeat what was evidently a wide be- 
lief regarding a well-ascertained fact. 

Diodorus said the utility of the lake deserved the highest praise, and its great- 
ness was incredible. ‘‘ Considering,” he said, ‘‘the benefit and advantage 
brought to the Government by this great work, none could ever sufficiently ex- 
tol it according to what the truth of the thing deserved.’’ He explained in lucid 
terms its unique character. 

But I must hasten, as my time is nearly exhausted. As I have be- 
fore said, Arizona’s desert lands can only be reclaimed by Government 
action in storing the surface waters and by developing artesian wells. 
Much of the land of that much-slandered Territory is now a desert. 
As long as it remains such if will remain a disgrace to the inaction of 
the Federal Government. These desertscan be reclaimed. They must 
be reclaimed, they will be reclaimed, for, as quoted by the gifted and 
scholarly member from New York [Mr. Cox] the other day in his bean- 
tiful speech in favor of this amendment: 


For the Lord shall comfort Zion: He will comfort all her waste places: and 
He will make her wilderness like Eden, and her desert like the garden of the 
aes joy and gladness shall be found therein, thanksgiving and the voice of 
melody. 

The Lord uses strange means sometimes to effect His kindly provi- 
dence. The Fiftieth Congress, let us hope, will here serve the pur- 
pose in reclaiming these lands; and when reclaimed what will it not 
produce? As to my own Territory I can speak advisedly. Every semi- 
tropical fruit and every product of the temperate zone can be produced 
in ‘‘ prodigal profusion.’”’ You who favor‘‘ home industries”’ can drive 
the Spanish olives from this continent. Nowhere will the orange grow 
to greater perfection. It is the natural home of the fig. 

The ‘‘ blushing vine hills of delightful France’’ can not surpass us 
in their product or equal us in the beauty of scenery or salubrity of 
climate. Our possibilities are measureless. The desert can be made 
to bloom as the rose. The waste places can be made glad and all for 
far less money than you have appropriated to the improvement of our 
rivers and harbors. ; 

The Treasury is bursting with its accumulated gold. Our people 
are not niggardly. Give back to their posterity what you have taken 
from them and they will be content. Of their money make happy 
homes for their children’s children. 

The available agricultural Jands are nearly exhausted. The over- 
crowded laborer seeking a Western home finds a useless desert staring 
him in the face. Youtookfrom him your hoarded wealth. Will you 
not give him a chance to live? He, and thousands like him, asks no 
bounty of you. They only want justice at your hands. They demand, 
and have a right to demand, that you with the means which they have 
afforded shall do your part toward the proper development of our 
wonderful resources. 

Projects are now on foot for large expenses in the construction of a 
navy and in coast defenses. This is well enough; but one man own- 
ing his home in a Jand he loves, with his family about him, is worth 
more to his country in time of need than a whole company of hired 
soldiers. In war he is the ready, brave, and faithful volunteer. It is 
he who will honor his flag and die for his country. Sirs, make homes 


for your people. Save your lands from monopoly. Redeem the arid 
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regions, and thus in your prudent watch care over the people’s interest, ' ent 
your patriotic statesmanship, your provision for future prosperity, |: + 4 ; 
emulate the example of our fathers who gave our matchless Govern- ‘ : t 
ment to the admiration of the world, and to our people campl i i f \ ‘ lepa I 
prosperity, liberty, and happiness. [Applause. } t y this m é 7 nt. | 
Mr. SYMES. I reserve the remainder of my time until I hear from ; dert t that it ine l 
the other sice. | erve i the different app 
Mr. McMILLIN I am glad, Mr. Speaker, that my friend from Ari- | Go 1ent of the United States | them 
zona [| Mr. SM1TH | has come squarely up to this measure and avows the ; donation and run them. The hundred und emplo 
object sought, 7. ¢., to have the Government do this work ; tor it thereby | that we now have would be run u 
presents it to Cong ess stripped of all extraneous matter, and the broad | ing thousands and tens of thousand ‘ 
proposition is before us whether we are ready to enter upon the work | m; if 
of constructing irrigating canals which he says it is designed to accom- | Committeeon Labor we would have 
plish and which he advocates. These things always begin in a small | ter. 
way. I remember when the Geological Survey was inaugurated, and Now, how much is 
before it had reached its present magnitude it was under a proposition | fi l } 


to survey the lands in the Territories; avery innocent-proceeding, and | have become a little too mach : wuecra t to 
i 
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one that was said to be of vast importance to the United States. Ther 


came the proposition to extend that survey into the States a few years ’ 
ago, with the claim made that it was of great importance to them, and | year and now they want $250 ) more, and that is } 
that it would give to the people such a survey of their mineral re- | future operation Next year it will take, t bt ’ 
sources in all the States as had not hitherto been had. Years have | i 
rolled by, and if this Geological Survey has found anything new in the | ve all the millions that may be deman oall t ) 
State of my friend from Alabama I have not yet heard of it. | may be conjured up in the fruit brains « L( 

lf they have added anything to the surveys made by Professor Saf- | SMITH, of Arizona. It wi ( a 
ford and. others in Tennessee, [have heard nothing of it. If they have | t all done. 
added anything new to the geological surveys made by Professor Owen, Mr. McMILLIN. A million a yea | 


Professor Proctor, and ot t I } 
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l ( 
hers in the State of Kentucky, I have heard | survey, and you, my friend, have sa n yve 
nothingof it. Hundreds of thousands of dollars have been doled out to | todo the work of building erating this 
them as they have demanded, and still the work perpetually goes on, \ to I 
and its completion becomes perennially hopeless. | Gov ’ ought not to do 
Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question | ford to ept it as a donation and 
there? Mr. HERBERT. At the rat lf b 
Mr. McMILLIN. Certainly. 
Mr. SYMES. Have not the geological surveys made during the time M McMILLIN. I! d : i ; VW ) 
mentioned by the gentleman included a great many specific geological | w himself out of a l it l to 1 ‘ 
surveys of some of the richest mining districts in the Rocky Mountain cler] p, ora di ‘ I 
and have not these surveys in many cases, and the reading of the r the o ler] ! 
ports describing the geological formations of these mineral districts re- | morrow, th re l 
sulted in the development of mines and the addition of millions and | the best time to halt in t ma 
millions of precious metals to the wealth of this country? Che lands are there; they are not going aw 
Mr. McMILLIN. I have not visited the Rocky Mountains. I am | that the private enterprise and individ é 
talking of that portion of the continent with which I am familiar, and | American people are not sufficient for any « 
I have announced a proposition concerning it that the gentleman even | A] farming land 
in all the zeal of his advocacy of this proposition will not dispute. Wej} ning down. That proposition ly lenied by anyb 
were told that the work could be done in a few years. ‘There were a} you tax the people who own e lands 1 1s of 
number of us in the beginning of these surveys in the States who held | into other localities 
that there was no use for the Government of the United States making As our country fills uy 
geological surveys within the States. But there was a clamor for it; | Americ: 
the clamor was heeded, and the surveys were entered upon. I believe | d 
it has been about eight years since that was done; and, as we are told | that if 
in the statement made by my friend from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] a | Treasu 
few moments ago, it will now take thirty years to complete them, | after u 
whereas four years ago it was announced that twenty-four years would | take care of itself. 
be sufficient to make the surveys. | This Congress } ’ a 
We are asked to give new powers, to open new fields, give more mill- | asked not only to appropriate a quarter of a million dollars né 
ions to this surveying party for the accomplishment of what? | to lay the foundation for five millions « { ] 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. To levy more taxes. | five years. We have appropriated for al 
Mr. McMILLIN. To levy more taxes, to squander more money. If | I remember standing in this House a few years ago protes 
you do this you will have additional burdens of taxation. By the cre- | an appropriation for the 1 














a build ng of re ervoirs on the | ppe! i 
ation of these reservoirs it issaid that ninety-odd million acres of land | The claim was that they were being constructed for the purpos 
can be reclaimed that can not now be cultivated except by irrigation. | proving the navi Lississippi R b; 

Now, the gentleman from Arizona does not come at this matter in p water in winter to be turned loose in summer, aud | st 
any covert way. He comes at it like the candid, fearless man he is, | the proposition, as a mental performance, would disgrace ar 
saying that it is a work the Government ought to do, and he advocates | [ Laughte I never yet ha een a man who ( 
it as a Government work. | lieve that the reservoirs built tl ve i vigation of 

Taking the whole field together, the remoteness from water of a} the Mississippi River, but I have no doubt that some « nt gentle- 
vast quantity of it and the fact that the dams and reservoirs will have | men have got some very fine water-powers for strictly private u 
to be maintained in their places, is there a gentleman here who sup- | without cost to themselves. 
poses that it can be done for an average of less than $10 peracre? Do Now, it is claimed that one benetit to result from the scheme before us 
you propose to enter upon a policy which will add to the taxes of the | will be thatthe water will be caught and collected in these re 
people of the United States, now excessive, and to the present bonded | and that thus the sammer overflow of the Mi ppi will be ] en 
indebtedness under which they are groaning? If so—— | After having made the comment I have mad cerning the oth 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman permit me? proposition, which is in the past, I will not be uncharitable enough to 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ican not yield. My time is too limited. compare this with it; but I donotthink itis w to make this prope 

Mr. SYMES. I would like to correct the gentleman; and that is | appropriation. I think this C t tistied witl 
why I wish to interrupt him. millions of dollars it has already aj uted. I think they ought to 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman has plenty of time in which to | be sufficient to satisfy any ordinary ambition in the d L100 OF | 
answer. I dislike to appear discourteous, but I must insist upon going : galit 
ahead. Now I undertake to say that it can not be done at an averag For one, I have no desire to rival the Prodigal Son in his m 


gation of the 4 








of much less, taking all the arid region, than $10 an acre; and I want | gal days, and we are in a fair way of doing that if we do not call a 
to know whether any gentleman is in favor of duplicating the presen fy friend from Colorado [Mr. Symes] is here advocating th 
bonded indebtedness, or of levying taxes equal to the present bonded | sition, and the next thing we shall hear of him will be that } 
indebtedness for this purpose? ing the welki 

I like the announcement of my friend who sits before me [Mr. FEL- | surplus in the Treasury to make a revision of the tar 
TON], and whostated the true doctrine of American and republican | this is the most prodigal Congress that has « 





of Colorado ring with the statem« that there ) 
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that it has squandered more of the public money than was ever squan- 
dered by any preceding Congress under any administration. I can see 
that in him right now, and he will not deny it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Speaker, I deny that impeachment for the pres- 
ent and for the future. I wish to say that I consider myself to-day in 
the affairs of government, municipal, State, and national, more of a 
practical economist than my distinguished friend from Tennessee [ Mr. 
McMILLIN]. YI would appropriate money to add to the value of the 
public domain; I would appropriate money that should benefit the 
future settlers upon thatdomain. Other gentlemen in this Hall would 
appropriate, as I heard them say the other day on the other side and 
on this side of the House, ten millions for a Library building that 
might attract the attention of distinguished architects from Europe. 
I would not. I would erect a Library building so plain and simple 
that the architects from the Old World, when in the future they may 
come over here, would not view a structure similar to the Coliseum and 
Parthenon of ancient times, which have excited the wonder and admir- 
ation of the artists of all countries for ages. No, sir; I would notex- 
pend the people’s money in trying to rival the Old World in art or 
architecture; but I would erect a Library building so plain and sim- 
ple in its architectural design that it would attract the attention of art- 
ists on account of its simplicity, and not on account of its expensive 
grandeur. And I would place within it more of the treasures of intel- 
lect than is found in any similar structure of ancient or modern times. 
[Applause.} I would not aim at beauty of architecture, which might 
attract the eye of the uncultured and thoughtless, as well as the zs- 
thetic; but I would add to the treasuresof the Library millions of val- 
uable manuscripts and books which the intelligent people of America 
might read and study. The gentleman has not found me voting for 
any architectural extravagance of that sort. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. No; Lam aware that the gentleman has voted 
with me on that proposition, and to that extent he is right. I regret 
to say at the same time that the gentleman’s party has not generally 
voted with him on that question. 

Mr. SYMES. 
disposed to bring in partisan politics where they do not belong; and 
they do not belong here. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It does not belong anywhere when you are seek- 
ing an appropriation. 
never known the gentleman’s party to ease up on questions of this kind. 

Mr. SYMES. Yes; and the only thing that endangers the success of 
this amendment is the fact that we are within sixty days of a Presi- 
dential election; otherwise the amendment would be carried by a four- 
fifths majority. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I must not permit my friend to carry the House 
off into the labyrinths of that extensive building, which ought never 
to be erected on the foundations proposed for it, by an expenditure of 
$10,000,000. I want to know from the gentleman whether he is in 
favor of the proposition submitted by the gentleman from Arizona 
{Mr. SmirH] for the Government to do this work? 

Mr. SYMES. I answered substantially the inquiry of my friend 
from Tennessee during the course of my remarks a week ago last Satur- 
day. I said then, as I say now, that I do not advocate and I see no 
necessity, during my lifetime or that of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
that the Government should enter into the business of building dams, 
accumulating water, constructing canals, ditches, and subditches, and 
distributing the water and selling it by Government agents. If such 
a thing were proposed at this time I would speak against it. I am not 
now advocating such a proposition, but simply that the Government 
reserve its own reservoir sites and water and land for the benefit of 
the people in the future. 

The dispatch I read this morning from the deep-harbor convention 
is that these reservoirs be turned over to the States. That can be set- 
tled hereafter. First secure their control by the United States before 
it is too late. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman is not in favor of this work be- 
ing done by the Government I would like to know why he wants to 
spend over $5,000,000 in making a survey that is to come to naught. 
I think the proposition is wrong. It could never have come in here 
regularly on one of our appropriation bills. But this bill comes back 
from the Senate, and the Senate, following its custom, has undertaken 
to ride us down with appropriations which would not be in order in the 
House on these bills. I believe that this proposition ought to be re- 
jected. I think we shall serve the public interest by doing so. 

Mr. SYMES. I yield now for ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. STONE]. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, this is a question in which 
I feel a great deal of interest and to which I have given some attention 
and thought. I can not in the period of time allotted tome undertake 
to elaborate the views I entertain in regard to it. I wish I had time 
to express myselffully. I believe I could say some things that would 
be interesting to the House, and possibly useful inthe discussion. But 
though I can not say what I would like, Iam gratified by the courtesy 
of the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SyMrEs] to have an opportunity 
to express my hearty approval of the proposed amendment and to iden- 
tify myself in the RecoRD with this great measure. I agree with the 


gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] that this is the most im- 


But when a political canvass is pending, I have 
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portant measure in its possible eventualities which has been considered 
by this Congress, though it is probable the reasons I have for saying 
that are wholly different from those which that gentleman would as- 
sign. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. McMILLIN } 
who has just taken his seat has spoken of the prodigality with which 
appropriations have been made by this Congress, 

I regret that his animadversions and criticisms on that account are 
too well founded. I wish to say for myself, however, that against all 
these prodigal and extravagant expenditures against which the gentle- 
man from Tennessee complains, whether great or small, I have opposed 
myself with resolute obstinacy. I have voted ugainst them with great 
regularity and persistency, but lam forthisamendment. It advances 
a proposition which in no possible sense savors of a personal enterprise. 
It is not local in its character; it is not even sectional; it is national in 
the broadest and highest acceptation of the term. 

What does this amendment propose? It proposes to appropriate 
$250,000 to inaugurate and prosecute extensive surveys in what is 
known as the arid region of the country, to locate its boundaries accu- 
rately, to ascertain where natural reservoirs may be established for 
the storage of water supplies, to ascertain the extent and location of 
these desert or arid lands which may be reclaimed and restored toagri- 
cultural uses by a system of irrigation, and to suggest the best and 
most practicable methods of irrigation. It provides also that all lands 
which may be utilized and made valuable by irrigation shall after 
the passage of this bill be withdrawn from sale or other disposition 
until such time as Congress shall provide for disposing of them. That 
is the sum and substance of the amendment. That is the whole prop- 
osition. 

Gentlemen oppose the amendment because they say it is the incip- 
ient step towards inaugurating a vast system of irrigation which is to 
involve the Government in an expenditure of indefinite millions. But, 
Mr. Speaker, gentlemen who assail the pending proposition on any such 
ground as that are running too fast; they are galloping too furiously. 

The proposition which the House is now called upon to consider does 
not provide for any such thing as that. Itis simply to prosecute a sur- 
vey of these lands and to report the facts. 

But the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] contends that 
if this appropriation is made and the surveys are prosecuted, the Gov- 
ernment thereby becomes committed to the policy of irrigation as a 


| publie work and at public expense, and in proof of that he points to 


the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SMITH], who expressed the opinion 


| that the work of irrigating and reclaiming these waste lands ought to 


be done by the General Government. I do not know whether it ought 
to be done by the General Government or not. It certainly ought to 
be done by somebody. Iam not now prepared to commit myself to 
any scheme, one way or the other. But these waste lands are there in 
the West—immense areas of them, They are useless for agriculture 
What shall we do with them? Draw a 
line from the northern border of Texas (it ought to go east of the hun- 
dredth meridian) and extend it through the Indian Territory, through 
the heart of the great States of Kansas and Nebraska, and along the 
eastern line of Dakota to the British possessions. The immense empire 
west of that line, and between that line and the Pacific Ocean, is prac- 
tically worthless under present conditions for agricultural purposes. 

What are you going todo. then? The only way by which these lands 
can be reclaimed is by irrigation. What are you going todo? The 
gentleman from Tennessee says he wants to leave the whole matter to 
private enterprise. He is confident that private enterprise will solve 
the problem indue time. If it can be so accomplished, then let it be 
so done. Let the Government stand aloof and take no part in the 
prosecution of any system of irrigation if the work can be done with- 
out its intervention. I am opposed to the Government doing any 
thing of this character if it can be done by individual effort. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is private enterprise not doing it, I ask my 
friend ? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Private enterprise certainly has done 
something in that way to a limited extent, and when the opportunities 
for irrigation are favorable it is possible, sir, and I certainly hope it is 
practicable, for private investment—for private effort to so exert itself 
as to reclaim and restore the whole of these lands to civilization. But 
if it can not be done in that way, if it is not practicable or possible, 
but on the contrary ifit isimpossible for it to be done by private enter- 
prise, then I certainly would not hesitate for a moment to put the Gov- 
ernment forward to take charge of it as a national work and prosecute 
it to a successful end. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Within the States? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Anywhere; wherever there are public 
lands. Certainly, within the States as well as within the Territories, 
for I am unable to conceive any reason why a distinction should be 
drawn. 

Mr. Speaker, what we seek to do by this amendment is not to in- 
augurate a system of public works, but we are seeking information, 
reliable, accurate information, upon which the representatives of the 
people can rely, and upon which private enterprise can depend. The 
work is certainly worthy of the most serious consideration at the hands 
of the American Congress. 

Whether this intormation when acquired may develop the necessity 















































































of irrigation as a public work remau » be 











sion of the facts; let us comprehend the situa and t hes¢ y 

dom, prudence, and the statesman » of co st Ly t es , 

An empire of waste lies there awaiting t ugic t of indust ! la t 
to make it bloom. Out among the moun und plains of this g ’ signat 

arid West lies the secret of a splendid future. Mr. Speaker, whil ite them one fro t t t h sé 
tening to this debate and looking at that map yonder, I tried to think | t neighborhood 

sf this vast region which is described as arid in is Way—as a sepal ‘ 

ate and independent republic, and to imagine t we were sitting in to 
the Congress of that new republic deliberating on its pub affairs 1 

In my imagination I tried to picture some ambitious, but patriot it some gentlen 

statesman of that republic of the occ ident standing on the summit of | t engagement of t Governme 

some stupendous mountain peak in the heart of the Rockies, where he pment of this work itlined M 





had his whole country under his vision. As he gazed around him what | reservoirs in the cat ent a 
would he behold? A territory greater by one-third than the combined ereabout fit for agri 

areas of Great Britain, France, Italy, Austria, and the German Em- |} have no favorable influence upon 1 n d 
pire—five of the greatest nations of the ear l f M 
200,000,000 people, and representing the accumulations, the culture ceded me, was a little though f ( 





h, the homes of nearly | sit 1 think 
and the civilization of the Saxon, the Gaul, the Teuton, and the Latin 
for twenty centuries and more—a territory greater than the Chinese | Why, if gentlemen w to t fundas yf 
Empire, or China proper, supporting a population of nearly 400,000,000. | country they w find that Con ; ) ‘ ye! : 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. of that charactet I see no necessity for . at for ex 
Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I am sorry I have not time to go on and | ing the power with w 1 t lamenta has est I 
complete the view I was I rone d t . on ‘ 
[ Here the hammer fell. ] has over the public domain and of the 
Mr. FORNEY. I now yield to my colleag re | Mi OATES |. foll wing clause ol the ¢ nstit 
Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, it is a late hour in the day as wellasa} The Congress shall hav 
late hour in the discussion of this measure, and hence | shall not at- | ut s res 


























tempt any elaborate argument upon the question presented, but will | Che latter proposition, to ma 
proceed to give my views as plainly as I can set them forth on what I | exercised under the provisions that ar d the ge 
conceive to be the salient points involved in this controversy. ferritories of the United Stat but t st proposi 
The object of the measure here presented, a it from the re- er the pub lands of t [ t “ ( ' ] 
port of the committee and from the arguments in favor of the proposi- | \ for their disposal. Gentle S 1 to ¢ ound the 1 tof ¢ 
tion, is to put a large percentage of lands in the arid regions in our ; to legislate throug it tl ‘ Lin D ( 
Western country in a condition to fit them for agricultural purposes, | lumbia with power to do anything they please | y of i ng 
so that the people may avail themselves of these lands for such pur- | { publi lands. Why, sir, the two propositions y dist If 
poses in the near future. ( vress has power to erect improve nents on ‘ nd rd 
Sir, I am not one of th who join unqualifiedly in the assertion | to put them in a condition for sale and to be } \ rt 
that it is wise or for the public good to encourage an overrapid taking | I ask any lawyer or other member on th to t 
up of the public domain and the devotion of it to purposes of . to the exercise of th po 
ure, ' ' | If, sir, you can put an improvement yf $100,000 upon 
According to my ob i | 1 you can put $100,000,00 if tl pow 
tries, I am convinced that t tin the discretion of ¢ ‘ 
fit for agricultural purpos ind r believed that Congress has a 1 It I 
urp I yn of the framers of the ¢ t ( - 
lisappear, | ent of pov respect to t 
1uch de And now, s is to t tilit | i t 
i ) peo 1y that while I ha great NI i 
of food will b ind to grow ( thhim. Heisa t | 
That is the h ryand t | ian, and the testi: i t | { , 
I have read ; ee te Bu 
While, sir, ] t ire located upon lands and | to « 1 | s Phe 
become rooted in th ttached to t r count é 3 eding er! M 5 ) M 
for love of home and it ; a sentiment which pervades | sippi River That has been fre nt illuded t 
nearly every human he other considerations which | the course of this debate, but I desir read 
should enter into our 2 this subject. hich strikes me with peculiar force, in whic 
Mr. Wil i to me f qu I loods or overflows of the 3 Dp 
Mr. ir. i t preve recou 
Mr. I wish to ask whether ia your opinion mo ttle | the waters in reservoit H 
can be raised on cultivated soil than on wild soil? | Pardon me. perhaps tist 
Mr. OATES. Yes; at a very much higher cost irs and I 
Mr. FUNSTON. Oh, no, my friend; 1 have been familiar with that lississippi could be pre 
subject for some time, and on cultivated lands they are produced mor poco i to: : ae 
cheaply and afford cheaper food. a. Why, Mr. Speaker, it id 
[r. OATES. According to your argument, it would be cheaper to t could y 
raise cattle in New York than in Kansas, which is not a fact. | amount ¢ *s I do not 
Mr. FUNSTON. It would be if tl Lise them , ay ee this lai 
Mr. OATES. Ah; but it is nev lands are devoted t Mr akiiene ts 
other purposes. “ lerk’s desk and ask to } 
Mr. Speaker, while I would not stop the process of continaed settle- | yaork Twair on Thi 
ments upon the public domain, I do not believe it would be wise to cience involved in tl 


greatly accelerate or stimulate it unduly. I think if there isany fault | The Clerk read 


now to be found with our policy in that direction it is that settlement | i ; 
progressing too rapidly rather than tooslowly. Our policy, sir, for a | l ¢ ii ! 





number of years has been not only to give homes to all our people on | ‘ I i 
the public domain, but to throw open the doors wide and invite al : 

the foreigners of the world, tramps included, to come and occupy th 

great bounty of ours, the public domain. I think, sir, that the tim: 

has arrived in the history of this country when that practice, to a great | ; fy 
extent, should cease and allow this process of taking up the pul I wa it 


lands to go on gradually; and with such a policy inaugurated ther 
no present necessity for applying a stimulus for preparatory steps t uate ee , 
be taken to induce the settlement and cultivation of these arid region exact data t 1e fro 


I admit, however, that in the distant future these lands, such as can chs are great t ; 
be made useful for agriculture, will be demanded by the young men | .- 28 tani Ott tion 


of this country in the course of natural growth, and therefore it seems | 
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in the old QOolitics l t milllion years ago next November 
the Lower M pwards of 1,300,000 miles long, and stuck out 
‘ the G of ‘ cen i od And by the same token any person 
can see that sev lar rt vo years from now the Lower Mississippi 
will be onlya mules q ters long, and Cairo and New Orleans will have 
i their s t I j ! ymfortably along under a sing 
. and a mutua tof aldermet here is something fascin g al 
Or vet } i retur of conjecture out of such at Y 
i t 
i wiehte ! i 
Mr. SYMES friend it ig on 
Mr. OATES Y 
or Mr. SYMES i ume ind that 1 it cited nd con idered a 
most reliable authority on the side of the opponents of this bil] 
Mr. OATES. It k equal ood he authority of the ad 
V tes of the bill lly ‘ t 
Mr. SYME> l what I understand to be your position I 
now yield five 1 ites to the gentleman from Montana | Mr. Too : 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH I desire to inquire whether it is the pur- 
! 
pose of the gentleman in charge of this bill to have a vote upon th 
nendment this afternoon? 
Mr. FORNEY. e@No: not until to-morrow : but I want to get on 
ir as possible this evenin 
Mr. TOOLE. Mr. Speaker, during the month of July, when th 
bill was first considered in the Hou I offered substantially the sam 
amendment as we : discussing, The amendment was ruled out 
upon a point of order made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr 
KhANDALI but tl h the courtesy of that gentleman I was per- 
I 
mitted to submit soi remarks upon the merits of the amendment 
In addition to what is then submitted I have but a few remarks to 
make 


Some time ago when the public-land bill was under consideration in 
the House gentlemen upon this floor offered certain amendments to 
meet their views of what the law should be, and expressed grave appre- 
hension lest the remaining public lands of the United States should 
be largely dominated and controlled by the cattle barons and syndi- 
cates formed for speculative purposes. I confess, Mr. Speaker, that in 
my opinion the fears then expressed were not entirely without founda 
tion. To persons at all familiar with what is denominated “the arid 

egions’’ of the United States the fact is undeniable that the owner 
of the water frontage and water supply is tantamount to the 
ship of the entir rroundir y country. 

With this fact admitted, ge iene n can not better fortify against 
the lamentable consequences which were then so graphically portraye d 
than the adoption of the amendment under consideration. It is in kee p- 
ing with that true political economy which is demanding public atten 
tion and fast asserting itself in this country by which a greater equal- 
ity in the occupancy and ownership of the soil will be established and 
maintained. It will make it expedient and wise to repeal all land 
laws except the homestead law. It will encourage and foster agricult- 
ure, which, after all, is the basis of national prosperity. 

lor nearly twenty years I have been an actual observer of the superi- 
ority of irrigation over the present method of farming in the older 
States. I went to Montana when practically the only aspirants for 
the supremacy of the soil in oe Territory were the sage-brush, the 
: wood, and the prickly pea I saw these worthless growths dis- 








1 
} 
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by magic, sprang waving and prolific fields of wheat, oats, and barley 
It has been said that ‘‘ bread is the staff of life,’’ but water in these 
arid regions is life itself. With it under his control and dominion the 
farmer does not | to contend against either a lack or excess of rain- 
fall, but reaps his c1 in their fullness with the regularity of the ha 
vest. 

Mr. Speaker, this amendment, I hope, is the harbinger of a new de- 
parture, the dawn of that glad day when the Gove rnment shall exe 
cise supervision and control over the unappropriated waters in the arid 
regions and when only the homestead law shall be applied to our pub- 
lic domain. ‘The voice and vote that promote this important le gisla- 

n, legislation which makes it possible to multiply homes for the 












homeless and w h encourages small holdings of real estate, will have 
do omethu t le ve the g l pinions of the tillers of the soil 
1d the toilers of t ind; done mething to vindicate what has e me 
» be the deli { Igment of mankind, namely, that the safety, 
rvat , and t y our i itutions are lar; zely depensden 
1 1 that attach nt to tl l which springs al ne from small hold 
*. 4 = 
j of real estate. 
ntleman f Ind 1 [ Mr. HotMAN] in his remarks upon 
t] ll to organ tory of Oklahoma said something that de- 
to bes ted ‘ I can not always : e with the gentleman 
from In 1] respect r the public lands, but I give my 
uD lified indo t following declarations of that gentle- 
man 
: ee, of preserving republican 
iz tut tion swelling the multitudes 








of our cities Ww I ! eat body of the people are in- 
vested with an i stinthes reountry. It is on the conserv- 
ative power of t ‘ that « institutiqgns must rest. Therefore 
any measure that secks to enlarge the number of freeholds is a measure of pub- 





ear before the advancing ir ce ditch, and in their stead, as if 
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lic safety and worthy of the highest co lerat 1 of the American Congress 
rhose freeholds, even if they ar ah 
etter than fortifications and armed uly 
itions and free government [applause 





ra quarter se on of land ‘ 
s for the support of free insti 
any meast of policy that will 


} 
t 
tend to diminish the number of these free hol ls by an unwise appropriation of 
i ¢ . , 
t 





and still under 1 
whileany mez 


publi ational co aoe tt be ar roved by Con 
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t tends to enlarget rnu roughttocommel! 


e representatives of th nan an people 
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yrave and patriotic words fitly spoken 




















h resp ‘ I ) erv Repr ' itive 
trict 
Murine t lelivery of foregoi r Mr 
wi equest of Mr. O'NEILL, of Mi i, and Mr. Sym 
extel unapimous consent fo1 e minute t to co ) 
t r hou ted for debate on the pe di entiment. | 
J AVE O \BSEN 
by unanimous consent, leave of absence was vranted as f 
lo Mr. BAYNE, for the remainder of the wee} 
Mr. CASWELL, indefinitely, on account of important business 
ANNIE GIBSON YATES 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I present the conferen eport which I send to 
+ lee 
} 
ihe Clerk read as follows 
i e of confer e on ad , ¥ ~ on 
tof t Ss ite to the i t. 77U8) to ion ¢ 
\ e ¢ 1 Yates having met, a and free conf i to 
id and do recommend to the pective House s follows 
I t the House recede from its dis 1ent to the amendment of th ( 
a ind agree to the same with an an ent as follows: In lieu of the word 
I nsert ** thirty-five and the S ate agree to the same. 
JOHN H. BANKHEAD, 
JOHN E = Ton. 
Managers on the part of the H sé 
PHILE TUS SAWYI R, 
©. K. DAVIS, 
CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Ser 
The following statement of the House conferees, submitted in a 
ralance with the rnie ws Tread: 
raan vith the rul¢ was read 
“tateme to accompany report of conference com ttee on House bill 77 
Chis bill prov oe fae an increase of the pension of Annie Gibson Yates 
from twenty to thirty d rs rt nate adopted ar endment increasing 





sion from thirty te » forty dol The conference committee has agreed 
© $35, so that the effect of the conference report increases the pension from twenty 
thirty-five dollars 





JOHN H. BANKHEAD 
For managers on part of the Hor 
ae report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

. BANKHEAD moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CANNON FOR ILLINOIS SOLDIERS AND SAILORS’ HOME. 

ANDERSON, of Illinvis. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent : consldonadinn of the bill (H. R. 6105) donating a 6-pound brass 
eannon to the Illinois Soldiers and Sailors’ Home. This bill has been 
favorably considered by the Committee on Military Affairs, and re- 
ported with an amendment. 

[he bill was read, as iollows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That ‘the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 


ized and directed to donate a 6-pound brass cannon tothe Illinois Soldiers and 
Sailors’ Home. 





The amendment revorted by the committee was read, as follows: 
out after the word ‘ Mlonate” the word ‘‘a”’ and insert “‘two.”’ 
ere being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
f the bill. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I hope the gentleman will give us some explana- 
tion of this bill. I do not remember any instance in which the Gov- 
ernment has given away brass cannon; it has been in the habit of do- 
nating cannon which were condemned and worthless. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. The worthless and condemned can- 
non to which the gentleman refers have been given away for different 
p ny oses from that contemplated in this bill. These cannon are in- 
tended to be used for the purpose of firing salutes at the Illinois Sol- 
diers and Sailors’ Home. Under the ge neral law all the national sol- 
dier s’ homes have cannon for such purposes. 
Che amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 
he bill as amende d was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
ead the third time, and 


- 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordin; 





Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The title of the bill was amended, as recommended by the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, so as to read: ‘‘A bill donating two 6-pound 
cannons to the Illinois Soldiers and Sailors’ Home.’’ 

The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House, according to order, 
adjourned. 


Passe d 
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ame es ; | 
m thereof in any | 


eve } b iity of al h misdemeanor, and on convicti 

dlisti or circuil irtof the United States shall be subject to a fine of not more 
tI to imp mment in the penitentiary for a term of not more than 
{ t ich fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court 


] ‘ f the district attorney of the United States of the dis- 
trict in I ich pe reside to institute the proper proceedings to enforce 
t j v j ft this t 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Gal- 
enadar, 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (8. 3533) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Robert Bruffett; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3334) granting a pension to Will- | 
iam 8S. Dean; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions 

Mr. PADDOCK (for Mr. INGALLS) introduced a bill (S. 3535) grant- | 


ing a pension to Rebecca Page; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He for Mr. INGALLS) introduced a bill (8. 3536) granting a pen 
sion to Hellen Amelia Garroll; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
for Mr. INGALLS) introduced a bill ) to increase the 
pension of Mrs. Virginia Gardner; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. INGALLS) introduced a bill (S. 3538) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Saeger; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 3539) to amend an act to 
county of Audrain in the State of Missouri from the eastern 
it to the western judicial district of said State; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 3540) granting a pension to Mary 
P. Myers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3541) for the relief of John B. 
Wiltberger, executor of the will of Charles Wiltberger, late of the Dis- | 
trict of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3542) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS 


also 


o-oo» 


He also S. 3537 


detach the 
and attach 


TO DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. KENNA submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Secretary will report the first bill on the Calendar under 
Rule VIII. 

Mr. HOAR. . Before the Senate proceeds to the Calendar, I wish t 
inquire of the Chair if any message or communication has been re- 
ceived by the President of the Senate from the President of the United 
States in response to the resolution of the Senate asking for any com- | 
munication made by his direction to the Government of Great Britain | 
in regard to unfair discriminations against our citizens in the matter 





ot toll 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No message has yet been received 
I 





in reply to the resolution. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its | 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 6105) do 
nating two 6-pound brass cannons to the linois Soldiers and Sailors’ 
Home; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

the m iL » announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
portot the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
t Ifouses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7708 
to ink ase th pension of Annie Gibson Yates. 

FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS. 

Mr. Harris and Mr. BLAIR addressed the Chair. 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee. Does 
the to 1 New Hampshire rise to morning business ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not, but I understand the Calendar is in order 
and I y h to 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee first 
addressed the Chan 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 


of House bill 6514, being Order of Business 2231, and being an appro- 
priation to pay the claims allowed by the accounting officers of the 
Treesury called the 4th of July claims. 
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| taken and used by the United States Army during the 





SEPTEMBER [1], 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII 
ing in order, the Senator from Tennessee moves that the Senat: 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6514) for the allowan 
certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the United Stat 
Treasury Department, 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the Senate proceeds to vote upon the motion or 
the Senator from Tennessee, having in view the Army nurses bil! 


pro 


| which has been passed over without prejudice a great many times, | 
| wish to ask the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. CocKRELL], who has been 


waiting a great while forinformation fromthe War Department in orde: 
that the bill might be considered, whether he is prepared to goon with 
that bill this morning. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not. I have not received the information. 
I have been assured by the Departmeat that they are preparing it just 
as rapidly as it could well be done. It is a difficult matter to get at 
the exact information in regard to the nurses in consequence of the 
number of rolls upon which the names appear. The information is 


| being prepared, and I hope it will be ready this week, anyway. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ought to say, perhaps, that while the Senator may 
be quite careful as to the extent and minutiz of the information which 
he is endeavoring to secure (which I do not consider of importance in 
reference to disposing of the bill, because the bill must be disposed of 
upon the merits of the cases rather than their number), still I under- 
stand the Senator is co-operating with a view to an early disposal of 
the bill, and I take the delay to be in no unfriendly spirit to its pas- 
sage. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not atall. The object is to get the classes of 
employés who were in that position so as to distinguish between the 
cooks and the various classes and the nurses. 

Mr. BLAIR. As I understand the Senator, we can hope that the 
powers of the Government will be sufficient to give us that information 
during this week? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think so. 

Mr. BLAIR. The war power is a great power, and I hope it will be 


| able to do so. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6514) for the allowance 
of certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States 
Treasury Department. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, after line 1085 to insert in the list of claims from the State of 
Missouri provided for in the bill: 

To Elkanah Grace, administrator of James Grace, deceased, Vernon County, 
$48.21. 

Mr. SPOONER. This item of $48.21 was included in the letter of 
the Secretary and I understand it was in the bill when it was intro- 
duced, but it was omitted by mistake of the printer. So it should be 
inserted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move to insert, after line 1372, a new paragraph, as 
follows: 

To John R. Reynolds the sum of $55,996, and to the personal representatives 
of James M. Reynolds the sum of $35,996, the same to be accepted in full pay- 
ment, satisfaction, and discharge of all claims of the said Jobn R. Reynolds and 


James M. Reynolds upon and against the United States for property sold to or 
war by or from said par- 





ties or either of them in the State of Mississippi. 


I understand that the matter has been very fully examined by the 
Committee on Claims, and I leave it to the chairman of the committee 
to make any explanation desired. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there 
the bill as in Committee of the Whole ? 

Mr. SPOONER. I understand that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; I supposed the Senator from Wisconsin had 
the amendment and would offer it. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I understood that the Senator from Missouri 
would offer it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 4, after the words ‘‘to pay,’’ I move to 
strike out the word ‘‘upon”’ and insert ‘‘in such manner as he shall 
direct, and without;’’ and in line 5, after the words ‘Secretary of 
War,’’ to insert ‘‘and;’’ so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and re- 
quired to pay, in such manner as he shall direct and without the requisition of 
the Secretary of War, and without further audit, allowance, or restatement of 
the claims by the accounting officers, etc. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
should be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


further amendments to 


I am satisfied with the amendment. I think it 


The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockRELL]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 











The bill was reported to the Senate a ended 1 the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

Che amendments were orde » | t 
a third time. 

The bill was read tl tl 1 time, and 

Mr. HARRIS. I1 that the Senate re st a conference Vv 
the House o Rep enta ve on the bill and namer 

Mr. BLAIR I to e a motion b t I 
w t ent ) ‘ le } ‘ 
}t peen ] { ) ’ tion I « \ ( 
the te 

Lt DEN‘ The Ch 
of the Senator from Tennes Ch 
that the Senate request a conference with 
on the bill and amendments 

Mr. BLAIR. I move to ré r th y tiie 


passed. 

The PRESIDENT p é ) Did the Senator vote in t 
ative ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Idid, audibly, on purpose that I might mak 
motion E 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Ham 
moves to reconsider the vote by whi ! 


Mr. BLAIR. The Senate will observe, or at least I have ol 


that the consideration of this bill commenced at a trifle after ] ast 





12, and that it was passed at a q 
have elapsed since a quarter to 1 having been occup.cd in the efio 
which I have made to get the floor on this motion to reconsi 

is a bill appropriating I do not know how much money 


Mr. SPOONER. One hundred and eight thousand dollars. 


Mr. BLAIR. One hundred and eight thousand dollars. 
Mr. SPOONER. Without the amendments 






































Mr. BLAIR. Thatis nearly or quite four times the amount of money M 
which has been saved to the country by the wrongful vet ve N I 
number of special pension bills which have been vetoed du t : 
and the present Congress. It is three times at least the ial n 
was saved by the vetoing of bills, most of them unjustly vetoed, during L tl 
the last Congress. Let me state the number of cases or claims which 1my co 
have been thus passed as rapidly as it was possible for the Chief Clerk Mr. VE 
to read them, and he read with great rapidity, and without a sin- | duplic 
gle interruption except to adopt : amendment which had _ bee . 
made by the committee to the bill, which was the addition of a further Mr. | 
claim, none of them receiving the slightest consideration, all of them Mr. V1 
having been rushed through with this heedless disregard, this wicked, | several p 
almost impious and nefarious disregard of duty on the part of Congress, | have g 
which has been properly stigmatized from other departments of the in t 
Government with reference to the passage of other bills. In fifteen Mr. | 
minutes we find a bill comprising six hundred and eighty-six claims, | bill we 
each one of them properly the subject-matter of close, long-continued ym M 
and intense investigation on the part of committees and other agencic ) 
of the Governme thus passed, without the slightest attention, with- 
out any apparent justification, without any discussion whatever, with M 
out any interference on the part of the Presiding Officer, without a word ( 
being said by anybody on either side of the Cham! \ 

Thus this great robbery, this outrage upon the Treasury of the United n 
States, has been perpetrated by the Senate in the course of th 
fifteen minutes without a word of objection or a word of criti 
even from the most fastidious, not even from the Democratic side ¢ 
the Chamber. In fact, the bill was introéyvced, it was championed, i 
was brought before us, it was called up this morning the ey 
other and very pressing business, and foreed through. It was ( oth 
forced through; it went through of itself, on account of this d $25,00 
tion of duty 6n the part of us all, and it is now a law of the land so | not pe 
far as Congress can make it a law, but for the motion to reconsid Ly 
which I |} mitted, and which, as soon as [am done my rema 
if nobody speak further upon the motion, I propose to wit 
draw. 1 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not withdraw the m 
tion. I should like to say a word or two. 

Mr. BLAIR. No, l am not done. If any Senator wishes to speak 
upon it to justify this outrage upon the forms of legislation, i certa ry an 
have no objection. I notice that the Senator from Miss n : 
this bill claims to the number of ninet mg his own constituen 0 
and I have not a doubt that he may have something to say in 
cation of this wicked action on the part of the Senate, on: 
may be, of the justice of the claims of his own constitue | 

But I am not undertaking to say that these claims are not all correct t 
Iam simply calling attention to this gross carelessness, this wick \ ) 
tion of the rules of proper procedure on the part of the Senate. | 
it is wrong to make any allusion toanother branch of the Gov 
or at least to the other legislative branch of the Government, but s é 
the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN] not now in his seat le the | g or ¢ 
supposed possession of information by the other House the reason for Lv 


our action here in a way that led us all into considerable difficulty 
the case of another bill, I may go so far as to call attention to the fa 
that this is a House bill; it came from the House of Representatives 
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tw D l ca in tee Lik. % ur. 3 ‘ ! 
na ) r ¢ I red, and tha t] ol tal 1x d the ra ru i! 
the Sen 17 e felt more inter- | h l brutal vetoes ) 
iis bill perhaps than he me of the pen ct indo 1ent of the term em] 
ul ( { d the Exe He knows the iat hnavcor a l not qui e understand e 
clai rd he p sé them accordingly. l“or fear body else will accuse me of t n 
t finding fault with the action of the ¢ mitte 1 Cla es I will withdraw that wor 
l this bill. Behind all this is the careful consideration « Mr. PAYNE. The Senator from New Hai 
that has been over the testimony, that has examined | that all of the claims provided for in this ] 
ik i these cases have all had a prececent examination theo {the War] epartment th (Juartel 
ive cer of the Government, testimon has | 1 col- | Commissary-General, who have found them 
} 1 nsidered, ex pa to be sure, and th 0 ded | l be made, and ( 
arisii nd very seriou to wheth t nat ( nined every one of tl cla 
illowed: first, as to ve xiste ! Mr. BLAIR And no bill for a 1 t 
{ part » pl enti l pecial i gone to the President which h 
did exi Lil ti tigated the Com t on Pensions of the I 
ition c 3 that th l Ss mption of t Commiutt 1 Pen the rate i y 
ypropriate adjudication than there is in regard to ever 1 rom the pressure of ense of ice wh 
h t President has vetoed, and there probably ot | fairly burdened bythe pressing weight of the test 
te, and careful an examination. I doubt whether | claims. They have been vetoed, and yett 
of Co 3; has looked over the evidence in these « i admit it was a constitutional right l am 
her it has done anything more than to make the most per- | exercise of any constitutional right. What 1 
inination [hese cases come reported by an executive fli- | of the Executive, but of Congress for passing t 





be a very obscure man, and yet he may be a very and heedlessand utterly improvident and impr 




















eet and able and judicious man. to know why it is that the Execut , Sil | 
vests that perhaps they are re up ri lent | description has during every session of Cong 
» testimony in these cases. If so, their rel has been | the Executive chair been sent to him, | ot 
‘or the last three years nobody has ever heard of his ex Congresses that have preceded this have 
‘ itall. Here is an opportunity to save to the ex 
country many times more than the amount of money 
it have been styled his brutal vetoes in the cases of pen- 
yi I not look into these matters? Is thereany claim 
t ul! back to the executive officer who rep 
Lirst pla c We have do l this in 
‘ ed greater wi rs in y Cong all 
tepu i l as under Democrati lministration 
| i { me read the number of these claims and 
1d do not claim to be accurate to a singie number 
r to me as an outrage until the clerk m 
{ 1 go about half-way through V 1 tn 
y olf Of ion « lng Oo r me, i ul 
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were ironical so fat they related to this bill and the length of time | 
taken by the ite to pass it. I desire to have placed on record the 
statement of the Senator from New Hampshire that he did not challenge 
the justice of the items in this bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL He challenged the action of the Senate in passing 
it, and then made these insinuations. He said that the Senate had 
passed this bill in fifteen minutes, containing seven hundred claims, 
‘ it t he c ip red with the action of the Senate in passing seven 
hund independent, separate bills, each one of which had to be read 
inst Loft o1 line in th bill. 

Ir, SPOONER. I understand the Senator’s argument to be simply 


t} that there was no more ground for impeaching the justice of these 


‘ ns because of tl rt? e it had taken the Senate to act on this 
bill than there was ground for impeaching the justice of pension bills 
because the Senate pa them rapidly. 

Mr. COCK RELI [ suppose the Recorp will show what the Sena 
tor said. 


Mr. BLAIR. If the 
my remarks 

Mr. COCKRELI Nor I. I do not correct my remarks. 

Mr. PLAIR. Sometimes he gets it wrong,however. I notice some- 
times he leaves out the word ‘‘ not’’ when I put one in, and the other 
day, if you willallow me, I was made to use the word ‘‘conniving’’ with 
reference to the action of this side of the Senate, when a motion was made 
by the Senator from Mississippi in regard to the reference of that Chi- 
nese bill, when I said ‘‘contriving.’’ I want to say to the Senator that 
in leaving ourselves wholly to the mercy of the Reporter we may some- 
times go down to posterity very differently from what we ought to do. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no comparison between the time taken 
up in considering this bill and the time that should be taken up in 
considering it, and the time that should be taken up in the eonsidera- 
tion of any independent pension bill or any independent separate bill. 

I stated that these claims originated under the law of July 4, 1864, 
in the non-insurrectionary States, and that law authorizes the Quar- 
termaster-General and the Commissary-General of Subsistence to re 
ceive, consider, and pass upon the claims of loyal citizens in those States 
for commissary supplies and quartermaster stores taken and used by 
the Union Army duriug the rebellion. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let me ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is he not after all putting rather a superficial view of 
this subject to the country? These are claims resulting out of actual 
war where men furnished supplies to the armies that were doing their 
ighting on the soil where the parties lived. Thatisso,is it not? And 
if the war was an effort to suppress an insurrection, is it not rather 
sticking in the bark, to use a common expression, to try to make a point 
on me in using the expression ‘‘ Southern claims?”’ 
to prove their loyalty. That would seem to imply that possibly the 
claim arose from parties living where there was a condition of rampant 
disloyalty which was being contended with. 

Mr. COCKRELL. These claims originated, as I stated, in non-in- 
surrectionary territory, and the law expressly provided that the claim- 


Reporter has gotten it right, for I never touch 


unt should present his claim to the Commissary-General of Subsistence | 
That was | 


or the Quartermaster-General and should prove his loyalty. 
the first requisite. Therefore there is no suspicious claim here; no 
Southern claim here. Then, in the second place, he had to prove that 
the supplies were actually taken and used by the Army for Army pur- 
poses and not as trespassing; not for individual use; not for personal 
gain, but they had to be used by the Army for the same purposes that 


commissary supplies; and the theory upon which the United States 
recognizes liability for these articles taken and used by the Army was 
that it was the duty of the Government to furnish our troops in the 
field with the quartermaster stores and commissary supplies necessary 
and allowed for their subsistence; and when they could not be far- 
nished by the Government, the officers and the soldiers took them, and 
therefore the United States recognize liability for them, and they only 
recognize liability for such stores and supplies as it was the duty of 
the Government to furnish. 

These claims were passed upon first by the Quartermaster-General 
and the Commissary-General. Wehave appropriated thousands of dol- 
lars to appoint special agents under the Quartermaster-General and the 
Commissary-General, who have gone into the field and have gone to the 
locality of the origin of every one of these claims and made a personal 
investigation, and every solitary agent that has been making these in- 
vestigations was appointed under a Republican administration. The 
Quartermaster-General, General Holabird, is still the Quartermaster- 
General who is acting upon them. These agents go into the locality 
of each claimant and make an investigation and a special report, and 
after the Quartermaster-General or Commissary-General has received 
that report he passes upon the claim. That is not conclusive; that is 
:0t final. He then transmits the claim with all the papers and his 
decision to the Third Auditor of the Treasury. The Third Auditor of 
the Treasury then examines the claim and passes upon itanew. He has 


rejected hundreds and thousands of claims that the Quartermaster-Gen- 
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| will commence with the War Department. 
the United States furnished to the Army quartermaster stores and | 
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eral had reported favorably, and has allowed some that the Quartermas- 
ter-Cieneral had reported adversely upon. 

That does not conclude the investigation. The claims are thtn sent 
to the Second Comptroller, and the Second Comptroller makes anothe1 
investigation, which is the third investigation and third auditing ot 
these claims; and after he has passed upon them he then reports them 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, and under the Jaw the Secretary of 
the Treasury transmits a report at the beginning of each sess 
Congress to the House of Representatives, giving a list of all the 
so allowed since the making of the last report. 

These reports began under the law in 1874. Prior to that time the 
allowances were paid directly by the Treasury; but in 1874 Cor 
passed a law requiring all these claims to be reported to Congress, and 
each year since 1874 the Secretary of the Treasury has made an annual 
report to Congress, giving the list of the claims and the amount al 
That goes to the House of Representatives and goes to the 
committee there. They make an investigation; they act upon it; they 
report it to the House; it is passed by the House and it comes to the 
The bills have all gone here to the Committee on Claims, 
They are there considered in the Committee on Claims and reported 
back to the Senate and passed. 

We see what investigation these claims have undergone, every one of 
them, and they are all of one class, all of one kind. Now, the Senatoi 
undertakes to make a great deal of noise about Congress passing a bil! 
of this kind in fifteen minutes, and undertakes to criticise the Presi- 
dent for vetoing pension bills that were passed at the rate of one hun- 
dred and twenty, I believe, inan hour, or something of that kind—I do 





] 
iows d. 


Penate, 


| not remember what it was. 


Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will allow me to say that I have figured 
it ont. These claims are passed at the rate of one in a second and two- 
sevenths. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is mathematical. The Senator only shows 
his want of attention—I will not say ignorance—to the business of the 
Senate. 

The Senator makes a mare’s nest over the passage of a bill here 
making appropriation for, say, seven hundred individuals, after each 
one of these claims has been investigated in the manner I have indi- 
cated, passed upon by the Quartermaster-General, then repassed upon 
by the Third Auditor, then repassed upon by the Second Comptroller, 
then submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and passed by the House, sent to the Senate, and passed upon 
by the Senate. 

This is nothing. Talk about passing a bill with seven hundred items 
in it in fifteen minutes. The Senate, and the Senator is a party to it, 
has passed a bill every year ever since 1874 with sometimes ten thou- 
sand claims in almost ten lines, and yet he has said nothing about 
that. I hold in my hand now, as I happened to pick it up, having it 
here on my desk 

Mr. BLAIR. Did the President sign all those bills? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; all the Presidents have been signing 
them. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is what I thought. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I happen to ho!ld in my hand—TI did not get it 
for this purpose but for another purpose—House Executive Document 
No. 70, Forty-ninth Congress, first session, being ‘‘ List of claims 
allowed by accounting officers of the Treasury.’’ Here is a document 
of two hundred and seventy-six pages, all the pages one after the other 
filled with the names of claimants and the amounts allowed them. I 
They commence: 





Fiscal year 


N i : 

ss Appropriation in which 

eos, on Name ofclaimant. | from which the expendi- Amount. 

a payable. ture was in- 

ciaim. ° 
curred. 

WAR DEPARTMENT. 
Claims. 
6615 ve Seversteccceeses Secdecccbcreses cceces | coccsocenseneeoessescccnses cocues | cocceecvenscoss sesecefeasoueoee 


There follow the claims in regular successive order. The first claim 
is ‘‘ Henry C. Pratt,’’ ‘‘ Pay, ete., of the Army, 1583 and prior years, 
1882.’’? Under that heading of ‘Pay, etc., of the Army, 1885 and 
prior years,’’ there are ten full pages of names, each name occupying 
one line. The second one we come to is ‘‘ Pay of two and three years’ 
volunteers, 1871 and prior years.’’ That ocenpies some twenty-odd 
pages of names. 

I then come to a third class: 

Bounty to volunteers and their widows and legal heirs, 1871 and prior years. 

There is a large list of claims. 

Then we go on to various others. 


Commutation of rations to prisoners of war in rebel States and soldiers on 
furlough prior to July 1, 1883 (14 Stats., 364 and 422; also deficiency appropri 
tion, act March 3, 1835). 


Here is another class of claims: 
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A large number of 











Then here comes another list of thousands of el: for ‘ my} LAIR I . } 
sation of postmasters readjusted under act of Mar 5, 1885 
from deficiency in postal revenues, 1883, and pl 
ers over one hundred pages this documen 
All these claims were appropriated for and paid under iplvaclaus 
referring to the Executive Document and stating that the claims 
dited and reported in Executive Document No. so and ee 
tain heading, and the gross sum is appropriated tl Why, M t 
President, was this gross sum appropriated in these « Is that act yt 
to be compared with the passage of a separate, independent bill, 
had only received action in the Se ind House with the labor k 
duties imposed upon Representatives and Senators in lition to tl t mmittee of ¢ 2 Ke 


: : 77 + ] ro | ; ¥ 
consideration of private legislation 


Mr. President, the claims for arrears of pay and bounty in th 
are passed upon by the Second Auditor; they then go to the Second [ t I l that the ¢ 





Comptroller; they are passed upon by him, and then they are report 
to Congress. They go through two auditi . So itis withthe clain Mr. COCKRELI 
for commutation of rations; so it is with claims for horses lost in the from me, and I did 


service; they are adjudicated first by the Third Auditor, they then go Ir. BLAIR I know t t : 
to the Second Comptroller, and so they are audited twice. not this b that he | tire ut 
Does the Senator from New Hampshire undertake to say that the p t thedebate? 1 understoed that te 


sage of a bill of that kind or the passage of a law providing for the pa e adjudicated in 1 epart i] 
ment of the claims under the act of July 4, 1864, that has just passed nd the same in re l tot 
is to be compared with the passage of so many independent separate r. COCKRELI N 


pension bills? Mr. BLAIR The . 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Vill my friend from Missouri permit m Mr. COCKRELL. Y 1 S 
to make a suggestion ? suestic 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missout Mr. BLAIR rl 3 the que het] rig : 
yield ? ort of the claims in this | sb i by the mer 
Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. of the Committee on C! ; the t 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I would like to call attention to o Mr. COCKRELI From the ses .of 1875 1 187 » tl td of 
thing that seems to have escaped the vigilance of the nator from | March, 1881, I was a m«¢ of e Committes ( : luring 














New Hampshire. The cases in this bill have been th é t ich sess of t 
amined and have been recommended favorably by the acco le ¢ the payment of claims for « ‘ 
cers of the Government, whereas the other class of cases h t pp came to ‘ mitte \ t ! t ' 
Senator referred have been examined by the officers of the Government | the different Senators [| believe it was then t I tor out 
and have been rejected. twenty case to each Senator n the } t the } 
Mr. BLAIR. Notin all cases. However, I do not wish to interfere | whole car-load of papers in all these cases had | ! t to t! 
with the Senator who has the floor. of Representatives. I do not k1 } he ¢ ' n 
Mr. COCKRELL. I say there is no comparison e claims have | Claims now is: but heretofore d t] 
been acted on by officers whose duty itis toact uponthem. They have | papers were sent to the Senate w the bill p it H 


} 


been stamped and restamped, they have been audited and reaudited Che chairman of the Committee on Claims we 
and after that they have been passed upon by the House of Representa- | twenty or more of the claims and refer them to each one of t 
tives and then sent to the Senate. n order that he might make atl wh examinat f t 


Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? assample cases. We could then judg 

Mr. COCKRELL. The comparison the Senator attempts to draw i st, of the Quartermaster or ¢ 
between the pension bills and this bill having the class of cases to which | audit. and second. of the ul of the 
I have referred, that have been examined and approved by the officers o1 estigation and audit, it t second ¢ 
the Government. vestigation and re-reaudit 

Mr. BLAIR. I think the Senator said that there are many hun- | correct, we then re 


: dred claims in that single volume which he holds in his hand Occasionally { d it 

4 Mr. COCKRELL. I did not figure them up. The Senator from me the Committe n Cla Senate , f that 
New Hampshire can figure them up at his leisure. There are 27 leration. | 

pages and I suppose there are from fifteen to twenty-five cases on cach The H ymmittee 

. page; I do not know how many. t the rule now is. TI ‘ 

“ Mr. BLAIR. Iask tht Senator, who has served upon the Commit ‘ n I member of the Co ( 

tee on Claims, whether those claims that he now speaks of were sen Mr. BLAIR. Particularly to t 








to his committee. Mr. COCKRELI i don ! t 
Mr. COCKRELL. No. not been a member of the Committee on ¢ 2 
Mr. BLAIR. They went simply to the Committee on Approp M ; 
tions. , 1 { claims in t bill undoubt 
E Mr. COCKRELL. To the Committee on Appropriati¢ fr. COCK I é l 
% Mr. BLAIR. And they were passed without any exar by th i ‘ 





committee or examination by Congress at all ? et by proper ofticia 


Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator sees what the document is that i Senate or before they 1 ed 
presented here. Now. the Senator s t 
Mr. BLAIR. But did not the Senator read the evidence in support | that we are rushing through 


of the claims ? f ind bevond that. h ndert ; to ise ft 
Mr. COCKRELL. No, nor anybody eise. (Tnited States 
Mr. BLAIR. Nor any member of either House of Congress? [ wi repeat tl r ue t { t 
Mr. COCKRELL. No. dent It is common Jar we to ( | 
Mr. BLAIR. Then the President of the United States has sanctioned | 1 I do not ta offense at 


these claims without any investigation whatever on th > part of ¢ such epithets to t Chief Exe é - the 
gress, and left it to these unknown accounting officers. Who know me to ) i Chief | 


what fraud the country may have beensubmitted to. The Senator the ; tion of such « 
made my case stronger, so much stronger by what he has said that | epithe he is not lowers the « 
really have no occasion to talk about it at all. of the United States by the pou o 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator may say that it has made his case s far above the reach of suc t 
stronger. Congress has never investigated these cases,claim by clair ( 1 envenomed vs. Th 
and could not if its members lived to be as old as Methuselah { bid the S« 
Mr. BLAIR, No Committee on Pensions ever imposed on the Sen- | on, ‘‘lay on,’’ ‘‘ gnaw the file 
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state whether, in the main, the cases which were rejected have been 
rejected on account of the disloyalty of the parties claiming? 

Mr. SPOONER. I have read the reporis in a goodly number of ca 
ind I find that in many cases the claims were rejected upon the ground 
of the di ilty of the claimants, and in othe on the ground that 
there was no justice in the claim 

Mr. CULLOM I muld like to ask another 1estion. Are any of 
the claims now being considered by Congress any portion of those which 
have been rejected by the Quartermaster’s De Soa t? 

Mr. SPOONER, Certainly I stated at th et that almost ev: 
item in the original bill and nearly every item covered by the amend- 
ments, amounting to three hu idred and filty-odd thousand dollars, of 
fered in the Senate, have Ss ae been investigated by the Quarte: 
master’s or other Department, or by the Southern Claims Commission 
and rejected either because of the disloyalty of the claimants or beca 
the claims were without merit. 

Mr. CULLOM I wasnotinatthetime. When the claimants come 
to Congress I suppose the effort has been to prove that they were loyal ? 

Mr. SPOONER. The cases are presented to Congress by bills or 
petitions and referred to the Court of Claims under the Bowman act, 
and in all these cases, in the bill and in the amendments, the Court of 
no - 

Mr. sAll Does the Senator refer to the pending bill? 

Mr. SE OONER Oh, no. The Department has found in all those 
cases the claimants to have been loyal. What I stated to the Senate | 


was that I have behind the findings of fact by the Court of Claims 
in a number of cases, have examined the evidence upon which they 
predicated the finding of loyalty in a comparison with the testimony 
upon which the Department or the Southern Claims Commission re- 
jected the claim upon the ground of disloyalty, and I find in the cases 
I have examined that the evidence is not sufficient to establish the loy- 
alty of the claimants, or to overturn the adverse decisions heretofore 
made upon thorough investigation into the subject. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to ask one question further, which probably 
has already been answered, as I have not been present all the time. 
Have any of the claimants whose claims are provided for in the bill we 
are now about to vote upon been declared by the Quartermaster’s Be- 
partment to be disloyal to the country? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly not. All those claims were investigated 
by the Department, the claimants were found to be loyal, the claims 
were found to be just, 
the Government for settlement, and reported by the Secretary of the 
Treasury to Congress as allowed claims for payment. I am referring 
in what I state to another bill not yet reported from the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to ask him 
if he know Iam informed and I suppose the statement to be true, 
but I do not know it certainly—that in the vast number of claims re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims under the Bowman act that court has re- 


gon 


jected over 80 per cent. of the claims thatit has investigated? Is the 
Senator informed as to that fact ? 
Mr. SPOONER. Ido not know whether that be true or not. How- 


ever that may be, the court has not rejected some claims which I think 
and which the committee think the court ought to have rejected. 

HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Wisconsin a ques- 
tion, as his time seems to belong to the Senate at large and not to him- 
self. Is true that under the Bowman act the Court of Claims 
can reject nothing under the clause of which he is speaking? The 
Court of Claims simply finds the facts and reports to Congress. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Wisconsin will allow me, I will 
state that I was perhaps inaccurate in the use of that word. I in- 
tended to say that the Court of Claims failed to find the necessary facts 
to recommend payment of the claim. 


it not 


Mr. SPOONER. The Senator means the jurisdictional fact of loy- 
ult . 

- HARRIS. Well, the jurisdictional fact of loyalty, or I suppose 

the. question of merit even, where loyalty was estz iblished, would be a 


ground upon which the court would not recommend payment. 

Mr. SPOONER. The court is to report the information to Congress, 
and they could report that they found the claimant loyal and that the 
claim was without merit. They do not recommend the payment of 
any claim. 

Mr, CULLOM., I should like to make a further inquiry. I under- 
stood the Senator to state a few moments ago that quite a number o! 
bills in another place are on the Calendar or under consideration which 
would amount to a great many millions of dollars if the claims were 
allowed. Are those claims incorporated in such bills as we are now 
considering? 

Mr. SPOONER. They are not incorporated in such bills as we are 
now considering. The question of the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
HARRIS] to which Iam replying is not in relation to the bill which 
we are now considering, but in relation to another bill, an omnibus 
bill, so called, which is still before the committee. 

I desired to bring to the attention of the Senate the fact that there 
is an immense number of these claims, amounting to millions and 
miiliions of dollars, which under existing legislation are being referred 


were reported to the proper auditing oflicer of 
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to the Court of Claims, and we have come to the conclusion that we 
can safely pass no bill without an examination of the~testimony upon 
which the finding is based; and we to take our time in the ex- 
amination of that bill and similar b We do not intend that any 
one of them shall be reported to the Senate without careful investiga- 


propose 


it} 


tion and without the judgment of the cor — upon the testimony 
in each claim that the claimant was loyal and that the claim is just, 
[ desire to say, therefore, that these dragooning methods which have 
been adopted may as well, so far as the Committee on Claims is con- 
cerned, come to an end. Unless instructed by the Senate we ill pro- 
eel, as we have been proceeding, toexamine uponits merits each casi 
and if we do not finish the examination until the next session the bill 
will not be reported until the next session. I desire that every claim- 


ant whose claim is fair and wh loyalty is unimpeachable shall be 
paid, and promptly paid, and every claim which is a fair cla 
shall as speedily as possible report to the Senate. 

I wish to say that in nothing I have said do l intend to be 7 


as reflecting in the slightest degree upon the Court of Clain 


m we 


erslood 
is 


it 


absolutely impossible, in my opinion, for that court to twvetbientt these 
cases and to give to them the a 
mand in the interest of the ¢ 
TLER. 


ttention which it seems to me they de- 
iovernment. 
Mr. BU May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr.$ I . Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Of he is more familiar t 
mode of procedure before the Courtof Claims, T 
derstand is represented before that court. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will get to that in a moment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is the testimony taken ex parte or upon cross 
ination ? 

Mr. SPOONER. In most of the ca 
well have been taken ex parte. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ishould like to know as to that fact. 

Mr. SPOONER. I found a number of cases where I could 
fault with the representative of the Government, but it seemed to me 
to be perfectly palpable that there was a collusion in which the Govern- 
ment was powerless almost, with the means in the hands of the De- 
partment of Justice, to detect. It is not difficult for dishonest claim- 
ants toso combine. They canswear each other’s cases through. Here 
areadozenclaimantsina community. Each must establish his loyalty, 
each must prove his case. They interchange testimony. Tom Jones 
testifies to the loyalty during the war of half a dozen other claimants, 
and when Mr. Jones’s case is to go through the other claimants testify 
as to his loyalty. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then practically the 
Claims is of no real value to Congress ? 

Mr. SPOONER. I will not say that; 
was about to say-—— 

Mr. HOAR. I rose to ask the Senator from Wisconsin a question, 
which will come in as pertinent to what was inquired by the Senator 
from South Carolina. Will he not state a little more fully to the Sen- 
ate the advantage of the old investigation under the direction of the 
Department, or under the direction of the Southern Claims Commis- 
sion in those cases, over a trial in the Court of Claims, by reason of the 
sending of agents to the neighborhood? Ido not know but what the 
Senator may have stated that. 

Mr. SPOONER. No, I did not state it, but it is what I was about 
tosay. The investigation made by the Quartermaster’s Department 
was made by an agent sent into the vicinity, a man who could hunt 
up the claimant, who could examine his neighbors as to his antece- 
dents, who could find out whether he was loyal during the war or 
whether he was not, whether his loyalty began when the Union Army 
came into his vicinity or whether he had been loyal from the begin- 
ning. 

Mr. HOAR. He 





han I am with the 
rovernment I un- 


rse 


cout 


he 


-exame- 


es I have 


examined it might as 


ind no 


i¢ 


investigation of the Court of 


[ think itis of value, but I 


saw the witnesses in person. 

Mr. SPOONER. He saw the witnesses and could examine them and 
cross-examine them. It was so with the investigation made by —_ 
Southern Claims Commission. They had at their disposal agents, anc 
I judge from the investigations some very intelligent and energetic 
agents, who went into the vicinity, into the neighborhood of every man 
who had a claim, and pursued a careful, thorough investigation. 

It is not possible that the Court of Claims shouid make any such in- 
vestigation. Itis not its function. Itisnotthe business of the court, 
and it can not be made the duty of the court, to hunt up evidence. 
The court must decide upon the evidence presented, and the collusions 
and the fraudulent combinations which produce testimony detrimental 
to the interests of the Governmentare not beforethe court. They pass 
upon the case as they find it. We have more discretion. We have 
more power as a committee, and the Senate has more power. 

Another thing, I think that the Attorney-Gencral’s Department, from 
what I hear, is inadequately supplied with the necessary agents and as- 
sistants to attend to this business. There are only six attorneys rep- 
resenting that Department in that court. The business of the court 
has multiplied within the last three or four years beyond measure. ‘The 
spoliation claims have gone up into the thousands. Several lawyers 
have been detailed to look after them. Every Department has the 


right under the Bowman act to refer questions of fact to the court foz 
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pecting satisfactory results under present methods, and with prese 
facilities for investigation 

One of tie G I t (and I ha 
been pleased examined in the way < ] 
briefs upon the ques 1 of loyalty and upon questions of t) tells me 1 
the Department F ] b ty, no } ver to nd out 
agents to inve On the other hand, th vas not desi 
principal attorneys of this class of claimants mostly come from tl W 
States in which the claims arise. They are familiar with the peopl seri 
in the locality. They go out and t ike testim ny with the aid of th these that 
claimant and other claimants; but the attorney of the Government ut { S 
at a great disadvantage. ( 

On the question of loyalty the Government is at a disadvantage at rt assailed 
best and of necessity. It is purely subjective. If a man did not! 
either one way or the other it is impossible to contradict him if | 1 dozen 
swears he was loyal. Ifmy friend from Alabama says he has the head ly upont ( 
ache I must take it and we must all take it tobetrue. Ifamansa ubout th I 
he was loyal, which is a mere sentiment of course, we can not contra tice of everv cla 
dict it or successfully dispute it if he did nothing to evidence hi t Senator from M 
loyalty or to evidence his disloyalty; so that here, after the lapse of | y t had done a gr 
twenty-odd years, we have claimants by the thousand coming intothe | carelessness in appro] 
Court of Claims under an act of Congress making the finding of loyalty Chev seemed dice. Bas 
a jurisdictional fact, the claimant testifying that he was loyal, two or | Wisconsin haa bee 
three of his neighbors testifying that he was loyal, and the court find id that t ocean of 
ing he was loyal. It is not satisfactory, butit is inevitable, and the » fa th 


situation demands radical treatment. The committee will in time e: would t 
deavor to recommend such. In the meantime we wish to give notik on us and upon 
to these claim agents that a favorable finding by the Court of Cl l ng that we had 
is not to be held by the Senate asequivalent to a judgment against the : 
Government by any means. n insta ;: to wl 
Mr. MORGAN. There is no statute of limitations? MI resident 
Mr. SPOONER. There is no statute of limitations as to the invest ; at all events 
gation under the Bowman act erse decision in tl 
Mr. BUTLER. The court has the right, as I understand, t 1 the othe 
pcena witnesses. { tely, if vou 
Mr. SPOONER. How will the court ascertain the witnesses ? three of its depart 
Mr. BUTLER. The representative of the Government could ascei leration of the ela 
tain them. Chere is little « 
Mr. SPOONER. The representative of the Government is, asa 1 ator from Missouri 
here in Washington. You can not send six lawyers representing t] rt 1 not be 
Department of Justice all over Tennessee and all over North Carolina | gress and the last 
and the other States to look personally into the different cass d | gress, because tl 
hunt up witnesses, host ies in commit 
I have only attempted to state sufficiently the facts and tl 1 . pon the p ] 





culties to the Senate, to explain why the Committee on Claims is 1 between the 
ing slowly in its action upon the bill as to which the Senator from Tt few p n 
nessee interrogated me, avd to show that we must, among otherthing it ist ¢ 


in some way relieve the court and sticngthen the Department ot 

by giving additional aid for protecting the inte 
Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I wish to occupy but a few mom 
Mr. STEWART. I must insist upon going on with tl iD igh my 

striction bill. hey th 
Mr. BLAIR. I wish to have a few moments, and I think under t time, in its dues 

circumstances I should beallowed to proceed. After the motion wl 

I made with another view, which has developed matter of 











i Lit 
of almost supreme importance to the Se , L ean not b l be 
have builded much more wisely than I knew in making tl] é 
reconsider. It may not be of great importance so far as thi si ) 





bill is concerned, which I understand has the indorsement, g 
scrutiny, of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER], but it : 0 t Sout 
opened before us an impending gulf whi it would be well toscan | , and dey l 
fore we leap into it. 

I might perhaps be justified in alluding to the courtly manner in | te tations to estab 
which the Senator from Tenn¢ 





sssee | Mr. HARRIS] as well as the Ser } t] 


J 





tor from Missouri [| Mr. CocKRELL] waived all allusion to the tri t 

matters that I may have uttered during debate, upon the greund t the thoro 

the source they came from seemed to render them entirely a matter of | « 1 the allow 
indifference. I have become accustomed to the airs of the patricia termined effort al 


in the Senate, and they trouble me less than ever before. So I thir mants, I was we 
1 am able to pass that by with a corresponding, if not a superior, de- | cism made uy the 
gree of indifference to that which was manifested by those who legislative departm 
dulged themselves therein. 1 by ot 
Gradually, as this becomes a republican government and true r pension ¢ 
publicanism prevails all over the country, we shall have a Senate of | g r, allt 
peers; the patricians and the plebs will be merged in one, and Senatg to t 
from one section of the country, unless they are able to demonstrat« [ asse 
that they have some superior ability to ground their airs upon t] 
be willing to associate with others in open Senate upon an « 
Until they demonstrate that native capacity to despise w f 
may say or do I shall certainly be indifferent to the demonstration o! even likely to g 
those who wear those honors at present. t, and on the si 
Mr. President, I was criticised a little for having dropped inadvert ( risdiction of t 
ently or purposely, as the case may be, severe expressions with refer- | I rose only to 1 


n oa 
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it ot} 3 } 
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treat pel i wtion in the effort toenact them into law, l in charge of those ca was him elfa Union soldier, and he is as ab 
with at] { devr-e of consideration that is demanded fo: solutely free from any sort of sympathy with a 1 attempt to have pa 
these of ‘ ) » vastly le meritorious claim to any Man an unjust or unworthy claim as can be found on the face 
I wit] n to reconsider unless some other Senator w ofthe earth. I know he is capabli and he is faithful and efficient, a 
to speal there can be no sort of charge made 1 t e ought not to bea su 
ON] Mr. | | picion entertained by anybody that there is anything but perfect f 
+] I 1 the efforts to find out the truth in < eR I be ve t} 
ee Mi ( 1 } t lies in tl 1act 1 it committe { end these cases 
{ | passed { e Court of Claim thousan } it yard or 1 
I rind Li) ( i ( l i rs ¢ i I { I here 
for ( } i 5 ( 1 lel th tine te asi I SPO I i { ( I ymmiut 
( ren i n i amendame to ich the (¢ I iy? 
D th { ind it is » ord Mi ONI \rk i t i I int to sa 
I iden ) l Conere l I 1 i ) ) the ho 
t ‘ ‘ t part of thi nate, and ig, and of t ) 0 is t honored 
[ H | n \ py l in, i I ( t L relul l aera in sending 
I PO \ i to the Senator from va tor tot Coul ot l \\ ive it me that should 
from .' idress th Sena upon th qn ive been sent, db e DAV mad in effort to have inve tigation 
member of { Committee on Claim e only where we believed there was such a made on the part 
BLAII i 1ew the motion for that purp the claimant as would justify him in having 1 and fair inve 
JONES ol rkunsas, My Presid c. | uppo Lie | } ration o his claim, rnd we have not st b < ( " the hundred down 
is disposed o i what I have to say will not have anv ¢« ( { e to be investigated without know whether there was any merit 
[ « che ‘ » « ia ) nat io 1 to i il iem ol 
‘ icism Cla 1 the « tion of { tice to t ] its, and l to t Department of J 
senator 1 ia M DLAI charact i I i tp ont it nt right that i ‘ d call attention to the 
ness. { { to the manner in which th things are done 
lam very much ed to the Senator from Wisconsin | Mr. > HOAR Mr. President, | wish to utter only two or three 
for having ¢ ed tention of the Senate to this que t ,ifthes r from Nevada [| Mr. StewART]| will permit me. 
lieve it is a very it evil, and o1 juires the serious consi » not think any Senator on either side of the Ch whatever 
ation of members of this bod that great harm is lik ly other matter of criticism he may find in regard 1e, will say that 
result if there is no careful inves of the evil to which the at ce I have been in public service here I hav vith justice 
le ion of the Senate | been t ed Bat cerpain| . ras I could, with reference to all cla 1is Gover 
, gsm can b { x“ yurt or on the re m whatever part of the country they may have come. I think 
ti of the Ge n} it in the eoul { 1 0 rotti Crovernmentis as much ¢ KK payment 
iam ad ed by the Attorney-Genera »] ks ter tl inte ju claim, whethe1 supported by express contract or not, as it 
of the Government in these cases, that in every instance when acase i nt payment of the Government bond, without which it would be 
} to tb ) KS the Department ik vhat er th } ( Iged yanks t (;overnment in < ercial «¢ es of t] 
which will throw ht upon the claim. Every means is resorted to d 
order to lind ou everything that can b found about the claim, not i here nothing which has emed to ( obie tionable, i 
ol in the ] of the Government but everywhere else. eed I might say more contemptible, than the spirit which attempts 
As the Senator from Wisconsin very clearly stated to the Senate, t] {there be such a spirit anywhere) to get a reputation for vigilant 
are no means within reach of the Department of Justice to make i: care of the Treasury or for public virtue by an indiscriminate attac! 
vestigations where th claims originate, as was the ‘case with ft upon persons who come here to make claims against the Government. 
Quartermaster and Commissary Departments, and this Department | quite agree with what has been said by the Senator from Wiscon- 
not be blamed } use it is unable to find out whatever facts might sin and the Senator from Arkansas, that it will be necessary for Con 
ascertained by making an investigation at the place where the claimant ress to re-examine and reconsider the policy which was adopted with E 
live But that there is some wrong, that there somebody to blam my entire concurrence three or four years ago of calling in the assistanc 
in these cases, seems to me to be perfectly clear. The first section ){ the Court of Claims for a judicial determination of claims. The ma- ; 
the Bowman act, the act of March 3, 1883, provide chine so far has not worked well. I make nocriticism upon that court, 
Phat whenever a claim or matter is pending before any committee of the S mut of course a court can only decide upon the evidence submitted to 
ate or House of Representatives, or before either House of Congress, w it, and it is manifest that not only in a few eases but in hundreds and : 
volt the invest ut :and determination of facts, the committee or House may 44 : : 7 ey et: “a 7 : 3 
1use the same, with the vouchers, papers, proofs, and documents pertaining | t4o0usaNnds Of Cases the evidence which b id enabled the Southern Claim ‘ 
thereto, to be transn d to the Court of Claims of the United States, and th Commission and the Departments heretofor deal with them justly : 
we » the ae ol hheens — 2 — a Se ; a eiaeea i most instan es has not reached the Court of Claims, and 
woe pte ‘ m0 to the enammittes oc to the Mousse ter which the hich come back here come as the result of the examina- 
was transmitted for its consideration testimony and testimony very indefinitely sifted. | 
rhink for one moment of the condition in which this court is p l be the opinion. TheS yr from Arkansas bows his 
Any man choosing to do so comes here and asks a member of this bod head. I think I may appeal to every member of the Committee on 
to introduce a bill to pay him a lot of money or to relie stinction of party or residence for the truth of that 
certain hardships he believes he has suffered in the past. A 
request goes to the other House of Congress; and these cases are sen ittee on ¢ of the Senate is concerned, I do 
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by thousands to the Court of Claims. ‘There is an affidavit or tv 

little bit of evidence of one sort and another, a statement on the is not founded upon principles and policies which FE 

] loyal man, and with the meager « ve ertainly for ten or fifteen years acted upon by the Senate 
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of the United States to the Court of Claims to find the facts and report | has been no relaxation on the ] i 

them to Congress. There are no adequate means provided by which | Senate or on the part of any member of that committee of either part : 

the court may know all the facts, and they are compelled to make so1 of the old rules, which we endeavored to aithfully as we 4 
t of a report on the order made to them by Congress; and when tl uld when the party to which I belong ha led ascent : 

light and 1 { ctory evidence is presented to them they n ‘ ency in both Houses of Congres nd in tl yal en 

termine on which side the weight of the evidence stands, Chere is ¢ possible exception, and that « ption is found in ; 
[t must necessarily be the case that in many instances the te vhich was passed by the Senate a t weeks ago, in which the 

will be such as would not satisfy anybody that the truth was fi Senator from Tennessee | Mr. Ha too l interest by re: 

certained and br ht out by the evidence as presented to the t, | of representing the persons con ed Chat was the case j 
1d yet no means are provided by Congress for the Attorney-Gene1 church at Chattanooga, Tenn., where a uim of that church for th 

or for the court to send out into the country and ascertain what the | material of the church building taken for military purposes was al 

truth is, to get evidence on the other side of the case; and the ex ; ved and paid. That unquestionably would t have 
itemel they come up and as presented by the claimants’ at inder the same cirecumstai b e co itt in ordi . 

neys mu ‘ pted by the court as the finding of facts, and re- | aht; but it s for its vindicat { n vindicated 

whorted ; ding] I iple ich I have bes 1 prepa i ictoni a great i 
Che intimation ] 1d tood the Senator from New Hampshire ¢ and which I ha myself repeatedly urged upon Congress, both in tl 

: t there 32 r less.of partisan bearing in this thing, is | Senate and in the other House when I member of it. 

W y Without datiol Che judges of the Court of Claims were [ think it would be desirable, and would be a valuable example 

appointed under a Republican administration, and they are Republic- | regard to all future wars, foreign and domestic, to have the Government 

ans. None of them can be suspected of any sympathy with any of | pay institutions of religion, education, and charity for losses which hav 

these claimants. It is true that under the present Administration the | been occasioned to them by the direct action of the Government in war. 
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Department of Justice has Democratic officers, but the leading man who 


It is no new principle. It is a principle which was acted upon in some 


5 





Terres 





















general 1 i i 1 


proposed t 
penate ¢ 
upon ior mis 

Mr. Bl 

I PRESI \ t i * - 
15)) \ 
eJail A 4 , ‘ 

hi} | ) ) \ { 

The PRESIDE? t 

YY t on M \ 








can not give aw \ t 
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i »b l at iL to < pa} t ‘ ( i M \ 4 . 
[TIAL APP! LS. iin 
A message fi the President of the United Stat fr. O. I 5 reen ( 
PRUDEN, oneof his secretaries, announced that tl 1 : 
the 10th instant approved ar ollowing a ‘ ae 


i 
An act (S. 3474) amendatory of an act authorizing the c 
of a bridge over the Mississippi River at St. Louis, M 
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An act (S. 3226) granting the Leavenworth Rapid Transit Rh y ~ 
Company the right to construct and operate its railroad through ap rios 
tion of the military reservati For Kans. ; . 
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(S. 1070) granting a pensio! 
An a 
An act 
An act 
An act (S. 1880) declaring rtain water-reserve lands in t 


State of Wisconsin are and have been subject to the provisions of t : ‘ ‘ 7 
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I y kK. Armstrong 
. 2721) granting a pension to Jackson Chapman; 
3076) granting a pension to Mary M. Shattu 
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. 166) granting a pension to William I. Pike; and 
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act of Congress entitled ‘‘ Anact granting to railroads the right of wa ‘ : 

through the public lands of the United States,’’ approved March - 

1875. t -_ 
rhe message also announced that the Pre 


and signed the following act 


An act (5S. 2197) empowering and di: ing the Comm ( 4) I} 
y , ; . . > » 7 s } ¢ . y x 
Navigation to register and enroll as American vessels cert 
, ] . ‘ Phy +3 y - 7 y , ‘ : 4 
vessels OI loreign construction, rep rea mn the port of Uleveia i pi ] ‘ ‘ 
and named the Josephine and M. C. Uppe 
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tion of the unfinished busin rt 2) to provi 
formation and admission Union of the of W 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimou sent that the bill to restr 
Chinese immigration may be ta 
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and the embarr nts consequent upon such immigration, now desires to ne- 
gotiate a mod 1 of the existing treaties which shall not be in direct con- 
travent rit 


The stipulation that none but those who come voluntarily shall bi 
allowed to enter and that both countries would pass penal laws to pri 
vent the cooly trade still remains, and I hardly think it can be regarded 
immigration when a laborer who is a cooly-serf makes a 
contract with these companies to serve them a given number of years 
and be returned back, dead or alive. The people whocomein that way do 
not come within the spirit of the treaty. A veto forsuch a reason was a 
blunder, and such a veto illustrates the danger of executive usurpation 

The treaty of 1880 stipulated that the Chinese might go and come. 
No action was taken for about two years. Then an act was passed pro- 
viding that those who left after that date should be allowed to come 
with certificates and that those who had left the United States be- 
tween 1580 and 1882 might return without certificates. That law has 
been amended, and still the tide of immigration comes. They come 
not only with certificates, but without them. 
them. A Chinaman receives a certificate, and if he does not want it he 
gives it toanother. Investigation shows that great numbers of fraud- 
ulent certificates have gotten out in various ways. It has been inves- 
tigated by the grand jury in California and they find that there has 
been a system of fraud and deception invented by that ingenious people 
to get extra certificates in every possible way. And not only that, but 
this previous residence is a question of parol so far as testimony is con 
cerned. 

That is the way it stands. Being situated in that way, all the laws 
you may pass will be of no avail. As long as any come by law, more 
will come by fraud. Experience has demonstrated that. 

In 1886 an act was passed through the Senate which was as strin- 
gent as it could be. It did not pass the House of Representatives, but 
the Administration undertook to negotiate, the idea being that the ob- 
ject could only be secured by negotiation. 

In the early part of this session I introduced a resolution calling on 
the President to negotiate a treaty. He had it under consideration. 
China is very slow. Finally a bill was reported from the Senate Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations which was intended to remedy as much 
as possible the evils under the existing treaty, and before action was 
taken upon it we got this treaty. 

This treaty provides that Chinamen who are not here shall not return. 
That was the meaning put on the language by every Senator, I believe, 
in discussing it, and it is even said that many thought our amendment 
was unnecessary because the treaty excluded all Chinese without amend- 
ment. Article I is a plain, simple declaration and a short one. It is 
as follows: 


' 
as voiuntary 


ARTICLE I. 

The high contracting parties agree that for a period of twenty years, begin- 
ning with the date of the exchange of the ratifications of this convention, the 
eoming, except under the conditions hereinafter specified, of Chinese laborers 
to the United States shal! be absolutely prohibited. 


If we had ratified that treaty it would have gone into effect last May, 


four months since, and from four to five thousand Chinese have since | 


come. it might then have been a harsh thing, but they knew very 
well that this treaty had been negotiated. 
for it during all that time, and under the present circumstances it is by 
no means harsh. The Chinese Government had made up their mind 
to submit fully and to recognize the condition that we would prohibit 
that immigration, and they were willing that it should be prohibited. 

We find in the preamble to this treaty the following: 

Whereas the Government of China, in view of the antagonism and much- 
deprecated and serious disorders to which the presence of Chinese laborers has 
given rise in certain parts of the United States, desires to prohibit the emigra- 
tion of such laborers from China to the United States. 

We amended this treaty, not to change its meaning but to make its 
meaning definite, because the people on the Pacific coast, who had seen 
so much of evasion, feared evasion under this treaty. We amended it 
for the purpose of making its provisions clearer, and for nothing else. 
We were told here at the time we amended it that we had not changed 
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that went to China took months to make the trip, but now we can 
communicate daily. They know perfectly well what is going on, ar 
if this is going to be delayed for years I will try to picture to you sor 
of the consequences before I sit down. If we pass this bill we ca: 
then wait for China to act. If we pass this bill she will ratify th 
treaty. If we do not and adjourn, it will take her years to act. 
is perfectly evident. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] says that if China rejected 
this treaty he was perfectly willing to pass the bill. I say they ha 
delayed it an unreasonable time, and if they ratify the treaty the 
in the mean time will only operate until they do. It will take away 
from them all reason for delay; it will take away the motive for delay 

These Chinese companies are the parties that are influentialin main- 
taining Chinese diplomacy. They control and manage it, and they are 
reaping a rich harvest out of this delay. I say take away the reward 
they are getting daily for the delay, and then we shall have action. 

lam told to wait. We have waited, we have waited long years for 
negotiation. I do not believe any negotiation was ever necessary. We 
have failed to protect our people from a cancer that is destroying the 
Pacific coast and will eat out the life-blood ef any part of the country 
wherever it goes. 

It was suggested by a Senator yesterday that it was strange that 


Chat 


these people could have so many vices and still have survived through 


the ages and be 400,000,000 strong to-day. I do not pretend to dis 


cuss the morals or the manners of the better class of Chinese who have 


| highbinders. 


| traffic in broad daylight boldly, is horrible to contemplate. 


homes and families in China. But you do not take into account the 
situation here. None come to this country but the very lowest class 
of Chinese and the scum of Canton and other seaport towns. The 
men who come here are the cooly Jaborers. They have no families; 
they come here without any of the family restraints, if they haveany, 
in China; there is nothing of that kind here, and the women they 
bring here they buy and import, and every day there are fights in 
Chinatown over women that are stolen from one company by another. 
The class of men that fight for these women and steal them are called 
Cases of that Kind appear in the courts daily. A com- 
mittee of the Senate examined this question in 1878, and what they 
say with regard to the women is true to-day, only there are more of 
them now than then. 

It was proved before the committee that Chinese women in California ar 
bought and sold for prostitution, and are treated worse than dogs; that they are 
held in a most revolting condition of slavery. It was further shown that the 
Chinese have a quasi government among themselves independent of our laws, 
authorizing the punishment of offenders against Chinese customs, even to the 
taking of life. 1t wasfurther shown that violent hostilities exist between Chi 
namen from different parts of China, who, coming together in California by ac 
cident or otherwise, engage in deadly feuds and riots, to the disturbance of the 
publie peace. 

This traffic in Chinese women is the most revolting spectacle that 
you can imagine, and in the heart of San Francisco to have these female 
slaves polluting a great city, destroying its morals, carrying on their 
They 
bring them in still by proof that they are wives or that they are daugh- 
ters, and all this business has to be passed upon by the courts. The 


They had been preparing | traffic goes on, and they spread the most deadly consequences with 
“ Ve ~ | 


which any city was ever visited. Leprosy prevails in China, and there 


| are cohstant statements of discoveries of Chinese lepers in San Fran- 


| and they stay in that small space. 


its meaning, and we were told that it was satisfactory to the Chinese | 


minister. hat was over four months ago. 

From that time until now the Chinese have been rushing into Cali- 
fornia at every port and in every direction more rapidly than hereto- 
fore, and we are first informed that the treaty is rejected by China, and 
then we are told it has been postponed for consideration. China is 
very deliberate, and Senators tell us that China is liable to postpone it 
a long time; that China may postpone it for two or three years, and 
they also say that these exchanges are sometimes delayed for several 
years. They 
that we are liab] 
treaty. Sh 


1 


very well that 


e to wait for two years before she will consider the 
very well the urgency of this case. China knew 
vv the last four years Congress had been trying to leg- 
islate to st is tide. She knew very well, her minister knew, the 
troubles these people were producing by their presence in San Fran- 
cisco and through all the country; they knew the urgency of the case 
perfectly well; and when this treaty was negotiated and they agreed 
to it, they agreed that this immigration might be stopped at once; but 
they have kept us for four months when there was no such excuse for 
delay as there was when other treaties were made, because we now 


read precedents from China and other countries to show | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


cisco. Terror exists throughout the whole city for fear of this con- 
tamination. 

Then these people, being nearly all males, being all industrious, ex- 
cept the gamblers and the highbinders and the roughs, take the place 
of our white people. For every thousand of them that come to our 
shores a thousand young men and young women have got to be crowded 
out of their places. They live by the hundreds in small rooms, they 
sleep in the same rooms packed inon shelves from the floor to the ceil- 
ing, their work-benches in the middle, their cooking apparatus in one 
corner, and in order to economize space and continue at work they work 
by eight or ten hour shifts and change, some sleep while others work, 
The food they eat would not sup- 
port white people at all. Consequently they invade every avocation; 
they make all the underwear for the women, they engage in making 
clothing, boots, shoes, cigars, and take away the avocations that should 
build up the city and make it prosperous, and they spread over the 
different towns and carry with them their women slaves wherever they 
go. Inevery little town you will find a Chinatown, polluting and cor- 
rupting the youth, spreading disease among them,and there is no help 
for this. Whatever these people may be at home, the coolies that 
come here bring nothing but evil to our country. 

It is said that we must overlook all this; that we must legislate in 
view of the fact that there are 400,000,000 of these people in China and 
of the great amount of trade we have with them, the vast advantage 
we are to get, and that China may break off relations withus. There is 
no danger of that; not theslightest. China understands her interests as 
well as any other country. She protects them against every country 
n the world except the English. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire how these Chinamen work, 
of whom the Senator has been speaking, where they are huddled into 
single rooms with their workshops in the same room? Do they work 
each on his individual interest, or is there some co-operation by whick 


have steam-ship and telegraphic communication. The old sailing ships | they work for the common benefit ? 











1888. 





Mr. STEWART. There is some co-operation 
are at the head of it. They fall into corpo 
and the Six Companies are composed of very inte 
ganize them in that way and have the ben of 
extent I do not know; what percentage they ge 

Mr. PLATT. That is tosa t is the idea of t 


Chinamen who are at work are not at work as indepen 


uals? 


Mr. STEWART. Not at all. It is a combinatior 


of the Six 





a Companie 
It is an organized effort on the part of these po 
underwork, to work for lower wages 


wherever they go, and they succeed; they organ 


Mr. GEORGE. I should like to be allowed 
question. 


Mr. STEWART. Certain] 


Mr. GEORGE. How long has the dreadful state 
the Senator alludes existed in the State of Califo 
does it extend back ? 

Mr. STEWART. It has existed tosom ‘tent 





ing. When they first came thev went ot 
engaged in manufacturing. Tl followed in the 


the white men had been and gone, and they did 


They did not, in the first instance, enter into ma 


mining, although they had pestilential headqu 






San Francisco but 1t v < ynfined to tr 
the manufacturin \ d as t 
crew, and the rwth of it 1 ke 
¥ lation 
populatio is 
Mr. GEO] Ha existed f d ‘ 





Mr. STEWART. 

Mr. GEORGE 

Mr. STEWART. Not precisely twent Che 
menced wit! ning I 
year. It is worse now than it ever was. It 


and so on 


Mr. PLATT. The Burlingame treaty is only t 


Mr. STEWART. It had not at that t en 
to the attention of the people. There was v 
ures among the Chinese at that time It had not 


that it could be seen and appreciated as it 
and young won 
extent then. 
Mr. GEORGE. What kind of manufacturi 
Mr. STEWART. 
gaged in manufacturing boots, shoes, hosier 
everything that men wear and that women wea! 
There is no kind of manufacturing but what 
to, everything that does not require a lar ‘ 
they have got some very large establishmen 
Mr. MITCHELL. Allow me there to put 
occupations they were engaged in and the p 
Mr. STEWART. 





1en had not bh n thrown ou ore 


WAI I should like to have that } 
Mr. MITCHELL. It is a statement that I hav 


Everything you can conceiv 


ent vccupations in which the Chinese in San Franci 


the prices they receive in comparison with the prices p 


persons in the same oct upation ; It is as follow 


Bake 
Cig 





country ony per we 
akers: 
Per 1,000 beanebe 
Weekly wages—averag¢ 
Weekly wag gir 
Weekly wages—boys 
Cooks: 
City, per month 
Country, per month 
Kitchen help, per month 
Confectioners (country only), per month 
Clothing: 
Men’s shirts, etc., per week 
Women’s underwear, per week 
Tweed suits, etc., per week 
Coat-makers, per week 
Trousers-makers, per week 
Harness-makers, per week 
Paper-bag makers, per week 
Paper-box makers, per week 
Shoemakers : 
Lasters, per week 
Fitters, per wee! 
Machinists, per week 
Nailers, per week 
Trimmers, per week 
Girls, per week 
soys, per week 


















XIX——532 


Mr.STEWART. They invade every employment, 
they have a schedule of prices there for the whites, so that no estab- | disappear, 
lishment carried on by white labor can live in competition with Chinese, 


ou ) 
lea o 
‘ } 
c i 
“he ol 
nent t 
4] 
Lie < on 
1 
‘ Phe 
} } 
if 
many o 
n t } 
} 
showing t! 
eco are enga 
ia 


l4 to 


CONGRESSIONAL 


and, what is worse, 


RECORD—SENATE. 


( ng 
If the 
which the 
s Dut ia 
rl, nad 





tte 

rh or 
in, ¢ 

olerable, 





i 
14+ 4 
0 
ne pe 
t 
nerore 
in wh 
f 
I 


and the 


ill be immedi~cely stoppe 


but they ey it 


» hear 





~ 














as ( vat | ( ) in Ira co, should not be en 
la b isik 
ia has v kept the treaty back, i 5 ¢ 
] LO b prompt but are told of the great co 
! ill lose if we « 1d China There is no da ol 
t 1 saying so ime ago when I was interrupted 
{ i 5 nD peo] Tr} > Da h oO} 
{ r fa ' I We t them la é 
iii i 1,00 i ] u iv iO } 1 a \ 
ie ( 1 OO i ] ng lance ’ l i 
rit i 8 d to t na to buy com 
Ui 
GEO I ( 
Ni i y i it rood | Chin < ine to « 
pe 
Mr. GEORGI We did no l any gold to China. 
Ir. STEWA i vv t the precio metals. lt is wors ‘ 
we it sil b e silver | been regarded in all the ages 
} mie i it Lb « ispl I say the i 
ol Lo up tract 
Another t ler in t itry, LT not tell exact 
bu ndoubted t two hundred th wd Chines Pine i l] 
laboring men; t or for other peoy They are wage-w eX 
andl the na ri ( to Uh 
I th it has be est ted by those who are best acquail th 
i eC i i a on an avera at le ist S100 a year to Unina, 
ro e have i 1ount high as $200; but at 5100 apie tney 
end each | ( 1, there being 200,000 of them, twenty mill 
of gold and ve ly of silver however, I think. You will find 
that sent out of this « Ltr Phat these laborers take away. They 
leave noth for wherever they go they leave nothing but burnt ground 
1d the little shanties they live in, which are not much superior to th 
wi im olt Indian, and Luey leave such a filthy p! ce that every 
one is sho¢ l. They make no improvements. Of course they hay 
no schools, | ise they are adults and laborers. They leave nothing 
in thi uD \ d out about twenty m llions, and $13,000,0 it] 
ba t 1 to that makes $33,000,000 sent out from us to 








Do you 1 Chin Government is ng to make much 
about it ‘ i the intage of all the rid ex ep Engla 
England i < count! that gets anything like even with China 
and she h i f trade as against China of $24,000,000, and t) 
W he obtai by her gunboats and gunsand armies to mal 
China buy her opium. Otherwise England makes nothing } t 
ip ] i except wl she forces China to take by het ) 
an Y other nation in the world has the balance of trade largel, 
against itinfavorofChina. Thatisagreatcountry. Everything they 
need they can produce; it is a self-sustaining country. It will bu 
nothing trom abroad exc pt what it is forced to buy. Consequently 


there is no danger of China ever throwing up our trade, which is all in 
} 





her favor> We have never done anything to offend China. If we will 
not allow er laborers to come here and take possession of our countr: 
he has already said she would consent to our action. She agreed chat 
it m be stopped last May, but as long as the Chinese Six Cozapani 
can make money out of it they will keep the treaty there. 


I think it was wise in the House of Representatives to send this bill 
here, and I think it was wise in the Senate to vote by an overwhel 


ing majority to pass it, and I think it would be the greatest blunder: 


1 1 
} 


of the age, with all the facts before us, now to vote to reconsider this 
bill. 

I have heard here records hauled over and discussed and votes read 
day after day of Senators who are attempting to follow the labyrinths 


of these treaties in their votes and making them conform, claiming, as 
you all claim to-day, that you are in favor of excluding Chinese, but 
you want to do it in a certain way. You are all in favor of it now, 
but you want to do it ina certain way. If you do not pass this bill 
and Congress adjourns, this whole question will confront you at the 
next session, and this evil will go on increasing and increasing. 

rhe House of Representatives are considering charges now against 
our judges, \ ve hitherto stood above reproach and their decisions 
respected in every part of the Union, because under your laws and the 
eme Court they have had to issue writs of habeas 
corpus and allow Chinamen to come in. Ido not believe that one in 
ten has a right to land under your act excluding contract labor. 
ir. GEORGE. If the Senator will allow me before he commences 
that point, I-wish to call his attention to the statement he made just 
lerstood him to say that $22,000,000 in coin was exported 
d States to China every year. I have a tabular state- 


decisions of the Sup: 


i 
\ 
) 


ment on that subject, which differs very much from what the Senator 
Say [In 1886 the exports from the United States to China of gold and 


silver and bull 
80 happens that in 


ion amounted to $230,000; in 1887 to $117,500, and it 

those years there were imported into the United 

States from China, in 1886 $2,400, and in 1887, $981,284, So it ap- 

pears that in the year 1887 there was $117,500 exported from the United 

States to China, and nearly nine times as much as that imported from 
{ 


China to the United States—$981,284. 
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Mr. § "ART, The Senator takes what mported through , 
custom-house, where a record is kept of 
Mr. GEORGE, Is there any other method by which we car ; 
( é » hetween the } I i p ( i « 
j ( try 7 
Ir. STEWART. Idid not pretend he :mount 
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the statement t t] > 000.000 
Mr. STEWARI i e the 1 rm i ym 4 I € I } 
l ren l é that tl! 31 ndiv “00 @ year sé t by « 
Chinamat [kn a great } iy China nd I have heard them 
discuss the question. he Ch » go home carry the n y ¢ 
their pers Chey travel b d forth v t deal Phe 
t inds of t oO iStan ly H { y cet the m ni 
by what means \ ha ill not ssari pe 
the records. 
Ir. GEORG! I und nd to say that tl who 
main here at work are sending $10 piece « to hina 
Mr. STEWART. By their agents who: ng. ‘'.is managed 
the Six Companies. There is great crecy about whole business. 
I do not know the details, but there is no doubt 1t the fact. Tl 
send theirentire wages. ‘The companies a to it l itis all tak 
home. I have been told by Chinamen tl there are thousand ! 
thousands of Chinese laborers who are i rich at home after they 
have returned from the U1 a? noth x here. 
That we all knovy As to how t iey, 1 have not the 
| details and never took the pai to inquire into lt is a fact agreed 
upon on allhands. Now, how that we e not in much danger— 
Mr. MITCHELL. TP statistics of articles imported from China for 
the fiseal year 1884~’§ not including gold and silver, show that 2 
total imports from uina to the United § 3 > $16,293, 695 


| that the Chin 
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the exports were * 
Mr. GEORG i. 
tween the st .cen 
of the cor utry. 

Mr.“ fEWART. There is no difference; is not in the r 

M-. TELLER. I should to suggest to the Senator from Mi 

sippi that these Chinamen do not register the amount of money they 
cake away at the custom-house. There is no pretense of that at al). 
They will not go to the expense of doing the business inthat way. I! 
one Chinaman is going back to China he will carry for a dozen, and 
will carry it on his own person. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to know, as nobody sees the money 
umen carry, not tell anybody and they do 
t, how the Senator from Nevada knows how much they 


J was 0 
itof the 





cords. 


like 





as they do 

not register i 

do carry? 
Mr. STEW 





I VART. I did not pretend I said it was gener- 
ally believed, stated by the Chinese and by citizens who have paid at- 
tention to the subject, that it was estimated that from one hundred to 
two hundred dollars a year was sent by each Chinaman. We know 
they send all they get. Chinamen never invest a dollar in this country; 
they leave only burnt ground behind them in this country, and send 
all they can get home, and then they have contracts to have their 
bones sent there in case they should die here. 

Mr. President, there has been so much said about our gains in tra 
with China that I will again say that it appears from the published re- : 
ports that during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, we imported ; 
from China $19,076,780, and we exported to China $6,246,626. Great 
Britain, including Hong Kong, imported from China $65,600,000. She, 
including Hong Kong, exported to China $89,600,000, making a bal- 
ance of trade in favor of Great Britain of $24,000,000, 

The imports and exports of China are pretty nearly evenly balanced. 
Great Britain is the only country that has any advantage in the trad 
She sends her opium there, and carries it there by force of arms, and 
has that advantage. I say that there is no danger whatever of any in 
terruption of commercial relations with China, because she has every- 
thing to gain and nothing whatever to lose by trading with us. 

She agreed that last May the immigration of Chinese to this country 
might be stopped. She agreed to the same proposition that is in this 
bill last May, but her Six Companies are exercising influence to-day to 
keep this treaty back, and they will keep it back as long as we will 
tolerate it. All we have to do is to pass this bill and bring about a 
final settlement. We must take some action. The ideaof being held 
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so firmly by treaty, the idea of being so fearful that we shall offend 
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Let me sav, 3 t ! ti | ’ ( 
; to explain it, and I think it is better to gor | 
E save a great deal of explaining. If my friend from Mississi} 
against it, he will be rising to explain for the next twenty years 
time this question comes up, and he will have to ent t 
F stitutional uments to ¥ that he w rigl 
Mr. GEORGE. I hope the j ‘ ! ted St 
charitable to me if I make a mistake on 3 subject 
the Pacific coast seem to have been charitable to th 


record on this subject. y 








Mr. STEWART. My record is all ri f d n l 

the Chinaman would have been avoter before thistime. Ido i 
; whether they will be as charitable to the Senator. ‘ g yr 
4 Mississippi has shown remarkable intelligence on this subject 
a he sins now it will be a willful and malicious sin, with al! 
7 of wickedness, if he W ving l t 

tion, knowing the evil, kne sity, sé 4 ( 
of these people, knowing of k this treaty for t 
: pose of evading its provis at they are acting fr: ) 
Ng lently, and knowing all the circumstances, and while we h 


on the statute-book that excludes contract laborers even f l ) 

favored nations. We can legislate against the Chinese, we can I 1 them to cor 

them, for they all come under contract. »¢ “ 
By this law we are authorized to legislate, cause the Burlingan t I 

treaty never required us to do more than we did for the most fa 

nation, and we will not alloy I 
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because if it is voted down the evil will go on. We have now been la- 
boring here for twenty years to exclude them, and we have met similar 
objections, but never one so flimsy as this. They were predicated upon 
reason, they predicated upon some treaty, they were predicated 
upon some couubdiennthen of good faith; but here when China is procras- 
tinating, acting in bad faith, when she has agreed to it, and still con- 


were 


tinues to send her Chinamen here, when we have passed a law excluding 
all others of this class of the most favored nation, when the evil has 
grown 80 as to be seen of all men, with this condition of things and 


ter the Senate has passed this bill by an almost unanimous vote, it is 
proposed to reconsider it, to take a step backward, to let the Chinamen 
come until they get ready to quit. Why? Because of the trade wish 
China, of which she gets five to one! 

| appeal to the Senate not to allow this occasion to pass without mak- 
ing this bill a law, and you will send gladness to the hearts of millions 
of people, lift a burden from the people on the Pacific coast and make 
them happy. You will send a ray of hope into many a darkened fam- 
ily if you say this evil shall stop. 

Pass through the streets of San Francisco or of any other town on the 
Pacific coast and see the sad havoc that the coming of the Chinese has 
wrought among the youth, see the destitution and the ruin that have 
been spread everywhere; witness that, and come here and vote against 
this bill! If you did, you never would respect yourself afterwards. 


I tell you it is ignorance, gross ignorance, of the situation, of the mag 
nitude of the evil, that excuses any man for going wrong. 

But the evil is so enormous that he has no right to be ignorant. It 
should be known to all, and if you do not know it there are a great 
many people in the United States who do know it in all sections, in 
New York, in Mississippi, in Ohio, and in every other State of the 
Union. You will find plenty of men all over the country who have 


knowledge of the evil and the necessity for legislation. It need not be 
charged to the Pacific coast alone. It is universal among the people 
who have given attention to it and know something of it. 

We ought not to live in the clouds above all other men. We are 
legislating for the people, for the protection of the people, and we should 
understand their wants, their desires, and their necessities, and if there 
ever was a necessity for the passage of a bill there is one for the pas- 
of this bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. 
‘] PRESIDENT 
] 


save 
President 
ro le mpore 
i 


y on the table? 


rhe Does the Senator from Colorado with- 


, 
i 
draw his motion to lay 


Mr. TELLER. Ido not at the present time, for I understand tha 
the senior Senator from Nevada [ Mr. JoNES] desires to address the Sen- 
ate on this subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question then recurs on the mo- 
tion to reconsider. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the Senate 
hy a discussion of the Chinese question. As I said the other day, that 
has passed beyond discussion. The public sentiment of the United 
States has decided the proposition that the Chinese are to be excluded. 
All politica 1 parties and all factions and shades of political parties agree 
to that. So itis a question simply of how we shall doit? What is 
the proper method ? 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] called attention a few 
days since to what he said was undoubtedly the sentiment of the House 
of Representatives on the passage of this bill, that the House had con- 

cluded, as it h: ad a right to conclude, that hereafter in our dealings 


with ¢ hin: 1 we were to deal with reference to the Chinamen who ‘nay 
to this country, not under any treaty, but under a general law 
recognized among civilized people—the right to say who shall and who 
shall not come to reside within our borders, and who shall come here 
temporarily or who shall not. 

I donot know, Mr. President, that the people of the United States 
have reached that point. If they have I am glad of it, for that is a 
position that I took years ago in this body, and which governed my 


cole 
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the greatest nation in the world except our own, that they shall not 
send emigrants to this land. I do not understand that Great Britain 
can defend herself upon any theory if sheshould commence a war against 
us for that. That is notinternational law. We have a right tosay to 
the people of Great Britain, ‘‘ We will not accept your citizens of a cer- 
tain class; we will not accept any people from your territory at all,” 
and they may say the same to us, and that is the end of the whoie 
business. 

Of course Great Britain might begin a war on us without any ex- 
cuse whatever; so might China if we should say to the Chinamen that 
they can not come here. But neither of those countries would have 


| the support of the civilized world in declaring such a war if we really 


believed that the people coming here from Great Britain and from 


| China were injurious to us and to our civilization. 


Why, Mr. President, the time will come when this country will be 
so full of Americans born on American soil when there will be no room 
for anybody else. Has anybody thought, at the rate at which we are 
progressing in population, how short the time will be when we shal] 
have this continent covered as Belgium is covered with people? To 
say that when we are overcrowded we shall open our doors at the risk 
of going to war if we do not, is to say something that is not supported 
either by the rules that nations have adopted or by any moral ground. 

The right of a nation to take care of its own can not be questioned 
any more than the right of a man to take care of his family—and that 
is not questioned. Ido not suppose that there is any sentiment any- 


where in this country against the proposition that I have enunciated, 
| that if we think it is for our interest to restrict immigration from the 
| greatest nation in the world, or the smallest, we have the right to do 
it, doing it in such a way, of course, as to give as little offense as pos- 
sible. So in dealing with China, I admit that we should give the 


Chinese Government as little offense as possible. 

I concede that there is some force in the suggestion made by the 

Senator from Ohio, that in dealing with a question of this kind we 
should deal with it not in haste, that we should take reasonable time 
to determine what our duty may be to ourselves and to this nation. 
A few days ago I had reason, I thought, to complain a little (if a 
man could complain in this body of another body) of the action of the 
House of Representatives. If I could not complain of the action of 
that House and could not criticise it, I could at least say that its course 
with regard to this bill was most remarkable, I did say, and I repeat, 
that it was a most remarkable proceeding, of which I understand I 
have no right to complain, but to which at least I may have the right 
to refer. 

In the morning hour, as soon as the Journal had been read, a dis- 
tinguished politician for whom I have nothing but the kindest feelings 
and of whom I do not wish to say an unkind word, a man distinguished 
for his political connection with the present political campaign, rose 
That he should be the author of a bill that 
should pass the House of Representatives in thirty minutes from the 
time it was read and should come here in hot haste within an hour 
after it had passed that body is somewhatremarkable. I had occasion 
to say that 1 thought it was sent here fora purpose. I am aking 
now of outside influences that induced this; I am not speaking of in- 
e influences. 

It seems to be an open secret that this bill originated in the minds 
not in the House of Representatives, but outside of it. 

has been adverted to here and has never been denied 
that I know of; but I would like to say that I will myself, so far as my 
belief goes, exonerate the present Secretary of State individually from 
having had any connection with that transaction. I want to say that, 
because, while I think he has made many mistakes as Secretary of State, 
I believe he has too high a sense of honor and too high a sense of the 
importance and the dignity of his position to engage in that himself. 
But others did engage in it, officials or non-oflicials connected with the 
and the very purpose for which it 
1e can be seen by an extract that I will now read from a Demo- 
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of persons 
That matter 


was dot 


| cratic paper, published in the city of New York, on the 8th day of this 


votes on at least two Chinese bills since I have been a member of this | 
Senate, one before the treaty of 1880 and one subsequent thereto. But 
I want to say, because it has been referred to two or three times, that 
the Senate was unanimous on the passage of the pending Chinese 
treaty. Ido not suppose that outside the committee that had this 
treaty in charge there were a half dozen Senators on this floor, who did 
not come from this section of country where we have had our attention 
directed to this question, who ever read the treaty. 


They heard it read from the desk, and they assumed that presump- 
tion of rightfulness (spoken of sometimes by the Senator from Dela- 
ware) when a treaty came here, and they voted forit. I understand 
the whole proceedings have ae made public, and therefore I can say 
that I did not vote for it. I declined to vote for it, and voted against 
it, and gave then as my reason that I did not approve of any treaty 
which limited the right of the Government of the United States to deal 
with this question. I was opposed to putting that into the treaty. I 
maintained that it was a right that should be always reserved by every 
nation, to exclude at all times all classes of people that it saw fit to 
exclude. 

I do not understand from my reading of international law or history 
that it is a cause of complaint if we say to the people of Great Britain, 


month, calied the Globe. The article is headed ‘‘ The Chinese Ques- 
tion,’’ and reads as follows: 
THE CHI 


Both Democrats and Republicans 


ESE QUESTION 
have manifested a keen anxiety to be first 
to take ee of the rejection by the Chinese Emperor of the treaty which 
has been lately negotiated between that country and the United States, and to 
use the opportunity in such way as to win the anti-Chinese vote by propos ing 
the most vigorous laws for the exclusion of the Chinese from this country. 

The Democrats have been too quick for their adversaries, for, on Saturday, 
before it was officially known that China had refused to ratify the treaty, Mr. 
Scorr,of Pennsylvania,a member of the Democratic national committee, and 
the President’s most intimate friend, asked the unanimous consent of the House 
of Representatives to introduce for immediate consideration a bill supplemental 
to an act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to the C hinese. Noone 
on either side of the House dared to interpose an objection, and by unani- 
mous consent the bill was introduced. 


I presume everybody recognizes the truth of that statement, even to 
the assertion, perhaps, that nobody ‘‘ dared to interpose an objection.’’ 
It was undoubtedly hoped in certain quarters that objection might be 
interposed, provided it came from the right direction. 


I have something farther to read on that subject. I find in the pro- 


ceedings of the House of Representatives on last Thursday that a dis- 
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tinguished member of t nati { 1 ! 
myself, said ite s ton t ; : d : with 


rhe gentleman asks what 1 by ‘ rh been re 
I never did, Mr. Pres 
Ts 1 to tl ( 
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The ¢ 
OTTAWA, ONTAI i . { . 
Icall the attention of the Senate now to this, because while it doe 
justify this bill, it will show the necessity, perhaps, of other and f 
legislation; and if this bill should get into the Committee on I 
{ 
Relations, it will show the necessity of an amendment to this b 1 
“ During the past week five hundred and eigl four Chinese arrive i 
couver, B. C., from China, It is evid their 1a s the I 7 ? ‘ 
An officer of the Dominion Government just returned from British ¢ . i , 
stated that there is a steady str of Ch float re I t pu itl 
into Washington Territory. I: ry during t year it is est . ’ 
the Chinese population of British Colu: a has ¢ \ i de} ‘ ry 4 
extent of five thousan: The minister of customs, who is now ithe Pa ; , , 
coast investigating the Chinese question, has promised to look into t , tine vect t ist t 
for the United States authorities. d { | 
That is an extract from the Washington Post of the 5th of this p ' d 
ent month. The speaker then continues 
Mr. Scorr. Now, Mr. Speaker is the answer t Ss I ( 
rado as to the necessity and ut yf action by this House to immediately t I st 
a stop to the coming in of this Chinese |! r; and, sir, this De Hlous ' : 
not require three days to find o vhether th v 1 pass tha I , 
was passed in thirty minutes. iI pn ir 
When this bill was before the House of Representatives it undoubt But f ss 
edly passed in the time mentioned. I have made a little calculatic = 
and it seems to me it could probably not have taken thirty minut ' eee 
from the time it was introduced until it was passed t. Mr. President. 1 t 
How does it happen that in a body in which it is so difficult for an , a as 3 . aa 
member to get the floor and catch the Speaker’s eye, he who this | , ea ‘ ‘ ‘ 
. ot I ( ve i agi » ( i e+ 
Democratic paper says stands so close to the Chief Executive, and i , } I att ! t ? 
. ° . . . : i miaa e, 1i¢ A 2G ; i l , 
so influential in Democratic circles, could so readily catch the Speaker’s  ] 
eye? Nobody on his side objected, although everybody knew tl / - 
this Administration had sent here a treaty that all the friends of : 
Administration, without exception, voted and that this wa 
infraction of the treaty or a repeal of 2é least a portion of it. Ho : 
could it happen if it was not understood in circles influential that t ad 1 
bill was to pass? It was not to be gainsaid that the bill was to p a ; 
, . - . . . ive 
Was it hoped that objection would beraisedinthis body? W ‘ 
hoped by outsiders? Of course I can not presume that any member of | , : ; 
the House of Representative 3 Wol 3 But was it suppose co 
by people outside that when this this body, noted for it : 
: I 
conservatism, its attention to details, and its desire that there sha 
nothing done in an undignified manner, nothing done with lecent 1 
haste, was it hoped and expected that the chairman of the Commit “ae 
on Foreign Relations, who is a p 1t Republican of national : 
. . , . ¥ 7 ‘ 
utation, would rise in his place and say: ‘‘ Mr. President, that ‘ . 
must go to the Committee on Foreign Relations? Chen it 
have been said everywhere: ‘‘ Thirty minutes the bill took to pass t . 4 
Democratic House, but it is tied up and hung up in a Repu un S« : ia s ; 
ate.’’ Was that the purpose? . ¢ 1 
It does not take a very vivid imagination to believe that in certa 7 a ; 
quarters that was the idea And I may s iere, W e | : ae ie 
2 : ; + - ‘ been sione y the be i i 
favored this kind of legislation and while I have always insisted th + te hd ’ 
. . , . ’ ¥ i 4’ iv? ‘ ahaa ‘ a) 
it was meet and proper and just to legislate without r 
treaty, I myself was almost inclined to say that decency and p br ry 
regard for the Senate itself required that this bill should go to a : , , ae aie ta 4 
> ' ril \ cs 
mittee. But I thought that if th ipport t 
ministration and who had defend recent treatv could 
see this bill taken up and pass | r bill wl they had : 
. * ‘ i i { 
print—we who had been clamoring for this rislation becau ae a perey ‘ 
realized (as they did not) the alarm me ty for it . ; 
submit, I could on my part 
I want to speak of this bill which I suppose is now to be claimed 
the members of the Democratic national committee to be of such im ; ; 
value. hen the bill was before the H Mr. BLAND, of Misso , sad cad a 
said: ' rh ; 
There has be ut com ‘ ; 
the British possessions, I would like to asik w i 
to that? , 
Mr. Scotr. This covers the wh fie to th co 
Mr. Morrow, of California. This do t prot : sinst t rat TT = { M 4 
from the British possessions. I n intend 
Mr. McS#ane. Oh, yes. I wo 
Mr. Scorr. It does very carefully a »-«] 
Mr. Dux» rhe bill seems to be very carefu the w Seite 
ground. ; 
l ' ’ T ' ? ’ i 
Why, Mr. President, that affords further proof that the bill did not the ties ed f 
; ] c i 
meet any criticism from those who ought to h known vho ought in co l ) ( 
probably know, what it contained, or who professed to | v what it ree men a ( derstar é 
contained, but the bill contains nothing of that charact t aS lerstand labo { oe + +] 
the action was instigated or hurried by what appeared in the Post of 3 pathy day by day I 
last Wednesday it was ill done. t ; of society in this countr 
This bill does not provide at all for the evil they are complaining o ire foreigners to our soil. and 
and it could not have been that that was th loving cause, outside or eigners to our soil, but fore t , 
inside, or anywhere, for the passage of this bill to prevent the Chinese | tg remiin. They are no re , 


o> ‘ Naay) 
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“are . 
)? i 4 ‘ 
¥ ‘ t se Lhe 
i i t i i 
i { it ) i i i I 
i » . i ‘ 
in i hot i no pn 
1 ‘ it} l Mav i I { ‘ u ‘ n hiv a | 
to tue weaith ot t t r they pute } to the wei 
the nation; they contribute nothing in any shape to the communi n 
which t ey ilve « ept the cheap labor which they give, and that is 
dearly bought, Mr. President, when you take into avcount the « 
which follow their residence in every land. 
The Sandwich I nds, which a few vears ago were the fairest por- 


tion of the earth, and held a people remarkable for their physical 
beauty and for their intellectual strength, although uneducated, will 
in a generation be depopulated, and there will not be a single nativ: 
left, because when brought into contact with Chinese they became 
diseased and destroyed to such an extent that in one generation mor 


there will not be a full-blooded Sandwich Islander on the face of t] 





’ ( non l ( tact with tl! iwithou our degradat n 
ha in 1 i 1 Islander We can no more ¢ ie in contac 
1 i l i our labor de ided ti we < l é 
wild Afric: And the Senator froga Nevada has said, when they 
cal into California they drove out the young men and the young 
women from all the ordinary avenues of trade, from all opportuniti 
Wherever the Chinamen went all chance departed from the young men | 
and women of that State who had not had the good fortune to receive a | 
uperior education. In every community there will always be some | 
people who by their unfortunate situation will be compelled to take | 
work that other men will decline. They do not, however, lack the | 





1 


ability to do well the work which falls to their lot; but the Chinaman 
will drive that class of men out. He has driven the American girl 
out of the kitchen; nay, he has driven all classes of people, whethe1 


, 





: e) 
American or foreign, save his own countrymen, from that classof labor | 


lhe Chinamen monopolize every class of labor that is ready to the | 
hand of the poor and the weak and the unfortunate of the country— | 
’ 5 


mep and women. More than that, Mr. President, I repeat, is the de 
radation that comes to labor of the presence of these people in Cali 


r. 


fornia and other States. You can not get the high-spirited Caucasian 
to labor by the side of the Chinaman, although he may be willing to 
i 


labor for the same wages. He never will doit. And thus the C} 
} he } 


nese are not simply taking the bre: he mouths of our laborers, | 





up in idleness, and in vice, 


1 


7 


There is a fearful account to be laid at the door of every man who 
fails to understand this question, since it has been so publicly adver- | 
tised and discussed as it has been within the last two or three years. 

i rful account to be laid at the door of every legislator who 


ibere 18 a fe: 
2) 


| 

. | 

{ 1d to lee . he interest of the laborine me t alone in | 
ulled to legi in the interest of the laboring men, not alone in 
| 

| 





California but in all portions of the United States. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire simply to correct a misap- 
prehension into which the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. ' g 
fallen with reference to the sco nd extent of the bill now under | 
consideration. | 
f | 
i 
} 
} 





~ 


Che Senator said that this bill made no provisi mm whatever for the | 
prevention of the return of Chinese laborers from the British domin- | 





ions. I will read from the bilt for the purpose of showing that the 
Senator has made a serious mistake as to that. The first section of | 
: . | 
the bill is in the following words 
That from and after the passage of this act it shall be unlawful for any Chine | 
laborer who shall at any time heretofore have been or may now or hereafter be | 
a resident within the United States, and who shall have departed or shall de- 
part therefrom, and shall not have returned before the passage of this act, to re- | 
turn to or re in int United States. 


That language is broad and general, and refers toevery Chinese laborer 
who having once resided in the United States had departed from the 
United States, whether he went to China or to any other country. 

Mr. TELLER. MayTask the Senator from Mississippiif he under- 
stood me to say that that was not the case ? 

Mr GEORGE. I understood the Senator to say that no provision 
was made in the bill to prevent the return of Chinese laborers from the 


itiel mininy 
ivIsn dom Dion 
AT 
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r. TELLER. These laborers of whom I spoke and of whom the 
spoke have never been here. They are the Chinamen that are | 
ive no certificates. 
ir. GEORGI Then the criticism of the Senator is ill*timed and 
inappropriate. ‘This billdoes not pretend to make any provision what- 
ever for or against the introduction of any Chinese into this country 
for the first time. , 
Mr. TELLER. That is what I said. That is all. That was my 
criticism of the bill. ; 
Mr. GEORGE. It does not prohibit their coming for the first time, 
because by a prior law in force on the statute-book, unquestioned, there 


ry 
ng nov Phe} 








se Cx 
ys¢ | 1 dect t f t term « 
eMail bil th , r 1884, exte ling to 1894 A t 
til OTiginai introduction oO] Uninese. 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to make a 
restion at this point for his consideration and that of the Senator 
irom Coorado ? 


‘from Mississippi 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the S« 


| yield? 


Mr. GEORGE. If it is on that point, yes; because that is all I de 
sire to engage the attention of the Senate upon. 

Mr. HOAR. It may be an important consideration for whoever shall 
leal with this bill hereafter. This bill is entitled ‘‘A supplement to 
an act entitled ‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating 
to Chinese,’ approved the 6th day of May, 1882.”’ 

rhose treaty stipulationsare stipulations made with the Government 
of China, and no other; and of course an act which is designed to ex- 


ecute those stipulations would be interpreted in the light of the treaty. 





Che question came up in the city of Boston and was argued before two 





very eminent judges, one of them Judge Lowell, of the circuit court, 
who is known throughout the country, tle author of the Lowell bank- 
ruptcy bili, so called, not now upon the bench, a gentleman whol be- 


lieve is a supporter of the present President, and Mr. Justice Nelson, 





of the district court, who is still upon the alsoa very able, 
learned, and intelligent judge. I would like to ask the attention of 
the Senator from Colorado and the Senator from Nevada to this stat 
ment 

The question was raised whether the term ‘‘ Chinese,’’ used in the 


| existing legislation prohibiting the introduction of certain persons, 


described them by race, whether it was a term designating the race to 
which they belonged or a term designating the country to which they 
belonged; and those learned judges, gentlemen of different politics, 
held (in a habeas corpus case, I think it was) that as the act was en- 
titled an act to exeeute this treaty its provisions must be construed as 
describing the Chinese as countrymen, as citizens of a certain empire 
with which the treaty had been made and not persons belonging to a 
certain race, and therefore that a Chinese person who came from Car- 


ton or Hong-Kong, or whatever other place it might be in the British 





Ossessions 

Mr. TELLER. Being a British subject. 

Mr. HOAR. Being a British subject, was not within the terms of 
this legislation. When that matter was made a subject of discussion 
here two or three years ago, it was misunderstood somewhat by some 
Senator, who adverted to this decision of these judges, and I explained 
it to the Senate. I stated the ground on which that decision went as 
I have stated itnow. The chairman of the Committee on the Judi- 


| ciary, the Senator from Vermont [| Mr. EpmMuNps], said in his place 
| that if seemed to him the decision of these judges was entirely right. 


Mr. TELLER. Who said that? 
Mr.HOAR, ‘TheSenatorfrom Vermont[Mr. EpMUNDS]. Whether 
ecision is right or wrong I have not any occasion now to say. 
Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator is aware that Mr. Justice Field de- 
cided otherwis>. 
Mr. HOAR. I understand it was decided otherwise on the Pacific 
ast and by very eminent judges there; but what I have to say is that 
in the face of the adjudication of sach eminent jurists as those I have 
described, and in the face of the opinion expressed in the Senate of the 
United States by the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
who is alsoamember of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and holds 
an influential place in the Senate, it seems to me that the friends of 
this legislation would be extremely rash if they passed a new bill sub- 





| ject to the same doubt 


It would be pretty difficult, I suggest to my honorabie friend from 
Colorado, todeal with the matter of the coming of persons of the Chinese 
race from British Columbia. They come from the British Empire. 
They come from the territory ofa power which has very numerous 
subjects of the Chinese race. The presumption would cert: y be, or 
would be very likely to be claimed, at any rate, thatthey were British 
subjects. 

So the bill is not only deficient in the particular which the Senator 
from Colorado has pointed out, but opens also this very much larger 
door, or the opportunity, at any rate, to make this claim. 

I beg the pardon of the Senator from Mississippi taking so much 
time in the statement which I have made. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. That draws me to a point which I had 
not intended to present to the Senate, but as the suggestions of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts are very easily answered, as the doubts and 
difficulties which he has, whilst they might properly have arisen under 
the act of 1882 are clearly taken away and removed by the act of 1884, 
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In 1884, 
































by the Senator from Massachusetts, when the Se 
t act of 1882 it made section 15 read as follow 
[hat the provisions of this act shall apply to all subjects of China 





If it had stopped there the difficulty suggested by the Senator from : 
Massachusetts would have existed; but it goes further, and this is the Mr. ¢ 
material amendment of the act of 1882 whici: removes all grounds fo 
doubt or dispute on that subject— 





and Chinese, whether subjects of China or any other fore 1 pow 


ler the act of 1884, notwithstanding any doubts which may have 





tan exclusion n ; h 
of all persons of the Chinese race, ‘* whether subjects of Ch 
other foreign power.”’ c liffi ] 


tor from Massachusett 








Mr. MITCHELL. Senator al ue t yme} 
his attention to section 6 of that sa Ct? ihe Se { l 
section 6 of the actof 1884 1 provid or the< I l I 
v of certi tes wl l ull be 1ed to ms who are 1 
€ if Uhina, v hat t SE ust sta 
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United States be i the same is hereby, suspended, and during s 
S10 t shall »t | wiul for any Chinese rb« to e fromanyf E 
or |} e, or having so come to remain within the I l States 
so there $s and upon stat OOK comp! 

lati vision ext 1 of ¢ i W 1 

mp In that t, 1 ve l ra e WwW ( 
made by President Arthur, there w b | 3 that Thos« ) LI 
here and went away might return. 

[That is the way D law vd 1 that t 
no When this p the H f Rep Cr 
atives they found g a ( 
laborer was absolute 
Mr. TELLER. 
Mr. GEORGE. [To ust ¢ 
a Republican President + 
Mr. MITCHELL. Te 10f M 1 . 

[r. GEORGE. It saysten years ‘* from and after ti 
act.’? However, that makes nodifference; for the present t : 
cluded. So when the other House eame to deal with this subje« 

or . 


found only one door open by which a Chinese laborer could enté 
United States, and that was the door left open in pursuance of our treat 
sti] tions with China, left open by the act of 1882, and left open also 
act of 1884, which permitted Chinese laborers who have o 
come here and departed from this country to return. 

That, then, was the evil. No other Chinamen could come he 
der the law; and when the other House proceeded to deal with t 


] 
the evil then existing, and provided 





juestion they dealt only with 
ting the only other dcor that was left open, t, as | it 
other day, in direct violation of the treaty sti vith ¢ 





rhat, I believe, is an answer to what the Senator from Colorado 

Mr. TELLER. Is the Senator through ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes; I am through. 

Mr. TELLER. I called attention to the character of the b 
two purposes: first, to show that it did not deal with the whole sub 
ject, but more particularly to what is said to have been the pressing 
necessity of the bill, that Chinamen who never had been here were 
coming in vast quantities from British Columbia to the United State acs oe 
I called attention to the fact that the bill does not deal with that subject . BABE » sac 
atall, and that could not have been the moving cause, or if it was, it has | ‘ of the Court of Claims, transm 1g a 
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! 
the case of Jesse K. Vawter against the United States; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIM OF DAVID HICKS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assist- 
of the Co Claims, transmitting a copy of findings of 
David Hicks against the United States: which was 


on War Claims, > printed. 


irt ol 


ant clerk 
jact 


referred to the ¢ 


in the case of 


} 


ommittee and ordered to] 


GEORGE KEEL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of findings of 
fact in the case of George Keel against the United States; which wa 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By uvanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: | 
To Mr. Romets, indefinitely, on account of iil health. 
To Mr. WASHINGTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. FORNEY. I demand the regular order. I call up the report 


of the conference committee on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 
Pending that I ask that gentlemen having reports to make may be 
permitted to file them with the Clerk. 

There was no objection. 


FILING OF REPORTS. 
The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 


des 


k 
JOSEPH VAN ARSDEL. 
Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4763) granting a pension to Joseph Van 
Arsdel; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to | 
be printed. 

ELIZA S. GLASS. 
Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11332) granting a pension to Eliza 
S. Glass; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on | 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to | 
be printed | 
MRS. LOUISA V. DE 
The SPEAKER. ‘The bill (S. 1488) granting an increase of pension 
to Louisa V. de Kilpatrick, widow of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick, 
United States Volunteers, with House amendments disagreed to by the 
Sevate, anda conference requested thereon, has reached the stage where 
it is privileged; and if there be no objection, the House will insist on 
its amendments and agree to the conference. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The SPEAKER announced as the conferees on 
CurpMAN, Mr. Frencu, and Mr. Payson. 


KILPATRICK. 


the said bill Mr. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. TRACEY as a member of the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and on the Commitfee on the 
Pacific Railroads. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. v 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill called 
up by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 1054 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Symes] has a | 
portion of his time remaining, as the present occupant of the chair | 
understands, which he reserved. 

Mr. SYMES. I control something like three-quarters of an hour of | 
the extended time. 


Iry civil expenses of the 


and for other purposes. 


iking appropriations for sun 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. By unanimous consent an | 
agreement was reached by which a certain extension of time was al- | 
lowed, and a portion of that is still under the control of the gentleman | 

| 


from Colorado. 

The SPEAKER. The present occupant of the chair is advised by | 
the gentleman from Missouri [| Mr. DocKERY], who has kept a list of 
the time, that something like an hour remains on eacli side. 

The gentleman from Missouri, who has occupied the chair heretofore 
during the discussion of this bill, had better resume it. 

{Mr. DocKERyY here took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. ] 

Mr. FORNEY. I yield twenty minutes of the time remaining to | 
this side to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLoUNT]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of the appropriation sug- 
gested by the Senate amendment has been rendered somewhat uncer- 
taip, by various suggestions on the part of different gentlemen who 
have occupied the floor during the discussion. It is a matter of very 


great importance for us to ascertain whether or pot it is proposed that 
we are to go forward making these surveys with a view to locating the 
basins and reservoirs, whereupon the operations of the Government in 
that direction are to cease, or whether we propose, having gone thus | 








| schemes, 


| isvery full upon that. 
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far, that we shall go into the construction of the reservoirs and canals 
themselves. Now, sir, I have the opinion of Mr. Powell, who is at 
the head of this Survey, and who is likely to come in contact with th 
various individuals and to encounter the various thoughts connected 


| with it, and who is more likely to present to us the true situation than 


any gentleman who has made suggestions or embodied them in the de- 
bate which has taken place on this bill. That gentleman, in an ex- 
amination had before the Senate Committee on Appropriaions, in con- 
ering the very matter to which I am now calling your attention, 
this language: 

Two methods have been presented, and there are two parties in Congress and 
two parties about the country as to the best method of utilizing that land fox 
irrigation. 

1 call attention to this language, ‘‘ two parties in Congress and two 
parties about the country.’’ This matter of discussion is not one of 
mere essay. These thoughts are thrust into the legislation and legis- 
lative debate by practical men for practical purposes, and the Superin- 
tendent of the Geological Survey tells you that they debate two 
What are these schemes? He says: 

It should first be understood that all the land within that area—that is, 14 or 15 
per cent. of the country which is to be redeemed—can only be redeemed by the 
utilization oflarge capital. To build the headworks, canals, and reservoirs ne 
essary to do this work large capital must be used. Theexperienceof the world 
‘The British system is for the General Government to irri 
gate in India and in other countries, but especially in India, by the General Goy- 





uses 





| ernment building the headworks, canals, and reservoirs, and taxing the people 


by collecting tolls. The British Government has in India irrigated about 3,000,000 
acres of land in this manner within three years. The British Government, in 
the prosecution of that plan, has done all the work itself. It maintains the ca 
nals, reservoirs, and headworks; it employs a little army of officials who are 
supervisors ofirrigation, and it taxes the land to pay the maintenance of the 
irrigation works, to pay for the supervision of irrigation, and to pay 4} per cent. 
on the original plant; so that the income of the British Government from India 
is chiefly from tolls on its irrigating canals. The plan is that those tolls shall 
make an income of 4} per cent. after paying the current cost of maintenance 
and the cost of supervision. 


Then he recurs to the Spanish system: 

The system of Spain was originally to grant to individuals and corporations 
the right to take out water. Thatis not accompanied with the tenure of the 
land, but it was the right to take out water and to sell water to indivicuals 


| The Spanish system did not give the land, but only the right tothe watcr. 1 


itera 


3 of 


the main that was usually the case, but it had the further condition that a 


term of years, usually thirty-nine years, but variously in different porti 


the country, sometimes fifty years and sometimes even a hundred years, 
right to that water was yieided by the company. 

Now, if we are to regard the distinguished gentleman at the head of 
the Geological Survey, and persons who keep moving forwird an. agi 
tating the question of irrigating the public lands we will find, as these 
extracts show, that they have in mind one of twosystems—the British 
plan, which is to make the policy of irrigating the public lands afford 
a system of revenue to the Government by the building of reservoirs 
and lakes, and then by canals irrigating the lands and deriving there- 
from, by a tax or toll upon the landholders, a revenue for tle Govern- 
ment; or by the Spanish system of letting the right out to individuals 
or corporations by contract, that is, allowing the work to be done un- 
der contract. If this be true, and I take it that there can be no doubt, 
when we come to look at the case it is a grave question for us to con- 
sider before embarking upon either plan or giving our sanction to it. 
Permit me just here, however, to call attention to the opinion of a dis- 
tinguished gentleman from the Northwest, who uses this language in 
this same report; I refer now to one of the Senators from Nevada. 


} 
tne 


The difficulty we meet here is uiter ignorance in Congress of what we have 
and what we wantthe appropriationfor. Itisto survey these districtsand make 


| the reservoirs, so that irrigation will be possible, and then we can discuss how 


the people can manage them. 


So that at the other end of the Capitol the views and opinions of the 
head of the Geological Survey are confirmed by one of the Senators and 
other persons connected with that body, which indicates that the real 
intent of this whole appropriation is that the Government shall itself 
enter upon the work of constructing these reservoirs. 

Now, then, what does that mean? I read ‘further from the report 
of the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate: 

Q. You have told us of the cost of the surveys, the location of the reservoirs, 
the segregation of the irrigable lands, and the establishment of catchment dis- 
tricts. Suppose all that is done and completed—take for illustration the upper 
waters of the Missouri—what would the cost of the construction of the reservoirs 
and canals be, in your judgment? What would bethe range of cost? You have 
never gone into that subject. ? 

A. Lhave never gone into that; that is outside of my work, 
enormous sum in the aggregate. 7 

Q. Nobody, so far as you know, has entered into any calculation of the cost 
of that work? 

A. No, sir. 


It would be an 


Go on with these surveys if you will, Mr. Speaker, locate your res- 
ervoirs, locate your catchment basins at a cost of over $5,000,000, and 
when you have made that expenditure you are told by the highest au- 
thority that we can have that it is all worthless unless you go forward 
and construct these reservoirs and canals by resorting to sources where 
large capital is to be had either of corporations or of the Federal Treasufy. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will it disturb the gentleman if I ask him a ques- 


| tion there? 


Mr. BLOUNT. I will hear you. 
Mr. TAULBEE. I simply wanted to ask if this $5,000,000 was for 
the survey and location of these reservoirs. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. I sostated. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I did not catch that statement 
Mr. BLOUNT. My stat ment wast it the cost of 1 al ne surve 
and locating the catchment basins and the 1 rvoirs would amount to 
more than £5,000,000, and we are informed that after that expend 
ture it would all be worthless unless we went further and construct: 
the reservoirs and canals at an « pense to the Federal T 








permitted contracts to be made with great corporations and large « 
talists. 

Mr. TAULBEE Whose statement was.i you read ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I read from the report made to the United Stat 
Senate by Mr. ALLISON, chairman of the Committee on Appropt 
ations. 

Mr. TAULBEE. What part of it? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Among the other witnesses is the testimony 
Major Powe Il, and I will read from him: 








Mr. Powe... If those catchment basins were defined—if the areas that waters 
could be stored were fixed and the area to which water was to be applied was 
determined—within ie vear $200.000.000 would be offered by capitalists to do 


that work. It is one of the most inviting investments that can be made 
By Mr. Haut 
Q. In what form would capital enter into the work? 
4. To construct the reservoirs 

The CHAIRMAN. Corporations? 

Mr. HALE. Would corporations construct the reservoirs for the toll they wo i 
get? 

Mr. TELLER. We have $15,000,000 invested in irrigating ditches in Colorad 

Mr. Powety.. You have I do not know how many bills before the present Cor 
gress asking for those rights. The capital of this country is ready to be poure 
right into that work. 

The Superintendent of the Geological Survey declares that we have 
a great number of bills pending betore both bodies of Congress in th 
interest of corporations tor locating these reservoirs to make the con 
tracts for the purpose of furnishing water to these lands, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it has been stated in the course of debate that at 
this very session, during the month of May, a joint resolution had passed 
Congress providing for a topographical survey of the section in ques 
tion. That joint resolution, I apprehend, attracted very littie of the 
attention of this House or the Senate or the committees which respect 
ively recommended it to the several bodies. Why do I say so, 
Simply because the law now provides for that very thing; simply 
cause by virtue of the law existing prior to the passage of that joint 
resolution more than $1,000,000 have been expended in the very line 
indicated by that resolution. In this same paper from which I ha 
quoted, Mr. Breck asked: 


Q. What do those large blue blocks indicate 


A. That is the survey which has been already We hay re 
something. 
By the CHAIRMAN 
Q. What is the nature of that ip 
A. It is topographical and geographical both, but r the purpos t 
graphical 
By Mr. HA. 
Q. Bearing upon the question of irriga 
A. Yes, sir. 


By the CHAIRMAN 

Q. What are those yellow lines? 

A. [Indicating That is work which was done by Wheeler; that by Hayd 
nnd this by Clarence King, where we have rough maps of the count 
tively, but where a part of the work is already done 

Q. Is the topography all done? 

A. The topography is not done sufficiently; it is done for the general map 
the country, but not for all the irrigable districts. 

Mr. TevcLer. That is, you mean, in King’s work. 

Mr. PowELt. In King’s work. 

Mr. STEWART. Is the work which has been done in such shape that in lay 
the topography it is sufficiently definite, so that you can connect your work 
and show where the reservoirs, etc., ought to be made? 

Mr. Powr. I shall come to that directly. All the b 
and colored on the map is irrigable area, as you sce, 
[indicating]. 

By Mr. HALE: 

Q. What does the red represent? 

A. The irrigable areas, 

Sir, I might go on with quotation after quotation from this repo 
showing that a very large area has already been surveyed with the 
view of locating the catchment basins and reservoirs as proposed b 
this appropriation. 

Then, sir, there is nothing in the passage of that resolution which 
binds this Congress de novo to the inauguration of a system of topo- 
graphic surveys. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Can the gentleman tell us where that sur 
vey to which he refers was made? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwill hand the gentleman the paper. He knows 
that I have not time to stop and investigate the matter for him. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I thought you knew where the surv 
was made. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Why, then, Mr. Speaker, is this increase of appro 
priation made? Is it to facilitate the work of those surveys? That 
is all that can come from it. There are some of us, Mr. Speaker, who 
have felt that one of the greatest wants of this country was the reduc- 
tion of taxation, that our people were carrying in time of peace a bur 
den belonging to the war period. There are some of us who have felt 
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1 Of eX] re th ld OF taxa h to 
i icy il ¢ ‘pe lu ure 
ti i] to my ire i i 1 i road li I ais 
1 cuo0enu betwe 1 expenditure ‘ ‘ ( spenaitures i i 
yrry to say t ind the iast Congr have made for mere increases oj 
ilaries, and mere increases of official place—the mere swelling of great 
Departments like the Post-Offic artment, I think under the lead 
of my friend from Georgia, in many cases unwisely and extravagantly 
done. That is the kind of expenditure they object to. They do not 
object to proper expenditures from one ocean to the other or trom the 
| northern tothe southern boundary. They are aliberal, wise, and far-see- 


ng people. When you look over these multiplied millions of acres, from 
fiity toa hundred millio which can be |, if notin our 
time, in that of our ¢ grand-children if we make these 
ervations and make them now, I say that it is almost akin to a misde- 
meanor on our part to fail todo it. [Applause]. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 


SO! acres, reclaime¢ 


) 
hildren o1 res- 


Mr. FORNEY. I now yield to the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HoLMAN]. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to refer to the subject of our 


expenditures, to which my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] referred 
nt ago, for a single purpose, and that is to call attention to 
the rapidity with which we are enlarging the expenses of Government 
in every new field that is suggested, and if possible to recall to gentle- 
men on this sic the fact that whatever may be the view 


a mome 





le of the House 


of the gentleman from Illinois as to the indifference of the people on 
the subject of taxation and expenditure, there is a portion of the people 
of the United States, and a large portion of them, who do not desire 
to bear unnecessary taxes or to see their hard earnings applied on ques- 


tionable objects. 
In the first 
id the 


has ach 


session of the Forty-fourth Congress, a Congress in which 
foundation of whatever measure of success the Democratic 


lieved from that time to this, the appropriations of tie 


was la 
a 





public money for scientific surveys were as follows: 

West of the hundredth meridian under the War Department: Lieu- 
tenant Wheeler, 0,000; under Professor Hayden, $65,000; under 
Major Powell, $30,000; in all, $125,000. 5 

At that time I admit there was no surplus in the Treasury. 

We appropriate more than $400,000 for the scientific surveys for the 

| present year. ‘The country demanded economy then as! think it does 
now. While it was easy to be economical! at that period it is possi- 
| ble for Congress under the present state of the Treasury to so enlargs 
the field of expenditures as to render economy inthe future practically 
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ha every kind, as they infest this Capitol. ‘They a 
é ‘ + heard here and in the press all over the Jand 
i } ry people have no sympathy with such a sentiment 
nd yu I may ive the misfortune not to be classed with th 
men of large ideas, I prefer so to act as to keep myself in syin 
pat with the great masses of the people who have to economize in 
order to maintain themselves, and who are asking for a reduction ol 
taxation. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SYMES, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illino 
{Mr. CANNON ] 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, if I understand this amendment, it 
seeks to accomplish two things which are to my mind of great impor- 
tance rhe first is to expend a small sum of money (I do not care if 

ou make it smaller—I yuld as soon have an appropriation of $25,000 
a 70,000) In commencing the irvey Ot sites ior reservoirs In the 
mountains, | Kin to me time in the future wh n either by the ¢ 
ernment or by pi ute citizens under tl tuthority of the Government 
measures shall be taken to irrigate Sees ater That is one branch ol 
the questic rr} ext branch, and by far the most important—in 
fact e important proposition of thisamendment—lis the reservation, 
rn the t of t passage of the law, of lands that may hereafte1 
be led at any time for reservoirs or for irrigating canals, and all 
lands that may be irrigated by virtue of the establishment of reservoirs 
hereatter, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Would it not be practicable to make 
»1 rvation of th tions suitable for pooling or reservoir pur- 

‘ o as to save them from the hands of speculators eeneene to 
k we have heard her« thout any appropriation whatever? 

MM ANNON. Qh, certainly. So far as that is concerned, hi 
no donbt it is practicable. The conferees would understand that. as | 
the House understands it. I have no objection to a small appropria- 
tion to commence these surveys now; I think perhaps such an appro- 
- tion would be wise. But that is a matter of but little impor- 
tai The main thing is the reservation. Otherwise, as we are told 
my ntlemen here, and as I believe from my little knowledge of the 
Western country, these sites will be taken up under your land laws in 
one way or another by private speculators; and in that event those 
who are to follow us will turn round and condemn us for our want of 





wisdom and prudent legislation. 
Mr. I have heard much of economy. I have heard much 
objection from one standpoint and another. One gentleman says 
it this proposed measure will not stop the floods of the Mississippi; 
ther man says it will be expensive. I do not know whether it will 
stop the floods of the Mississippi or not. I live in a district which, 
ras I know, has never had one dollar of money expended in it for 
any public improvement of any kind. I think I represent an intelli- 
gent constituency; and when gentlemen seek to oppose this proposi- 
tion by attacks such as the gentleman from Alabama indulged in, they 
should recollect that this country stands or falls as a whole. As well 
might a citizen or a Representative living a thousand miles inland say 
that we shall have no coast fortifications, no river and harbor improve- 
ments, that there shall be no money expended to protect the people 
directly or indirectly in what is soon to be an empire along the great 
Mississippi Valley. I have no such narrow-minded constituency, 
thank God! No man can journey over that Western country and see 
something of the a vate pee and the great mountains and the 
vast stretches of land—the best land anywhere, if you can put water 
upon it—without feeling th: " it is the part of statesmanship to take a 
step of this kind now, whether it costs $10,000, $500,000, or $5,000,000. 

‘There will be people who believe these reservoirs are a great national 
object, necessary for the Government to take hold of. If we do not 
make the reservations people who follow after us will have te remove 
the hand of monopoly from the key of the situation. Go along the 
rivers out West now, and under the land law you find the monopolist 
and speculator owning the water privileges. If we had had proper leg- 
islation that would not have been the case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask the gentleman from Colorado to yield me a 
few minutes longer 

Mr. SYMES. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I was surprised to see my hon- 
ored friend from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT] rise in his place and discuss 
thinquestion not on its sae it, as he is competent to do, and I have great 
respect for him, but he flew off on the question of expenditure. Oh, my 
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frie nd, the 
money for great national objects, honestly and justly made. 


That is 


people of this country are not afraid of the expenditure of 





impossible. And I trust gentlemen who feel an interest in taxation 
and economy will bear in mind the parties in this country are to test 
their theories of government and the honesty of their professions with 
a lavish and corrupting abundance of money in the Treasury. Thesur- 
plus in the Treasury will test the sincerity of our professions. 

[ am not complaining of the appropri: itions for these scientific sur- 
. Public opinion seems to demand that they shall go on, and there 
is nod doubt that under the direction of Major Powell, a gentleman w hos @ 
attainments and standing in the world of science is asource of just prid 
to the whole country, the work is being well performed. 
But, sir, the main purpose I have in addressing the House is to call 
the attention of the House, and especially the gentleman who intro- 
duced this proposition [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky], as well as 
the gentleman from Colorado[ Mr. SyMEs], who,as I understand, formu- 
lated it, as to the effect of the pending measure. he point in the 
amendment to which I wish to eall the attention of the gentleman 
from Kentucky and the gentleman from Colorado is as follows: 


veys 








That all the lands which may hereafter be designated or selected by six 
United States surveys fur sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals for irrigati 
purposes and all the lands made su.ceptible of irrigation by such reservoi 
ditches, or canals, are from this time henceforth hereby reserved from s: ule 





ton 


h 





the property of the United States,and shall not be subject after the pas: 
this act to entry, settlement, or occupation until further provided by —y 
I do not understand clearly the meaning of this language: 
And all the lands which may hereafter be de 1ated, ete., are from this time 


forth hereby res 





hene rved, etc. 

The language here, it will be observed, ‘which may hereafter be 
de ignated.”’ My friend from Colorado will see at once that this pro- 
vision does not preserve an acre of this land from entry under the des- 
ert-land law or any other land law unless it is intended to Vacate en- 
tries made before the land is designated. It has only the effect of 
withdrawing from sale Jands that shall have been designated as sites 
of reservoirs and canals, ete., and lands which will be benefited by 
virtue of the reservoirs and canals through the system of irrigation 
proposed after the fact of their being benefited is ascertained. I 
would like to ask the gentleman from Colorado if that is the purpose 
of the amendment, that the lands are only set apart or reserved after 
being ‘‘so designated ? 

Mr.SYMES. It is not; I will state the effect of the amendment—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. hope my friend will be very brief, as I have but 
a few moments. 

Mr. SYMES. I will not take a moment. 

The amendment was drawn as an improvement or modification of the 



































































senate as to 
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amendments f 


r tnat } 
After they had fixed the amendment up in the Senate and it | 


come to the House I scrutinized it very carefully, in connection wit t 








other gentlemen, and have drawn the which was offered » 4 
by the gentleman from Kentucky for the particular purpose of reset ( 


ing from this time forth the lands which should be selected as the s 
of the reservoirs—— 
Mr. HOLMAN. And that is intended to be the effect of thi 
guage: 
And all the lands which may hereafter be designated or selected 
United States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals, etc., are 7 " 
this time henceforth hereby reserved from sale, ete 
Does the gentleman mean that after the passage of the act the 
lands shall be reserved from sale; that is, all lands which shail be ulti 











mately designated as necessary for the canals, reservoirs, and ditches, | | Si 
shall not be subject to entry? I 

Mr. WEAVER. It was to except just such lands from entry and 
sale. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘Then itis intended to have a retroactive effect; 
its operation being to take from persons who may have entered land . 
which shall be found embraced in such sites, or benefited by irrig: 
during the interim and while this survey is being made, the on 
which they may have entered ? 

Mr. SYMES. If the gentleman will permit me I will state in | 

hat there was some objection to the amendment I drew in the first in ow } 
stance, reserving all lands whi might become susceptible of irriga ) l ly 
tion by means of the reservoirs. That language may be modified by 
the Senate conferees, and after consultation I am satisfied that it cal cases are D yet 


be made acceptable to them. d r riod oi 
Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him ivate enterp! ter t i 











k¢ ask this question: Does the gentleman intend hereb t 
inds hereafter, at any time hereafter, that may be found ne- | 1 r ( er fact. ( 
the sit the reservoirs, ¢ ditches, or that may | Forty-« Co the g 
val ple rrigati through such sources, shall I l t i ‘ ( 
ad } ; » e de here fter it tha tea , ‘ | a { ré ‘ 
y, an lat entries made lereaiter in tne interva i { i ( i 1 ul 
> ' ' 
V ‘ ] 
MES. That is the intention of the amendment and ef- to n lemer dtl t 
fects as it now stands [ know that the Senate conferees will agree itire grant tot I is | "W 
to the first part of the amendment; that is to say, from now on a t por sort d % 
land elected for reservoirs, ditches, or canals shall be absolutely li are st being en < 
erved, and that if A, B, or C in the mean time locates upon them th Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. 
] hall be subie to be dispossessed, if the sites are neces y fol 1 | country where there are sm: 











Ir. SYMES. And so far as it rela reserving all th [r. | N 
o! yurse ma be 1 dified i mn { 
M Hol \ N in view f thi ‘plan i I wish to i } s 
it the Co Litt on the |] lic Laads have consid i t i 
priety « ithdr ‘from entry the desert ds, except ti ( 1 to 
tered under the homestead law. t sti and all the 3 
Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman pardon meamoment? I¥\ 1 nore important than the d a tha 
to say that I wrote that amendment in order to give the Committee on ether or n 








the Public Lands an opportunity to legislate upon the subject here- Mr. HOLMAN. Lag 

after at the next session of Congress, and I wrote it because they had | } i ] 

failed to introduce practical legislation on the subject up to that time. | reaching t y i 
Mr. HOLMAN. I was saying that this subject had been before the | amendment, and I he that that i 

Committee on the Public Lands, and the question whether or not it | and adopted, so as to ext operatior re pletely tot 

would be desirable to suspend all laws authorizing the disposal of the | lands; yet there are two ex I ! 

desert lands until further legislation was secured. That legislation 1 render mot 

can be had at a comparatively early day. I think the present House ir. BLANI rh 

land bill: . 

and that a law covering the whole field I think can be carried thro Mr. HOLM 

Congress during the present term, though possibly not during this ses- Mr. BLAND. That 

sion. It is a measure of great importance. les, the little cafions, the 
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But what is going » the effect of a permanent withdrawal, not for | mount and that all « t 
a year, until legis in be had upon the subject, or for two years Mr. HOLMAN. The 
but for five years, of these lands? It should be remembered that thi he two provisions in the land h the H 
survey alone is to extend a period of five years at least at a | complish the object desi by end { 
cost of over $5,000,000; in view of the uncertainty of the time, I wish to add that tl 
it would be very unsafe for gentlemen to assume that the topogra lands. rhere are vas 


ical survey of the lands would be accomplished in the five years, a » eastern part of ‘ 
suggested. It may probably occupy much more time than that, dur- | Nebraska which t 
ing which the entries of lands under the desert-land law i 
homestead law would be prohibited absolutely. Now, that brings me | perous farm 
to consider this point: are gentlemen aware of the rapidity with which | try. But 
these so-called desert lands are being taken up and improved under th rions by opening up the ‘ 
present laws by private enterprise? imit, in vast region of « . er to the w 

My friend from Kentucky {[ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], the gentleman from he question I wish to ] it are you prepared or 
Colorado {Mr. Symes], the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] nvestigation as we have had, such hasty 
and others who have discussed the subject, assume that here is an en- | knowledge of the facts, to stop t te enterprise which in a 
terprise where the individual citizen counts for nothing, that you must | paratively short period of time has already entered over 
depend upon the Federal Government to take the initiative steps, at | acres of this so-called ‘‘ desert land’’ and i rming t into 
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prosperous homes? 
terprise in that vast region’? 
works they are doing so well and place it under the paternal care of 
the Federal Government? 

While the Government by the expenditure of millions is adopting 
some general system of irrigation, private enterprise would open up as 
prosperous homes and cultivated fields millions and millions of acres 
of these so-called desert lands; past experience demonstrates the truth 
of this. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, by the homesteader. 


By the homesteader? 


The bill which has 
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passed the House opens up the desert lands to homestead entry, and | 


thousands of homes 
desert lands.’’ 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER pro ¢ 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time had I? 

The SPEAKEK pro lempore. The gentleman had to 1 o'clock and 13 
minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask 
to give me further time. 

Mr. FORNEY. I yield to the gentleman further time. 

Mr. WEAVER (to Mr. HOLMAN). Do you think there is any pros- 
pect of the Senate passing the bill the House passed ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The bill, I feel sure, will pass during the present 
Congress, but I do not say it will pass during this session. 
will accomplish a great deal that is sought to be accomplished by this 
measure. It will prevent the monopoly of your water courses; it will 
prevent the monopoly of your coal fields; it will prevent the monopoly 
of your public lands, 

But, Mr. Speaker, in the very short time that is left me 1 ask this 
House to pause in legislating upon this subject until they have facts 
before them upon which they can safely act. I sympathize fully with 
the object of this measure. There never has been any measure pro- 
posed promising to increase the number of homes for our people that 
has not hadmy heartfelt and earnest sympathy. But I want to know 
a good many things before I vote for this proposition. With the facts 
fully before Congress I shall hope to see proper legislation having in 
view the reclamation of such desert land as private enterprise can not 
reach. In doing so, however, I shall take into account the extent to 
which private enterprise may be able and willing to open up that coun- 
try without Government aid. 

Whatever private enterprise can accomplish is far better than that 
which results from Government action, if for no other reason, because 
it secures the final benefits to the persons who are really entitled to 
them. Before I vote for this or any similar measure'I want to know 
how we are to provide that the benefits which shall flow from it and 
the increased wealth which it will ultimately create shall result in se- 
curing for the great mass of the people an additional territory upon 


mpore (Mr, Cox in the chai The time of the 


the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. ForRNEyY } 


And it | 


now exist on lands embraced in the definition of | 





which they can secure homes, instead of enlarging the fortunes of a | 


few men at the expense of the whole people. 

I have never known an artificial system devised and fostered by Gov- 
ernment that did not ultimately result to the advantage of the few in- 
stead of to the benefitofthe many. Your grand expanse of prosperous 
homes is the outgrowthof simply justand equallaws. I want to know 
how this measure will affect the enormous land grants that have been 
made to railroad corporations. 
enlarging by artificial methods the public wealth, and it has blighted 
vast regions of your country with the curse of land monopoly. I want 
to know what its ultimate effect will be upon the vast grants which you 
have given to the Southern Pacific Railroad corporation, whose road 
traverses one of the largest ‘‘desert’’ fields in the country. I want 
to know to what extent it will increase the wealth of the few men 
to whom you have given millions of acres of land, large districts of 
which are so-called desert land, and which are still held by the Atlantic 
and Pacific Railway corporation. I want to see what will be the ef- 
fect of this measure on the empire of public land which you granted to 
the Northern Pacific and which the Senate up to this time refuses to 
restore to the public domain. I want tosee how far it will benefitand 
enlarge the wealth of that other great beneficiary of this Government, 
the Union Pacific system of corporations, to which you made such 
liberal grants of the public domain, and Government bonds, which have 
resulted in piling up wealth in the coffers of a few men to an extent 
and by a policy hitherto unknown in the history of governments. I 
want to see what will be the effect of this measure in enlarging the 
wealth of all these great corporations at the expense of the people be- 
fore I enter upon it. I want Congress to understand more fully than 
now how far private enterprise has grappled and can grapple with this 
problem of desert lands. I wish to see, sir, how far these lands when 
reclaimed can be secured for homes for our people. 

These, Mr. Speaker, are some of the aspects of the question which I 
hope this House will consider before entering upon any definite system 
of legislation upon this subject. 

I expect, with the approval of your Committee on Public Lands, to 


This is one of your grand schemes for 
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Will you on such slight data suspend private en- | pend the desert-land law for the time-being, and to suspend all your 
Will you take from your people the | land laws except the homestead law and the mineral land law, at least 


until the pending land bill shall be finally actedon. With that meas 
ure the law we can safely postpone this measure until full information 
is obtained. 

Mr, BLOUNT. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have only a few minutes le(t, and I want to mak. 
oneadditionalremark. I very cordially indorse the views so glowingly 
and eloquently expressed upon this floor yesterday by the gentlemen 
representing the Territories of Arizona {Mr. SMITH ]and Montana [{ Mr. 
TOOLE]. I have watched the growth and development of our great 
Territories from year to year for many years past, and nothing in that 
development has gratified me more than the steady growth in the in- 
telligence, capacity, and high character of the gentlemen who have 
successively represented these great Territories Congress after Congres 
upon this floor. [Applause. ] 

I sympathize with the views which were expressed here yesterday 
by the representatives of the Territories. I was delighted with the en- 
thusiam and confidence in which those gentlemen spoke of their re- 
spective Territories. WhatI said upon thesubject of homes ona former 
occasion, and to which my friend from Montana referred, was said in 
the same spirit in which [ have submitted these few remarks this morn- 
ing. What I fear is that this measure, this artificial plan of Federal 
legislation for the enlargement of the public wealth, will result, not in 
enlarging the number of freeholds and homes for the benefit of the great 
mass of the people, but in increasing the wealth and estates of the 
few. 

In view of our past history I distrust this kind of legislation. I hope 
that we shall not take any positive action upon this subject until we 
can see more clearly the practical results that will follow. My friend 
[Mr. Smiru, of Arizona] dwelt eloquently upon the subject of homes 
for the people, and while he was speaking so eloquently of homes I 
could not but recall in memory from the long ago the language of a 
poet who wrote in a different clime, but whose ideal realm could only 
be realized in this blessed country of ours. 

This land of cheerful and prosperous homes could only fill the ideal 
of the poet. The poet said: 

There is a land. of every land the pride, 

Beloved by Heaven o’er all the world beside; 
Where brighter suns dispense serener light, 

And milder moons emparadise the night; 

A land of beauty, virtue, valor, truth, 
Time-tutor’d age, and love-exalted youth; 

The wandering mariner, whose eye explores 
The wealthiest isles, the most enchanting shores, 
Views not a realm so bountiful and fair, 

Nor breathes the spirit of a purer air; 

For in this land of Heaven’s peculiar grace, 

The heritage of nature’s noblest race, 

There is a spot of earth supremely blest, 

A dearer, sweeter spot than all the rest, 

Here woman reigns; the mother, daughter, wifc, 
Strews with fresh flowers the narrow way of life; 
In the clear heaven of her delightful eye, 

An angel-guard of loves and graces lie; 

Around her knees domestic duties meet, 

And fireside pleasures gambol at her feet. 
‘Where shall that land, that spot of earth be found?”’ 
Art thou a man?—a patriot? look around; 

O, thou shalt find, howe’er thy footsteps roam, 
That land thy country, and that spot thy home! 


Mr. Speaker, gentlemen must pardon me for recalling this scrap of a 
grand poem, for I think it is my first offense. From the beginning of 
my career in this House I have taken a lively interest in the subject 
of dedicating forever the public domain, that source of all the wealth 
and greatness of the nation, for homes for our people. I believed in 
the beginning, as I still believe, that the distribution of that vast body 
of wealth among our people in the form of independent freeholds was 
the only measure that would guaranty to the people of the United 
States the permanence of their free institutions. 

My mind has been directed to that subject more than any other; my 
whole heart has been in it; and I assure the gentleman from Arizona 
{Mr. SmrrH] that no words shall ever fall from my lips the purpose of 
which is not to enlarge to the greatest degree possible by the employ- 
mentof the public resources the number of the independent and prosper- 
ous homes of the people of the United States. These homes are the 
bulwark of our free institutions, while land monopoly is their deadliest 
enemy. 

Mr. SYMES. 
[Mr. WEAVER]. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate very highly the eloquent 
remarks of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN ], for I know that 
he has been sincerely and energetically working for a number of years 
in the direction indicated. And I can say without ostentation that I 
have for the past ten years, in season and out of season, been doing 
what I could in my humble way to attract the attention of the Ameri- 
can people to the importance of this question of homes for the people. 
But, sir, we know it is true that at this time the speculator is acquir- 
ing large areas of our public demain. Just at this juncture in the his- 
tory of the country it has become apparent to that class of men that the 


I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 


ask the House, on the day after to-morrow, to consider a bill to sus- | great area, 1,000,000square miles, of whatis now known asour arid @& 
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desert land will soon have to be occupied as homes by our people 
must be covered with an industrial population, and that irrigation 
must be relied upon to make it fruitful and inhabitable 





Knowing this, the speculators are to-day investing in that portion of 
the public domain in the arid region which must be used hereafter as 


sites for reservoirs upon which to store the surplus water which falls 
upon that country in certain seasons of the year. It was my unde 
standing that the amendment now pending was directed to the preser 
vation of that portion of the public domain, not to the withdrawal of a 
the desert land from entry hereafter. Ithinkthatif the amendment isas 
comprehensive as is indicated by the gentleman from Colorado, it should 
be modified so as to reserve simply that portion of the desert land which 
must be occupied or devoted hereafter to the storage of water fi 

poses of irrigation. Iam notclear that we ought har 

Mr. SYMES. That is as far as the amendment will go wit 
amendment which I propose to offer. 

Mr. WEAVER. Bat, sir, the necessity is very urgent that we should 
reserve at this time that portion of those lands which I have indic 
If this Congress should fail to act, the speculators of the country who 
are now awake to the necessities of the future will certainly before the 
assembling of another Congress gather up millions of acres, including 
nearly all the sites for reservoirs. Let the present amendment reserve 
that and reserve also the right of way for such ditches as it may | 
necessary to construct hereatter. Then let the appropriation be ver 
moderate at present, for the purpose of obtaining the information n 
essary to a proper understanding of this great project, and I sha 
that a great public good has been accomplished. 

Let me say one word further, Mr. Speaker, in reply to the honor 
ble gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MorRGAN], who seems to thin! 
that no man can tell what efiect t ve upon thx 
flow of water in the Mississippi River and its wonderful we 
utaries. The fact that Major Powell said he 
be the effect is evidence of the conservative character of his mind. It 
is impossible to make even ap 
But, sir, I have lived long enor 
that an uncultivated prairie is a 
falls upon it is precipitated into the streams in torrents, creating tre 
mendous floods, while a cultivated prairie is a sponge, absorbing t 





+ x } 
to go lurtner 




















oa 3 
system 1S ilkely to 
















! 
water that falls upon it, and then it trickles into the adjacent stré 
by slow degrees and breaks forth in beautiful springs to refresh 
country; and thus the floods are stayed. Sir, this is a great : 
undertaking. A blessing is promised t ho es even a cup 
water to a thirsty soul. This seeks to intains and springs : 
lakes and fruitfulness to millions of people. The Good Book tells 
that the Great Law Giver will ‘‘ cause the wrath of man to praise |] 
and the remainder he restraineth.’’ We it to cau e flo 
serve the people, and to t 1 t remail Lam f 
ment. 

[ Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. SYMES. I yield tf to the ; fi M 
[Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, tl t] ed by tl 
man from Colorado ought ce1 nly to} lopt if any appro] tj 
at all is to be made for this purpos I do 1 t t] 
$250,000 ought to be appropriated; $50,000 ld But 
whatever appro] i hould } 1 that 
umendment. ed ; t] 
mountain 1 tance of water ! 
In the minin rrea er privileges went 


the hands of monopolies; and that is whatis taking place in tho 
mountain ranges to-day. All that I think Congress ought to do in 


this regard is to reserve from public sale those mountains themsel v 
} 








with the springs and little brooks trickling from them, so that the pe 
ple of this country through the Government may have control of thi 
vreat water supply, and that it shall not be pern dto a to tl 





hands of individuals or private corporations for speculation. 

That far we ought to go; and that far lamwillingto go. That doe 
not mean, Mr. Speaker, that we commit this Government to a grand 
scheme of opening up that country by appropriations of money, 
does mean that we reserve to the Government the power of opening u 
the water and the timber of that country to those who may enter upo 
those lands and desire the use of the water and the timber under 
regulations as the Government may prescribe. We do this with reg 
to timber now; why not with regard to water? If a corporation 
sires to go upon any of the watersheds in those mountains to locate a 
cafion down which is trickling a little stream all the year round, or a 
spring that may be worth in the future millions of dollars, let the loca 
tion be made under certain conditions prescribed by Congress, so that 
the people who may hereafter settle that country shall be entitled 
the use of such water supplies and at a figure which will make it po 
ble for them to enjoy that use. Unless this be done, the same thi 
will happen in regard to those agricultural lands which occurred in 
California in the early days with regard to mineral lands when all thé 
water privileges were located and held by private corporations as mo 
nopolies, so that the miner had sometimes to pay all that his mine was 
worth for tke privilege of obtaining water with which to work it 
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Cx lo s, and twenty-two to the gentleman from 
A ima 
I M ker, I have but a very few words to add in 
c rt I | é tc he the debate w th deep inter 
i t | i said during the course of t 
‘ ening of ve wo on last Saturd iy by tl 
n from Kentucky | Mr. Breck! IDGE |, the gentleman f1 
Mr. ¢ 1 m1 ly ay, sir, that noth ! 
be ud L| t one nt p ited, in opposition to 
| English, 11 e heard searcely a word 
] eI i propriety ¢ tl ad 
tic the nding be the H *» Theonly th 
t ided 't) yur <« none ae it 3a i 
1 pled Go it to } } ri ie of il 
{ ndre f 3 ‘ loll M1 i 
a tha L ge n o ady ata ment. 
shown th is the case 

] ume ‘ mply and only provides an ! 
tic rt CGeole l l e dding to tl i! 
the f 0, and requiri in ¢ nin ) I 1a 
thereby ‘ I this ‘ ll} ‘ 

is, and |} r the addit l surve { ‘ ninati 

! ) nd numero natural res¢ t 
¢ tint ( nd then extend the survey to an <« 
of the nat routes for canals and ditches to and from these 
vo for t ‘ 1 of the ter it ire when th ull } 
ii! T mn t also pro les for 1 ery from this t 
oO 1 th i l n that shall thus be designated for reservoirs 

! inal S fy occupation or sale 

rent » can dis e the statement [have mad to th 
r i feat of the pending proposition, an do not belie that y 
ma in tion the wisdom of the policy here inaugurated Nogen 
tle n ha ‘ to say that it is notan entirely proper thi 
th lo t this time, and in fact that it is not imperative that the 
Ge ul hould do t in ord » prevent what l explained would 
take place o » if it did not, namely, that private survey 

rines f orporat would be found throughout th 

rr e] the best for reservoirs on the publ 
domain or by crook, under the provisionof those pre-et 
tion laws that | esulted in so much land grabbing in th t 
t I v¢ 3,4 i tot mandth ry dict teor : jul I el 
to ate to those | yn » may e future under the homestead 
law take I ri n ot the lands hich at usceptible of iz 
wt vhat p the hall pay for the use of their own lar the 
u the water to make them valuable. 

Phat i ibstance of thisamendment. Itisaplain, pra 
tir roposition. ‘That is all that the appropriation suggests. But 
gentiemen say that this is an ‘‘entering wedge.’’ An entering wedge 
for what? They say that while they might not object to the amend 
ment if it went no further than the present, that if the Government 
should do such a reckless thing as to authorize the Geological Survey 


lo a little more work 


to by its topographical branch, upon which it 
has already exp led some $5,000,000 in various parts of the country, 
and require through that topographical branch an examination and se- 
lectior he natural reservoirs throughout the arid regions, that it 
will absolutely and ssarily result in the United States going into 
th t an expenditure of untold millions. 

Mr. Speaker, I deny that. There is nothing in the proposed amend- 
ment that in any way commits the Government to any irrigation scheme 
in the way of filling these reservoirs, ditches, or canals, or having their 
contents distributed over the adjacent land, or allowing the Government 
through its agents to sell or peddle this water throughout that country. 
Not one word to authorize it. Mr. Speaker, there would have been 
just as much sense in gentlemen getting up here and urging as an ob- 
jection to the establishment of the Geological Survey, that has been 
established for the benefit of the people of this country, that when it 
had pursued its work, when it had examined the geological character 


of the country, when it had issued its charts and maps and reports 


irrigation business a 


which were prepared in pursuance of its scientific work for the benefit 
of the theoretical and practical prospectors and mining superintendents 
of this country, by which they obtained information and went out into 


the mining distri where the reports pointed out that within a cer- 
tain formation of limestone when it came near the surface prospecting 
would develop the presence of carbonate deposits, and as a result of that 
work these deposits have been developed and millions, almost hundreds 


of millions of mineral wealth been added to the nation; that when it 
was proposed to do that and the Government authorized tne geological 
surveys, that it committed the Government to the policy of opening the 
mines, fur hing the mining machinery, sinking the shafts, bringing 


the irface, building smelting works, and making bullion of 
the ore here st as much reason in the one suggestion as in the 
oth 

Again, sir, wi e been appropriating about $200,000 a year for 
some years past : provision to keep up the topographical branch of 
the Geological Survey. This appropriation has extended over a period 
of about ten years past. The topographical survey has been extended 
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t parts of the country, throughout the different Stat f 
the Union, from the Atlantic to the Pacific and from the Gulf to 
Lakes. We might as well say that after the top yraph ! 
hall be made, and it was pointed out that ire marvel I 

| natural resources in different parts of the ntry and within d 1 
ent States of the Union, it commits t ( nt to th 
ning and de yp r the « I ( i ( I line cde} 
i} ‘ pe ip al s1 - ! part ft 1 
w, Mr. Speaker, that is not ir wa ¢ thi ] 
t ntleman from Tenn é Ir. } IN ], the tl 
m Alabama | Mr. FoRNEY, Mr. O 1 Mr. HERBEI 
pointed out that you will incur t ble dang you ceed to 
the Government of the United States to s y it yn public de 
1d reserve it that the policy the I I rtment, as now « 
I d by t Public La Cc tte 1 legislation here, can 
( ed into effect, so that ] | be small holdings for homesteads 
hey shall not be subject to the extortion of private corporati 
oO ng th ‘ voirs into which they have turned the water th 
; the valu » all Jands eptible of irrigation from it. That 
| there is of this so-called si But g 
Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him ther 
Mr. SYMES. Yes, sir. 
Mr. OATES. I am sure my friend 1 l t tentiona I 
37 posi mn 
. SYMES I t object to tl lan ¢ recting mi 
| I ited his position 
Mr. ¢ ry I said I thought it ld be } lent and w t 
h districts ire indicated by t survey already 
ch is p going on; but I was opposed to this eme 
improvements of the public domain by the Govern- 
hink that is warranted. 








It is an impracticable proceedin 
e arid land 3 was well show 
HOLMAN] this mornin [h f 
cation of this amendm« which is thought } th 
H would have that result We can not say about all s arid re 
gion, containing a third of this country, shall be reserved, so that no 
homesteader or pre-emptor or any one shall go there, because aft 
these surveys shall have been made and t inds cl ied they might 
be turned out of their homes. 
t is necessary to go and make these surveys in addition to the topo- 
raphical surveys already made, and locate the sites. 

Mr. OATES. As the gentleman states, it is impracticable to with- 
draw all arid lands from settlement; but I understand that the testi- 
mony of Major Powell only goes to the extent of claiming that about 
28 per cent. of the arid land might be reclaimed for agricultural pur- 
poses by the system that he advocates. 

Mr. SYMES. And that is too large an estimate. 

Mr. OATES. Then, instead of withdrawing all these arid regions 


lv” 
you could withdraw only such portion as mig 
purpose, 

Mr. SYMES. How are these numerous homesteaders and these 
pre-emptors and their families who are now going out there, and who are 
settling ata long distance from where some reservoir may be made and 
where it may be found practicable to furnish water, to be notified on 
what land they can safely settle upon. It can only be done by surveys. 
This amendment goes a long ways and it says to every man hereafter 
locating land, to the pre-emptor or homesteader, ‘‘ If you now locate on 
a homestead or pre-emption claim after this amendment is adopted you 
take the chances hereafter of having a canal run through your farm ora 
ditch, or of a part of it being taken by a reservoir, and you will have no 
claim for damages.’’ 

That is going far enough. The other amendment makes a general 
reservation, and the operation would be to stop the emigration to the 
West, to stop settlement, stop progress, stop the settling up of the 
country; and you can not do that. But, Mr. Speaker, I think the 
House understands pretty well by this time what the amendment really 
is. I will say to those gentlemen who oppose this amendment because 
they think it commits the Government to going into the irrigation 
business, that it does not do so. When the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. FoRNEY] estimated the cost somewhere in the neighborhood of 
$960,000,000—I suppose when he made that estimate he proposed to 
rival the statement in Mark Twain, which was quoted by the other 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Oates], referring to the time when the 
Mississippi River extended like a fishing-rod into the Gulf of Mexico. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not one of those gentlemen who think that future 
Congresses can not be trusted to deal with the practical question when 
they meet it face to face. I am not one of those who think that be- 


it be required for tl 





cause this Congress may pass a law for the survey and reservation of 
these reservoir and canal sites, therefore we can not trust future Con- 
gresses to dispose wisely of the lands that shall be made susceptible of 
irrigation by these reservoirs, and sell them perhaps at $5 an acre, as 
is provided in a bill which I introduced at this session, and which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Sir, there will be some good statesmen in the next Congress, and in the 
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And so « } 
Mr. Spea 1 
tion of this Senat ] Dela 1 t 
rights are in the way of reserving what is so neces 
homesteader and the smal] rmer throug ut thatarid1 
the command of water. it is th ncipal ob it 
Land is the incident and water the paramount object in an irrig 
country. I wish this House and the people of the w 
profit by our experien Colorad vhere an alien co tio 
structed a ditch whi supposed would add to t \ 
lands of the homestead and the Pp emptione i i it 
below. When the water reached those lands 1 ce any ced 
an acre “‘royalty;’’ that is, it required the people to pay $50 an 
for the privilege of being permitted to buy water thereafter at cha \ 
nual rates per acre as should be fixed by the board of directors of 1] t I 7h 
corporation 
But, sir, thanks to the wisdom of the makers of the orga ‘ 
Colorado, who incorporated into the constitution a provision that the | Governmen ist d 
waters of the Stateshould remain public property for public use \ t : e tot 
decided by the courts that no corporation, and no individual, u yvernme \ 
right of prior appropriation could acquire anything more than the ri t 
to take the water, and convey it and sell it and distribute it under rule | act ul I 
and regulations to be made in pursuance of acts of the Legislatu hat t Gov ! 
The company opposed the regulation of charges for « 
waters, and said that the law which undertook to dictate to them t 
price at which they should sell water was unconstitutional. Theg 
tion went into the courts and it was decided iavo i the sta 
statute. nt shall 
I think it probable, sir, that the time will come when 1 r 
voirs will be turned over to the States and when each State will ha ( 
an irrigation bureau. I have not advocated, and until there is a; t i 
change in the practical aspect of this question I would not \ f ‘ 
creation of an irrigation bureau under the Federal Government to 
tribute water and peddle it out by Government agents. I appeal to not : 
the House at this time: keep this matter within your own control can t 
so that, in pursuance of your public land policy, you may hereafte 
retain these sites for reservoirs and ditches and car on the public 
domain, to do with them as may seem best for ter t 
people. give t 
Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, to sum up the situation as! 
possible, it seems to me to be thi i ORT wphical surveys have bee int to 
going on in the arid region among the mountains for about fil - L 1 1 the q “ 
years. Prior to 1879 there were four of these surveys. In 1879 t t I | the other day, t 
were all consolidated, and since that time the Geological Survey has | W by the‘ I nt 








been conducting the work by itself. he survey is topographical and vate ¢ 
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tion. ‘Take as a sample of how Government money goes the expendi- 
tures ofthis Geological Survey. They have run up and up from $150,000 
a year until they have now reached, outside of this proposed expenditure 
of $250,000, $657,000 a year. More than $4,000,000 have already been 
expended. Four years ago, when investigating this survey, I calculated 
that, according to the figures then given by Major Powell, the geolog- 
ical map of the United States, when finished, would cost $17,000,000. 
Now, I must revise my estimate, as he has revised his. The calcula- 
tion is a simple one 


rate he is going on—the geological map of the United States will cost 
$20,000,000 in addition to the $4.200,000 heretofore spent. But, sir, 
I want to say for Major Powell that the Geological Survey is not the 
only expensive nor is it the most expensive bureau in this Government. 
Take the Coast Survey. That was started in 1807; from time to time 
between 1807 and 1843 it was shifted toand fro between the Navy De- 
partment and the Treasury Department. From 1843 down to the pres- 


ent time it has continued under the same organization; and the ex- 
penses of that bureau up to 1886, including the hydrographic work in | 


connection with it by the Navy Department, amounted to over $24,- 
000,000. We curtailed it some after this Administration came in, but 
it is still spending a great deal of money. 

And, sir, although that $24,000,000 had been spent up to 1886, yet 
not then, nor even now, has that Coast Survey gotten through with its 
topography of the coast. That bureau, like every other bureau which 
once gets started, has determined to perpetuate itself. 
Geological Survey is now endeavoring to extend its operations, so has 
the Coast Survey gone into geodesy and magnetism, and for years has 
been making every effort to get into the whole broad field of electricity. 
It is magnifying itself in every possible direction. After these bureaus 
are once started they grow year by year. The Coast Survey has now 
an annual appropriation of $483,000, somewhat less just now than 
years ago, but the National Museum has $186,000, and for ethnology 
$40,000, 

Mr. WEAVER. When you have done so much for the water, now 
let us do something for the land. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman from Iowa interrupts me by say- 
ing we have done so much for water, let us now do something for the 
land. Yes, that seems to be the argument—one extravagance is an ex- 
cuse for another; that is the logic of the situation. 

The Senate has sent us not only this but another scheme of similar 
character. Following after this is another amendment to this bill for 
a great zoological park in Washington. That is to be established, too, 
regardless of expense. The elephant and a kangaroo and all known 
animals are to be collected here in one great park. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And the gyascutis. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HERBERT. For the delectation of the people who come from 
all parts of the country to visit the capital. But whatof the tax-payer 
of the country who is not able to visit the capital, what share has he 
in that, what share has he in such great schemes as this? In a word, 
this seems to be the policy: Let the lion roar at the national capital, 
let the American eagle scream, and let the tax-payer foot the bill in 
the sweat of his face. [Applause. ] 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I have listened 
with great interest to the remarks made this morning on this question, 
and with all the more attention because the gentlemen with whom I 
heretofore have generally and cordially concurred are opposed to the 
amendment. I think, with all respect to them, it is because we look 
at this question from entirely different standpoints; they from a highly 
imaginative view, and I from a consideration of the plain, practical 
legislation which they have heretofore adopted. My friend from Geor- 
gia [Mr. BLrount], my friends from Alabama [Mr. ForNEy and Mr. 
HERBERT], my friend from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], and my 
friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] have heretofore, with the other 
members of the House, adopted the scheme which they now denounce 
as chimerical, improper, and extravagant. 

Let us get exactly our attitude. On the 12th day of March the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands offered as a matter of privilege a unanimous 
report, recommending the passage of the resolution which I hold in my 
hand. That resolution says: 


That the Secretary of the Interior, by means of the Director of the Geological 


Survey, be, and he is hereby, directed to make an examination of that portion 
of the arid region of the United States where agriculture is carried on by means 


of irrigation, as to the natural advantages for the storage of water for irrigating | “! : . , , 7 Bou : ‘ 
| time occupied in getting it, the better it is for both Congress, the Gov- 


purposes, with the practicability of constructing reservoirs, together with the 
capacity of the streams and the eost of construction and capacity of reservoirs, 
and such other facts as bear on the question of storage of water for irrigating 
purposes; and that he be further directed to report to Congress as soon as prac- 
ticable the result of such investigation. 

My distinguished friend [Mr. Cox], who made the other day the 
speech on this question which really closed the argument, and was as 
conclusive as it was eloquent and beautiful, was Speaker pro tempore. 

The gentleman from Lilinois claimed that the resolution was a matter 
of privilege. The Speaker pro tempore doubted it, so the attention of 
the House was called to the matter. Mr. Payson said: 

This resolution is reported back under the rule. 


If it is to take thirty years from this time—and | 
that is what he now says—four years ago he said twenty-four from that | 
date, now it is thirty years from this time he says it will take at the | 


Just as this | 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is in doubt whether this is a privileged 
question, and will ask unanimous consent for its consideration. 

Mr. Payson. It is clearly privileged under the rule. 

Several MemBers. No objection. 

Mr. Payson. I move that the joint resolution be put on its passage 

The joint resolution was ordered tu a third reading, was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. Payson moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolution was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


So that the attention of the House was specially called to this reso- 
lution; and these gentlemen who for the last two or three days have 
been declaiming with such force and eloquence against this bureau and 
the various bureaus of the Government—my friend from Tennessee, who 


| 1: . : . . . 
| does not believe in any science except that science which inures to the 
| strictest economy, my friend from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT], who pre- 


pared and submitted a large and valuable report about this very bu- 
reau some years ago—were all silent while this terrible scheme which 
now affrights them as they look into the dim future was unanimously 
and deliberately adopted by the House. 

When the Committee on Appropriations, therefore, came to the ap- 
propriation of the money for this bureau the Congress had ordered that 
bureau already to make the survey. It was said by one of the gentle- 


| men, and no doubt correctly, that under the law perhaps the bureau 
had the power already to do it. 
| ing this special work, and I presume the Secretary of the Interior 


But this is a special resolution order- 


would feel obliged to use such other sums given in this very appropri- 
ation bill to which these gentlemen make no objection, the $199,000 
for the topographical survey and $100,000 for geographical surveys, ot 
so much of the $199,000 as may be necessary for the purpose of carry- 
ing out this order, which has not been repealed, and which these gen- 
tlemen have not made any effort to repeal, in preference to the other 
work to which these sums are and ought to be devoted, for it is his duty 
to execute the order of Congress. 

So, Mr. Speaker, when we come to vote on this question to-day let 
us understand that the law is already in existence ordering the work 
to be done, and an amount of money is given to this bureau: so that 
the simple question presented is whether the amount shall be larger or 
smaller, and whether we shall reserve from sale or occupation the lands 
in question. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. HERBERT. Does the gentleman think that we are coerced in 
any manner to vote money for this purpose because we passed that 
resolution ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Undoubtedly not; and the 
gentleman from Alabama and the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Hot- 
MAN], the chairman of the Committee on the Public Lands, have the 
indubitable right to be in a condition occupied by a gentleman who 
was somewhat notorious in Kentucky, and who while running for 
office was asked the question ‘‘ whether he was for the local option 
law.’’ His answer was ‘‘ Yes, Iam for the law, but agin its enforce- 
ment.’? [Laughter.] They unquestionably have the right if they so 
choose to pass a law and then refuse to appropriate the amount neces- 
sary to enforce it; but I appeal to them and to this House if that is the 
proper way tolegislate about great public matters. Here is alaw order- 
ing the work to be done, and now we are gravely refusing to appropri- 
ate that amount for this bureau which is required. 

Mr. BLOUNT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I want to ask if the gentleman does not recollect 
that Mr. Powell stated that up to this time and before the passage of 
this resolution more than $4,000,000 had been expended making these 
topographical surveys ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The amount expended was 
about a million or a little over a million of dollars, and $4,000,000 is 
the amount which was expended for the whole of the topographical 
surveys, but not for this particular section. 

Mr. BLOUNT. No; $5,000,000 is the amount estimated for this 
particular section. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Only a million or less has 
been expended so far. But that does not change what I desired to say, 
for the contention that I make is not over the amount to be given to 
the survey for this purpose. That is not the important matter. My 
inudgment is, I submit to the House, that if we are to carry this out it 
is better to do it as rapidly as we can; that is, if we want the informa- 
tion we have ordered, the quicker we get the information, the less 


ernment, and private enterprise. 

In my judgment it is a mistake to scatter the investigation over a 
long series of years; and that it is cheaper to give to the survey $250,- 
000 or $200,000 for the special purpose this year than to spread it over 
a series of years, during which things may change, titles to property 
change, vested rights accrue, and all of these and perhaps other con- 
tingencies arise against which no human foresight can guard. That 
as wise men winding up their business in the business aflairs of life, it 
is better, if the facts are needed, to obtain them as rapidly as possible, 
so that they may be available for practical good and for such purposes 


















































ng the period of its obtension. 


The real question between the gentleman from Alabama and 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] and the gentleman fro 1 
Indiaua | } 














Mr. HoLMAN ] and the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. B . I sken 
lfis here. That information makes t 1 valuab \ I ) 
say let us reserve that land from p vl Li de n 
able by this information. say that this « probably | rried ’ 
out by small appropriations, which ultimately will inure for the | not time tod 
fit of private enterprise and those who go there and choose to take up ba 
this land. There is the real point of differe: between us . 
In the name of economy, in the name of the people, they say let t nré 1 to 
go on and let the land be opened forentry. Wesayif its 
us reserve the land from entry until we see exactly what these f ' { : t , ’ 
are. I confess to have listened with some degree of surprise to t 1 


tleman from Indiana[ Mr. HOLMAN], who claimed that he represented | to t 
the homesteaders and wanted free homes to be given to the people, wh ( 1 of whether it t ( 





he was doing all he could to prevent these | ; being kept out 

the hands of the speculator; for we can not shut our eyes to the ] Centle , il shea Ti 
that whoever owns the water privilege rom which or | 
which the lands of that arid region can ade fertile and vill g etime 3 D 
own the toll to the land; and he never owns 1 vil, I care not w twenty treated is stn | 
be the nature of his title, who does 1 own t ] it from the ] 4 a 

and in that section he who owns th ut itrol the fruits « ‘ . ; ‘ ae eae a 


tillage. , ain nn eyes 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman d for me t 2 , 1 sohape egy “SP the 1 
question there ? fn} 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. é‘ 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does my friend, apropos t ( yn t 
subject, favor the policy of the Gov 
cepting the rent for these lands, or does he expect 1 





2 


into private hands? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I say that, so! 3] * 
cerned, Ido not know. And the very thing we want is that the ¢ ' { 





gress of the United States may have this iniormation and reserv 1, ‘ Bye eis 
land, so that the question m decided in nfor1 


tion we obtain where to have these reservoirs lox 1 and what 
be their cost and capacity and the amount and valu the land wh 
E can be made tillable by i 
q Mr. McMILLIN. As m) 
want to say that the criticism he has mad 
; to the measure is not well found vill iad 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. My! 1 agres ith ew t that t i ‘ rer ‘ 
Mr. Jasper, that ‘‘ all science is a lie, and th ul » rise " the 
Several MEMBERS. ‘‘ The moon do rise.’ I find he reports of M 
Mr. McMILLIN. ‘‘Sundorise!’’ My 


got his rising mixed. ld i 











Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of O 
that gentlemen inthe name of the ypl ‘ ecu i 41) 4 
that gives the water privileg 10, ( ) ait 7 


who stand ready to take it. t]} orma If $250 
Mr. McMILLIN. Iwant to know of my friend who is going , into ¢ 





prevent the speculators from getting it in any event? ndment : 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentuc We are go to prevent - ¢ 

if gentlemen will vote for the nt, by taking th ‘ » [Mr. § t 

out of public sale ; in the sec getting an idea of how th * r 

lands lie in the light of pra ce id sé g what th { int 1 





worth ; and in the third place, by giving a fair chance to every citizen vestigation shall ] 
of America to have the benefit of these lands after t rese: stivation the lan t 
[ Applause. ] alka tx Qik din 











Mr. McMILLIN. It is the plan of doing this that I t to get t yn as possibl. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And the plan is that t of 
Congress of the United States is to adop ‘ possible ] v 
is to cause this survey to be made nd out what la t : 
ject to this improvement, and paying out of the Treas whate ‘ 
necessary for a practical and scien ch. That 
scheme. If the gentlema 1 asks me what I « spect to do NI 
information comes in, I can only say that I do knov : ( 
I am against all paternal government. In all my theor [ am 
only against every form of paternal gove i it against 


‘ 


of unnecessary taxation. sal i 
Mr. BLOUNT, I would like to ask 1 friend a question, if he will pethemcesteer Hy Bh 
permit me. f t 
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d h t 


rage of water supplies, to as 
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\ } -1 : 4 : . 
: ; ' be adopted, will that carry with it an agreement to the appropriat 
cer he « { of these de rt or arid lands which may be ‘ =) OO ac . “Fs } 
clair or? i tural uses by a system of irrigation, and to suggest | 0! 9-9¥U,U00 as containt d in the Senate amendment 
the 4 ] ls of rigation. It provides also that al The SPEAKER } rot mpore. The Chair will state the parliam 
Ja sable t rigation shall, after the pa | ary status of this proposition. There p ing @ motion of 1 
of fre ile or other disposition until such time as C« + ss si ; . ra _* — . oa 
; ull | of t . That is the sum and substance of | £¢24eman from Alabama [Mr. ForNryY] that the House insist on its 
t! i j the » proposit | disagreement to the Senate amendment. The gentleman from Ken 
[Mr Ro irr wD ely . I ] 
. ; , - i | Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] moves to concur in the Senate amendment 
) i concern an 80 rast Ss one 10n 18 } 4 1 : } ' 
ere of acct magg =. i in amendment, to wh amendment the gentlemen from Cal 
concerned, th is t wh ofl We ought not to say to the people ‘ \ eT ] ; » } 
: . : : raat 7, os 10 L | Mr lr ELTON | oliers an amend! nt. ‘Oo olher amend: 
of A ' itl 1 whom J amin the habit of following and whom t 4hie $13; 
: : ; ers | al h oraer a Hil ! . 
usually I follow ) ilingly—the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. | MT —) tape 1 1 } . 4 
' . ; : ee aol ; Coe a r BLAND. When these amendments have been voted on, it 
Oo Pe » Ir AIA L VI E} I I > renti« } eS ia ‘ aie } } . : 
ry aan : ; ye in order to move an amendn cutting down the appropriation 
man from ‘lenne e|™M McMILLIN can not afford to say that we | ’ PRAREP ' } ’ , a a 1 
os s d ; . ibe SrLRAK ILA pro ) . ihe Un } i cntertain that amend 
permitted t! I tion to be passed pro forma and at the same t : tind 
: ‘ . ‘ . , j vl au 
that ( tted us to a scher to spend one thousand millions VATS ‘ 1 ce f 
- . , . ‘ , a I Lud. r th 1a mie oi j leman irom Ca 
of d ur Ve; ind by our re sentative character and dut f5 l } : 4 } 1 f, 
i +nas heen voted on y then | in order ior met if 
to sav that we took this action, urder the lead of the Public ] ; “ = ae ete ee mee 
; : : ; 5 7 amendment striking out certain wo! from the pendlinpg amendme!l 
Committee, intelligently; and having p ed the order that this wor ‘ +] rr 1 . 
. : = : : yf t gentieman irom Kentucky. 
be done, 1 tl mey by which it shall be paid for, and in 1 PRAWER 7 
ete, Base SPEAKER pi r I will be in the | 
mean time withdraw t hands from ]} blic sal That is the whol ‘ “107 4 ’ 
question should be deman and ord 
q tion ' - — : 
1) ; ; . HOLMAN. If it is in order, I desire to offer a substitute. 
I will \ itlemen int ther attack or defense of tl SPEAKER ore. The centleman can of } : 
other bur t rovernment, nor as to the feasibility of sch he desire 
tig 1 T aA ‘ : , 4 s 7 e . . > . » 2 7 . 
= es ae lt add anything to t Ir. HOLMAN. I offer the provision which I send to the desk as a 
oD ; itlo I d to the Hous when this am ndment ' » for the entire 1 } ition yell for the Senate amendm 
inder d . me days ago a to t 1€ 1 ture of the problen swh ( pro] t of t an Kentucky [Mr. BRECK! 
were connected with this ibject and t 16 Poss ble value of the know! : 
| ‘7 ’ Inti ada 7 io adn . 
ed ] f und the resolution adopted by Con- | ir. WEAVE { i } \ l theo I é 
1 ‘ . ; } J . : Sate . » ; 
gress last March. For myself, I close my part in this debate for this its have been voted on? 
<i ae What shall be done with that magnificent empire which in| The SPEAKER pro tempore, Certainly not. The House has a right 
‘ ’ . estic wi »} ‘ :. . * ' 
t] ‘ vate D i¢ ed the arid 1 ion 3a question which w | to perfect the pending propositi: th i} tut 
and our su ce OI can not Snirk,. Out duty now is as Tapid y and as HOLMAN. Let the sul 
accurately as practicable to put int > Intolligibl form all the <DOW The SPEAKER pro tem now read the substi- 
4 ning t id <oarve the ] ic nntil that ; d 
e ¢ un ning to} ind to re ve the ian inthi that | e proposed by the gentleman [r. HoLMAN]. 
1S Gone ' The Clerk read as follow 
ry .apRra iy penned Mh, — > . ‘ .. | 
The SI aa sys eee ABCrS Bt tnt . main 2 i That the money appropriated for topographical surveys for the prese 
\T FOR) ~- tla? n fror ‘ area AT, Bit wep] I ut i ¢ : .. ; 7 > 
Ir. PINE X. it rentieman from Geol t,| air, DI NTI, un- | al year, or any part thereof, may be employed by the Directo f the Geolog 
derstand. desires to 1 sa statement. } Survey, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, for the purpose 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky ] ipposed I had the right to | °’ UnIng rf establishing reservoir of w r in the arid 
‘ : : : - f "1 . a I i r one hundredth meridian with a view to a system 
close the discu \t any rate, I presume I shall be allowed a min 1,and the Director of the Geological Survey is 
ute to reply to the gentleman from Georgia. d is early a period as is practicable the results 
Several MEMRI Oh. ves } of h rmation he may possess touching the irrigation 
an ‘T re ' ee mn os at oe } of the a i further, That during the pendency of the measures 
», Sp 4 > é > ; y ’ { > vantny, x. | ‘ = ‘ : . 1 ce . c 
ihe SPEAKER | pore. LD itieman i niientucky hi | now e Cor fecting the public lands the entry of lands known and 
minute of his time remaining designated as ‘‘ desert lands”’ shall be suspended, but this provision shall not 
. : ’ . revent » entry of such land under the homestead laws except that sect 
AT. OU? . Caen’ he entle Cm Kentucky lay pre nt the « of such lar in : } § I ai t 
vi BL ) i ) my} Ker, th D A 1irom nentu ky a a the Revised Statutes shall not apply to such entry. 
great deal of sta ipon the resolution to which he has referred con 





i 





templating topographical surveys for the purpose of investigating th« 
location of catchment basins and reservoi I have already said, and 
it is almost sless to repeat, that under the general law the propriety 
of such surveys hi: been claimed, and a vastsum of money has 
already been expended in that way. 


in this view, therefore, the reso- 
iution was merely surplusage; it has no force so far as this amendment 
goes. The amendment proposes that a sum of money be added to th 
amount already expended; that and nothing more. 


: 
Mr. HOLMAN. Allow me toinguire whether gentlemen here under- 


} 
;aiways 


stand how much is appropriated for topographical surveys in this very 
bill? 
Mr. BLOUNT. I have only a minute, and can not yield. 


Mr. HOLMAN. It 
$199,000, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker,my friend from Kentucky in one breath 

urges the rapid expenditure of money in the direction of this survey; 
yet in the closing portion of his remarks he declares that he cares noth- 
ing for the amount of money, but is concerned only in the principle in- 
volved, the reservation of these lands from sale. He says so far as the 
amount is concerned that may be settled by the conference committee. 
I wish to say that when the amount is agreed upon between the two 
Houses, as will be done by the adoption of this amendment, there will 
be nothing for the conferees to discuss with reference to the amount. 
{ Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I did sa}, and 
I repeat, that the amount of money to be given for this purposeis very 
much less important in my view than the reservation of the land. Two 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars is a comparatively large sum of 
moneyin one aspect. It isavery small sum in comparison with giving 
to private speculation the advantages of the water supply for 1,200,000 
sjuare miles of arid lands. There is nothing inconsistent in my prop- 
Osition. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

fhe SPEAKER 
hausted. 

Mr. BLAND. Iri 
to move an amendm 
000?”? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. BLAND. 


; important the amount should be known; it is 








protempore. Debate on this proposition is now ex 


to a parliamentary inquiry: Js it in order now 
it striking out ‘' $250,000’ and inserting ‘*$50,- 


Not at this time. 


If the amendment of the gentleman from Colorado 


} 
| 
' 


Che SPEAKER pro tempore. The question first in order to be voted 
on is the amendment of the gentleman from California [Mr. FeLTon | 
t 





to the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BREcKIN- 
RIDGE |. 
Mr. FELTON. Let the proposition be read. 
Mr. FELTON’s amendment to the amendment was read, as follows: 
e 9, fi ure, after the word “ reservoirs,”’ insert ‘“‘and for the selection 
she it ill be preserved 
fourth line, page 2, after the word “ purposes,"’ insert ‘“‘and such selected 








e amendment of Mr. 


Several members asked for the reading of th 

BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. 
of the gentleman trom Kentucky [Mr. Bre 
rep yrted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
After the word “dollars,” in line 1, on page 66, strike out the following: 

And all the lands which may be designated for reservoirs and canals for ir- 

ition shall be reserved as the property of the United States, and shall not be 
subjected to entry or seitiement until hereafter provided for by law.” 

And insert in lieu thereof: 

And the Director of the Geological Survey, under the supervision of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, shall make a report to Congress, on the first Monday in 
December of each year, showing in detail how the said money has been ex- 
pended, the amount used for actual survey and engineer work in the field in lo- 
cating sites for reservoirs, and an itemized account of the expenditures under 
this appropriation ; and all the lands which may hereafter be designated or se- 
lected by such United States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals 
for irrigation purposes, and all the lands made susceptible of irrigation by such 
reservoirs, ditches, or canals, are from this time henceforth hereby reserved from 
sale as the property of.the United States and shail not be subject after the pas- 


sage of this act to entry, settlement, or occupation until further provided by law.” 


If there be no objection the amendment 
KINRIDGE] will be again 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from California [Mr. FELTON]. 

Mr. FELTON. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, with reference to the 
amendment to the amendment—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

The question recurred on Mr. FELTON’sS amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 29, noes 54. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SYMES. I desire to offeran amendment on behalf of the friends 
of the measure which I will send forward and ask the Clerk to read. 
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Debate is not in order. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. 
the Geological Survey 

Mr. TAULBEE. 1e amendment be read, so that we 
derstandit. There seen e a misunderstanding 
about it. 

Mr. HoLMAN’S substitute was again reported. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It allows $199,000. [Cries of ‘‘ Order! 

Mr. RYAN. Not a single dollar will be available. It will 
voted to the work already in progress. [Cries of ‘‘Order!”’ 
parts of the House. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Members will please assist the ¢ 
in maintaining order. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. TAULBEE, In order that we may understand the proposition, 
I ask that it be again read. 


amongst 
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Mr. PETERS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PETERS. Is not the only motion in order nowa motion to dis- 
agree with the Senate amendmentor toconcur in the amendment with 
an amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
position of the gentleman is substantially correct. 

Mr. PETERS. Then I make the point of order that the substitute 
of the gentleman from 
Senate amendment nor a motion to concur with an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The substitute is in the nature of an 
amendment and can only be offered in that view and notas a substitute 
for the Senate amendment. 

Mr. COX. Let me ask whether the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky has been voted on. 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore. It has not been. 

Mr. COX. Is it not, then, first in order to dispose of that? 

Mr. RYAN. Undoubtedly you must first get rid of that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The substitute of the gentleman from 
Indiana is first in order. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Lrise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish to inquire (if I caught the motion of my 
colleague who oflered the amendment) if it was not to agree to the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 
the vote is submitted on that question it must be to concur in the Senate 
amendment with an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. TAULBEE, And the only way to reach a vote on the subst 
tute of the gentleman from Indiana would be to reconsider the vote 
by which the Senate amendment with an amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Butthe question has not been taken on 
the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. PETERS. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to a ruling 
which will be found in the Digest, on page 334. 

The report of the ot be 
that of any ot! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sees 
the reference germane to the pending question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwish to ask unanimous consent to submit this 
proposition 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move the pre- 
vious question on my amendment and on all pending amendments. 
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nothing whatever in 


Mr. RYAN. That is right. 
Mr. SYMES. Let us havea vote. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘Vote!’’] 
Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent, to avoid any embarrass- 


ment on this question and to accomplish what gentlemen desire on both 
sides, that a vote be taken on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] whetheradopted or not, and that a vote 
be taken upon the propo 1 which I have submitted as a substitute; 
and if it be adopted, it w... be adopted as an amendment to the Senate 
amendment in that form. 

Mr. SYMES. I object, because it is not in parliamentary form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move my proposition as a substitute for the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The SPEAKE It is already pending in that form. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. The gentleman from Colorado offered an 
amendment to the original amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Kentucky {| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], which was voteddown. Now, I make 
thisinquiry, at the instance of thegentleman from Arizona [ Mr. Suiri]), 
whether a motion to reconsider the vote by which the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Colorado was rejected is in order at this 
time ? 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore, 
question has been demanded. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. It is a question in which the gentleman 
from Arizona |Mr. Smiru] has a very great interest, and it is of ex- 
treme importance to his constituents. 

The SPEAKER p The question ison the demand for the 
previous question by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Whatistheeffect of this call for the previous ques- 
tion upon the pending amendment? In what order does the Chair 
hold the amendments are pending? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The substitute offered by the gentle- 
man from Indiana | Mr. HOLMAN], which is in the nature of an amend- 
ment to the Senate amendment, will be voted on first. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. To that I raise the point o1 
order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 


1? / . 
in pro tempore, 


It would bein order, but the previous 


“o te mpore ° 


I would suggest, then, as that brings up the ques- 


tion squarely, that the gentleman from Kentucky permit an amend- 


Now, my point is this: If 


Indiana is neither a motion to concur in the | 
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ment to be added to the general proposition striking out the $250,000 
provided for in the Senate amendment, and then we get to the ques- 
tion. I believe the Chair has decided correctly. 

Mr. TAULBEE. That is,to have a vote on the substitute. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Very well; that is all we want. 

The SPEAKER protempore. It leaves the Senate amendment intact, 
and the substitute of the gentleman from Indiana simply stands as a 
substitute for the proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky; and 
the previous question has been demanded. 

Mr. RYAN and Mr. TAULBEE addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will first recognize the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, it seems tome that the statement of 
the Chair differs somewhat from the statement of the gentleman from 
Indiana as to this proposition; because I put it directly to him as to 
whether or not the proposition which the gentleman from Indiana of- 
fered was intended as a substitute to the Senate amendment and the 
amendment thereto offered by the gentleman from Kentucky, and his 
statement was thatit did. Now, as I understand the statement of the 
Chair just made, it is to the effect that if the amendment of the gentte- 
man from Indiana is adopted, it is adopted only in lieu of the amend- 
ment offered by my colleague [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], and would leave 
the Senate amendment intact. That it is a substitute operating as an 
amendment to that amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That isthe parliamentary status of 
the proposition. The Chair will now recognize the gentleman from 
Kansas. 

Mr. RYAN. That is the inquiry I intended to make myself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky de- 
mands the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [arise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The parliamentary inquiry is this: I desire to sub- 
mit a proposition which will keep in the Senate amendment. We pro- 
pose to concur in the Senate amendment with an amendment. ‘That 
is to say, instead of appropriating the $250,000 or $100,000 we propose 
that of the $199,000 appropriated for the topographical survey so much 
as the Secretary of the Interior shall designate shall be appropriated 
to make these examinations. Now, is it proper for me to inquire of 
the Chair how that can be accomplished ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The proposition can be entertained by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have known that question raised, and I have never 
seen the question presented as it is now but that the ruling has been 
uniform that a proposition to add to a Senate amendment was in order. 
And I desire to submit a proposition covering both; that is, we cover 
a Senate amendment on the one side and an amendment of the House 
on the other, if adopted. The first proposition is to add to the Senate 
amendment; if adopted, or not adopted, either, then the question re- 
curs on the proposition contained in the Senate amendment. I there- 
fore insist that there is no embarrassment here whatever, and that the 
question still operates on the amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. Weare both hoping to concurin the Senate amendment. My 
proposition is just as much before the House as the proposition of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. No question of order was made on either 
of them when first submitted. I submit, the vote is to be taken on his 
amendment first, and if adopted or not adopted the effect is just the 
same as to my proposition. Then the question is, there being but one 
proposition before the House, whether that is to be amended or not 
amended at all. This question is whether the Senate amendment shall 
be amended as I propose, and whichever amendment is agreed to it be- 
comes a Senate proposition amended. I think there is no embarrass- 
ment in the matter. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I would like to ask a question of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Ho_MAn]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sent 

Mr. SYMES. I desire to correct the gentleman from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. The Chair 
will hear gentlemen for parliamentary inquiries only. 

Mr. TAULBEE. That is my object. 

Mr. SYMES. I desire to correct the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HoLMAN]. I did reserve the point of order on his substitute. 

Mr. TAULBEE. That comes further along. My question is this, 
Mr. Speaker. In view of the statement just made by the gentleman 
from Indiana [ Mr. HoLMAN], he seems to labor under the impression 
that the correct proceeding is to first vote on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, as adding to the Senate amendment, and 
that whether that be adopted or not the vote then recurs on his [ Mr. 


This is proceeding by unanimous con- 


if adopted, strikes out the Senate amendment. Am I correct in that? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not catch the gentle- 
man’s statement. [Laughter.] The Chair has stated his view of the 
parliamentary position several times and has seen no occasion to change 
it. The Chair may be wrong, but his opinion is unchanged by any 
suggestion that has been presented. 
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Mr. SYMI . . 

, _ EAKI i > 

Mr. SYMES. I1 1 the p of ¢ l t] J 
the gentleman fi India and, [I ur rd, the ¢ , 
out » that nothing r ed to | | \ r t I 
the previous question 1 T } 1 K 
BRECKINRIDGE |] but t S am le! ] 

The SPEAKER »t l n 1 } 

order until the stag l t 1 ) t ‘ 
prese ited for consid BT t l did t 
I t of order, and the ¢ I l é I ‘ 
( iir will state, how { t e pt ( er had ia 
1 opinion of the ‘ ( ay of ¢ r. it ; 
overruled; so that the gentleman has lost no right exce] { 
right to appeal from the decision of the Chair. e to be 1 

Mr. SYMES. Well, 11 rved the point of ord: I did not p 1: and on that [ t ‘ 

} } F : . 


it then because the Chair said 








l i present 1 l n ) that 1 LV 

The SPEAKER prot At the time th ibstit iS M OUNT [ had hoped that t tleman iM I 
for consideration. SUR) vi ld have submitted a | ‘ 

Mr. SYMES. Li it t , and the Chair 1 l ( Es ght of his stat t 1 t ( of 
understood ) biect vd | n ade nifest ] 

The SPEAKER pro [ C} ] it sec L t ‘ i 
point The gentlem is en ] in ¢ Is to 

Mr. SYMES Well, I do t I is s t As« those 
take a vote ! I submit that if we ar it lite < ‘ 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, in view of the present attitud n on the part of the ma ty, o1 ca 1 





matters and the en 1en t manifestly surrounds ege of 1g yn that ] ) 
tion, I will submit the ame ent which I have re subm n rec eration « 
with an additional I out the I ] ~ OI j { j tood ¢ 
ate. . 1 ' 
Mr. RYAN. Tat is not in order 
The SPEAKER pro t . The modification can b only! ir. RYAN and Mr. PETI 
unanimous consent SPEAKER 7 ( 
Several MEMB! ° L object. tl Clerk will proceed wit the « of 


Mr. HOLMAN. D it require unanimot ent? [he Clerk proceeded with the calli f the ] 


The SPEA 























sent when the demand for the previous que ym is} i thatt M 
Mr. HOLMAN. ILhope that demand will be voted do mitted to modify h g 
Mr. McMILLIN,. I suggest to the gentleman f 
withdraw the demand for the previous question to allow this to com: Mr. SYMES Wi 
Mr. RYAN. If the demand fi ( 
I renew it. ( LK 
Mr. SYMES. Theol to defeat tl t the I ( t to 1 
has practically adopted it ( 
The SPEAKER pro t De 
on ord r the pre ) 1¢ ¢ 
] ju tion bdelng ft ] y ives 4 I ’ 
Mr. BLOUNT. I call for eas and nay 
Mr. HOLMAN. I make the pointof ‘‘noqu } ¢ BLOUNT [do 
the call of the yeas and nays be not 1 up ql 1 to agree to i ‘ 
manifest that there is hardly a quor I su t that t itself n record bya} 
fair and honorable thing to do, in v ng of the Chair ) I do t mean to ‘ 
allow this substitute to be brought in j ntlemen i it | preserve the right of the House to! 
to be in the first instance—that is, as a substitute for the -}1 t upon I may des i 
sition. I made the propo 
Mr. PETERS. I think we had better have the regular order. not facilitate t 
The SPEAKER pro tem; . The regular order is the « h 
the gentleman from Georgia for the yeas and nays. t 
Mr. HOLMAN. I made the point of no quorum. g ) 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The demand for the yeas and it that ( ! i 
takes precedence. id t t 
The yeas and nays were ordered, there being—ayes 21, noes 79; more | ify his substitute 
than one-fifth voting in the affirmative Mr. BLOUNT. II no 
The question being on ordering the previous question, the Clerk pro- it I do not wish to pi le t H 


ceeded to call the roll; but before the first roll-call was concluded, | vote if it should desire to do so on 
Mr. BURNES addressed the Chair. ! 
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if I ! M lo hall 
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if) » 1 h I ) 
J 
I ( ‘ 
} > ‘ ‘ 
PEAKER ! Che question is on agreeing to th ib 
t e ¢ d byt entleman f 1 Indiana, which has heen 1 1 
fied t rep ed Che Chair will state, he ver, that the order 
did t vacate the demand for the pre vious q but if there be 
no on it will be considered as withdrawn. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDG of Kentucky. Let it be understood that 
{ » withd 
l . prot Witl 1 that order will be 
; | ¥ 
in e a no o Lon. j 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the sub- 
titute of the gent] 1 fr Indiana as modified 
The question taken; and on a division there were—ayes 47, 
) 73 
r. BLOUNT. . I demand the yeas and nays. 
fr. RYAN i} is not in accordance with the agreement. 
Mr. BLOUN' | e was no agreement not to demand the yeas 
ad nays | 
Mr. SYMI [ thought it was understood that we were not to | 
+ , 7 | 
have the yeas and nays. It was represented that the demand would | 

















The yeas and nays were ordered, there being 34 members voting in 
fin of the demand and 26 in opposition. 
Mr. SYMES. The understanding, then, has been violated. | 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 
ir. BLAND. It is evident that there is no quorum present; and I | 
move that the House do now adjourn. } 
‘The motion w rejected. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now call the roll on 
the substitute. 
Che question was taken; and there were—yeas 62, nays 80, not vot- 
ing 183; foll 
YEAS—62. 
Al t ( r n Je on, N. ¢ j 
Al Miss Darg K ils % 
An son, lowa Dougherty Landes, i 
At son, J Elliott, Lane, | 
Ar I oe, Lanham, ‘ | 
Ba s, Forney Lee, Russell, Ma | 
Bi t G Lynch, Sayers 
l ch Gr . Macdonald Sency, 
Car Hall, Maish, Shively, 
Car Hare Martin, Simmons, 
Cat g Hemphii McClammy, Stewart, Ga 
Cl ~ Henderson, N.C MeMillin, lrurner, Ga. } 
Cc Her t Merriman, W heeier | 
Cot un, Hol n Oates, Wilson, Minn. | 
Cor 4 H O’ Neall, Ind 
( il Payson, 
NAYS—80, 
B ®t ( Grosvenor, Mansur, 
Ba 1)). Crou Haugen, McCreary, 
Bland, D ‘ Henderson,Iowa McCullogh, 
Bo I Henderson, Ill. McKenna, 
By D> Hitt, Moffitt, 
Bi ‘ I i Holmes, Morrill, 
Bu ] n, Hunte Nelson, 
Bu : } I Nutting, 
B I O’ Neill, Pa. } 
Butier O’ Neill, Mo. 
Cannon ette, Perkins, } 
Cheadle, { Peters, 
Chipman, Gear Plumb, 
( rer, GQ Rice, | 


ORD—HOUSE 


- ‘ 4 


i Spr i \ 
= I I 1, ¢ W 
s : We 
Me I 
V 
Si) I 
' ; 
1 l 
j ; 
i 
' wn 
ra i 
l r I 9 
I ( 
] ) 
‘ ; 
nN 


hi I oO 

I ‘ ) i 
I y.R., Va j i s] I 
I i \ Wali 
i VW ' 
> h Wasl 
bur \ West, 
Bur White, N. ¥ 
l ) Wh o M 

i ) VV I 


i Park« W son 
Pat Wi 
Perry Wilso Ww. 





Phela Wi 
Ho I’ We 
Hiow ] Pr Yardle 
o } Jack Pe Yoder 
‘ J Ind I ¥ 
Jone R lall, 
ings Kel Ray 
No quorum voting. 
On tion of Mr. NELSON, by una sent, the read 


pensed with. 
I am paired with the gentleman from Ver 
have voted, under the avreement, to mal 


no will withdraw my vot 





ART. I 
As I am informed 
Mr. MORGAN. 


STEW 


quorum is present, I 





Mr. MILLIKEN, and for the same reason withdraw my vote. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Beforethe result is announced i ask 
imous consent of the House I do not wish to occupy its time 
to be permitted to print certain remarks in the RecorD on this a 
ment 

Chere was no ol tion 

Che following pairs were announced until further noti 

Mr. MATSON with Mr. Hovey. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. Lona. 

Mr. Scott with Mr. McComas. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. CoopEr. 

Mr. HatTcu with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. McKINLEY. 

Mr. CoMpTon with Mr. G« 

M1 CAMPBELL, of Ohio, witl Mr. K NNEDY. 

Mr. HooKER with Mr. LopGrE. 

Mr. CoLLINs with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachu 

Ms McRAE with Mr. DorsrEy. 

Mr. JONES with Mr. BowpDeEn. ° 

Mr. WILKINSON with Mr. DALZEI 

Mr. WALKER with Mr. RoMEIs. 

Mr. Bryce with Mr. GAINES. 

Mr. Fe_rx CAMPBELL with Mr. Brown, of Ohio. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL with Mr. WE 

Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. Tuomas, of Wi 

Mr. Hoae with Mr. Post. 

Mr. DAV nN, of Florida, with Mr. BINGHAM 

Mr. STONE, of “Missouri, with Mr. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. NEWTON with Mr. JACKSON. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. WISE. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. Josern D. Tayi 

nia, with Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, 
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Mr. Hopkins, of Vir; 


r. TILLMAN with Mr. FINLEY. 
SPRINGER with Mr. Jounsron, of Indiana. 


I 
MANSUR with Mr. WARNER. 
C 


M 
Mr. 
Mr. CANDLER with fr. BREWER. 
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Iam also paired with the gentleman from Ma 
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that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 651 








an allowance of certain claims reported by the accounting oflicers 8 
the T Department, in the concurrence of the H ; 
req' ted 

‘The message further announced that the Senate had disagreed 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2726) granting an iu 
pen nto Margaret 8S. Heintzelman; asked a conference with the H« q i 
on disagreeing v of the two Houses thereon, and 
t] Mr. DAVIS, M1 IE, i Mr. BLA had been appointec 
fe on the pa t ‘ 

! me 1 nol it enate had agreed to 
amend it of the House to t bill (& 13) g ‘ 
Mary Stur , 

} ' ‘ 

Mr. BLAND I yve that the Hou ) vy ad I 

The motion was ag 1 d according! it 4 o’clock and 34 

tes p. m.) the House adjourn 

eo -—- _ 
PRIVAT 3 INTR ) AND I : 

I r the rule private bills of the following titles 

and I i l ited below 





Catherine McDevit to the Committee on Invalid Pension 
By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 11417 

Dippel—to the Committee on Inval ns, ; , 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 11418) to restore to the pe ’ 3 


roll the name of John Horrigan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions I 





Aiso, a bill (H. R. 11419) granting a pension to Mary E. Converse- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
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that the manufacturers or prod ucers of any article of merchandise or a major ity 
of them in the United States shall not pay in regular weekly wages, in law 


















money, to the workmen, artisans, and laborers, excluding superi ines 
officials « iin such n ture or production, the full sum re: — 
sales by t the holesale price in the city of New York of si 
Jar and competing arti s manufactured or produced in any foreign cc ss 
such who i I e bei diminished by a reduction therefrom of the « 3 
a ol t ali b t ! his procl mi 1sus- 
pendl n ir a c hen pe ed in exe ot pe 
cent 1 valore ls spension shall cor t otherw rd lb 
‘ but n f s shall have the effect to allow the collect 
the | l i on i t wil i ui I i\ een i vorted durir 
t 5 I clamat 1 of the Pr nt of the 
+ ile sl have re ec’ tot matters of this section all the pow 
¢ ‘ { \ ted Stat pre ed 1 s€ on 
‘ t 
f t ma i . I the Pre lent of the 
{ ! of th t,and eve t 1 olany pro 
‘ i i A be pun edint I rand to the sam 
‘ i 
Mr. Pa I desire to make some observations in ex planation of 
the amendments which I have offered. The fourth section, being tl 
first which I read, relates to suits in the United States courts. Itisa 
‘ hat difficult constitutional problem to determine how far the 
Congress of the United States may go in the exercise of any direct 
power to ] late as provided in section 1 of the bill for the suppres 
of these combinations and trusts. AsIhaveread the authorities 
and I can mention some of them—the Supreme Court of the United 
States seems to have reached finally a conclusion as to the point of 
time when articles of merchandise become subject to the jurisdiction 
of the United States and subject to the power of Congress as inter 
ite and foreign commerce. I take it that point of time, as I deduce 
it from the various decisions of the Supreme Court, among which are 
V eazic iinst Moor in 14 Howard, and avery late decision in relation 
to son ¢s transported through the State of New Hampshire—I have 
for ten the name of the case—is that point of time when the article 
‘ mences to be transported. If that be true constitutional law, then 


i 
any provision of law by Congress which undertakes to subject the article 


jurisdiction of Congress because it may become at some future 
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| other words, that where a ma ority of the mannufact 


tariff law, dex 


time the subject of interstate and foreign commerce would be uncon- 
titu Al. 

It i difficult question, however. I donot mean to pronounce now 
’ positive op n upon that subject. But for fear that the offering 
wea yw making to the people of the United States upon a subject 
ot ve grave importance to them, affecting very seriously their inter- 
ests, may turn out after all not to’ be an efficient remedy for this evil, 
I have seen proper to offer the amendments which I have submitted 
to the Senate 

Che first amendment is an outlawry of all these combinations and | 
trusts so far as seeking remedies in the courts of the United States is 
concerned It can not be objected that we can not do that, because i 
an ny is settled in American constitutional law it is that the juris- 


diction of the courts of the United States within the limits prescribed 
by the Constitution depe eds solely upon the action of Congress. Con- 
gress may give, Congress may deny any jurisdiction as to any person 
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instant the jurisdiction of the United States commences, and that sec- 
tion is framed with the view of furnishing a remedy in that aspect 
of the case. 


Section 7 is no less important than the others. It is true, it is not 


ictly germane to the other provisions of the bill. It does not relate 
to trusts, but it does relate toa very important class of our people who 
are mainly injured by these trusts, and I think for that reason might 
well b wiated w ee provisions of the bill 
[t is claimed—I ¢ ot going now into a discussion whether th 
claim is just or not —th ap Weck pebtartids dation sun cause of high 
wages toworkmen. It is claimed that these high protective dut 


muld be laid for the purpose of enabling the workmen to be paid 


high wages. On the other side it is denied that such a result follow 
The object of the seventh section, therefore, is that this claim ¢ f pr )- 
tection on the ground that the tariff duty i nded by the manu- 


facturers in increased wages to the laborers good, or, in 
irers and producers 
of a particular article in the United States, having protection under the 
line to give their workmen and laborers who are engaged 
in this production and int ondanbean' L¢ ff thus 
levied in their name and for their alleged benefit, then this provision of 
the amendment requires the President not to take away entirely, but 
to reduce the protection to 30 per cent. 

These, sir, are the provisions of thea es and I ask that they 
be printed in the REcoRD andalso printed in ordinary bill form. The 
bill has been reported from the Committee on Finance, I understand: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is on the Calendar. The 
amendments will be printed. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. p resident, I desire to make an observation or two 
in regard to the same matter to which the Senator from Mississippi has 
addressed himself. 

We have heard of late in the Senate and from other very distin- 
guished sources of information and suggestion a good deal about the 
matter of trusts. Atthe same time there ha as been a most singular ab- 
sence of specification in regard to these trusts. Iam not aware that 
in regard to any of the trusts which have attracted the attention of the 
country and have created the discontent that calls for a remedy, there 
has been anything said on the part of gentlemen on the other side of 
the Chamber or their political associates elsewhere. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] addressed the Senate in an 
elaborate written speech a few — s ago, and I hoped we should get 
some light as to what these trusts were, where they were, what their 
relation was to great political ps wtties, what the likelihood was of their 
being not merely a danger to the public in the way ofincreasing prices 
but a political danger. Butno light seems to come. 

Now, I wish the Senator from Texas or the Senator from Mississippi 
would tell the Senate what information they have. Js there a Stand- 
ard Oil Trust, for instance, in this country or not? Is the Standard 
Oil Company one of the trusts which the Senator from ‘Mississippi and 
the Senator from Texas want to have suppressed? If there be such a 
trust, is it represented in the Cabinet at this moment? Is it repre- 








» benefit of the tz 








| sented in the Senate? Is it represented in the councils of any impor- 


or as to any class of cases within these limits. 

Che fifth section relates to a suspension of the collection of tariff 
duties. My attention was called to that asa remedy against these 
trusts by a remark which dropp: d from the eminent Sen¢ ator from Ohio | 
{M HER? eral months ag It is known that the facility for 
lo x these t ts arises out of the fact that a high duty is imposed 
on the articles concerning which the trust isformed. The manufact- 
urers instead of allowing the people of th s country to have the benetit 
of that re clu tion of prices which comes from a fair, an honest, and a 
business-like competition between the producers of this country, the pro- 
ai and manufacturers themselves, in order to evade and avoid that 
result,combine and fix the price just below the price at which importa- 
ti can be made. A just and a fair and a complete remedy, and I 
think an efficient remedy, would be that suggested by the Senator from 


Ohio, to reduce the duties in cases of that sort. 

| have provided in this amendment that when such proof is made to 
the President of such combination he shall issue his proclamation and 
suspended until the normal condition of affairs shall 
be resumed. There can be nodoubt about the constitutionality of that 
provision, nor can there be any doubt about its efficiency. 

So up to this point we have an outlawry from the courts of the United 
States of men who thus violate the laws of trade aud thus thie 
of the United States. 


the duty shall be 


privileges granted to them by the tariff laws 

They t Ives having decla ured th eo) elve » oF h ving become c 
huma enemies of the people of the whole country, they have 
no right whilst they occupy that relation to demand from this same 
people protection fo r the ir rights under the laws which they have vio- 


lated, and through the courts of the country, whose interests they con- 
spire to destroy. 

Section 6 prohibits interstate and foreign commerce in trust articles. 
I will state the difference between section 1 and this section. Whilst 


I fear section 1 might be declared unconstitutional, for the reasons 
which I have before stated, there can be no doubt that when the arti- 
cle becomes or begins to be a part of interstate or foreign commerce by 
being delivered to a common carrier to be transported from one State 
to another or from the United States to a foreign country, at that very 


tant political party in this country? These gentlemen certainly have 
not assumed the position of enlighteners of mankind on this interest- 
ing question without having investigated that matter and having got 
an opinion about it which would be exceedingly useful to us. 

Is there a sugar trust in the country, and have its representatives 
been consulted in the framing of a great revenue tariff’, and had their 
interests specially looked out for and considered by the representatives 
of a powerful political party in this country in the framing of the 
measure which is to tax or affect the article on which every laboring 
man in this country I think pays more than he does for his flour? 
What can the Senator from Texas tell us about that? What can the 
Senator from Mississippi tell us about that? St. Paul said, ‘‘ When 
I fight’’ (or rather the real Greek word which he used is, ‘‘ When I 
box’’), ‘‘I strike not as one that beateth the air ;’’ ‘‘ [ hit somebody,’’ 
was the apostle’s boast, in substance. I should | » have these gen- 
tlemen tell us if there isa sugar trust in this count: y, and if it is likely 
to have got such power not only over prices but over legislation that it 
takes a great political party in this country and compels it to frame a 
tariff in its interest and tax every American citizen, every American 
household on one of the great necessaries of life in accordance with its 
dict: ition a ud its interest. 

Is there a cotton-oil and cotton-seed trustin thiscountry? Where is 
that found at werk? Does the Senator from Mississippi know some- 
thing aboutthat? Meisacottonman. Heand the Senator from Texas 
both come from cotton States. Give us a little detail so that we shall 
be ready for this legislation when it comes. 

Is there a whisky trust in the country? Where is that at work in 
politics just now, and is that anything of a danger ? 

Is there an anthracite-coal trust? Where is that at work? Is there 
danger from that? 

I listened to the Senator’s amendment, in which he proposes to at- 
tack those trusts or supposed trusts which are connected with manu- 
factures on which there is a protective duty. If onesuch trust be found 
in the country, I understand he is willimg to put the enormous power 
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Democratic party and the present Admiristration, represen 
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uld 1 ule of speech without having thought allal 
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with t Democratic party to-day, the sugar trust, the cotton-oil and 
olton-seed trust, the whisky trust, and this great railroad control; 

the S« r, instead of answering that question, says that he is 

ot going to be hised, and he deplores that in regard to this great 

melan ly « which causes him so much grief, anybody should 
rtake to i ea partisan consideration of it, and talk about 

eré is an extract from that Senator’s speech, ‘‘Speech of Hon. 

J H. REAGAN, of Texas, August 16, 1888,’’ made when no human 
being had alluded to the subject’ before, as far as I know. Thisisa 








CO} of tl * h which I Suppose I received by his courtesy, which 
is Ly bound for, as we all know, he is one of the most courte 
ous men alive. I received it from some one so that I might read it. 
TI entleman, who thinks it is dreadful that there should be any 
partisanship or mention of party in this great sober consideration, in 
+} 


ie time of this Democratic funeral which is going on in this countr 





( i there bead tas to which side of this question the majority of tl 
of this country will adopt? 
Tiere ist h uwson to congratulate the country on the professed reforms 
of political principles which the Democracy has compelled the Republican party 
to a Jopt as a Jast means of saving that party from further defeat 


hat is, I suppose the Senator means, with these six great trusts, 
wh ch cover everything as with a great blanket in this country. 
Ir, REAGAN. The Senator will allow me—— 
Mr. HOAR. As soon as I have finished the extract. 


\ leclare our opposition to all combinations of capital organized in trusts 


ry itrarily the condition of trade among our citizens. 
did th 
Senator goes on 

What Mr. Blaine would say on that, 

‘Then he ites the Republican platform further, and goes on 


Phat beats aud 1 I do not know what name to call it. 
And these six great trust-owners, all Democratic, have compelled the 
Republican party to insert in its platform a declaration of ea on 
totrusts. Ishould think they might very well. As I said before, they 
constitute its treasury, they constitute its support, they constitute 

executive management and control, The Democratic party is like a 
great artichoke You cut off the outer peel, and there is another one 
just like it, and so you peel and peel and peel, and it is trust, trust, 
trust, trust, trust, trust from outer shell to inner core, and I do not 
wonder that it has « ompelled the Republican party to express its ob- 
‘Then the Senator goes on— 





yection to it 


The votes 1 sy of Republican Senators and Representatives in Con- 


Remember, this was not in debate, this was the introduction of the 
subject, when the Senate laid aside its business to enable the Senator 


from Texas to go on with a set speech— 


from the time that party came into power until the present, and the action 
of the Ex itive Departments at all times when under thecontrol of that party, 
will show to any one who will take the trouble to investigate them that the 
foregoing « srations of principle are in direct conflict with the recorded ac- 
tion of that party for many years past, and that they may now be regarded as a 
sort of death-bed confession of past political sins. 

In view of the conflict between the recorded action of the Republican party 
and the foregoing declarations, we may congratulate the country on the success 
of the Democratic party in educating Republicans up to the point of making 
such declarations of principle. If they are only hypocritically made in the ef- 
fort to be successful in the approaching election, still such action is a tribute to 


the virtue and soundness of Democratic principles. 


There is nothing partisan in that, as my friend on my left [Mr. AL- 
LIS IN] observes. 


| election recent 
b 


- | our tariff legislation and of class 
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rhe Hon. James G. Blaine ». Who has just returned from luxu tis 
ndid castle of Mr. Carnegie in Scotland 
Nothing partisan in that 
i I extort 1 ym American labor by a protective tariff, has t 
f the ta of showing how little President Cl lk 
ltr ts, and stats anship ge rally 
He goes on 
M Bla , who is the guiding pir of the Rey nn} 
ling campaign, true to his past record, and a true representative ; 
lof i tb list y, ha Kel us sp» h in Po t 
yester to le Mr, ¢ ur refer » the evils and 
tr 3 i nis 1 oT « ae of pr 1, Of corporat 
ition j f I ‘ and d« 
\ I itl enat bout the rea us facts of « 
current history relating to the very subject he was talking a 
turns around with a pious exhortation to banish polities from t on 
leration of this important question ! 
Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusets com- 
d reading to show that I had in that speech vy to we pe the sub- 
trusts first, and he read that parag Ye li d re id the 
¥ J ¥ . 
peech, he w nid have known that it aj d to tt 1e W > field 
ion of class legislation. 5 Gall wenhoore err ub ‘remeron it, 
ome extent, the h ry of class le; ion as carried on by the 
in party on various subjects. It was to that I eee in 
king the question as to which side the intelligent votersof the | nited 
state would act with, and I was not dealing Spt ially with the st ibje “en 


| objected to the partisan turn _ Senator wanted to give 
subject in advance of the discussion of the question. I haveno 
objection, if he sees proper to go into it when the question comes up, 
to see what party in this country is respon asible oe this class legisla- 
tion, and I promise the Senator if he provokes that, I will show facts 
from the record running through years to sustain the declaration which 
I have made there. 
ihe Senator speaks of the Democratic funeral. Perhaps he had bet- 
ter wait until the funeral procession staris to know whose funeral it is. 

Mr. HOAR. It started from Oregon and Vermont and Maine. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not think anybody has been surprised at the 
result in Vermont and in Maine and very little surprised at the result 
in Oregon I might turn to the State of Arkansas, that has had an 

y, and ask if the Senator feels discouraged at the result 
in Arkansas; but Ido not. Ido not care to occupy the time of the 
Senate now in such references. I simply desire to protest that the 
Senator has misconceived the object-of the speech I made, and that I 
have not attempted the discussion of the special subject of trusts. The 
object of that speech in a great measure was to show the evil effects of 
legislation generally, and I made it 
a point to arraign as best I could the Republican party for being re- 
sponsible for that; and whenever it becomes necessary I will attempt 
to make good what I said. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. President, I have a feeling of kindly sympathy 
with the honorable Senator from Massachusetts Mn Hoar]. The 
‘Standard Oil Company ? seems to trouble his mind and will prob- 
ably trouble it during all his life, unless he can be relieved in some 
proper way of responsibilit y for it. Even at this day it seems that 
that company is represe nted as being guilty of all sorts of unlawful 
and improper things. Suchallegations, without proof to sustain them, 
I regard as unworthy of an honorable man or an honorable Senator. 
Now, a brief statement perhaps will relieve the Senator’s mind. I 
have no doubt he delights in uttering before the Senate an insinuation 
that that company has a representative in this body, and he never will 
be happy until that impression is removed from his mind. 

To begin with, let me say that there is nothing whatever to sustain 
ihe insinuation which the honorable Senator conveys. I make the 
declaration now for the first time, and it will be the last time I shall 
ever take notice of it. 

The Standard Oil Company is a very remarkable and wonderful in- 
stitution. It has accomplished within the last twenty years as a com- 
mercial enterprise what no other company or association of modern 
times has accomplished; but, Mr. President, I never had a dollar’s 
interest in that company; I never owned a dollar of its stock; I never 
rendered it any service, and that company never rendered me any 
service. On the contrary, when a candidate for the other House in 
1871, no institution, no association, no combinationin my district did 
more to bring about my defeat and went to so large an expense in 
money to accomplish it as the Standard Oil Company. I never was in 
their works but once, and then, in company with the late General 
Devereaux, as an escort to a gentleman, a distinguished stranger from 
Russia. So much for myself. 

As a matter of fact nine-tenths of the stockholders of the Standard 
Oil Company are now, and always have been, Republicans. Within 
my knowledge there are but two Democrats who have ever been stock- 
holders in that company. Not only are the majority Republicans, but 
they are very liberal in their philé anthropic contributions to charities 
and benevolent works, and I venture the assertion that two gentlemen 
in that company havg donated more money for philanthropic and for 
benevolent purposes than all the Republican members of the Senate 
put together. 
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which are t to be cussed, succeeded, he alone of all the men on 
il yubli ticket was elected. 

M J AGAN Will the Senat ) n y 

I POON! Ye i 

Mr. REAGA) H the nator made a report of that investiga- 
tion 

It POONEI Oo I 

Mr, REAGA) I want to rest to the Senator that it strikes me 
it ery remarkab and this is the second time the Senator is dis- 
cussing that testimony, when he has not dared to make a report of 
the facts and ] riven others no opportunity to know what they a 











i rest that it I ir and unjust for him, as the chairman of that 

ynmittee, to ¢ into the Senate 1 tin to discus he 
f of the ‘ n th timony is before m d he does not re 
l rt it to tl ( te 

Mi OONI Mr. IP: lent, in the f { n 
« 1 0 mittec Im the cond p we, the ill 
b ni ry tion to telli ntly criti \ if 
he will content h 1 patien until I ha 

I i not committing any breachof propriety insimply stating the fact 
1 { seph Hoffman is elected essor of W: ton ( nty, Texas, 

hat electio ind took an « 1 and en ec uj} 1 ti aisel e ol 
the duties of that office. Does the Senator object to my stating that 
fact? 

Mr. REAGAN I think I have a just ri to object to a second 
discussion of this question when the Senator holds the testimony in 
I hands and will not report it to the Senate. ; 

Ir. SPOONEI [ will proceed, Mr. President, with what I desir« 
t \ | let the Senate judge when I am through whether I am 

using the privileges of the Senate and the rights of a Senator. 

Chis witness v discharged for the time being. At a later day and 


t the beginning of this session of Congress that committee found it 
ary to take additional testimony, and the committee was author- 


ized by the Senate to take the additional testimony. Among other 


witnesses subpoenaed to testify before the committee was Joseph Hoff- 
man. He did not make his appearance in obedience to the subpcena, 
because, as he stated to the officer of the Senate who served him with 
the subpeena, he did not dare to come here and testify as a witness be- 


re the Senate committee again. 


\fe stated as a reason why he did not obey that subpoena that he had 


been threatened with death for having testified before, and therefore he | 


He is dead, Mr. President. Six days 
shot down like a dog, his body filled with buckshot, at 
renham, the county seat of his home county, and such a home county 
f He can not answer any more the 


did not dare to appear again. 
ago he was 


for him, a free American citizen! 
subpoena of any tribunal here. 

I first learned of the fact that Joseph Hoffman had been killed by 
this statement in the newspapers: 

Riddled with buckshot. 
rhe Senator from South Carolina sneers at it. 
Mr. BUTLER. Why, Mr. President, the Senator is exaggerating his 
own importance immensely if he supposes I was paying any attention 
whatever to what he says. 
Mr. SPOONER. [I did not assume that the Senator from South 


Carolina was paying any attention to me. 
Mr. BUTLER. Not the slightest. 
Mr. SPOONER. IfI had assumed for a moment that a matter of 


this character would be deemed entitled to the least consideration or 


importance in that direction, I confess my error. 

Mr. BUTLER. Idoconsider it entitled to importance at the proper 
time. Ithink there are proper occasions when these things may be pre- 
sented, 

Mr. SPOONER. Whether this is a proper occasion or not 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator is magnifying his own importance and 
his dramatic power before the Senate immensely if he supposed I was 
concerned about it. I simply want to say that, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. I beg to say to the Senator from South Carolina 
that my remark was not because I assumed that I possessed any im- 
portance in his eye 

Mr. BUTLER. It looked so. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a matter of utter indifference to me, however, 
whether I did or not, or what his estimate is. 

I was about to read this dispatch which appeared in the newpapers: 

RIDDLED WITH BUCKSHOT, 
BrRENHAM, Tex., September 7. 

At 10.45 o'clock last night, while several gentlemen were standing on the 
doorstep of Murphy’s saloon, on the east side of the court-house square, heavy 








cbarges of buckshot were fired into the crowd from the southeast corner of the 
court-house, about 75feetaway. J.I. Hoffman,a Democratic nominee for county 
ASS r, was instantly killed, and J. H. Holt, brother of O. T. Holt, Texas mem- 
ber of the Democratic national committee, and himself an active worker for the 


same ticket, was dangerously wounded, Mr, Holt was struck with twelve buck- 
shot. Hoffman and one other candidate were the only nominees of the Demo- 
cratic party who have not been indorsed by the Republicans, Holt and Hoffman 
had received warnings that if they did not keep quiet they would be put out of 
the way 


I was surprised, Mr. President, when I read that article to see it 
stated that Joe Hoffman, a witness before that committee, had become 
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a Democrat or was a candidate for office upon the Democratic ticket, 
That was explained to me, however, by a letter which I hold in my 
hand received yesterday, a letter from Mr. Hackworth, dated Topek L, 
Kans., one of the gentlemen upon whose petition this investigation 
wasordered. I will ask the Secretary to read this letter 














rae act saan , 
The PRESIDENT prot mpore, he Secretary v 1 
be no obje ction. 
The Chief Clerk read as follow 
i KA é 
Arn Su The above clipping fre the Associated Press dispatch 
itself, 4 
I have received no news from my brother and Republican friends at 
ham, Tex., in regard to this horrible outrage. I suppose that the unfortunat 
condition of affairs of 1886 is now being re-enacted in Washington County, ‘] 
and that my friends there are now surrounded by well armed bands of 
klux’’ assassins and State troops; consequently they can not and dare not 


municate with me over the wires or otherwise 





The above statement that Mr. Hoffman was a Democratic nominee for c 
issessor is an unqualified falsehood, Some two months ago some of the le 

g ** Kuklux”’ Democrats waited upon Mr. Hoffman and informed him ‘‘if hb 
would become a candidate for assessor upon the same ticket with Judge } 


d other present ‘Kuklux’ officials of Washington County he would ! 
opposition, but if he became an opposition candidate he would be murdered 
his he refused to do, and after he and other leading Republicans of the « 
had corresponded with me I vised them to form a combination ticket w 
leading law-abiding Democrats, thus avoiding making a straight party f 
and uniting the law-abiding elements of the county, irrespective of politics, to 
oust the present ‘* Kuklux”’ officials from office. 

My advice was followed, the following ticket was nominated, namely: J. E 
Gray (Democrat) for county judge, T. J. A. Walt (Democrat) forsheriff,C Zurcher 

Republican) for collector, G. W. Breedlove (Democrat) for county treasurer, 
W.C. Broeche (Mugwump Republican, or Democrat) for county clerk, Joseph 
Hoffman (Republican) for county assessor, W. H. Blount (colored Republi h 
for representative, W.H. Vinson (Democrat) for county attorney, and P.Sim- 
mons (Democrat) for county clerk. The last two named candidates withdrew, 
because they were satisfied that the Kuklux would resort to murder, if ne« 
sary, to maintain political power. The Kuklux Democratic ticket is as fol- 
lows: L. Kirk, county judge, N. E. Dever for sheriff, H. M. Lewis, county clerk, 


























| S$. Schlenker for collector, C. Minkwitz for treasurer, C. Herbst, district clerk, 





E.G. Langhammer for county assessor, and B.S. Rogers, county attorney. The 
combination ticket, composed of Republicans and Democrats, was making 
splendid headway, and if a free and fair election could be had, this ticket would 
be elected by at least 2,500 majority. The murder of Mr, Hoffman will now 
probably cause the Republicans and all law-abiding Democrats of Washington 
County to abandon the canvass and remain away from the polls on day of 
coming election. For this and no other purpose the murder of Mr. Hoffman 
has been brought about. The **‘Kuklux’’ Democrats concluded it was best to 
adopt this method rather than to commit robbery of ballot boxes, and thus sub- 
ject themselves to indictment and prosecution in the Federal courts. 

Mr. James Holt, who was shot with Mr. Hoffman, was a fearless Democrat, 
and opposed to the election of the Kuklux ticket. 

Last year he gave Judge Kirk 2 sound thrashing, and would have killed him 
but for the interference of other parties, and not long since he also gave B. S. 
Rogers, county attorney, a sound thrashing; hence this explains why Mr. Holt 
was assassinated at the same time with Mr. Hoffman. The Associated Press dis- 
patches of Texas and other Southern States seem to be wholly controlled by the 
Kuklux leaders, and in many of the recent outrages perpetrated by the Kuklux 
upon Republicans the Associated Press dispatches make it appear that these out- 
rages were committed by Republicans upon Democrats. 

| also send you the inclosed letter, written me by Mr. Hoffman on 16th ultimo, 
from which you will readily perceive that he knew the dangers confronting him, 
and that his life might be sacrificed atany time. This letter, together with this 
communication, you are at liberty to make public, if you deem it advisable to 
do so, 

Mr. Hoffman was a native of Ohio (German Jew), and in 1863, when he was 
only fourteen years of age, he ran away from his parents and enlisted in the 
Federal service as a drummer boy, and was in General Sherman’s army in his 
famous march “from Atlanta to the sea.’”” He came to Texas in 1870,and has 
been an active Republican ever since, up to the time of his death. Since 1878 
he has been the regular nominee of the Republican party of Washington County 
for assessor of taxesat every election held since then, and has been continuously 
in office since 1878 up to the time of his death. In 1886 he was the only Repub- 
lican candidate of Washington County who still had a majority of votes after 
the Kuklux had destroyed the three ballot-boxes at Graball, Flewellen’s, and 
Lott’s Store, where at least 600 Republican majority was lost,and by the throw- 
ing out of at least 500 Republican ballots by Democratic election officers at other 
polling places in the county the Republicans lost a total of 1,100 votes. Mr. 
Hoffman's wife died last July, leaving him with a large family of nine children, 
who are now by his death left orphans, I feel somewhat responsible for his 








| death, because some three months ago he wanted toleave Texas, and asked me 





to issue a circular addressed to the Republicans of Washington County advis- 
ing them to take no part in the present political campaign. 

his I refused to do, and advised him to remain in Texas; to organize the 
Republicans, and to make an active canvass for the combination ticket, which 
advice he followed. 

No words of mine can express my sorrow and regret, but letters I have received 
during the past ten months from Democrats and Republicans of Washington 
County led me to believe that a combination ticket would be triumphant and 
that the Kuklux would not dare to resort to violence. 

In Fort Bend County, Texas, which is the last remaining county under Re- 
publican ascendency, the Kuklux are now expelling Republicans, and ere this 
reaches you itis probable that scores of Republicans will have been murdered 
or expelled from that county. 

THE WINCHESTER IS KING. 
RicuHMonpD, TEX., Seplember 7. 


The negroes ordered to leave the Fort Bend country for the attempted assas- 
sination of H. H. Frost, will resist. A committee of six citizens went out to Jack 
and Tom Taylor, 15 miles from Richmond, in a stronghold of five hundred ne- 
groes, to notify them that they had ten hours in which to leave the country. 
They declined to leave, defying the whites. One of the committee returned to 
town and reported the decision of the Taylors. While the others remained on 
guard, forty men armed with Winchesters have gone out to enforce the order. 
C. M. Ferguson, the offensive negro district clerk, has gone to the Taylor neigh- 
borhood. Matters have assumed such a serious phase that two local military 
companies have been called into service, and Governor Ross has ordered the 
State rangers to Fort Bend County. 

THREE HUNDRED TEXANS IN ARMS. 
RicumMonp, TExX., September 7. 

Ata late hour last nighta dispatch was received here from Thompson Switch, 
saying that Rufe Lave, a notorious negro agitator, had purchased all the cart 
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port them will lar ] ito ) i ’ K ‘ 
leaders of the so! i 
With sincere reg Ly 43 J ‘ ‘ . 
II J in C. S 4 , 
Was] D, ¢ \Lr. ( VW 
Mr. SPOONE! t, I did not intend to ha 1 whicl 
be read the new papel v ! itta itot ette ind OON I 
have been read, except that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUN CU Woes 
just handed to me the morning Post. which contains, } to t OOUNER. O 
extracts, the following:, 
«) 4 
GENERAL POLITICAL } S REI : ) A Ss : ote 
PA ‘ » ‘ 11 to 
GALVESTON, TEX., September 11.—T R s of Ga i worth, U6 Kast tn ’ 
mass meeting last night, elected delegat ot State Repu n « . ‘ ‘ 2 
which meets at Fort Worth on September 2 Resolutions w« I st MI c%¢ ( 
demning the occurrences in | Bend ;: i Washington and ap; < 
governor of the State to right matters. <A ther res« t 1 was ad i te! if : © fi t 
ows: thers ley ¢ 
Resolved. That mob violence of Fort Bend ¢ y and the assas it s , ' 
of Joseph Hofft , of Washington Cour , admonishes us that s = 
may be expected to follow t vigorous efforts of our party in nties tl ‘ tor ir 1 VV i 
the Republican vote predominates: the f st se of 3 He ’ ‘ } 
that the interest of the Re; arty v st serve 
a State ticket.”’ 
The letter of Mr. Hackworth abounds in pretty st: expre that re 
so strong, perhaps, as to warrant the charge ol tempera t ‘ 
guage, were it not for the fact that, as hestates, he considers I ’ POON] M 
exile by force, because of his political opinions, from the State of F t 
I desire to read Hoffman’s letter to Judge Hackworth, a private t ; 
ter never intended for publication and doubt » fa t ex] the 
1is fears and the threats which had been made against , ab l ‘ oi ‘ ‘ . ‘ 
true. Ido not know how it may seem to others, but to me it 1 men re} «2 " | 
thetic letter, of a brave, strong man who dared in the face of danger to Seiki. antle tied } 
do his duty as he understood it and to maintain his allegiance t ‘ { : 
party in whose principles he believed, even though it were in the detail 
ence of death. There are many things in it which, if it were not nerves that has 
the fact that he is dead, would perhaps be soirrelevant to anytl W Ol r 
volved here as to warrant the suggestion that I should omit th Pos " 
Re ( 
I will read the entire letter. ae , 
Office of assessor of Wash x ty I 1 which 1 ed t 
1 ; 
DEAR STEVE: I received y« etter yester vy, and I hasten tor ‘ 
glad you and your family are wel il I Irs. Waliney and 
are enjoying themselves in fr Kansas, and if I can geta « ple of we« iS an 
spare as soon asI get money I w ‘ ty [have seen you ithingr Ay COK]I | ) 
of Southern Democrats (K.K iding tot ti es in St 
the murderers of Sheriff Cross as : 
( 
I do not know what particular murder thi » which | te T in 
It was not one disclosed by the invé . 
and I hope the murderers of Sh« r ¢ I t l } 





ing tolaw. I hope your p cti i 
all right with Paul for marshal ) 


That is Paul Fricke, as I understand it. a prominent J , atLOn Vi a _— 


there. ‘ 
We will make this country clean of murderers . ‘ 
you can rest assured, I w lo all I can t elp get pos i 


He is a noble, whole-sou ndat rR : 
Our ticket is made— Vl | + \l 

That is the combination ticket which Mr. kwe a 
states in his letter, should be put in the field, made up of 
and of men who, while Democrats, were oppos le : 
cratic régime in Washington County, wh s part of Mr. | 
MILLs’s Congressional district 





and it is a good one; James E. Gra ty J. Awalt es brought 
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| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wi yn 
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I was present during the time when most of the witnesses wer 
examin the Senator from Louisiana, and so was the Sen- | vield ? 
ate fro L' Mr. Coke]. I feel it my duty to state, and 1 do " Mr. PUGH. Is there obj tion to my going on? ® 
state, that when tha>d testimony is published it will fully verify the Mr. SPOONER. No, no. Let the Senator go ahead. I do: 
tatement of the Senator Som Texas that the man who wrote the letter ct at all. 
that the ) m Wisconsin has had read to the Senate is un Mr. PUGH. I will close by simply saying-—— 
worthy of credit and could not be sustained in any judicial proceeding Mr. SPOONER. I do not object at all 
by any reputable witness in the county and community in which he The PRESIDING OFFICER (M n the chair Phe 
hi rir 1 Alabam: vill proceed. 
i t i i ? ler us itw p tracted thro l Mr. PUGH i Sa) that I make the sta ie bi¢ 
J | several month 1} ‘ seen ial knowledge of what thet } sh i 
ince it has been printed. It is all printed, as nd J that it will d nstrate to ¢ ed 1 
! 0 j ,abul t i r that timony tol tement 1 le | 5 tor from Wi i L I 
ted to ‘ foundation but the prepo derance of t t that 
HO ypy of that t y in th e that is worthy of « t i bel th 
i in reference to the facts it establishes is entirely ipported 
' I Git he instance the S« ir Lexa X Mr. SPOONER Will the Senator all 
( to Co Littee on Pri if mda fl l Mr. PUGH. Certainly. 
acopy ot t I obtained it and deliv { » ti \ Mr. SPOONE Do th i i s 
t ro raided w the votes were be ‘ l L the 
M1 { y t lerk of the « eco— and the count stopp: 
i ] uth i | ( r a Copy i 1 t 1 ony » the Mr. PUGH. I ce ly that the testimony will show that 
clerk to de o' 101 ( n Texas | Mr. REAGAN Mr. SPOONER. Does the testimony show that t! va 
desired a co] thatt mony for my own use, having parted with t ference with the count at any pol! in that county 
one sent me to th ator from Texas | Mr. Coke}, as I stated b Mr. PUGH. I deny that the testimony will show that. 
I have never read that testimony in print. I have been unable t Mr. SPOONER. Does the testimony show that there was eve 
tain any ot copy of that testimony than the one I furnished ction in Washington County ? 
Senator from Texas [Mr. CokrE]. Ir. PUGH. Well, when the Senator asks a question that is wor 
HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. The clerk of the Co of an answer, and a proper one to be aske 1 of a Senator o1 propounded 
mitiee on Privileges and Elections was absent from the city a little while by a Senator, I will answer it. 
ago, owing to the very severe illness of his father, but the gentleman Mr. SPOONER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I was so astounded 
temporarily left in charge of the room during the clerk’s absence, as I | by his answer to the two previous questions that I put to him, that I 
understand, delivered the last two copies, which had been printed for | put what I concede was an improper question. 
the use of the committee, to the Senator from Alabama, one for t! Mr. PUGH. ee ee Senate to wait until the testimony 
enior Senator from Texas, and one for the junior Senator from Texas. | taken by that committee is published, and the Senate e counts 
Ir. PUGH I have never received but one copy. can judge of the character of that testimony and ‘ vblishes 
ir, HOAR. ‘Then there is a mistake about it. | I undertake to say that when it is published it will show that th 
Mr. REAGAN. I desire to say that I called twice on different d troubles growing out of that election were provoked by the et of 
on the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spoonrr], and asked him to fu these people, who are now getting up this investigation and trying to 
nish me a copy of the testimony he has been discussing, and I | | make political use of it. The; Vy oc urred after an effort on the part « 
called on two other members of the committee, and I have never been | the best people in Brenham, Ww ashingte m County, to displace th 
able to obtain a copy of the testimony. men from offices in which they had been guilty of embezzlement and 
Mr. PUGH. If the Senator from Wisconsin will allow me, I desire | crime, and in which they hi: id destroyed th ve oredlit of that county. 


to state that the testimony taken by the subcommittee, which has 
never yet been reported to the full committee, will show that th 
troubles which that committee was called on to investigate grew out 
of an election of county officers. That testimony, in my opinion, will 
show beyond question that there was no politics that caused the trouble 
at Brenham after the election of those county officers. The contest in 
the election was over the election of a judge of probate and the election 
ihe candidates voted for at that election 
were nominated by a peoples’ convention at Brenham, made up of cit- 
izens irrespective of party or race. That citizens’ meeting nominated 
the candidats ‘hat meeting was made up of colored people and 

te people, of Republicans and Democrats. The witnesses who testi- 


ol other county oillecers 


fied before this committee were colored witnesses, Republicans, and | 


white Democrats, and the witnesses who voted for the peop] es’ nomi- 
nees in that election were a number of them Republicans in Wa en. 
ton County, men of property and men of character. 

I state again that when that testimony is published it will fall far 
short of sustaining the statements made or the opinions expressed by 
the Senator from Wisconsin. There is a difference of opinion ae n 
that Senator and myself as to what that testimony establishes. am 
perfectly confident that when that testimony is published and exam- 
ined it will show that the trou! sles produc ed by that election cy uy 
ing out of it were on account of an effort of the best citizens of Was 
ington County, made up of Republicans and Democrats, colored peop i } 


and white people, to ke« p the persons who were see kin; g these cot inty ol- | 


t 


fic from obtaining them, as they had had posses sion of them for years | 


before: and one of them who had heen < yunty treasurer, I believe it was, 
had been convicted of embezzlement of many thousand dollars of county 
funds and lodged in the penitentiary. It was this class of people that 
had obtained these county oflices through the use of the ignorant vote of 
the negroes. It wasthe use that they had made of these county offices 
that caused this meeting of the citizens for the purpose of defeating that 
class in holding on to these offices. 

Mr. SPOONER. d only 
from Alabama to let me know when he gets through with his question. 

Mr. PUGH. I obtained leave to make a statement, not to answer a 
question OF ask One. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator took me off my feet in the middle of 


a sentence. 

Mr. PUGH, I obtained leave to make a statement in answer ito | 
what the Senator himself stated, and if the Senator objects to my say- 
ing anything raore—— 


rise for the purpose of asking the Senator | 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator will pleasesuspend. T] 
hour of 2 o’clock having arrive “dl, 
lay before the Senate the unfinis hed business, being the bill (S. 12) t 


t becomes the duty of the Chair 1 


yrovide for the formation and admission into the Union of the State o! 
] i 
Washington, and for other purposes. 


COURTS IN MISSOURI. 
Mr. VEST. I rise to a privileged question. I wish to make a con- 
ference report. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be received if there be no ob- 
jection. 
Mr. VEST submitted the following report: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
| the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. | 504 entitled “* An act to change 
| the time of the sessions of the circuit court of the western division of the west- 
| ern district of Missouri’ having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate, and agree to the same, 
. G. VEST, 
JAMES F. WILSON, 
RICHARD COKE, 
Managers on the part of the Sen 
D. B. CULBERSON, 
JNO. H. ROGERS, 
B. CASWELL, 
i 
} 
} 


rt of the House of Representatives. 


Managers on the p 

The report was concurred in. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 11th instant, approved and signed an act (8. 3364) to provide for 
| an American register for the steamer Saginaw, of New York; and an 
| act (S. 1813) for the relief of Susan B. Hopkins, widow of Arvah Hop 
kins, late of Tallahassee, Fla., deceased. 

KILLING OF JOSEPH HOFFMAN, WASHINGTON COUNTY, TEXAS. 
Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent that the pending measure be 
| informally laid aside in order that the Senator from Wisconsin may be 
| at liberty to conclude his remarks. 

"| The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the unfin- 


ished business will be laid aside informally to permit the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER] to continue his remarks on the resolution 
submitted by him. 

| Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I donot mean to be put by the Sen- 
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3 suffic g l c B analyzed and followed up, t l l m. J 
ulverse ju ment uj 1 Hack worth wa palpably ] lit Ca H 6 
great organizer, a bold, tireless Republican worker Ly fo 
Anotherthing. How absurd it is that the Senator from T h ) 
& 1 is ] this statement froma man now dead Che t ! 3 
= A i 
% i 
é ‘ 
: [ 
© 
; 
& 
; } VI 
Here is the official letter-head of Mr. Hoffman and the officia l man Ww too } 
sf ope of Mr. Hoffman. The letter is si 1 by Mr. Hoffman I t 
: dated at Burton, Tex. There is every n, to a right-th hat I : 
: man, that this isa genuine letter. Itcarries proof of genuineness upon | day bex 
- its face. ‘There are two pages of it, not in the handwriting of M taid t ) 


Hackworth, but I believe in the handwriting of Mr. Hoffman; and t was not some n rT, 
4 Senator asks that it shall all be discredited; that it shall be taken 1 | best societ Chis was a white 
forgery; that that letter, as an appeal to the Germans of this count try of his adoption. wh he had serve » hat 
; from a German soldier who wanted to live and to be a free man in Wash- But, Mr. Presid fa el on ‘ 
* ington County, Texas, shall be broken and shall go for nothing becau troduced this resolution which I now 1 to the de 
the Senator states that Stephen A. Hackworth, who sent it to me, is a | of making the speech Iam making, he is mistaker 
man of bad character. supposes I intended to debate what t1 
Mr. President, another thing that goes to the weight of the Sena- | he is mistaken. If any Set 


ii At ’ la 
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sectional strife or make a point for the Republican party, he is mis- | 


taken 
purpose was this: This man, Joe Hoffman, was still under the 
§ na of this Sena rhis man, Joe Hoffman, had been served by 
an o! rof the Senate with a subpcena commanding him to come here 
and vive his testimony. 
We may not be able, Mr. President, to throw the safeguard of the 


law, the protection which the law ought to give to all men whomever 
and whatever and wherever they are, around men in Washington Coun- 
ty, Texas, if they 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President— 

Mr. SPOONER. We may not be able to throw the safeguards of 
the law around men in other parts of the South, but we ought to be 
able to protect a man summoned asa witness before a committee of the 
Senate. We ought to be able to protect him from being shot ruthlessly 
down at his home because he dared to obey a subpcena and give his 
testimony. If we can not protect him the fact should be known of all 
men, 

Mr. PUGH. What information, let me ask the Senator, has he as 
to the circumstances under which Hoffman was killed ? 

Mr. SPOONER, I have no information as to the circumstances un- 
der which Mr. Hoffman was killed except this, that he had been before 
this committee, and we subpcenaed him as a witness again. He did 
not come. 
vo-ce, who served the subpcena on him, informed the committee that 
Joseph Hoffman was afraid to come; that he had irformed the officer 
that he had been threatened with death because of his former attend- 
ance and of the testimony he had given. 

[ have no other information than that, and the information given by 
this letter from Mr. Hoffman, that he lived in daily dread of what at 
last came to him 

I have, in addition, the information given by the newspapers, that he 
was shot in cold blood while talking with several gentlemen at Pren- 
ham, Tex., in broad daylight several days ago. 

Now, Mr. President, the object of the resolution which I propose to 
offer is this: I want the Senate of the United States if they will, in 
view of the information which we have, which of course may not be 
absolutely accurate or entirely reliable, although I deem it sufficient to 


choose to be Republicans—— 


SEPTEMBER 12, 


sons and papers, and to employ astenographer; and said committee is directed 
to report at the earliest practicable day to the Senate, the testimony, with their 
views thereon, and such re ommendation, if any, as to the committer hall 
seem best, and the said committee may sit during the rece 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I know nothing of the occurrence spoken 


| of in that resolution except what I derive from the public journals, and 


I am informed by the dispatches in the papers I have received that 
Mr. Hoffman was killed by some unknown person, I think not in the 
day time but in the night; and at the same time that Mr. Hoffman 
was killed Mr. Holt, a leading Democrat of Washington County, and 
an exceedingly active one, was severely if not mortally wounded by 
the same shot. , 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Holt, I understand, has since died of his wound. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me, Mr. Holt was bitterly 
opposing Judge Kirk and the present Democratic county ticket in 


| Washington County. 


ess; |} a good man and a Democrat. 
An officer of the Senate, who stands within hearing of my | 


Mr. TELLER. 

Mr. COKE. 
Hoffman. 

Mr. TELLER. He was supporting the same ticket; 
that he was on the same ticket. 

Mr. COKE. My colleague tells me 
wound. I had not heard that. 


And was on the same ticket with Hoffman. 
It was not stated that Holt was on the same ticket with 


I will not say 


that Mr. Holt has died of his 
[ am very sorry to hearit. He was 
He was the brother of Mr. Holt, the 
executive committeeman for the State of Texas in the national Demo- 
cratic committee. 

He and Mr. Hoffman were engaged in conversation together. Mr. 
Hoffman is said by the newspapers of Texas to have been the Demo- 
cratic nominee for county treasurer, and he and Mr. Holt were together 
talking in front of a certain house when an assassin (it was after dark) 


| fired upon them and killed Hoffman instantly, and, as my colleague 


authorize and instruct its Committee on Privileges and Elections to | 


investigate the circumstances attending the murder of this man, with 
especial reference to ascertaining and reporting whether the fact that 
he had testified before the Senate committee in obedience to a com- 
mand of the Senate had anything to do with the cause of his taking off. 
That was the purpose of my resolution; that was the purpose with which 
I sought the floor and which I intended to express in five minutes in- 
stead of taking up the time I have taken. 

Now, Mr. President, before I sit down I owe the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BurLer], I think, an apology (in view of the fact that 
he did not interrupt me orally) for alluding to him in the discussion. 
That apology I certainly tender to the Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘That is quite satisfactory to me, Mr. President. I 
had not interrupted the Senator at all. 

Mr. 8 VER, iad interpreted the expression 0 1e Senator’s 
Mr. SPOONEI I had int ted tl n of the Senat 
face as lawyers often do in court, and as I concede I probably ought 
not to have done in the Senate. I thought I saw something like a 
sneer on the Senator’s face, but I owe him an apology for referring to 

it, which I cheerfully tender to the Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why, Mr. President, I was simply enjoying a priv- 
ilege which I think we all have on this floor, of smiling occasionally. 
I think it is a privilege we all exercise, the privilege of smiling, not of 
sneering. Ido not think I was guilty of any offense. I was surprised 
when I was taken up by the Senator from Wisconsin. Ofcourse I have 
no feeling about it at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have made the amende honorable to the Senator 
as well as I can, and I think perhaps that feature of the debate ought 
to be ended. 

I now send to the desk the resolution which I offer, and which I ask 
may be read for information and referred according to the rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read for in- 
formation. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas Joseph Hoffman, of Brenham, Washington County, Texas, a promi- 
nent German Republican of that county and a witness before the subcommit- 
tee of the Committee on Privileges and Elections of the Senate, was recently 
shot down, apparently in cold biood, in said city of Brenham; and ; 

Whereas there is some reason to believe that the taking of his life was directly 
attributable to his political views and activity and to the fact that he had given 
strong testimony before the Senate committee upon the investigation, w hich is 
still pending, under order of the Senate, into alleged election outrages per- 
petrated in said Washington County, Texas; and , . 

Whereas it is of tlte utmost importance that witnesses before Congressional in- 
vestigating committees may, without danger to their lives, freely and fully tes- 
tify concerning matters under investigation: Now, therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be, and it ishereby, 
instructed to investigate, either by the subcommittee in charge of the investi- 
gation of alleged outrages in Washington County, Texas, or by another sub- 
committee or otherwise, the circumstances attending the killing of said Joseph 
Hoffman, with especial reference to ascertaining whether said killing was in 
any sense due to the testimony given by said Hoffman before the Senate investi- 
gating committee as aforesaid, and the said committee, or its subcommittee as 
aforesaid, is hereby empowered, in pursuing said investigation, to send for per- 


informs me, Mr. Holt has died since. Am I correct? 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not think that I am mistaken. 
a statement that Mr. Holt died a short time afterwards. 

Mr. COKE. He was stated to have been severely if not mortally 
wounded. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
about that. 

Mr. COKE. Now, Mr. President, here is a Democrat, a leading, act- 
ive, working Democrat, who was shot down; and at the same time, 
and by the same assassin, Mr. Hoffman, also a Democrat, as reported 
in this paper, was shot. I do not know Mr. Hoffman, but he is repre- 
sented in the dispatches to be the Democratic nominee for treasurer, 
Both were killed by the same shot. Yet this fact is paraded here by 
the Senator from Wisconsin with the view of showing that it was a 
Democratic outrage in Washington County. 

Those are the facts as they are given in the newspapers of the country. 
Two Democrats were shot down by an unknown assassin when they 
were suspecting nothing, and yet it is called a great Democratic out- 
rage! 

Mr. TELLER. I want-to ask the Senator from Texas, if he will 
allow me, whether he means to say that Joe Hoffman was a Democrat 
or had ever been a Democrat? 

Mr. COKE. I mean to say this, thata newspaper at Brenham—that 
the Daily Dallas News, which has a dispatch giving a narration of the 
circumstances, says that Joe Hoffman was the Democratic nominee for 
county treasurer of Washington County, and only one of two nominees 
of the Democratic party that had not also been nominated or indorsed 
by the Republicans. 

Mr. TELLER. Does not the Senator from Texas know that Mr. 
Hoffman had been a leading Republican? 

Mr. COKE. I do not know it. 

Mr. TELLER. Does not the Senator know that it was testified by 
more than one man before that coramittee that he was a Republican? 

Mr. COKE. I did not know it at all, and I am led to believe that 
the Senator’s understanding is not a correct one from the statements 


I think I saw 


It did not take him long to die; there is no doubt 


o 
5S 


that I see in the papers and the only ones I see giving a statement of 


this transaction. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Texas has the printed testimony 
in which Mr. Hoffman testified that he was a Republican, and the Sen- 
ator knows it, if he will take the pains to read it. 

Mr. COKE. I have a volume of testimony as large as this volume 
that I hold in my hand. I have had it some two or three weeks, but 
I have only had time to glance hurriedly over an occasional page of it. 
I have not had time to go over the whole of it. I did not know that 
Mr. Hoffman had testified here until I heard it from the Senator from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER, If the Senator from Texas will allow me a mo- 
ment, I will say that if the Senator holds that testimony in his hand 
and will turn to the index, he will find the name of Joe Hoffman 
among the witnesses; and if he will then turn to the page on which 
Joe Hoffman’s testimony is given, he will see that he testifies under 
oath as to whether he is a Republican or a Democrat, and the Senator 
will not then repeat the statement that Joe Hoffman was a Democratic 
politician. 

Mr. COKE. I remarked at the commencement that all I know 
about this transaction I derived from the newspapers; and I state what 
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the newspapers say on this subject when I say that Mr. Hoffman was Mr. TELLER. If these men t 
the Democratic nominee for county treasurer of Washington County Mr. COKE. They ought to | 1 ive ca 
and I know Mr. Holt personally. I have known him for many years, | 1 ntry of men who tak ela t ls 
and I know him to be a very strong, leading, and active Democrat. rt will mal 
And I know further, Mr. President, that nothing has occurred in | ¢ din Fort | and Was ct ( 
Washington County in many years which has so excited the people as Mr. ‘I LE [ should to t . : 
this double assassination Meetings have been held there, and the I had a pretty « led a { i und 
governor has%een called on to offer a reward of a thousand dollars for | | ver knew in { ‘ und 
the discovery of this a Sassin. Private re is have also been offere i . ive Dee! 
Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will vy me to interrupt him, | litical prin 
desire to say that Iam glad that thatis trae. It denotes a chang 
perhaps—lI hope it does—in Texas. [r. CO Lh <now 
The uncontradicted testimony showed that no rewards were offered 1] 
for the apprehension of the men who raided the ballot-boxes or fo ] en p i) ! 
men who hanged the negroes in Washington County, Texas I inter- | t ‘ 
rogated myself Governor Ireland on the witness-stand, and he testitied | people wer 
that, although informed of the occurrence, he had offered no rewat that, too, as is suppos y § 3 and s 
and the testimony showed that no step was taken either in the count tion in t W 
or State to secure the punishment of the men that,committed the M rl ER I 
crime. ir. CO \ 
Mr. COKE. It makes very little difference to me what the Senator’s ‘ \ ‘eople 
views are ona thing of this kind. I simply stated the fact that tl that way. One k l l 
governor had been re juested to off r a reward for the discovery ot tne intended to hav ) 1K 
assassin, which is true. Now, Mr. President, I don 
Mr. EVARTS. For the discovery of this one. County case or t t 3 
Mr. COKE. And I cite that fact as evidence that it is not the case | the desks of Senators It is not here so that can t yrs 
I which is paraded before the Senate—of a Democratic outrage. The | ment oni and refer toit, but L¢ t | 
' Senator from Wisconsin says that Governor Ireland offered no r« rd ssertions made by theSenator from Wisconsin, thatthe tes 
for the men who violated the ballot-boxes and who hung those three | by the Committee on Privileges a I 
{ negroes. Buta reward is offered for the men who assassinated thos iny such case as he cl ; here | e the Se 
: two men. vainst that people. 
Mr. SPOONER. Then that must be because one of them was : \ I assert furt M ‘ t 
Democrat. rialized the Senate for this investigation, | 
Mr. COKE. Well, I amsimply stating the facts. If they were D« men of infamous characte tated in re} ju i 
ocrats then it is not the Democraticoutrage that the Senator from t Senator from Wisconsin when this matt 
consin would make it out to be. . y Moore was a good man hav ice | i 
Mr. SPOONER. I said one of them was a Democrat. I think t Cher e witneases who say that he is a good i 
Democrat was killed by mistake, probably I think the man they w: nd better witnesses w say that he isa 
: after was a Republican, Joe Hoffman. rth and Schuetze, I do not < ‘ 
& 7 Mr. COKE. I simply state what I see in the papers about it, I charge ot be ¢ very bad men. 
¢ papers said that Hoffman was a Democratic nominee for county ti Mr. SPOONER. Will the I 
i urer. I know Mr. Holt to have been a Democrat, a very ardent and | who says that he is an infamous m ra 
: active one. Those are the two men who were killed. Mr. COK]I Of whom does the $ 
i With reference, now, to the facts that have transpired in Fort Bend Mr. SPOON] Ye 
‘ County. The Senator from Wisconsin read papers showing that certain Mr. COKE. Colonel Gidd 
% parties had been ordered out of that county. Mr. SPOONE!I \V \ 
3 What were the facts in that county? One of the very best « Mr. COK] I ppen to re 
in that county, a Mr. Shamblin, was assassinated in his own house } I will say mia t . 
when surrounded by his wife and children, simply because he was a | Moore is a bad man 
y Democrat, and a card was tacked to his gate-post giving the reason fo1 Mr. SPOONER. There wer 
; his assassination to be that he was a Democrat. Mr. Shamblin 1 all the d 
. Democrat of Fort Bend County, sitting with his wife and children i Ir. COKI 
A his home and was shot down, and the trar tion is explained by a card | t report ‘ de 
# tacked to his gate-post. In a little while, may be two or three week 1] 1 
another attempt at assassination was made, another leading Democrat f it a ) fears but 
: Capt. H. H. Frost, was shot and badly wo led from an ambush a ng ( vill be 
was entering his own yard-gate at night. He was not killed, but that Mr. PUGH. Mr. } nt, | » d 
was not the fault of the would-be assassin. lebate, but I feel it: o myself to ea 
From those transactions people became alarmed. When was t I made in reference to the presence of tl 
thing to cease? Who was to be the next? The people got together | Cox during the examination of wit 
and having evidence that certain parties had instigated these assas- | myself, and the Senato m Louisiana | Mr. | 
4 sinations they were ordered to leave. conference with the witnesses we had to examine, and | 
ce Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? his pr on the asions with his pr 
qj The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas yield mination of the subcommittees H{e informs me 
Mr. COKE. Yes, sir. only present at the subcommittee examination on ¢ 
4 Mr. SPOONER. I desire to say that this, as a pretext for the or- Mr. COK (nd t a 
1 dering of this man to leave Washington County, Texas, was n I Mr. PUGH And then o1 for a t time [ « to 
“2 lisped in all the investigation made before that committee, and I for ate that the sa issue between the Senat ! Li 


one never heard it suggested until this moment SPOONER] and myself in reference to a matter of fact that « 


Mr. COKE. I am speaking of the transactions occurring in t | states is established by the test ex] 
Bend County about which the Senator had some papers read some | cerned by the testimony as I remember it in referer to tl 
minutes ago. he ballot-box. The testimony is that ther 

Mr. SPOONER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I thought he ; | name of Bolton, a ing man of respectab y and } . in 





alluding to the other case. ( vho 3 relat I} e to t 
Mr. COKE. That is all there is about the transaction in Fort Bend | « it that elect 
f County. One Democrat was shot down when surrounded by his | 8 ither was id ‘ 
m and children, and another severely if not mortally wounded two or Mr. PUGH yes, his father was a candidate ‘ 
three weeks after that as he was entering his house, both because they | Th S young man went to the polling-place at ¢ J th 
had been active Democratic politicians. It was in cons quence of these place is cal the purpose of asce g f t at ) 
things that the men were ordered to leave Fort Bend as described in | The officers were engaged in counting the vote in an outh ‘ { 
the papers seat up by the Senator from Wisconsin to the desk. when he shoved open the door and entered the house where the ‘ 
Mr. TELLER. I would like to inquire of the Senator from Texas if | tion officers were engaged in counting the ballots, as soon a ‘ 


that is all the punishment inflicted on people in Texas when they com- | peared in the light, he was shot down in the doorway by som« on 
mit murder—that they are ordered to leave the State? trom the outside. My recollection is that there were a 
q Mr. COKE. I do not pretend to justify these things. I simply tell | shots fired at him from the outside of th ling, and 


what occurred. in fell dead in the di 
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That ed h confusion and such a panic among the election 
‘ ers that its were extinguished and the boxes and the ballots 
we itt 1 « r the floor They were never collected and were 
"Ye ‘ t< 

l three ne Y vho were in jail and who were taken out and 


n stated, and as is shown by the testimony, were 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


sho ti en present at the time this young man Bolton was | 
hot, and it is believed that the three negroes were the authors of his 
d hey were arrested and put in jail on that charge, of the mur- 
ce young Bolton When in jail some wicked people, if you call 
the ) rse it wrong for them to go there and break open 
tha l, but ij done every day under provocations of that sort—en- | 
ter th vd t out the three negroes, and they were hanged. 


lhat, Mr. President, I am satisfied, will be shown to be the fact as 


ri lished by the testimony when it is published. Now, thatis what 
is called the ‘‘raiding’’ which was established by the testimony. That 
occurre vas as I have stated ' ; 

‘The other facts in reference to the destruction of a return which the 
returning ¢« had to carry to Brenham or wherever the county seat 
vil ° : 

Mr. TELLER Brenham. 

Mr. PUGH } Brenham—they were on their way to the county 
eat with tl eturns as stated by the Senator from Wisconsin, and the 
ballots were taken from them and destroyed. I denied that that was 
a raid in the se that I understood it, and I denied that the polling 
place at Grahball was raided, because I say that the young man Bolton 
who went there did it for the innocent purpose of ascertaining what 


had been the result at that box, his father being a candidate for county 
and as soon as he entered the building where the elec 
tion officers were counting the ballots he was shot down at the door 
and was found there dead. These three negroes were arrested on the 
charge of his murder, and while in jail they were taken out and hanged 


by a mob. 


COTHMISSIOI 




















Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the Senator from Texas furthest 
from me [| Mr. Coke] considers a newspaper as evidence that Mr. Hoff- 
man was a Democrat I believe that is the whole foundation and ex- 
tent of the Senator's pretension that Hoffman was a Democrat. The 
pages of t testimony before the committee show that Hoffman was 
from top to bottom, from heart to action, a sturdy Republican under 
circumstances that required courage, heroism, and truthfulness, and 
not one word whatever has been made by way even of suggestion that 
he inyth but a Republican. 

Let me read a dispatch from Brenham to the New York Herald, if 
the newspapers are sources of evidence as to the political opinions of 
Importa yl 

BRENHAM, TEX., September 7, 1888 

! ve 111 ck last night Messrs. Joseph Hoffman, tax assess 
of Was! t County, and James Holt, a prominent planter, were sitti: 
the « of Murp s saloon on the public square, engaged in conversation, 
whe i rot l tg heavily loaded with buckshot entered the bodies of 
the two gentlemen, instantly killing Mr. Hoffman and fatally wounding Mr. 
Holt Phe shot came out of the darkness, and nothing can be learned as to 
the identity of the ass .. 

Mr. Hoffman was terribly wounded in a number of places. 

\ buckshot entered Mr. Holt’s throat just beneath the chin and passed en 
ti through the neck. 

\ »on as the shot was heard a number of persons gathered on the spot, and 
their number was soon largelyincreased. Dr. Lockett was called and did what 
he « for Mr. Holt, but it is said he can not recover 

rhe cause of the shooting isa mystery. Hoffman wasa Republican, anda 
candidate for re-election. He was one of the number proscribed during the 
political troubles in Brenham some time ago, which was made the subject of 
Congressional it stigation rhe Republicans here claim that Hoffman was 
the man shot at, and that the shooting of Holt was purely accidental. 


The only testimony of hearsay—for these newspapers are hearsay—- 
I read from the statement of Mr. Hackworth under his responsibility. 
After he had quoted and inserted the telegraphic communication which 
the Senator from Texas relies on as plenary proof, which led to that 
observation, he said: 

The above statement 

That is, the printed telegram on which the Senator has relied— 

The above statement that Mr. Hoffman was a Democratic nominee for county 
assessor is an unqualified falsehood, Some two months ago some of the lead- 
ing “ Kuklux”’ Democrats waited upon Mr. Hoffman and informed him if he 
would become a candidate for assessor upon the same ticket with Judge Kirk 
and other present Kuklux officials of Washington County, he would have no 
opposition, but if he became an opposition candidate he would be murdered, 

le declined, as upon his own statement, to avoid a candidacy on 
what ticket? A ticket of the best men of Brenham and the best Dem- 
ocratsof Brenham. Among those espousing that ticket was Mr. Holt, 
whom the Senator from Texas vouches for as an excellent man and a 
prominent Democrat. I think he was both an excellent man and an 
eminent Democrat. He was supporting this ticket upon which almost 
all were Democrats, Joe Hoffman being a Republican, and two others 
retiring from the nomination because of threats of murder if they staid 
on the ticket Mr. Holt, up to the time of his death, was on the side 
of Hoffman and on the side of the eminent and upright and courage- 
ous Democrats who were going to put down the dastardly crowd who 
committed the frauds and violence two years ago and were up again 
for re-election. 

The assassin had two men in view of his murderous shot. One of 


SEPTEMBER 12 


them was a Republican obnoxious to the Kuklux, but not obnoxious 


to the honest and worthy Democrats of that country. With him was 
engaged this firm, courageous, excellent Democrat, who had espoused 
that same ticket and was on the side of Democratic and white Texan 
resistance against violence and murder. 

A shot-gun fired at two people can not be treated as if it had t 
accuracy of the aim of aminie shot. There was either in that 1 
der a purpose to take both lives, for they were both co-o; 














against the Kuklux ticket, or such recklessness in the purpose to « 
the blood of the Republican that they did not care if it took dow 
Democrat who stood by his side. I talk of th things not afl 

by any dispute or any differences of opinion which occurred 
these two gentlemen were conferring tovethe The shot came fro 
a distance of 70 or 75 feet. fhere was no renconter, t 
but a deliberate murder in those streets, with none of Ist 
election excitement, or of any of the blood which, heat 

does not justify extravagances. 

When we have from the letter of this murdered Republican a narra- 
tive, and the absolute verity and the nobility of his character are shown 
in every line, which ought to bring admiration trom every honest Texan 
and from every honest Democrat, what do we hear from that State 
here represented but a bold, rash proposition that that letter was forged 


by Hackworth? Look atit. Is there a man here who will look a 


that letter, without calling a witness to prove the handwriting of Joe 
Hoffman, and say that it.was an invention? This has not come into 
existence since this murder. It has come into existence in a conli- 
dential, upright, clear communication from Joe Hoffman to Mr. Hack- 
worth, exhibiting the situation of the contest, exhibiting the urgency 


of honestmen, such as Mr. Holt and such as Mr. Hoffman, to do what 


they could in that region to assert the pre-eminence of justice and of 


right against violent men; and that was the issue. 

Mr. Hoffman took his life in his hand when he was willing to stand 
asa candidate with Mr. Holt as a backer of the ticket, and all the 
honest Democrats who were on the ticket with Hoffman, he thoug! 
Republican and though exposed to every danger, which he realized an 

lt, that he stood in an attitude well warned by what preceded in th 

examinations before; and he was under the deep shadow of the recent 

death of his wife, with the nine children who were thus half orphaned 
] 


L 
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| clinging to his skirts to avoid a civil duty; and yet he fulfilled that 


lnty. 

I do not care what the Senator from Texas may say, nor what the 
Senator from Alabama may say, no man can read that lettér and learn 
the fact of that man’s murder without admiring the courage and the 
constancy of Hoffman, and believingin conformity with the whole record 
of his lite and the whole record of the examination before the Senate 
committee, that he was an upright man, so known and felt by all Demo- 
crats and by all Republicans, by all black men and by all white men; 
that he fell under a former persecution; when there was an approach- 
ing election, by which that same set of men were to be re-elected who 
were engaged in the outrages before, and they were to be imposed upon 
a reluctant community—a community so reluctant that a great body 
of citizens of Democratic faith were on the ticket. 

Hoffman had been elected for nine years assessor, the post of most 
confidence, as we all know, in judgment, in integrity, in confidence, 
and was chosen even in 1886 when he had been robbed of all these 
votes, because there was not fraud and violence enough to overcome 
the honest voters, black and white, of those precincts to re-elect Joe 
Hoffman. He. was in office, and he was on the ticket to be re-elected. 
The Kuklux organization, of which Judge Kirk again was the lead- 
ing candidate, was willing to make a barter, as we are assured, for the 
safety of his ticket, against the uprising resentments of the worthy 
Democrats of that county if he would take a place on it with the al- 
ternative, ‘‘ Betray your Republican duty and you shall be continued 
in office; adhere to this uprising Democratic organization against us 
Kuklux and you shall be burned.’’ 

I agree that violence, however pitiable, however deplorable, is not 
to convict a community or a party. I use no epithets of accusation, 
but I know that it is as true in Texas as it was in Rome and is in all 
jurisprudence, si nocens absolvitur, judex damnatur. That is our accu- 
sation of Washington County and Washington County politicians, and 
the Kuklux violent men. I need not point a moral nor enforce an 
objurgation, for it is not my function to be a censor or a mentor; but 
when I heard the testimony given before us two years ago, I knew that 
if violence was to be the method of politics there, there would be no 
opportunity of drawing the line between the victims who were Repub- 
licans and the victims who were Democrats. 

Is not this a pitiable occurrence? Is it not rightthat we should feel 
a spirit and a pride when we are told that at la-t the governor down 
there and the neighborhood are trying to find the author of this cow- 
ardly murder? When we hear of his being hanged after he has been 
tried and after he has been convicted, we shall not scruple to admire 
the deliberate justice in his case, although we contrast it with the rash 
act of that neighborhood, that without evidence and without one par- 
ticle of fact in existence sacrificed the lives of these three colored men 
two years ago, as I think and shall be able to show to the Senate, upon 
no provocation and no incentive except that they spoke the truth and 
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Mr. REAGAN. 
patch. 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes. I have not said that. 

Mr. REAGAN. That dispatch states no fact indicating the truth of 
it. Is it not as possible that Hoffman was killed in an attempt to 
murder Holt as that Holt was killed in an attempt to murder Hoff- 
man’? The two gentlemen were acting together pclitically at the time, 
whatever their antecedents may have been. They were standing to- 
gether late in the evening, and were shot at a distance of some 25 
yards. Is itto be presumed that a man actuated-simply by political 
prejudice and partisanship would sacrifice a leading political friend in 
order to shoot down what Senators claim to be a political enemy ? 

These Senators are both distinguished lawyers, they are both famil- 
iar with the rules of evidence. I take it that neither of them would 
permit such evidence in a court of justice either to form an opinion or 
to influence an opinion of a jury. It is an assumption based upon 
prejudice, unwarranted by the facts, and it seems to me it ought not 
to have been stated. 

The Senator from New York states that Holt was obnoxious to the 
Democrats on account of the part he was taking. The dispatch which 
the Senator referred to, if I remember aright, does not state that, and 
he did not have the authority of that dispatch for the statement, I 
believe. Where he got his information that Holt was obnoxious to the 
Democracy of Washington County I do not know. The Senator may 
explain if he chooses. 

Mr. COKE, I will state to my colleague that there is not in Wash- 
ington County a more thorough-going, active, or live Democrat than 
Mr. Holt who was assassinated. 

Mr. REAGAN. So I have understood, though [ had no personal 
acquaintance with him. 

Mr. EVARTS. And I believe I paid him every compliment that I 
could furnish him, but that did not stand in the way of his being shot. 

Mr. REAGAN. TheSenatorisvery kind to compliment a man whom 
he puts ina false position in that way. I compliment people upon 
whom I desire to confer compliments ina very different way. I donot 
first place them in a false position and then compliment them for being 
in a false position, as the Senator has done. 

Mr. EVARTS. I thought I understood the Senator to say that he 
believed Holt was sympathizing with the ticket on which Hoffman 
was. 

Mr. REAGAN. On the contrary, I said exactly the opposite. The 
Senator misunderstood me, if he supposes I said Holt sympathized with 
the enemies of Democracy. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator’s colleague is right in his assertion 
often repeated here, that Hoffman was on the Democratic ticket, of 
course Holt, being a loyal, staunch, fearless, splendid Democrat, must 
have sympathized with Hoffman. 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘The fact that these two men were murdered to- 
gether, one a known active Democrat and the other the nominee of 
a Democratic convention, does not carry out the theory of these gen- 
tlemen that it was a Democratic political murder, and it may turn 
out that it was a Republican political murder. The Senator from 
New York smiles; and yet within the last ten days or two weeks one 
of the best men in Fort Bend County, as has been stated by my col- 
league, an active Democrat, was called to his door in the night time 
and shot down for being a Democrat. A statement was found pinned 
to his gate showing the reason for his being shot down, and the news- 
papers show that the evening before this occurred a prominent negro 
politician had threatened to take his life. Yet the Senators have no 
sympathy for that man and for his bereaved widow and orphaned chil- 
dren. Soon after, another citizen of that county, an upright and an 
honest man, was in like circumstances attempted to be assassinated. 
He was severely wounded, and the last statement I saw was that he 
was restless and his wounds are considered very dangerous; he may be 
dead now. 

They were shot down under circumstances which made the people 
believe, by negro politicians, because they were Democrats; but these 
two Senators propose no investigation as to the murder of Democrats 
by negro politicians. ‘They have nosympathy with them or with their 
families. They have no anxiety about the failure of justice. That is 
all right; they were nothing but white men and Democrats; no matter 
if they were murdered. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator will allow me to proceed for a moment. 
While I am on this feature of the discussion, I desire to call attention 
fora moment to the denunciation which the Senator from Wisconsin 
made on the floor some weeks back of the mob which hung the three 
negroes in Washington County. He went on in the same speech, as 
you will see if you will look at the Recorp, and spoke approvingly of 
the murder of Bolton. He said he ought to have been murdered. 
Why? He was a white man and a Democrat and ought to have been 
murdered—a Senator of the United States, on the floor of the Senate in 
a public address, justifying murder because it was the murder of a white 
man and a Democrat! Now I will hear the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Wisconsin did say that. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Texas need have no anxiety 





The Senator read it from the New York Herald dis- 
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about the necessity of calling witnesses or corroborative statements to 
establish the accuracy of the statement made by the Senator from Wis- 
consin, because whatever I say upon the floor of the Senate I intend to 
avow. I stated that this man, Bolton, was engaged at the time he w 
killed in a raid upon the ballot-box, and I stated, and it will be found 
in the REcorD, that being so engaged in a raid upon the ballot-hox 
with confréres and associates he deserved to be shot down. 

Mr. REAGAN. And ought to have been shot down? 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the difference between saying that a man 
deserves to be shot down and saying that he ought to be shot down? 
I undertake to say, while I am upon the floor, that whether the clec- 
tion officer be a white man or a colored man, if a band of ruffians in- 
vade the poliing-place and attempt to take by force the ballot-box, to 
defeat the count of the ballot, the officers there charged with the cus- 
tody of the polls, in the exercise of a sworn duty, if they have the 
means at hand with which to defend the polls, ought to defend them 
even to the extent of killing the marauders. I say that that night 
when these two election officers were traveling to the county-seat, en- 
gaged in a duty imposed upon them by law, to carry the ballot-box 
and the tally-lists, to be delivered to the proper officers of the county, 
and those Democratic marauders stopped them and compelled them at 
the point of a revolver to deliver over those ballots and the tally-list— 
if they had been armed and had been brave and faithful men they 
would have shot them and retained possession of the ballot-box and 
the ballots and would have gone on in the discharge of their duty. 1 
said just what the Senator claims I said, and I meant what I said, and 
I avow it now. I did not call it murder; I should call it justitiable 
killing. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator has heard nearly all the testimony and 
he is either afraid or unwilling to submit it to the judgment of the 
Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
me. 

Mr. REAGAN. Why does the Senator not submit it, then? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator has stated over and over again, and I 
have assumed he intended to be fair, that I am chairman of the sub- 
committee charged with the duty of making the report of this testi- 
mony to the Senate, and I have informed him again and again that ] 
am not. It is no more my function nor my right to make the report 
than it is the Senator’s. The Senator says a good deal about not hay- 
ing this testimony. 

When the debate on the Texas investigation came up casually some 
weeks ago it was brought on by the Senator’s colleague, and the Sen- 
ator’s colleague has had for a long time in his possession all of the testi- 
mony taken by this committee. I presume if the Senator now speak- 
ing were extremely anxious to read it he could borrow it of his col- 
league. I endeavored to obtain it for the Senator from Texas, but the 
supply was exhausted. It had only been printed for the committee. 

Mr. BUTLER. Exhausted for campaign purposes? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from South Carolina says it was ex- 
hausted for campaign purposes. 

Mr. BUTLER. I expect it was. 

Mr. SPOONER. The testimony had only been printed for the use 
of the committee, and no copy was sent out to the public at all, as I 
understand it. It was given to the Senator from Texas because ho 
represented the State and was interested in it. I know of no other 


Mr. President, that is an unjust aspersion upon 


| Senator than the Senator from Texas who had a copy. 


Mr. REAGAN. I hope I may be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. COKE. I will state that the copy I received was given me by 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGu]. 

Mr. SPOONER. He isa member of the committee. 
to get a copy for the Senator from Texas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas [Mr. KeA- 
GAN] declines to be further interrupted. 

Mr. REAGAN. While a portion of the testimony has never been 
accessible to me, that portion of it taken before the United States court 
at Austin has been in my possession, and a portion of the testimony 
taken here has been in my possession. So far as that testimony is con- 
cerned, the statement of the Senator from Wisconsin is not borne out 
that Mr. Bolton went to interfere with the ballot-box. On the con- 
trary, the testimony states that Bolton was a young man of exception- 
ally good character; that about 10 o’clock at night, I believe it was, 
while the vote was being counted, he went to the election precinct and 
started to go into the room where the vote was being counted, and as 
he entered the door he was shot down and fell upon the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. How was he dressed ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam not going to leave anything out, the Senator 
will find before I am done. He was dressed as an ordinary citizen, 
with a rain-coat on, and nothing else. He was alone and unarmed. 
Can it be supposed that a man alone and unarmed had gone there to 
rob the ballot-box in the presence of all the people who were there ? 
Is it possible? Ihave seen no testimony but what shows he was alone. 

Gentlemen make reference to the cowardly part of the citizens of 
that neighborhood and the friends of this young man in not going to 
his relief. He had been assassinated, and there were three negroes 
armed with guns on the porch from whence the fire came that killed 
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the district court at Austin shows. Could this man have spread the Gentlemen will understand that t] reat race pr ] 
handkerchief over his own face after being shot dead ? e are trying to solve In the Stat which ] e the 1 e 
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Mr. REAGAN. If he had been disguised, would not that disguise | the right of property and defense in the courts as t : 
have been in some way fastened around his neck or face or head? But | but the State makes the same ampl 1erous provi 1 for t iu 
every witness whose testimony I saw upon that point testifies that it | cation that it does f pie on 10 I 
was a loose handkerchief or cloth spread upon his face. tion to giving them the benefit of ordinary « mon sch 
hat is the ground upon which Senators assume that he was dis- ded at State expense a normal ol for the education 
guised; but the very fact that that young man, with the character he | forthem. It has given them a place in the State Agricu 
bore within the knowledge of ali his neighbors, went there alone and | Mechanical College. | pla nt I versity ‘ 
unarmed to inquire about the result of the election, as is supposed, and ycan take the d sity wit tel g 
was shot down, is enough evidence of the falsity of the statement that That State has don fort negroes Its 
he went there to raid the ballot-box. portance of elevating them into good citizenship, into a k1 
I do not know whether the Senator from New York did it by design; | the functions and duties of citizens. The Stat S t 
it may have been an inadvertence, but his remarks left the impression | could do to promote their welfare, and let people feel they ¥ 
that the man who was the candidate for county judge had telegraphed | about the race problem, they are doing all they can to elevate the 
to this Bolton ‘* Things look gloomy; do your work,’’ and that Bolton | people in the scale of citizenship, so that by intelligence and by virtue 
had gone there to do his work by raiding the ballot-box. The testi- | race prejudice and racecollisions may not mar the harmony of societ 
mony shows that no such dispatch nor any other dispatch was sent to These are the kind of problems weare to deal with. Gentlemen may 
this man. | think no sort of feeling should be manifested in the presence of su 
Mr. EVARTS. I did not say it was. I knew perfectly well what | discussion and such circumstances so variant from the truth as t 
the facts were, and I stated them. The Bolton who was on the ticket | general tone of them is; but if they could turn the matter around and 
was the father. take to themselves the condition in which we are, and find our peo} 
Mr. REAGAN. I may have misunderstood the Senator, but I state | persecuting them for every crime with which a black man was con- 
it the way I understood 
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it and the way it impressed my mind, that the | nected for political effect and purposes, they could then realize the sor 
idea was to go out to strengthen this case that young Bolton had been | of feelings which we have and must have when we see our mis! 

dispatched, and that he had gone to perform the work of raiding the | brought about not by our action but entailed upon us by the logic of 
ballot-box, and was shot down for doing so. He was a young man un- | events, and instead of giving us their sympathy and giving us their en- 
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armed. Every witness states that he was unarmed. couragement and aiding us to punish crime and to protect the vit 
Mr. EVARTS. The Senator means every witness he has read? tuous and innocent, they seize upon our misfortunes to aggravate publ 
Mr. REAGAN. Every oneI have read, and I read all the testimony | sentiment, to excite sectional prejudice as a means of controlling po 


before the court, and I read a large pamphlet of the testimony that | litical elections. 


was taken before the committee. There may be other testimony, but | This is hard for an American citizen, hard fora whole State of Amer- 
. . . . : . - 1 . * 

I speak of the testimony of the people who were there on the ground, | ican citizens to bear, but I suppose there is to be no help for it. Now 

the testimony given on oath before a court. nearly a quarter of a century after the close of the trouble which led 


Mr. President, the American peopleasa rule have been distinguished | to the present condition of things, we are to be treated, every t 
for their law-abiding character and for their disposition to uphold and | there is a violation of law, whether within Federal jurisdiction o 
sustain not only the law, but the action of courts in administering it. | with an investigation. Why do not gentlemen investigate the 
I do not think the people of Texas are an exception to this rule, and | of Chinese over in Montana? Why do they not investigate the 
if either of those Senators should ever honor the State by passing | ders and riots in Cincinnati? Are they a different people? A 
through it, I am sure they never would again make such speeches as | more capable of self-government? We must all understand, w! 
they have made upon this floor. There are troubles brought on the | assumed that the people of a State can no longer enforce the law 
people there not by their fault, but brought on them by the logic of | serving the rights of life, liberty, and property, that that people have 
events that they could not control, by placing two dissimilar races with | ceased to be capable of self-government; and wherever an assertion of 
race prejudices on the same level as to political rights. Federal jurisdiction over a State, where it has no authority, is made, 

If the facts existed in New York or in Wisconsin as they exist in | it is the assertion of the paternal power of the Federal Governmentand 
Texas and other Southern States, I imagine the feelings of these gen- | of the fact that the people of that State are no longer capable of self- 
tlemen would be very different from whatthey are. I do not mean to | government, but must be governed by a power outside of them 


state that as justifying violence of any kind or wrong of any kind. I | and superior to themselves; and whenever this assumption shal! cul 
have no doubt there have been in the Southern States instances of vio- | minate into action our republican system, our dual system of goveru- 
lence and instances of wrong growing out of race prejudices and grow- | ment, our local self-government will have passed away, and the despot 
ing out of the bad conduct of one or the other, and sometimes, possi- | ism of majorities will have been inaugurated, and then the end of t] 
bly, of both. Republic must inevitably come. 

Mr. President, we are not to judge the people by exceptionalcircum- | Ido not wish to see these things. If gentlemen will entrust these 


stances like this. You can scarcely pick up a newspaper that does not | things to the people of the States where they occur, they will find that 
tell you of some man in the Northern States, where they are not con- | the people—I speak especially of the people of ‘Cexas—will try to en- 


fronted with such trouble as this, a man who has murdered his wife orce the law. These gentlemen assume that a reward has been oflered 
or a wife who has murdered her husband, some parent who has mur 1 the murderer of Holt and of Hoffman because one of them was a 
dered a child, and some deaths by poison, or other violent means. Are lemocrat. Whenever it comes to sectional prejudice or denunciation, 
we to judge of the people of that section of the country by these cha: hese gentlemen seem to forget logic and reason. If they find the man 
acters? Is that the evidence upon which we are to test the charact: vho killed Holt they also find the man who killed Hoffman. If it 


of their civilization? I do not assume it, because I know it would be | was a political murder would those people who sympathized with the 
a false ground. I understand how strong the purpose is among the | murderers offer a reward for the arrest of the assassin who murdered 
people there when such crimes are committed to bring the offenders to | these two citizens? 
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justice. There is no reason for picking out exceptional cases and judg-| Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to interrupt 
ing whole States by individual instances or neighborhood troubles, as | him, for I do not wish to detain the Senate by any general speech on 
these Senators propose to do. | this subject further? 


Attention might be called to one fact, and it will, if gentlemen feel} Mr. REAGAN. I am nearly through, but if there is any necessity 
like having it, perhaps have something to do with their conclusions. | for a question or a correction, I will yield. 
The negroes are scattered over almost all the State of Texas. Noone} Mr. SPOONER. I only wish to say to the Senator in explanation 
has ever heard of a negro’s rights being interfered with in a county | of that remark, that it was because Governor Ireland, of Texas, when he 
where there were not negro majorities; and there now, and from now | was before the investigating committee, was interrogated as to whether 
until the election, Republican speakers of all sorts and rank make | the fact that these three negro Republicans had been hanged had been 
their speeches with the same freedom and fullness of discussion, and | brought to his notice, and he testified that it had. He was asked 
as Iam sorry to say engage in about the same sort of denunciation | whether he had offered any reward for the apprehension of the mur 
on both sides that they do elsewhere during the campaign, and no dis- | derers, and he testified that he had not. There was also brought to his 
turbance follows such discussion. The freedom of discussion is attention the fact of the outrages committed at the polls in Washing 


perfect there as it is anywhere on earth, and I state upon my veracity | ton County, and being interrogated as to whether he had offered any 
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r ision of those who had perpetrated those out 
rages he 1 he had not. I simply stated that if a reward 
ha en offered in this case, 1 was rejoiced at the change that had 
come over the spirit of affairs in Texas, and 1 feared the reason was 
that one of the men who had been killed was alleged to have been a 


Democrat. 

Mr. REAGAN. Without baving the testimony before me, I am un- 
able to go into a discussion of matters which are perhaps more within 
the knowledge of the Senator than mine. There may have been cit 
cumstances inflnencing the action of the governor which left him with- 
out fault. 

The Senator does not inform the Senate that in that contest there 
was a Republican ticket and a People’s ticket, and that that People’s 
ticket was made up of Democrats and Republicans, and the candidate 


upon that ticket for the Legislature was a black man and a Repub- | 


lican, and he was one of the witnesses before the committee. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
up of Democrats and Republicans who were acting with the Demo- 
cratic party, or Mugwump Republicans, and the other was a straight- 
out Republican ticket. 

Mr. REAGAN. Perhaps the Senator knows better than the wit- 
nesses, and better than I do. The people there had felt the pressure 
of these race troubles, they had seen the robbery of their county by 


reckless officials, and they banded together, Republicans and Demo- | 


crats, to protect the county and give it good officers. 
about it. 

Mr. SPOONER. The testimony before the committee shows that 
during all the years the Republican party had been in control in that 
county, county orders had gone from almost nothing until they were 
at nearly par. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator forgets that my colleague stated that 
the collector there was sent to the penitentiary for robbing the county 
of some thousands of dollars. 
ber tacts like that, and there are other counties in Texas in which some 
of the officials were so notoriously corrupt that the citizens combined, 
as they have for three or four elections in Harrison County, where there 
is alarge Republican majority, for the purpose of putting a People’s 
ticket forward and electing honest county officers, but reserving each 


to himself the right to vote with his party for State officers and Repre- | 


sentatives in Congress. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me, it is true that the 
testimony shows that during all of the years of Republican adminis- 
tration in that county but one of the county officers, I think the treas- 
urer, had been guilty of a defalcation, but it shows nothing else in 
the way of maladministration or malfeasance during all those years, 
and I submit to the Senator 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. SPOONER. One moment. I submit to the Senator that that 
is not suflicient foundation for characterizing, as he does, the entire 
Republican administration of that county during all those years as cor- 





rupt, any more than the fact that the Democratic treasurer of the State | 


of Kentucky not long ago was found to have stolen several hundred 
thousand dollars would warrant me in denouncing in geveral terms, 
as he has done several times, the Democratic administration during all 
the years it has been in power in Kentucky. 

Mr. REAGAN. I was proceeding to say that there was this much 
of justice in the criticism the Senator makes on my observations. I 
ought to have stated perhaps that I did not make that statement 
upon positive knowledge as to the facts of the action of these county 


officials; but I did speak from a general knowledge of the facts which 


are of general notoriety with reference to a number of counties, and I 
would rather that my remarks should be understood as being limited 
in that way than to be understood as submitting any general assump- 
tion of the corruption of the officers of Washington County, for about 
that I do not know any more than the others; but I do know that in 
some of the counties the blacks have been acting with the whites to 
elect people’s tickets in order to protect them and secure good officers, 
reserving to themselves the right to vote with their party on the State 
and Congressional tickets. 

Mr. President, I have occupied more time than I wished to and with 
less profit than I could have desired, because this debate has been 
sprung up in a way not to give an opportunity for its fair considera- 
tion; and I regret that for a second time it should have been obtruded 
upon the Senate when the testimony is withheld so that Senators can 
not form a fair judgment or discuss the question involved intelligently. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, on accountof an allusion made by the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] I feel it incumbent on me to offer 
a very few words in the way of improvement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow we 
to have a message read, which has been received from the President, 
so that an order to print it may be made? 

Mr. BLAIR. I yield for that purpose. 

RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 

message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 
Responding to the inquiries contained in the subjoined resolution of the Sen- 


One ticket, called the People’s ticket, was made | 


That is the truth | 


It does not suit the Senator to remem- | 
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Itimo, I haye the honor to state in reply to the subject first 
d, calling upon the Executive for “copies of all communica 
d by his direction to the rnment of Great Britain, re- 
ith that Government against the wrongs and unfair treatment to 
ns by the action of the Canadian Government in refunding to vessels 
f s which pass through the Welland and other Canadian canals nearly 
the entire tolls if they are destined to Canadian ports, while those bound for 
\merican ports are not allowed any such advantage; and the breach of the 
engagement contained in the treaty of 1871, whereby Great Britain promised to 
the United States equality in the matter of such canal transportation ; also copies 
of any demand made by his direction upon Great Britain for the redress of such 
wrongs, and the replies of Great Britain to such communication and demand,” 
that I herewith transmit copies of all communications Letween the Department 
f State and the United States consul at Ottawa, which are accompanied by 
copies of the orders of the Canadian officials in relation to the subject inquired of, 
Also correspondence between the Department of State and the British min- 
ister at this capital, with copies of the documents therein referred to. 

I also inclose, as connected therewith, a copy of executive document (No. 
| 406, House of Representatives, Fiftieth Congress, first session) containing the 
answer of the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, dated July 23, 1888, in reply to 
| a resolution of the House of Representatives relating to the navigation of the 
| Welland Canal; and the documents thus transmitted comprise the entire corre- 
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| spondence in relation to the subjects referred to in that portion of the resolu- 
tion of Aaquiry which is above quoted. 

The second branch of inquiry is in the words following: 
| “And also that there be communicated to the Senate copies of all papers, cor- 
| respondence, and information touching the matter of the refusal of the British 
| Government, or that of any of her North American dominions, to allow the 
| entry at Dominion seaports of American fish, or other cargoes, for transporta- 
tion in bond to the United States since the Ist day of July, 1885,” 

It will be remembered that though the fishing articles of the treaty of 1871 
| expired on the said Ist day of July, 1885,a temporary arrangement was made 
whereby the privileges accorded to our fishermen under said articles were con- 
| tinued during the remainder of that year’s fishing season. 

No instance of refusal by the Canadian authorities since July 1, 1885, up to the 

| present time, to allow the entry at Dominion seaports of American cargoes 

other than fish for transportation in bond across the territory of Canada to the 
| United States has been made known to the Department of State. 
The case of the fishing steamer Novelty, involving, among other things, a re- 
} fusal, on July 1, 1586, of the right to permit the transshipment of fishin bond at 
the port of Pictou, Nova Scotia, was duly communicated to Congress in my 
| message of December 8, 1886, a copy of which I herewith transmit, 
No. 19, Forty-ninth Congress, second session, page 1.) 

On page l6of this document will be found a copy of a communication ad- 
dressed by the Secretary of State to the British minister, dated June L4, 1886, on 
the subject of the refusal of transshipment of fish in bond. At page 24 of the 
same publication will be found the protest of the Secretary of State in the case 
of the Novelty, and at pages 49-50 are the response of the British minster and 
report of the Canadian privy council. 

On the 26th of January, 1587, a revised list of cases of alleged ill-treatment of 
our fishing vessels in Canadian waters was furnished by the Secretary of State 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate, in which the above case 
is included, a copy of which, being Senate Executive Document No. 55, of the sec- 
ond session Forty-ninth Congress, is herewith inclosed; and in the report by 
Mr. Epmunps, from the Committee on Foreign Relations (No. 1683 of the same 
session), the case referred to was again published. And,as relating to the sub- 
ject of the resolution now before me, the following pertinent passage, taken 
from the said report, may be of interest: 

“As regards commercial and other friendly business intercourse between ports 
| and places in the Dominion and the United States, it is of course of much im- 
portance that regulations affecting the same should be mutually reasonable and 
fairly administered. If an American vessel should happen to have caught a 
cargo of fish at sea a hundred miles distant from some Canadian port, from 
which there is railway communication to the United States, and should be de- 
nied the privilege of landing and shipping its cargo therefrom to the United 
States, as the Canadians do, it would be of course a serious disadvantage, and 
there is, it is thought, nothing in the treaty of 1818 which would warrant such 
an exclusion. But the Dominion laws may make such a distinction, and it is 
understood that in fact the privilege of so shipping fish from American vessels 
has been refused during the last year.”’ 

I also respectfully refer to Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 54, Forty- 
ninth Congress, second session, being acommunication from the Commissioner 
of Fish and Fisheries to Hon. GeorGr F. EpmuNpbs, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, dated February 5, 1887, which is accompanied 
by a partial list of vessels injuriously treated by the Canadian authorities, based 
upon information furnished to the United States Commissioner of Fish and 
Fisheries. 

This list is stated to be supplementary to the revised list which had been trans- 
mitted to the committee by the Secretary of State January 26, 1887. 

Of the sixty-eight vessels comprised in this list it is stated that six, to wit, the 
| Nellie M. Snow, Andrew Burnham, Harry G. French, Col. J. H. French, W. H. 
Wellington, and Ralph Hodgdon, were refused permission to transship fish. 
None of these cases, however, were ever reported to the Department of State 
by the parties interested, or were accompanied by affidavit; nor does it appear 
the facts ever were investigated in any of the cases by the parties making the 
reports, which were obtained by circulars issued by order of the Commissioner 
of Fish and Fisheries. 

The concluding inquiry is as follows: 

** And also that he communicate to the Senate what instances have occurred 
since the 3d of March, 1887, of wrongs to American fishing vessels, or other 
American vessels, in the ports or waters of British North America, and what 
steps, if any, have been taken in respect thereto.” ae ; 

Soon after the passage of the act of March 3, 1887, the negotiation which had 
been proceeding for several months previously, progressed actively; and the 
proposed conference and the presence at this capital of the plenipotentiaries of 
the two governments, out of which the since rejected treaty of February 7, 1858, 
eventuated, had their natural influence in repressing causes of complaint in re- 
lation to the fisheries. Therefore, since March 3, 1887, no case hus been reported 
to the Department of State wherein complaint was made of unfriendly or un- 
lawful treatment of American fishing vessels on the part of the Canadian au- 
thorities in which reparation was not promptly and satisfactorily obtained by 
the United States consul-general at Halifax. 

A single case of alleged unjust treatment of an American merchant vessel, 
not engaged in fishing, has been reported since March 3, 1887. This was the 
ship Bridgewater, which was first brought to the attention of the Department 
of State by the claimant by petition filed June 1, 1888. 

On June 18, 188+, legal counsel, who appeared and desired to be heard, filed 
their formal authority, and the claim was at once duly investigated, and on 
June 22, 1888, a communication was addressed by the Secretary of State to the 

British minister, which sets forth the history of the claim, and a copy of which 
is herewith transmitted; and of this formal acknowledgment was made, but ng 


further reply has been received. bs 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
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Executive Mansron, September 12, 1888. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the message be printed, and, together 
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derstood what the real result would be. That is equivalent to saying 
in the State of Colorado, if a reservoir should be located on the head of 
a stream, that all the land below that should be reserved. There are 
thousands of acres that may still be irrigated by the waters of the 
stream. It would practically withdraw in Colorado and in some parts 
of Nevada all of what we call the arid lands, all the lands that have to 
be irrigated. That part willnot do. It will be no benefit to the West- 
ern country at all. If you put that in we should be worse off than it 
we had nothing at all. It would be worse than a disagreement to the 
Senate amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The whole subject will be under the 
urisd iction of the committee of conference. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that the conferees ap- 
pointed will undoubtedly confer with Senators respecting these amend- 
ments, 


PACIFIC RAILROAD COMMISSION REPORT. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Iask leave to make a report from the Committee 
on Printing A resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing 
for the printing of 5,000 additional copies of the message of the Presi- 
dent and the report of the Pacific Railroad Commission. We findalso 
in the hands of the Printing Committee a resolution of the House pro- 
posing to print 10,000 copies. The committee combined the two and 
move the postponement of the resolution just referred to it, and the 
amendment of the House resolution to make the number 15,000—5, 000 
for the Senate and 10,000 for the House—and as so amended recom- 
mend the passage of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'TheSenate resolution will be indefi- 
nitely postponed, if there be no objection, and the resolution of the 
Ifouse will be read, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask for immediate action on it. 

The House resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed for the use of the House 10,000 copies of the President’s message and 
accompanying reports of the majority and minority of the Pacific Railroad 
Commission, 

‘The amendment of the Committee on Printing was stated to be in line 
3, after the word ‘‘ House,’’ to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘fifteen.’’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. That was not the amendment as I instructed the 
clerk of the committee to draw it. Does it say at the end ‘* 5,000 for 
the Senate and 10,000 for the House?’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read as pro- 
posed to be amended. ; 

‘The SECRETARY. Itis proposed toamend the resolution soas to read: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed 15,000 copies, for the use of the House 10,000, and for the use of the Sen- 
ate 5,000 copies, of the President’s message and accompanying reports of the 
majority and minority of the Pacific Railroad Commission. 


Mr. HAWLEY. That is not it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be laid aside un- 
til the amendment can be properly prepared. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very well. 


MYRA FREEMAN, 


Mr. COCKRELL. On the 4th of January, 1888, I introduced abill 
(S. 1152) granting a pension to Myra Freeman, and on March 13 a 
similar bill was introduced, No, 2343. On the 17thof April, the Sena- 
tor from lowa [Mr. WILson] reported Senate-bill No. 1152 adversely, 
on the ground that the pension application was still pending in the 
Pension Office. Now I desire to withdraw Senate bill 2343, and to in- 
troduce a new bill and have it referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
the Pension Office in the mean time having rejected the application. 
The first bill was indefinitely postponed, but no action was had on the 
second bill. I desire the Committee on Pensions discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (S. 2343) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Myra Freeman, and the bill indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, it will be 
so ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
desk. 

The bill (S. 3548) granting a pension to Mrs. Myra Freeman was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mm T. O. TOWLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
bills with amendments; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (S. 1786) to regulate appointments in the Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States; and 

A bill (S. 3447) amendatory of ‘‘An act relating to postal crimes and 
amendatory of the statutes therein mentioned,’’ approved June 18, 
1888, and for other purposes. 

POSTAL CRIMES. 

Mr. VEST. There has been returned from the House of Representa- 
tives an amendment to the bill in relation to postal crimes, which I ask 
may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 


Now I introduce the bill which I send to the 
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of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3447) amendatory of 
‘‘An act relating to postal crimes and amendatory of the statutes therein 
mentioned,’’ approved June 18, 1888, and for other purposes, which 
were on page 2, lines 2 and 3, to strike out ‘92’ and insert ‘' 93,” 
and on page 2, line 6, to strike out ‘‘section 3892” and insert “‘ sec- 
tion 3893.”’ 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate concur in 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

KILLING OF JOSEPH HOFFMAN, WASHINGTON COUNTY, TEXAS. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution submitted 
by Mr. SPOONER in relation to the killing of Joseph Hoffman, in Wash- 
ington County, Texas. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, in listening to this protracted and some- 
what excited, certainly pathetic and solemn, debate, the question must 
arise, I think, in the mind of every Senator cui bono, what good? For 
twenty-five years facts like these have been brought to the Senate 
Chamber, discussions like this have taken place, investigating com- 
mittees have been appointed, investigations have followed, reporis have 
been made, legislation has been enacted, and here to-day it is more true 
than it ever has been before in the history of the country that the con- 
ditions still exist out of which all this has grown. 

If the ballot was ever suppressed, it issuppressed to-day. If freedom 
of debate was ever violated, it is violated in some portions of this coun- 
try to-day. The Senate knows it, the country knows it, and by reason 
of the absolute certainty and fixity of the situation the country is some- 
what indifferent toit. Itis like being informed that you havea mor- 
tal disease. You will become reconciled to death and go quietly to— 

The undiscovered country, from whose bourn 
No traveler returns. 

That is the condition of the country, and that is the reason why this 
debate to-day wilh hardly stir a single ripple over the surface of the 
North, still less of the South. The resolution will pass, the investiga- 
tion will take place, the facts will be demonstrated, as they have been 
in a hundred instances before, the report will come before the Senate, 
and it will all vanish into thin air. 

But, as I was saying, if there is any change, things have become 
worse. Both Senators from Texas intimate to us that they have al- 
ready gone to such an extent that the Republicans in that State, being 
either eliminated or silenced as an active force in politics, the Demo- 
crats have now gone to killing each other, and they rather protest 
against the idea that there should be discussion upon the subject, al- 
though the whole thing is so evidently the outgrowth of political con- 
ditions. 

So I inquire again, Mr. President, what good? There can be only 
one remedy, and that has been often suggested. It has been often put 
aside by the Senators from Texas. Oneof those Senators touched upon 
it when he said to us that in their State they were giving to the colored 
man, and I suppose he would be understood to include the poorest 
white man, equal conditions in the direction of education; and there 
is the remedy and the only remedy, the only balm there is in Gilead, 
the only physician that will ever succeed in removing this mortal dis- 
ease of illiteracy. 

It was in consequence of this view of the subject that I rose to ask 
the attention of the Senators from Texas and of the whole country to 
an article which I find in the New York World of this morning. It is 
what is known as a signed article, and I will read an extract from it: 

NATIONAL AID FOR COMMON SCHOOLS, 

The nation, not less than the States, is dependent for prosperity and security 
upon the intelligence and morality of the people— 

This is from a very high order of signed article in the New York 
World— 

The nation, not less than the States, is dependent for prosperity and security 
upon the intelligence and morality of the people. This common interest very 
early suggested national aid in the establishment and endowment of schools 
and colleges in the new States. There is, I believe, a present exigency that calls 
fur still more liberal and direct appropriations in aid of common-school educa- 
tion in the States, 

This article in the World is signed by ‘‘ Benjamin Harrison,’’ and 
I commend the whole article to the careful consideration of the entire 
Senate and of the entire country, but particularly the proposition which 
I have read. 

Mr. President, in this connection I wish to read another article from 
another newspaper. It is a voice from Texas herself, and it is the 
utterance of the Democratic Exponent, published at Corsicana, Tex., 
dated Friday, September 7, 1888, a Texas paper which in one article 
I find here takes pains to say, as it ought to say: 

We thought the right thing was done when Judge REAGAN was elected United 
States Senator. 

It criticises some things the Senator may have done, but I read that 
language from the paper in order that it may not be supposed that the 
paper itself is one abounding with race or political prejudice, espe- 
cially against either of the Senators from that State. The article bears 
directly upon the subject-matter of the quotation which I have read, 
the signed article in the New York World, and I will send this to the 
desk and ask the Secretary to read it. 


the amendments of 
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Mr. REAGAN. Does the Senator seek to have it understood that 
that is a Democratic paper? 

Mr. BLAIR. The New York World? Yes. [Laughter. 

Mr. REAGAN. Oh, no; but the paper from which he reads. 

Mr. BLAIR. It says ‘‘ Democratic’’ on the outside of it. 

Mr. REAGAN. It is malignant. 


Mr. BLAIR. It did not seem to be malignant. I saw nothing to 





indicate any malignant feeling towards anybody in the paper. The 
Secretary will please read the article, commencing near the top of th 
second column. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the article, 
if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

CONDITION OF THE BLAIR BILL. 

This bill passed the Senate in December last by avote of 39 to 29, the remain- 
ing ten Senators being paired. It went to the House and was referred to the 
House Committee on Education, a committes that has little or nothing to do 
Some believe that that committee wasappointed by the Speaker for the purpose 
of smothering the bill and so preventing the House from considering it at all, 
For nearly eight months the bill has been smothered by the so-called Demo- 
erats belonging to the committee keeping away from committee meetings, so 
as to prevent a vote upon the report by preventing a quorum, At anytime the 
chairman of the committee could get a quorum by handing the names of the 
absentees to the Sergeant-at-Arms and telling him he wanted a quorum. But 
probably Mr. CARLISLE appointed that chairman to not do that. 

Committees, in all parliamentary bodies, are appointed to report bills, not to 
smother them. What would be the effect of reporting the Blair bill? There 
would be two reports, the majority one unfavorable, Upon presentation inthe 
House there would be a motion made by the friends of the bill to substitute the 
minority for the majority report. If that motion carried,the bill would b 
passed by the House. Then it would rest altogether with the President whether 
the bill became a law or not. If he disapproved it and vetoed it, that would 
end it. Twenty-nine noes in the Senate and the President’s veto would kill 
any bill. : ; 

Beyond question, then, the object of the smothering of the bill by the House 
Committee on Education is to prevent the President from declaring how he 














stands upon that bill. Who knows how Mr. Cleveland stands on it? Perhaps 
it is nobody’s business. American citizens have no right to know. To keep 
them from knowing it is deemed worth while, by the Speaker of the House, to 


stock a committee to smother a bill and so prevent the representatives of the 
American people from voting upon it. 

That is the whole affair in a nut-shell. The Blair bill has received the treat- 
mentit has solely to keep the American people from knowing how Mr. Cleve- 


land regards it. They evidently have noright to know, and no rights worth | 


considering. How much Democracy is there in a party that takes such a} 
sition? Would it not be brave to keep up the billand, if it should pass, let Mr 
Cleveland veto? But the worst of it is, the people are asked by their votes to 
approve the way of doing. , 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, these discussions are likely to go on in- 
terminably and these investigations to go on interminably until ther 
is a radical change in the conditions of society at large where these ox 
currences take place. I am in favor of the investigations, because such 
occurrences are violations of individual and personal right, they are 
dangerous violations of such right in the way of precedent for the fut- 
ure; but I do not believe that there is any remedy save in the applica- 
tion of moral and educational causes which shall so elevate the general 
conditions of society everywhere, in all parts of the country, as that 
every individual right shall be held sacred and shall be defended and 
vindicated by the utmost exertion of the intellectual and physical force 
ofall. And I think the Senators from Texas and the Senators from the 
North as well, while giving full scope to the spirit of inguiry and the 
fixing of the responsibility for acts, whatever they may be, in violation 
of law, should look rather to the remedy to prevent the repetition of 
such evil things in the future; and if our Democrats would establish 
for themselves due protection against the domination of the Southern 
Republican, the Southern negro Republican of which the Senators from 
Texas complain with such a pathetic wail—if they will do that for th 
protection of the Southern Democrat as well as the Southern Republican, 
let them do something to assist in the moral and intellectual education 
of the masses of the children among them, and they will do that which 
is to some purpose; but until that be done and the conditions of society 
be made not only homogeneous, but be elevated, these evil deeds wil! 
continue, violence will be perpetrated upon the ballot-box at the South 
the violations of the right of suffrage, to which allusion has been made 
which occurred in Cincinnati will be repeated in our great cities all 
over the country and wherever the conditions exist of ignorance, illit- 
eracy, and consequent degradation and carelessness as to the exercise and 
protection of humanrights. Wherever those conditions continue to ex- 
ist, these crimes will be the natural consequence, and we might, I think, 
direct our attention to the remedy as well as to the evils complained of. 

I just call attention to this in passing, for I do not mean, so far as I 
am concerned, that the discussion of these Southern conditions, which 
are before the country again in the resolutions of investigation which 
have been introduced here—justifiably and properly introduced—shall 
go on without specific attention being directed to the only conceivable 
remedy, a remedy the possibility of applying which is the only justifi- 
cation for the agitation of these subjects here. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I will occupy the attention of the 
Senate but a few moments. 

The Senator from Texas who last addressed the Senate [Mr. REA- 
GAN] seemed to complain that I had imputed to his colleague, my 
friend, the other Senator from Texas [Mr. Coker], a reliance upon a 


newspaper as evidence of a fact contained, and then referred also to an | 


item of news in the New York Herald which I had adduced on the 
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me subject. My point was not the reliance on a newspaper con 
nication simply and in general, but that the Sena had chosen to 
pute to Mr. Joe Hoffman the quality of being a Democrat upon a mer 
wspaper refere! to him in it rela when all the eviden 
n and all the public facts show that Mr. Hotfman was and always 
had been a Republican. 
In regard to the item in the New York H 1, I have no responsi- 
lity for that. The Senator trom Texa on that by say- 
ing it was obviously partial by reason of the c rents that it made 
Well, the comment that I cited it for was for stating that Mr. Hoffman 
was a Republican. That did not sec to be a very inflammatory ob- 
|} servation in regard to the meaning of Mr. Hoilman’s relation to the 
| matter which resulted in his death. 
| The Senator, too, has chosen to insist upon what I readily r ize, 
} and which I distinctly stated in my observations, that the occurrence 


of violence of this kind by itself gave no right to impugn or to in 
pate the community at large. The question, therefore, of whether the 
community involves itself in that inculpation depends upon how it pro- 
ceeds to deal with the authors of the ocearrence, and the imputations 
that I have made in regard to the occurrence two years ago in the way 
of inculpation of that community in its treatment of it have been based 
upon the evidence produced before the committee, and is just as ap- 
parent upon the evidence which the Senator from Texas | Mr. REAGAN] 
has read,even in that portion of it. The governor, the local com 
munity, the authorities, the Democratic party, the public press, the 
public opinion of Texas, never frowned at all upon that transaction in 
|any shape. The grand jury never took any action upon it whateve: 
Chere was no pretense that the community had purged itself or desired 
to purge itself of a just inculpation of entire indifference to that trans- 
| action. 

That is what I meant by saying that an occurrence of violence does 
not inculpate a community, but the community’s treatment of it ex- 
poses it to the judgment of judicious and honest comment and judi- 
cious and honest condemnation, and that is all that I have indulged in. 

| The Senator from Texas proceeded further to say that at a place in 
that State, Lampasas or Fort Bend, or some other point of that kind, 
there had been a murder, certainly a homicide, and as he would call 
it, and perhaps justly, for I know nothing about it, the murder of two 
white Democrats, or one killed, perhaps, and one wounded with the 
| intent to kill. I think that was the situation. He iinds fault with 
| the Senator from Wisconsin and myself for not having had any sym- 
pathy for the widows and the children of those unfortunate victims or 
violence. 

When have I or when has the Senator from Wisconsin been remiss 
in his attention of sympathy with regard to any suffering that has been 
inflicted by that crime? I know nothingabout them. I donot know 
whether they had wives or children; nor is it right to bring into a con- 
troversy in this way suggestions that are mere insinuations without 
the least foundation. We have expressed sympathy in the transaction 
which ended in the death of Mr. Hoffman and of Mr. Holt, and I ap- 
peal on the common ground of humanity to both sidesof this Chamber 
to observe the heroism of Joe Hoffman and to pity his sad fate. 

t will not do to say that weare indifferent to transactions of violence 
or to homicide or to murder or to sufferings of the families of the 
victims, until the consideration of those matters becomes a proper sub- 
ject for the Senate to inquire into and make itself responsible for. 

I hope the resolution will be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on referring the reso- 
lution to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the resolution goes to that committee 
under the rules without a formal order of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair understands. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Let the resolution be again reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution of Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I shall not vote for that resolu- 
tion. I think there is a great deal in the question propounded by the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLArR]. We have had investiga- 
tions, investigations that we had no right to make—I mean where there 
was no necessity to make them—instituted alone for political purposes. 
The country fully understands that all those investigations have no 
other basis than a simple desire to promote the interests of the polit- 
ical party that starts them in the Senate of the United States. 

If the Senator had propounded another question, ‘‘ what harm they 
do?’? I should have heen ready to say that the first was the disgrace 
which such investigations bring upon the Senate of the United States, 
for I hold that it is a disgrace to constitute this high body into a po- 
litical machine to advance the interests by such means of a political 
candidate for the Presidency. Whatever disclaimers may be made by 
Senators of any such motives, whatever high purposes they may avow 
as instigating these investigations, the people of this country know 
that at the very foundation of all of them is the simple desire to ad 
vance the interests of their party, and to go by steps that they have 
no right to take to accomplish this purpose. 

I have served upon the Committee on Privileges and Elections and 
| been engaged in some of these investigations. I have been down to 
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Nev the eondition of affairs in 
that s« and I say here, standing in my place in the 
Senate and upon: re msibility as a Senator, that I have never seen 
one of the litical investigations conducved with the least adherence 
to the rules ustice. ‘The whole animus has been to make political 
capital for the p 
lution has the same purpose in view, and the country knows it. Ido 
not hesitate to say here that there is not an intelligent man in the 
country but knows full well that the animps that moves such investi- 
gations is a political purpose, and not because they are expected to ac- 
complish any good whatever. 

What right have you to go down? 
down to investigate a local murder unconnected with politics perhaps, 
except for the purpose of trying to make polttical capital ? 

I repeat again, sir, it is a disgrace to the Senate of the United States 
that these investigations should be instituted and eonducted in the 
manner they are, and I do not hesitate to say that I am sorry to see 
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not represent the free will of their people, they answer us: ‘‘ Why, your 
fallacy in that is in claiming that all the colored votes are on your 
side; the negroes are sick of the Republican party and are voting the 
Democratic ticket in large numbers.’’ But when we come tosay, ** Let 


| them vote; let their votes be cast and counted,’’ they answer, ‘‘ Oh, it 


irty that initiated the investigations, and this reso- | 


What right has the Senate to go | 


is a race issue, and you are in favor of putting the white man under the 
domination of the colored man.”’ 

Under a fair count anda full count and free speech, the colored men, 
as the white men throughout this country, will divide, will differ in 
opinion, will divide according to their judgment or their interests, and 
whenever or wherever that condition of affairs is established eduea- 
tion, wealth, business capacity, character will have, as everywhere in 


| a republic, its full, free, proportionate influence. 


men occupying high positions in this country, Senators, resorting to | 


such means to accomplish party purposes. ido not object to partisan- 
ship, for I am a partisan myself, but I do object to the Senate of the 
United States, a body of which we are all proud to be members, being 
converted into a political machine, thus making use of the Senate of 
the United States for the purpose of investigations that have no proper 
foundation, merely to excite the prejudices of the people of the North 
against the people of the South. 

Murders take place all over the country. Unfortunately humanity 
is so constituted that crime will exist wherever man exists in large 
communities, and no investigation is made, no inquiry is made into the 
eauses of murders and of riots in the Northern section of the country. 
The investigation is all confined to some portions of the Southern States 
for the purpose of inciting the prejudices of some parts of this country 
against that section with a view to political effect on elections. 
doing harm, not only disgracing the Senate, but I aver as my honest 
conviction that such a proceeding, tending to keep up the spirit of ani- 
mosity between the races in the Seuth, is reprehensible in every point 
of view in which it can be looked at. 

| enter my protest here and now against all such procedure on the 
part of the Senate, and I hope that the country will take notice and 
hold to responsibility the men who initiate and carry out these partisan 
investigations through the agency of the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate to the unconscious admission made by the honorable Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY], who has just taken his seat. The 
Senator from Delaware seems to admit, and does admit in substance, 
that the stopping of political murders, that the calling of public atten- 
tion and public indignation down upon them, and the establishing of 
a free ballot and a fair count is the same thing with the advantage of 
the Republican party. Itis, The Senator is quite right. 

I have no doubt that in that very district in Texas where these things 
have happened, the district now represented by the author of the Mills 
bill, if there could be an honest and a fair debate on public questions, 
not interrupted by murder and violence, the people of that district 
itself would pronounce by a large majority against this raid upon the 
industries and the interests of the wage-earners of this country. 

There is one other significant piece of testimony which came out in 
that investigation. These were murders and exiles of white men as well 
asofcolored men. The witnesses whotestified that they had been com- 
pelled to go and leave their homes as exiles were white men. One of 
them had been a Confederate soldier who served through the war, and 
the question was put to the Democratic witnesses as to the cheracter of 
these men: ‘‘ Have they done anything wrong in their relations as citi- 
zens? Were they not honest? Did they bear a high eharacter?’’ 
“Certainly; we do not deny that, except in their political conduct.’’ 
‘* What was their political conduct? What did they undertake to do, 
and what is the matter with that?’’ ‘‘Oh, they make,’ was the an- 
swer in substance; I do not give the language now, but the sub- 
stance—‘‘ they make inflammatory speeches to the negroes.’? ‘‘ What 
is the nature of the intlammatory speeches that these men make to the 
negroes?”’? ‘‘ Why, they tell the negroes that if the Democratic party 
remain in power their wages will be lowered, and if the Republican party 
come into power their wages will be raised.’’ Inother words, they use 
the argument which both sides are presenting to the workingmen of 
this country as the issue upon which this election is largely to be de- 
termined. 

If a party takes the ground which Washington, and Jefferson, and 
Hamilton, and Madison, and Webster, and Clay took, that the policy 
now advocated by the Republican party will enhance the wages of the 
workingmen, increasing the price of cotton among other things, that is 
an incendiary appeal to the race prejudices of the negroes in the eyes 
of the dominant party in the Mills district of Texas! 

I do not propose, Mr. President, at this hour of theevening, to enter 
upon this debate; but having had some considerable observation of this 
class of questions, I wish to put upon record my opinion that this is not 
a question of negro or race domination over white men in those South- 
ern States where these things happen. When we undertake to show 
that large numbers of votes are suppressed, that the elections there do 


Weare | 


It is not a question of race domination, according to my belief. It 
is not possible for the white people of a single State in this Union, un- 
der the influence of republican ideas and republican methods (I use 
the word ‘‘ republican ’’ now in the large sense to cover the ideas upon 
which this Republie is based), to be under the domination of the peo- 
ple of the other race. 

This method is a method of keeping Democratic superiority and su- 
premacy in States where that party would otherwise be in the minor- 
ity, and, through those States, in the nation. It is not a race ques- 
tion. The men who do these things in Mississippi are not Mississippi. 
Mississippi lies prostrate under their feet. The men who do these 
things in Texas are not Texas, or will not long remain Texas. It is 
that they may keep Texas prostrate beneath their feet that these things 
are done. 


Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 


| HoAR], who has just taken his seat, has in a few minutes misrepre- 


sented and perverted more testimony than has been treated in that way 


| by everybody else in this debate to-day. 


| 


He says it is not race antagonism that produces the troubles in 
Washington and Fort Bend Counties. He says that the real sentiment 
of the people of Texas is in some way suppressed and dominated and 
falsified in its expression; that the people of Texas favor a protective 
tariff if they were permitted to say so. That Senator talks about 
something of which he is profoundly ignorant. The Senator from 
Massachusetts is informed about wiat transpires in Massachusetts 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. COKE. Iwill. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator say that it is a race issue there? 
Does he say that these murders are the act of Texas? 

Mr. COKE, If the Senator will allow me te proceed I will answer 
his question. 

Mr. HOAR. But the honorable Senator challenged my statement 
as being erroneous on these two points. I want to know whether he 
agrees with me or disagrees with me ? 

Mr. COKE. TheSenator will see asI proceed. The Senator’s state- 
ment is erroneous, The murder of young Bolton was a cold-blooded 
murder, perpetrated by negroes. When he went to the polls to inquire 
the state of the vote he wasunarmed and unaccompanied by anybody, 
and there were eight or ten people about thepolls. He could not have 
intended a raid on the ballot-box; he was not disguised. He simply 
went as a citizen interested in knowing what the state of the vote was, 
and he was shot down. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Texas permit me—— 

Mr. COKE. I decline to be interrupted by the Senator from Wis- 
consin. The man was shot down before he could make an inquiry. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not decline to be interrupted by the Senator 
from Texas. 

Mr. COKE. The people who killed Bolton—that is, the man who 
shot him and those who were accessories to the murder—were arrested. 
The testimony shows that, fearing that in the condition of the public 
mind some violence would be done them, they were taken away from 
Brenham. Some of them were carried to Houston, and I think the man 
who fired the shot and committed the murder was carried to the Milam 
County jail. They were kept until it was believed that the excitement 
had subsided, and those who were carried to Houston were brought back 
to Brenham. A mob of disguised men did assemble and take three of 
them out of the Brenham jailand hang them. The man who actually 
killed Bolton—whom they would not bring back to Brenham—is yet 
alive and in jail, if he has not been tried. The Senator from Wisconsin 
stated here some weeks ago that these men were hanged not because 
they were accessories to this most foul and brutal murder but in order 
to get them out of the way as witnesses to the violence done to the 
ballot-box. 

These men were taken out of jail and hung just as men have been 
taken out of jail and hung in nearly every county and in every State 
in this Union. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, speak for Texas; do not speak for Connecticut. 

Mr. COKE. I will venture the assertion that when Connecticut was 
a new State occurrences of that character transpired there. I do not 
believe that there is a State in this Union where they have not trans- 

ired. 
. I do not justify the men who took these people out of prison and 
hung them, I do not justify Jaw-breaking, but I do say that the im- 











pulse upon which these peo t L 
and hanging them was one that ‘ 
in every State in this Union 
every State in the Union at t ( 
Mr. HAWLEY. I may as wi perhaps, s f 
point as to one State. I challenge him to 1 in tl tory of ¢ 
necticut from 1635 to the present time asingle case of hanging by mob 
violence. l 
Mr. COKE. I take it for granted. of course, that the Senator is bet it 
ter informed than I can be about Connecticut, but Connecticut Is ! W i 
exception. I will say then all the States except Connecticut. | Laug the 


ter. | y rob ; who 
































Mr. BLAIR. The Senator must also except New Hampshire. I | this s¢ iS I 
have never known of a hanging of that kind being done in that State. | ington ¢ 
Mr. COKE. Why, Mr. President, go to all the Western States, and Wh Mr. President, t 
you will scarcely find a county in which there has not been mob vio- | one-l f the vot 
lence and in which men have not been ha by mobs. Our Tex erately tu lt 
people do not pretend to be better than the people elsewhere. We have | the Dx crats and ele¢ 5 
got a large amount of human nature in us, exactly the sort of human | erating | 1 the Den its ( é 
nature that is found in men everywhere else. tional Repub t \ bgt ( 
F It is wrong that these negroes were taken out of jail and hanged the national 
P. but it was done because it was believed that they had assisted in th: ( | 
murder of young Bolton, and that was all there was about it. There | 1 ing them 
was nothing political in it. There was no motive in it that had an Men | Hackw 1 dM ) 
thing in the world to do with politics. tors from Wisconsin } 
Soin Fort Bend County, where men have been murdered recent ( ra LW ) ) 
because they were Democrats—avowedly murdered for that reason The S« dt m M t 
the people have been conservative; they simply met togetherand adopted | t] te on the ] - s 
resolutions and ordered certain men whom r » | 
believe (possibly not amounting to legal proof ty o 
bil murders, these assassinations—ordered them to leave the county. elie 
a Men have to take care of themselves; they will take care of ther 
; selves. In Fort Bend County and in Washington County where blo 
% has been spilled, murders and assassinations nitted, the vict 
a have been Democrats invariably. About this there is no question « its that had 
i doubt. and 
i The hanging done at Brenham was the work of a mob, which we « th t, does no 
: attribute to but one cause, and that is that poor human nature und ir. HOA h 
; excitement was carried away by feeling and led to a violation of law. new 
a I desire the fact to be specially remembered that in no case that has n party of 
3 come from Texas have Democrats been the aggressors or have white | tl lence they l nat 
men been the aggressors. Bolton was killed by a Republican neg Is that | l 
Shamblin, of Fort Bend, was killed by a Republican and anotice tacked . COKI , M 
: to bis gate that he was killed because he was a Democrat. Captain I whusetts that I do 
P Frost, of Fort Bend, was shot and severely wounded when going in en put together in 
his yard at night because he was a Democrat and a white man. palpable fa 100d 
Notwithstanding these admitted facts the Senator from Wisconsin in the i! Iti ly 
; desires an investigating committee to take hold of and look into the in in Texas who is 1 is fearle ) 
4 matters referred to. The resolution of the Senator from Wisconsin ré r action as the Senator iM 
fers to matters not under the Federal jurisdiction, having nothing in | in M setts Chat ruth. 
the world to do with anything over which this Senate has jurisdiction, | I publica r } 
5 yet the Senate is asked to make an investigation, and, as if to illustrate | t ' ise ( ini 1 a lot of odds a 
4 the absurdity of the proceeding, the Senator from Massachusetts, when oth litical part ving 
a he comes to make his contribution to the debate, finds it is not the ra time their own political identity, they hope t 
issue, it is not race prejudice or antagonism which produces disturb- } sult is Republicans they know they would be ] 
ance, but it is a desire to suppress the vote of people who favor a pro- | a iplish. That is all the ubout it. W I 
tective tariff ! has a brother living at Brenham, a Repul ! 
How does the Senator from Massachusetts find this out? The Sen vi I 1 larly to ft 
ator sneers at Colonel MILLS, who represents the district embracing | p und discharges tl 
Washington County. Let him sneer at Colonel MILLs before the peo- | reput 3 1 info l 
ple and on the stump, where Colonel MILLS has a chance to reply to| 1 the fear of 
4 him. | th ( i t 
4S Mr. HOAR. I have said nothing about Colonel MILLs, yuld 1 n Masascl 
4 Mr. COKE. You said it was Colonel MILLs’s district. | sas or anywhere else. There is not a Republican in 1 
= Mr. HOAR. That is another thing. not live among his Democrat h iS | untly 
4 Mr. COKE. You said it was in the district represented by RoGER | est man, as be could in M husett t! 
; MILLs. ROGER MILLS is able to answer for himself, and if the Sena- | he Senator from Ma 
‘a tor desires te meet RoGER MILLS, RoGER MILLs will go to Boston What the people of t United Stat need, Mr. Pre 
and diseuss the tariff question with him, and be glad of the oppor- | know each other better. I was never so impress 
tunity. | tion as I was when I heard the statement of thx i i 
‘ No, Mr. President, the Senatoris mistaken. These troublesin Wash husetts, because I respect that Ser r; both 1 bilit 
ington County had their origin, not in Federal politics, but in local | tegrity. Ido not believe that for his right ha 
county politics. The people in Washington County, as the testimony | tlie statement with reference to Texas that ! 
shows, have been plundered and robbed and stolen from by people like | the fi as I and those of 1 
these three who memorialized the Senate until they have gotten tire: Why, Mr. President, we rarely | 
“a of it. Democrats and Republicans wh— had property to be taxed, who | at any time between the races. f t 
had substance in the county, joined and made a People’s ticket and | and eighty organized count n 
obtained control of the county; and since 1886 Democrats and Repub- | stretéhes from « of the S the ( 
licans together have held the offices of the county and they have had rht hundred miles, and the: 1 the Panhand G 
honest administrations. Before that time they were plundered. Ther eight hundred miles more—« ired and a 
is a man in the penitentiary now who was county treasurer, I belie und some ities as ] > as th State of D 
at all events was one of the high officers. They were indicted, th hhode Island. 
Radical, corrupt officials, repeatedly indicted, indicted, too, when th« Yet out of all these, with a population from every « 
judge having jurisdiction and holding court was a Republican judgé in gathered there, all the foreign natio r 
when the county attorney and the district attorney were Republicans, | sented, and allthe States North and 


when the sheriff was a Republican, and the same Republican judge is | represented, with a population there not homog L | 











8540 





that has not had time yet to be fused into a homogeneous mass, but 
which will become homogeneous; the only charges that are brought 
against the people of Texas for political disorders and disturbances are 
confined to Fort Bend and Washington, just two counties out of the 
one hundred and eighty. 

Is not Kansas a good State, Mr. President? Isayitis. The popu- 
lation of Kansas can not be surpassed for intelligence, for sobriety, for 
energy, for American push; and yet here but the other day we read of 
a war there in which a sheriff and five of his deputies were killed by a 
camp-fire as they slept at night. 

Why did you not send an investigating committee there? Ah, Mr. 
President, they did not send one there, because it would not have paid 
politically to do it. Murders are committed all over the United States 
every day, and yet it is reserved for Texas to be persecuted under the 
forms of law by a Senate which has no jurisdiction over the matter to 
be inquired into, while all other violations of local law are to be let 
alone! 

Speaking of the race question, Mr. President, where is the Indian ? 

He has gone and is now a mere reminiscence. The red man, the 
‘‘noble red man,’’ has gone before the advance of the white man. 
Where is the Chinaman ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Going. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COKE. He has not quite gone, but he is getting away very fast. 
[Laughter.] He isthe brown man. It is reserved for the people of 
the South to have to stand face to face with the black man and solve 
the problem of joint government and joint residence, and we are solv- 
ing it. If you will let us alone we will solve it. It is hard enough to 
do without outside interference. When let alone it taxes all our 
powers and demands our highest wisdom. Just let us alone, and we 
will solve it. We have no trouble except once every four years. All 
the trouble we have ever had comes ‘from outsiders, who hope to reap 
political advantage from it. If intermeddlers from the outside who 
instigate colored men to evil deeds will desist and let us alone, there 
will be an end of the trouble. Go down to Texas, go into the counties 
where the whites are in the majority, and you will see the colored peo- 
ple, some Democrats, some Republicans, and some Knights of Labor, 
all voting their own tickets. There you will see colored men quietly 
accumulating property, many of them becoming rich and well to do. 
Everything in the world that is needed for this condition of affairs to 
exist in every county in Texas, and, I will say, in the entire South, is 
for the Republicans outside to let them alone, to cease exciting their 
bad passions and inflaming them against their-white neighbors. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator-—— 

Mr. COKE. I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator touch upon the solution with refer- 
ence to the negro? He told us what they had done with the Indian 
and the Chinaman. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be interrupted. 
Mr. COKE. 
great a hurry. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think a speaker always allows a fellow-citizen to 
put a question to him. 

Mr. COKE. I did not intend to be curt or discourteous. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not think the Senator was. 

Mr. COKE. I say let us alone and we will solve this problem. 
Whenever the negroes divide, their votes are sought by both parties, 
and it is the interest of both parties to see that they have perfect free- 
dom of choice. Keep outside pressure away from them and they will 
disperse among our population, and you will hear no more of any race 
troubles. But I tell you, and I say it frankly, the white people of the 
South and those of their race who come to settle among them, they and 
their seed will govern that country just as long as time lasts. 

Mr. HOAR. Whether they are in the majority or not? 

Mr. COKE. They will doit. Iwill be frank. They will not doit 
by violence. They are the superior race. They will maintain and 
protect and defend their civilization, their women, and their children, 
their race, and their citizenship as long as water runs or grass grows. 
They will not raise the hand of violence against the black man, because 
they know they are superior in every element of manhood, of humanity, 
and of civilization to him and that he can not dominate them. 

The idea that it was the protective tariff and not the race issue which 
produced the disorders in Texas advanced by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts ought to be patented. It belongs to him; it is original. I 
say if that Senator would once travel among our people he woul never 
advance it again. 

Mr. HOAR. Which is it, the race issue or the protective tarif? I 
understood the Senator himself to say just now that it was not—— 

Mr. COKE. I say it is not the protective tariff. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it the race issue? 

Mr. COKE. Yes; that is exactly what I do say. 

Mr. SPOONER. I understood the Senator to say several times that 
it was simply an ebulition of violence or murder, such as has occurred 
in every county and every State in the Union. The race issue is not 
quite so universal. 

Mr. COKE. Certainly, I said that there were cases of violence and 
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of murder in the South, and that there were cases of violence and mur- 
der in all the States, and that when the South is being judged for 
the violence and murder committed within her borders it should be 
placed to her credit that they are the only people in the world who are 
compelled to live with an alien race of another color, while a lot of 
conscienceless politicians are constantly prodding the negroes to war- 
fare with and alienation from the whites. I said the South ought to 
be credited with that fact in determining whether she is better or 
worse than the neighboring States of the North and West. 

Mr. President, just let us manage our local affairs. If you do that, 
we will present you magnificent results in a very few years. We will 
show you a contented black population, educated, because the negroes 
are receiving just as much school money in proportion to population 
as the whites, I know, in Texas, and I believe in all the other States 
of the South. They are becoming more intelligent. You can not find 
a little negro that high in Texas [indicating about four feet] who can 
not read and write. ‘That is trne; and we are opposed to the Blair ed- 
ucational bill, besides. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is meant prircipally for the white children. 

Mr. COKE. I say, if you will let us alone, let our free schools do 
their perfect work, let human nature have its play, withdraw the out- 
side pressure which binds the blacks together in a solid body against 
the whites, and let them disperse and mingle among the balance of 
the population, we will show you grand results in a very few years. 

Mr. President, I am at a loss to know why itis that the Senator from 
New York puts on an extra coat of war paint whenever the name of 
Texas is called. [Laughter.] Let him go to his great merchants in 
the city of New York, let him goto the railroad nabobs, to all the chief 
moneyed and commercial men of New York and ask them what about 
Texas. They will tell him that Texas has to-day not less than two 
and a half million of population, that she has territory for five mag- 
nificent States. ‘They will tell him that Texas swells the balance of 
trade in favor of the United States with a million and a quarter bales 
of cotton. They will tell him that Texas runs neck and neck anda 
nose ahead of Ohio and California in her product of wool. They will 
tell him that your hungry millions up East are fed from the plentiful 
larder of Texas, whicn holds within her borders one-seventh of the 
cattle of all the United States. They will tell him that ofall the States 
the trade and commerce of Texas is the greatest and most valuable 
now, with infinite possibilities for the future. 

And yet the Senator from New York, unmindful of the interests of 
his people, would tomahawk Texas on all occasions, Mr. President, 
Texas, with her imperial domain, her 8,000 miles of railroad, being 
increased at the rate of 1,000 miles annually, and her income of $175,- 
000,000 annually from exported products, and increasing every year, 
and her school fund of 30,000,000 acres of land and $8,000,000 of in- 
terest-bearing securities, can afford to smile at the etforts at her dis- 
paragement. 

Mr. President, I have shown that this pretense of lawlessness in 
Texas is a fraud and a sham, gotten up for political purposes. I have 
shown you that the bloodshed in Washington County was first caused 
by Republican negroes. 

The Senator from Wisconsin stated that Bolton ought to have been 
shot. The testimony is that Bolton was there without arms, alone, 
without disguise, simply, his father being a candidate for one of the 
county offices, to inquire how the vote stood, and when the door was 
opened was shot and fell dead on the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. At night. 

Mr. COKE. Atilo’elock at night. No man was with him, accord- 
ing to the testimony, for no man saw anybody with him. From that 
cause sprang the hanging of the three negroes by the masked mob. 
They were taken out of the jail at Brenham, when they had been 
brought back by the authorities under the impression that the danger 
was past. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas yield ? 

Mr. COKE. No, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield. 

Mr. TELLER. Itisaright he has. If I had made that statement 
I should not yield either, if I were in the Senator’s place. 

Mr. COKE, I refer to the testimony, whenever your close corpora- 
tion committee will let it out and let it be printed. I assert here that 
I state the truth, and I assert that any other statement of the bulk and 
| weight of that testimony is a misstatement and a perversion of it. 

Mr. TELLER. That is the Senator’s judgment? 

Mr. COKE. Yes; I say that is my judgment. 

Mr. EVARTS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from New Yorl: ? 

Mr. COKE. No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield. 

Mr. EVARTS. I have no war paint on, but—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has to protect the rights 
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of the Senator on the floor. The Senator from Texas declines to be in- 
terrupted. 

Mr. COKE. I repeat, Mr. President, because I wish to emphasize 
these facts, that Bolton was murdered in cold blood, and that the au- 
thorities arrested the negroes who committed the murder and took them 
to Brenham. They feared the negroes would be taken out of jail and 
dealt with violently. They took all of them to Houston, about 80 miles 
off, except one, and that one, the man who really killed Bolton, they 
took up to Cameron, in Milam County, about 60 miles distant, and he 
is in jail in Cameron now, unless he has been tried since. Of those 
who were brought back from Houston under the impression that the 
feeling had subsided, three were taken out of jail and hung, not in order 
to suppress their testimony, because there were five of them, and the 
testimony of the other two would have been just as good as that of the 
three who were hung, but they were hanged because of the violent 
feeling engendered by the murder of Bolton. 

Mr. BUTLER. Who was a white man and a Democrat. 

Mr. COKE. Bolton was a white man and a Democrat. As to the 
Fort Bend case, I did not know that this debate was coming up to-day 
or I would have had some papers here tosubmit to the Senate. There 
they called to the door and killed Colonel Shamblin; and tacked acard 
to his gate-post stating that they had killed him because he was a 
Democrat and had the audacity to try to prevail on some colored peo- 
ple to vote the Democratic ticket. Nothing was done because nobody 
could find the assassin. 

Some two or three weeks after that another leading Democrat was 
shot in the dark. He was not killed, but he is crippled for life and 
badly wounded, and may die yet. Then it was that the people be- 


thought themselves, How long must this thing last? What shall we | 
They did not hang | 


do? Who will be the next? They met together. 


anybody, but they said to certain gentlemen whom they had good rea- | 


sons strongly to suspect, ‘‘ Now, it will be good for you to absent your- 
selves from here,’’ and they did absent themselves, 

Mr. TELLER. Of course. 

Mr. COKE. Yes, they did, in a hurry. 

Holt, who was assassinated at Brenham, was an active, aggressive, 
thoroughgoing Democrat. 
from New York to identify him with the Mugwumps. 
ing of the Mugwump in him. 

Mr. EVARTS. I did not use the word ‘‘Mugwump,”’’ or say any- 
thing about it. 

Mr. COKE. No, the Senator did not. 

Mr. EVARTS. Nota word. 

Mr. COKE. But the Senator did use language that was equal to 
that. 

Mr. EVARTS. What was it? 

‘Mr. COKE. The Senator said that Mr. Hoffman was a Republican 
and running on the Democratic ticket, and that Mr. Holt was co-oper- 
ating with him and was just such a man as Hoffman was in that regard. 

Mr. EVARTS. That I said. 

Mr. COKE. Well, the Senator was wrong. 


re 


I was amused at the effort of the Senator | 
Holt had noth- | 


| gia was read twice by its title ,and referred to the Committee on Com- 
; merce, 


the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, September 13, 1888 


The Senator from New | 


York inadvertently and without intending it at all told that which was | 


not true when he said it. Holt was a Democrat, but not a candidate 
for any office, as I understand. Hoffman was running on the Demo 
cratic ticket for county treasurer. Yet when the assassin fires and kills 
both of them it is paraded here as a Democratic outrage. That is all 
there is about that. 

No, Mr. President, you may take these Texas cases and sift them 
and inquire into them; 1 shallinterpose no objection. Get all the tes- 
timony here you can, and nothing derogatory to the people of Texas, 
to the people of Washington County, to the people of Fort Bend 
County, will be developed by the investigation. There was one bal- 
lot-box captured by three masked men. 

Mr. MORGAN. Who were they? 

Mr. COKE. I do not know who they were. Nobody else knows 
who they were. The Senators on the other side say that the governor 
ought to have offered a reward. Judge McFarland, the Republican 
judge and his Republican district attorney ought to have called on the 
governor to offer a reward, which they never did. Theyought to have 
ferreted out this transaction and instructed the governor as to the 
facts of it, which they never did that I have ever heard of. 

The killing of Bolton and the hanging of these negroes transpired 
last November a year ago. 

Mr. TELLER. In 1886. 

Mr. COKE. Two years ago this coming November. 

Mr. TELLER. The statute has not run out. 

Mr. COKE. The witnesses were examined many months ago. No 
report has been made. They have been keeping it for two years as a 
rich development to be sprung upon the country at this time for cam- 
paign purposes. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
you say, in jail? 

Mr. COKE. They may have done so, for aught I know. I have 
not heard from him lately. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator said several times that he was in jail. 

Mr. COKE. He was in the jail of Milam County, Texas, six months 


Why have they not hung his murderer, who is now, as 


after the other three were taken out of the jail and hung at Brenham. | the bill? 
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These are the facts, Mr. President, asI understand them. This cas 


has for two years been saved for this oc They have had it on 
ice. They bring it out now for the first time for active service and 

and coupled with it the Senator from Massachusetts undertakes 
to instruct the Senate that these disorders proceed, not from race prej- 


asion. 





ud or antagonism, but that the tariff issue is at the bottom of them. 

Mr. HOAR. With Democratic ascendancy 

Mr. COKE. I will just say to the Senator that if there is any one 
thing in this world the average Texan would go any number of miles 
out of his way to kick and kill and destroy it is a protective tariff. 

Mr. HOAR. Is that murder? 

Mr. COKE. Itmaybe. That is the kind of mur 
mit if you give them a chance 

I repeat, Mr. President, that the ballot-box nowhere in the world 
gives a freer or truer expression than in Texas, and all testimony to the 
contrary is false and utterly unworthy of belief, and when the report 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections is presented to the Sen- 
ate, and the Senate is permitted to see the testimony which has been 
taken, the truth of this averment will abundantly appear. I am more 
than willing to invoke the honest judgment of the country upon if, 
satisfied that the vindication of the people of Texas must result from a 
fair consideration of it. I have nothing further to say. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 





ier they will com- 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLEs, 
Chief Clerk, announced that the House bad passed a bill (H. R. 11101 
to include Sapelo Sound, Sapelo River, and Sapelo Island, in the Bruns- 
wick collection district in the State of Georgia; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had non-concurred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6514) for the allow- 
ance of certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the United 
States Treasury Department, agreed to the conference asked by the 


senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. STONEof Kentucky, Mr. PENINGTON,and Mr. Crouse 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRI 

rhe bill (H. R. 1959) authorizing the Secretary of War to issue to 
the governor of the Territory of Montana military stores for the use 
of the regularly enlisted, organized, and uniformed active militia was 
read twice by its title; and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, 
The bili (H. R. 11101) to include Sapelo Sound, Sapelo River, and 
Sapelo Island in the Brunswick collection district in the State of Geor- 





Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 2 minutes p. m. 


at 120’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, September 12, 1888. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
MARGARET HEINTZELMAN. 

The SPEAKER. I will lay before the House the bill (S. 272 
granting a pension to Margaret Heintzelman, with House amendment, 
disagreed to by the Senate. If there be no objection, the House will 
insist on the amendment and agree to the conference requested. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

CONFEREES APPOINTED. 
The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House on 
PI I 
Senate bill 2726, granting an increase of pension to Margaret 8. Heint- 
zelman, Mr. CHIPMAN, Mr. THompson of California, and Mr. THomp- 
son of Ohio. 
CLAIMS REPORTED BY TREASURY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6514) for the 
allowance of certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department, passed by the Senate with amendment 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent to non-concur 
in the Senate amendments and agree to the conference requested. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


, 


Mr. VANDEVER. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill 
2) for the relief of the Mission Indians in the State of California, ar 
discharge the Committee of the Whole House from its further cor 
eration, and that it be considered at this time. 

The bill was read at length for information. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
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Mr. DUNN. I ask the gentleman from California what Indians this | 
bill is intended to apply to? ‘Those in California? 

Mr. VANDEVEK. It intended to apply to the Mission Indians 
in Southern California. 
Mr. DUNN. 1 desire to] i record here a short statement in ref- 
erence to that matter. | 

The SPEAKER Is th objection ? | 

Mr. BLAND. Ire ve the right to object. 

Mr. DUNN. I have had oceasion to look into the question of the 
tenure by which the Villave Indians and Mission Indians in California 
hold their title l am perfectly satisfied that the law is that the 
Pueblo or Village indians are entitled to have a deed in fee-simple to 
the original grants made to them by cither the Spanish or the Mex- | 
ican Government The Mission Indians in many cases were located 
or made superincumbent upon the Village grants; they were extended 


merely for mission purposes. The mission lands were somewhat anal- 
agous to our own Indian reservations, and could be what the Mexican 
Government calls “‘ secularized,’’ that is, when they ceased to be used 
for mission purposes they could be restored to the public domain, but 
the title of the Pueblo or Village Indians to the grant is as perfect a 
title in law and in fact as any other grants of the Mexican or Spanish 
Government; and any attempt in this bill or any other bill to take 
from them their original grants and give them back a part of it com- 
pletes a robbery which the California commission jailed to complet« 
under the law of 1854; and I object to this bill. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objec- 
tion, because it does not affect the Village Indians at allin the remotest 
degree. ; 

Mr. DUNN. If I understood the reading of the bill, it proposes to 
take possession of ai! grants of Village and Mission Indians, and to give 
them enough ground to answer their purposes. 

Mr. VANDEVER. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. 
not attempt to take the Pueblo lands at all. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. DUNN. It is a complicated question that will have to be de- 
termined in the future, and it is one of great and grave importance, as 
it affects the rights of a class of people who are absolutely helpless; 
and I object. ; 

Mr. VANDEVER. 
this act. 


It does 


There is no possible chance for litigation under | 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. BACON, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite leave of ab- 
sence, on account of sickness. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
Mr. TOOLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call up for 
consideration the bill which I send to the desk. 
Mr. CANNON. I demand the regular order. 


CHARGES IN CONNECTION WITH LIBRARY BUILDING. 





The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. Rrcer], chair- 
man of the select committee appointed to make an investigation under 
a recent order of the House, asks unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the resolution which the Clerk will read. 

lhe resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the special committee of investigation, appointed by the Speaker 
in pursuance of the resolution adopted by the House of Representatives on Sep 
tember 4, have leave to sit during the sessions of the House, be authorized to 
send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, and toemploy a stenographer 
and a messenger, and that the expenses of such investigation shall be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the House, 


The resolution was adopted. 
MILITARY STORES FOR MONTANA MILITIA. 


Mr. TOOLE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Can- 
NON] yields to me to ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 1959) authorizing the Secretary of War to issue to the governor of 
the Territory of Montana military stores for the use of the militia. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to issue to the governor of the Territory of Montana such addi- 
tional arms, ordnance stores, quartermaster’s stores, and camp equipage as may 
be required to fully arm and equip the present reguiarly enlisted, organized, and 
uniformed active militia of said Territory, consisting of seven general staff oili- 
cers and the officers and men of one regiment of eight companies of infantry, 
two companies of cavalry,and one battery of artillery: Provided, That nothing 
herein shall affect the appointment hereafter, to said Territory, ef arms, ord- 
nance stores, quartermaster’s stores, and camp equipage, under existing laws 
and regulations: And provided further, That the military stores to be issued 
hereunder shall remain the property of the United States, and said governor 
shal! be chargeable therewith as now provided by law. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CHIPMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
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passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. FORNEY. 
‘he SPEAKER. 


Idemand the regular order. 


The regular order is the call of committees for 


| reports, unless some privileged matter be called up. 


Mr. FORNEY. I move to dispense with the cal! of committees. 

The SPEAKER, It is not necessary to make that motion if the 
gentleman desires to call up a privileged report. 3 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FORNEY. Then I do call up the privileged report which was 
under consideration when the House adjourned, the report on the sundry 
civil appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] as a substitute for the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky, and upon that 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Ir. FORNEY. I move to reconsider the vote by which the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I believe the demand for the yeas 
and nays was made by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLounr], 
whom I do not see in his seat at this moment. I ask now that by 
unanimous consent, the order for the yeas and nays be vacated. Imake 
this request because it is manifest that there is not a quorum present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question then is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], offered as a sub- 
stitute for the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky 
[ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. RYAN. [I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RYAN. A vote was taken in the usual way, and I suppose the 
RECORD shows what that vote was. Later a yea-and-nay vote was or- 
dered, and I desire to know whether another division is now in order ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinksso, because the subsequent order 
of the House directing the yeas and nays to be taken was a vacating 
of the vote which had been taken before. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, my amendment appearsin the Recorp 
this morning in a form so unsatisfactory that I ask unanimous consent 
to have it read again. ; 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

That the money appropriated for topographical surveys for the present fiscal 
year, or any part thereof, may be employed by the Director of the Geological 
Survey, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, and forthe purpose of 
ascertaining the feasibility of establishing reservoirs of water in the arid regions 
of country west of the one hundredth meridian,with a view to asystem of irri- 
gation of the arid region; and the Director of the Geological Survey is directed 
to report to Congress at as early a period as is practicable the results of such in- 
quiries and all the information he may possess touching the irrigation of said 
lands: Prowded further, That during the pendency of measures now before Con- 
gress affecting the public lands, the entry of lands known and designated as 
desert lands shall be suspended; but this provision shall not prevent the entry 
of such lands under the homestead law, except that section 2301 of the Revised 


Statutes shall not apply to such entries. And the sum of $250,000 proposed by 
the amendment is hereby stricken out. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE, If I caught the reading of the gentleman’s amend- 
ment as it was.offered yesterday, that part which provides for striking 
out the $250,000 was not included in it; and, as stated by the gentle- 
man from Indiana himself, his amendment was first intended to be a 
substitute for the Senate amendment as it was proposed to be amended 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman yield for an explanation ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Certainly. 

Mr. SYMES. By unanimous consent it was agreed that the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] might strike that out, upon the 
understanding that no point should be made as to a quorum, and that 
the yeas and nays should not be demanded. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Was it understood that the gentleman from In- 
diana should be permitted to include in his amendment the provision 
to strike out 

Mr. SYMES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAULBEE, I did not know that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that the modification was 
made by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I was not aware of that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to correct a misapprehension of the gentle- 
man from Colorado. The consent to the modification was not given in 
consideration of the agreement not to cali the yeas and nays, because 
the gentleman from Georgia expressly declined to accept that proposi- 
tion. : 

Mr. RYAN. That is immaterial. 

Mr. SYMES. The gentleman from Georgia did demand the yeas 
and nays; but other gentlemen (the gentleman from Indiana included) 
agreed that if this modification were permitted the call for the yeas 
and nays should be rescinded. 
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The paper indicated is as follows: 
OBJECTS, 

The object of the zoological park for which this Senate amendment provides 
is declared to be ‘the advancement of science, and the instruction and recrea- 
tion of the people.’”’ Probably no one will deny that the advancement of sci 
ence and the instruction of the people are objects for the support of which 
every enlightened government is in ioe bound to provide. Every zoological 
garden or park is in the strictest sense an educational institution of a high order, 
the same as is every museum of science, art, or industry, every marine labora- 
tory and aquarium, and every botanic garden; and one may also add with- 
out fear of contradiction every public library. 

Although the United States is to-day perhaps the wealthiest nation on the 
earth, and the most prosperous, in comparison with all the nations of Europe, 
almost without exception, we are actually poor in such institutions as those 
mentioned above. True, we have in some ways made a good beginning, as 
for instance in the National Museum, the National Library, and a few other 
similar institutions. 

jut although we have made a good beginning in the higher educational in- 
stitutions—those which must be established and maintained by national aid 
every where—the public is clamorous for more, and, what is more, the public is 
willing and even anxious to pay for what it asks. 

Just as breech-loading fire-arms of precision have been invented by the score 
and manufactured by the hundred thousand, so have the living creatures of our 
fields and forests disappeared, until now he who would seek to study or even to 
see representatives of what were once our commonest quadrupeds and birds 
mnust seek them either in museums or zoological gardens. Witha fauna thatis 
almost unsurpassed in richness and variety of forms,and boundless resources 
of every kind, the United States to-day is without a zoological garden, or even 
the semblance of one. With our quadrupeds and birds both great and small 
being rapidly swept out of existence, we have as yet taken no steps whatever 
to preserve a good collection of living specimens for the advancement of science 
and the instruction of the people. ‘ 





NEED, 

It surely is unnecessary to urge the great desirability and even the necessity 
that exists for the immediate establishment of such an institution as that con- 
templated in this Senate amendment; but it is possible that many members of 
this Llouse, who have been engroszed in other questions of public importance, 
have not until recently had their attention called to this matter, and it may be 
us well to briefly direct attentioh to the reasons for urgency in the consideration 
of this measure. In the first place, many specimens of our most importantand 
conspicuous North American quadrupeds are very rapidly approaching exter- 
mination. Sofar as hisexistence in the wildstate is concerned, the great Amer- 
ican bison, the grandest and once the most valuable ruminant on the earth, is 
already considered by naturalists as an extinct animal. 

in the whole of the British possessions not a single wild buffalo remains. In 
the whole of the United States, where it is estimated between eight and ten 
millions existed as late as the building of the Union Pacific Railroad in 1868, 
only twenty short years ago, there exist to-day not over one hundred and twenty- 
five buffaloesinawildstate. Of these, fifty head, or less, are in Northern Texas, 
and willall be slaughtered by hunters next fall and winter. Theremaining sev- 
enty-five head are in the Yellowstone Park, but every year a number of head 
wander out on the north and west, and are promptly killed by the hunters who 
eagerly watch for them. Six months agothe Government had nota live buffalo 
anywhere in its possession, nor had any means been taken to provide against 
the total extermination of the species. It is true that various private parties 
own captive buffaloes, but the species is in danger of being lost through cross- 
breeding with domestic cattle. 

The naturalistsof thiscountry, and even of England, declare that it isthe duty 
of the National Government to secure a herd of American bison, and preserve 
it under the best conditions, not only forthe public of to-day, but for future gen- 
erations. But for the wise forethought of the Czar of Russia, exercised many 
years ago in a similar direction toward the last representatives of the European 
bison, or aurochs, that species would have been utterly exterminated long ago. 
Science and the public demand that the United States Government should do 
as well by the last representatives of our most characteristic quadruped. Three 
months ago a New York patron of science, Mr. E.G. Blackford, purchased a pair 
of buffaloes in Nebraska and presented them to the National Museum, where 
they may be seen to-day—the only living representatives of the species in the 
possession of the Government. But instead of two only we should have a herd 
of at least twenty head. 

It has been predicted by those who are in pomemine of all the facts that 
within five years the rare and really wonderful Rocky Mountain goat will also 
be totally extinct in the United States. At the Cincinnati exposition, in the 
Smithsonian exhibit, there are now displayed seventy skins of the mountain 
goat, which were brought into Denver and sold for the paltry sum of 50 cents 
apiece. And yet this animal exists in so few localities and is really so scarce 
in numbers that only the largest scientific museums in this country and Europe 
have even stuffed skins. 

American naturalists and sportsmen assure us that the elk, moose, antelope, 
caribou, black-tailed deer, grizzly bear, wolf, beaver, otter, wolverine, and 
many other large quadrupeds that could be named if time permitted are rapidly 
approaching extermination. Railroadsare being built everywhere, and sports- 
men now go everywhere in pursuit of every living thing that is large enovgh 
to shoot with a gun or catch with a hook. If we are ever going to bring to- 
gether a national collection of living creatnres to illustrate the animal life of 
our forests, fields, and waters, it must be done now. We are permitting all 
these great animals to be exterminated, just as we permitted the extermination 
of the buffalo, and if we take no steps to preserve living examples of them—at 
least in a zoological garden—in the eyes of science, of the public, and the world 
we will be inexcusable, 

THE PLAN. 


In order to hasten the establishment of a national zoological garden, and to 
make it immediatel ssible, three eminent persons, a distinguished Senator 
from the State which have the honor in part to represent, the Secretary of the 
Smithsonian Institution, and the Director of the United States Geological 
Survey, assisted by the judgment of a practical naturalist whose whole life has 
been spent among animals—these gentlemen, I say, have selected a spot and 
formulated a plan for the establishment of a zoological park or garden in the 
District of Columbia. That plan, in the form of this amendment, comes to us 
from the Senate with the unanimous approval of the Senate itself, the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations, and also the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. It contemplates the appropriation of $200,000 for the purchase of a site 
of not less than 100 acres, lying ina certain region,the nature of which most of the 
members of the House are already acquainted with, and the balance of $50,000 
or $75,000 that will remain after the purchase of the 120 acres desired is to be 
devoted to improvements. The amendment provides that the purchase of the 
site and the making of the improvements shall be under the direction of a com- 
mission composed of the Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary of the Smith- 
sonian Institut®)n, and the president of the Board of District Commissioners, 
When the park establishment is complete, it is to be turned over by the com- 
missioners to the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, who are empowered 
to receive it and assume control of it. 
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THE LOCATION AND COST. 


It is declared by those whose judgment in such matters is worthy of accept. 
ance, that the site selected on Rock Creek, between the crossing of Woodley 
road and the Klingle road,is incomparably the best that could be found within 
& radius of 5 miles of the city of Washingtos, and by its natural features is mag- 
nificently adapted to the purpose in view. It has features of beauty and utility 
possessed by no similar institution in the world. The abundance of water in 
the stream, and the course of the stream itself, are worth more than $100,000 to 
any such an institution. The picturesque features of valley, hill, slope, and 
cliff are unrivaled. A large portion of the tract is covered with a fine growth 
= virgin forest, which affords an abundance of shade, and the drainage is per- 

ect. 

The maximum estimate of the cost of the site of 121 acres is $142,000, but there 
is good ground for the belief that this estimate is too high, and that no board of 
appraisement could reasonably consider the whole tract worth more than an 
average of $1,000 per acre, or $121,000. By many even that is regarded too high 
an estimate. The ground is owned by seven different parties, but the largest 
portion of the site desired, 55 acres of the Evans estate, has never been in the 
market. The ground lies sufficiently near the city to render the garden easy of 
access, which is a very important point. The London Zoo lies in the heart of 
London, and no one will deny that an accessible location is a matter of prime 
importance. This site was not chosen until all the Government reservations 
around Washington had been carefully examined, fromthe Arlington Cemetery 
around to the Eastern Branch of the Potomac. 

The Potomac flats were fully considered, but it was believed that while it 
would be almost impossible to make so low a piece of land a suitable habita- 
tion for mountain-loving animals, it would also cost four times as much to 
make it habitable at all as it would cost to purchase the site on Rock Creek. A 
zoological garden must have dry knolls and well-drained slopes to make it 
even habitable for wild beasts in rainy weather. It was decided that it would 
be a serious and costly mistake to locate the gardens on the flats, even though 
the ground cost nothing in purchase-monecy. The site on Rock Creek is to- 
day, without the expenditure of a single dollar, a beautiful and picturesque 
park, with features of loveliness for which the city of New York would gladly 
per Ananee were it possible to place them in Central Park by the expenditure 
of money. 

It is not too much to assert that the character of the three men who have pro- 
posed the plan makes the plan itself stand, like Czesar’s wife, above suspicion. 
Not one of the promoters of the plan owns a dollar's worth of property any- 
where in that region, nor do any of them expect to own any there. It is the 
sincere conviction of the distinguished Senator who introduced this measure, 
and of the other Senators who have by every means in their power facilitated 
its passage thus far, that it would be a boon to the public, not only of this city 
but of the whole United States as well, to secure that beautiful spot to the peo- 
ple forever, and establish there a great national zoological garden to instruct not 
only the millions of the present but also the millions which will come after us. 


COLLECTIONS, 


It has been proven conclusively by the records of the Department of Living 
Animals, lately established by the National Museum, that an institution of this 
kind could and would acquire fully three-quarters of allits collections of Amer- 
ican animals by donation. This has actually been the experience of that De- 
partment during the eight months of itsexistence. Ithas made thirty purchases 
and received one hundred and fourteen gifts, and the cash value of the gifts is 
declared to be six times as great as the value of all the specimens purchased. 
As has been proven by the receipt of rare and valuable gifts of live animals from 
Texas, Kentucky, New York, Alabama, Nebraska, Montana, and Utah, to say 
nothing of the city of Washington, Virginia,and Maryland,the people of the 
United States will take unbounded pride in such an institution as it is proposed 
to establish, Gifts will come pouring in from every direction the moment it is 
known that a place has been provided for them, that they will be thankfully 
received, carefully and comfortably cared for,and exhibited under the name of 
the donor. 

It is in just this way that all such national collections are kept up. To-day 
the figures show that the Philadelphia Zoological Garden receives nearly three- 
fourths of itsaccessions asgifts. Already the United States Consul at Maracaibo, 
Venezuela, has written to the Secretary of State and offered to send jaguars, 
pumas, monkeys, and other objects innumerable to the national zoological 
garden which he hears is to be established here. Can itbe doubted that nearly 
all our consuls would take pride in doing thesame? Can it be doubted thatany 
member’s constituents would rejoice at the establishment here of such a source 
of national pride, which he feels is free to him and his children forever, because 
itis partly hisown? Noone need fear that any one will find fault with Con- 
gress if it appropriates this money. The newspapers of the country, from Bos- 
ton to New York, Philadelphia, Pittsburgh, Chicago,and even far away San 
Francisco say in so many words, ‘‘Give us a National Zoo! Give it to us be- 
fore all our great game animals are exterminated.” 

The entire public is certainly behind the measure. There is no opposition to 
it in any quarter. The Smithsonian has been urged to further the end sought 
by thisamendment. The o- challenges the closest scrutiny and invites criti- 
cism, for to know the details of the plan and the public need for this institution 
is to become an advocate of it, Every great nation on the earth, excepting this, 
has its national zoological garden, for the advancement of science and the in- 
structionofthepeople. Likethe collections ofthe National Museum, the people, 
no matter how ignorant of natural history, will feel it is for them, andthey will 
support it accordingly. Under the management provided for in this amend- 
ment, no man who votes for this amendment will ever regret it. We have lost 
too much time already in the prosecution of this enterprise; let us delay no 
longer, but begin at once to build up the grandest collection of American quad- 
rupeds, birds, and reptiles on the face of the earth. 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to enter upon any 
extended discussion of this matter. I think on its face it will commend 
itself to the favorable consideration of every member of the legislative 
department of so great a country as that of the United States. This 
city, sir, ought to be something more than a mere political center, some- 
thing more than a mere gathering-place for statesmen and politicians. 
The people coming from every part of the country expect at the na- 
tional capital to see something else than to come into these galleries 
and look down upon members of Congress to see us perform our duties 
in a listless and perfunctory manner, as we often do. This city ought 
to be not only the political center, but it ought to be the great art and 
educational center toward which the attention of our people should be 
directed. . 

The people of this country, Mr. Speaker, are not endowed with the 
little and mean spirit some persons suppose. Amongst the great insti- 
tutions we have established in this city, which are now in successful 
operation, are the Smithsonian Institution and the National Museum, 








1888. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 











I venture to say there is not a man or woman who comes to this cay f ew ) ven f 
tal throughout the year who does not visit those institutions to « l 

ine carefully the specimens and study the ¢ { sons there presented, | ‘ n 
and who does not go awa itisfied and « tent that the Gove 
has established those i utions, and who does not cheerfully a i par 1 ast 

esce in the taxation necessary to supply the mon to carry them « th me to l 

All great governments have recognized the fact that such scientific « | 

tablishments as the National Museum and the Smithsonian Inst 

and a zoological carden are well calculated to train and ed 

people and tocement the nation into one harmonious, intellectual w! who w 

All great countries on the face of the glo! ive these 7 gy 3 ed t 
dens or institutions of a similar character established in som I city ist 
other. There is scarcely one—indeed, I doubt if there is on that 


not already made a beginning in this direction except the U1 
of America. And now, Mr. Speaker, when we have an abunda the ¢ l our p igs, ] 
money in our national Treasury, when the country is so rich, power t 

ful, and prosperous, can there be any valid reason assigned why v nity of th intry ry 


should not inaugura e this establishment, this great scientific i tor | t e' thing should on t ‘ es 
thatall nations have the benefit of toagreater or alessextent? Shall the dignity of our n 

claiming a higher grade of civilization than many of the other nations i science ought to hav l 

of the world, be the only one which is to deprive its people of the | ind ample scale, comme 


sons to be taught and the education to be obtained from such an es- | nity as a nati 
tablishment as a zoological garden ? Mr. FORNEY. It is prop l this amet 


In addition to this there is another consideration which is pressing | establish a zoological park in 1 District of ¢ mb 
upon us at this moment, and which ought to make us anxious to make | priation of $200,000 at this ti ‘ow, when tl 
a beginning in this direction, and itis the fact that many of the uniqu led, what have you got? You simply] 11 
. and peculiar zoological specimens which were once common to this Creek, for w 1 16 1s proposed t S14 
country are fast pass! awav and very few of them now ret place, that is an mense price 





The time will not be far distant when many species of animals wl have spent $142,000 for the 121 é 
' once existed in vast herds on this continent will be entirely extinct ) commence 
Let us begin and preserve a few specimens before all are gone. Put to appropriate $200 














: dozen years ago I could purchase buffalo robes cheaper at my villag nd oth inimals to put in t Laught J 
a home in Minne sota than I a purchase calfskins, while now the | that we will have to appropriat ther 10,0 
buffalo is almost a thing of the past in America; and what is the « to buy reptiles f that 
with that animal is also the | case with a great many other specim« y, Mr. Speaker, it simply mea yO, 
i which once roamed this country. ir for the next five year 1th 
% Now is the time to gather up the remains of our animals and co ological garden in} York { 
‘ ? centrate them here, where they can be properly cared for, and be ' ust rival them 
; a scientific link between our past and present. It is now or neve: ie. Now, : ve! to 
j Mr. Speaker, I have looked into this matter further, and I find that | why? Bee: the Go 
t the proposition is to establish this park on that beautiful littl ter until we out of, 
E in the northwest section of the city known as ‘‘ tock Créek,’’ and to | m ire until 1907, when we |! 1 our d I 
£ take about 120 acres of land for the purpose of this garden. | t I hte [y l tot 
isfied from what I have been able to learn on a personal exar j H 
f of the matter, for I have taken particular pains to look into it, t Mr. HERBERT witl 
: there is no real-estate job or speculation connected with it. O 
° contrary, those people now owning real estate in that immediate n Mr. CANNON Mr. Spea 
S borhood are averse, as I am informed, to the establishment of a z this expenditure at the present 
. ical garden in their midst. rizht and expediency, at tl tin lina] 
& It is proposed to appropriate about $140,000 to secure the site, 1 | proving th p sabout our cit i 
‘ about . 0,000 for the preliminary plantand a) pr eeee iting expel der proper safeg ( log rede 1 nearly; 
x Mr. PAYSON. I would like to ask the ; 1tleman where he finds | « : 1 find t] is this n ure has been pet 
i that in the bill, or where he finds any limit to the amount of ja t d went up Rock Creek t 
which is to be acquired? There is no limit whatever on it. southern boundary ot the proposed cal 
Mr. NELSON. The limitation is on the amount of the ap) the creek, and L cor 
tion. i Nature 1 ea great deal it, loeat 
Mr. PAYSON. Yes; but not as to the quantity of land that may be ink to say that I h t 1 y years af 
acquired, The bill does not limit them and does notspecify the irden shall have been established there or at s ‘ 
Mr. NELSON. Certainivynot. The bill does not goon a: ides i tI doubt whether any bette tion i} om 
the lands, because this tract is composed of a multitude of lit Yet I am frank to say I do not favor tl 
varying from 6 to 20 acres in extent. They have to secure the ( ( we are not read‘ I believe the t 
eral tracts in order to get the site. ought to a park established imencing at M 


Mr. PAYSON. But my point is this: That this bill provides for : running a siderable distar ! 
unlimited acquisition of lands in that region, and the minimum amou boundary of th liz 
is fixed in the amendment, which is to be not 





as much more as these gentlemen choose to in 
Now, if it is to be adopted at all, there ong! t } ‘ 

Mr. NEISON. I want to say in reply to the gentleman from IIli- her that 1] or 
nois that that is a pure matter of detail, and if he th that tl t the } [3 ‘ ) I 
anything in this which is susceptible of a misconstruction it can be | I 1 establish the garden there now, and G 
covered by a suitable and proper amendment, which I am pe l money upon it, ! | that 


Silbeata ecole | 0. and south of it for a park p 
Mr. HENDERSON, ofIowa. Theamount fixed in the Senate amend- | t k it wise, tl 
ment is 100 acres. of Congress; and in the mean e ( ( 
Mr. NELSON. Yes, sir: andso farasI know the gentlemen with w if y choose, or the Cor f District ( 
I have conversed, and I may say, indeed, about the only gentlen [ | commit , 
have talked with is a man who is interested in this from a purely sci- Mr. TAU! 
entific stand] yoint—I refer to Mr. Hornad: ry ‘ 1b pe Smithsonian Insti- | him a quest 
tution—i ns me that all that is contemplated and all that is desire: Mr. CANNON. Not at 
is 121 acres. It has nothing of the element wa culation aboutit. 1 mK BEI If iu 
is to establish a zoological garden for the benefit of the great body of | the District of Columbia ought to pay half t | 
our people who visit this city, and for no — purpose. while the Government acq 3 the title to t 
Now, by establishing the institution, sir, in this manner, we will | District of Columbia is to pay half of the ex; 
make a beginning; and’knowing what our experience has | been in ref- | under the present system of taking care of the ] 
- erence to the Smithsonian Institution, we are safe in saying that a | of dividing the general e: 2 city, th 
; large number of valuable specimens which we are likely to acquire in | vested in the District of Columbia? If the Gove 
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property, why require the District of Columbia to pay half the ex- 
pense ? 

Mr. CANNON. The » Gove rnment does not own the property. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I understood that was the purpose. 


Mr. CANNON. That is a matter for adjustment inthe future. The 
government of the U nited States may pay all the expense, or the Dis- 
trict of Columbia pay one-half; that would depend upon the provis 
ions of the law which may be passed at the time we acquire the park. 
It may be that the District of Columbia ought not to pay anything, 
so far as the zoological garden is conce rned. 


But my particular objection to this provision at the present time is | 
that, after having gone over that portion of the District and examined | 
it pretty closely, the impression " sts strongly on my mind that we 
ought to have not « ly the ground proposed, but north of it a consid- 
erable distancs t mile or two sa wanda it to Massachusetts ave- 
nue, lor a general park, in which this garden ought to be locate he | 

TAULBE! Ihat is the same plan, I believe, which was con- | 
sidered some weeks ago in the time belonging to the District of Colum- | 
bia, when we had a bill before us proposing to establish a park. 





Mr. CANNON. Ido not say that [| approve of that plan atall. 1 
say generally that I approve of acquiring this land for that purpose. | 

{ Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. FORAN. Mr. Speaker, Iam sorry to differ on this question | 
with some of iny colleagues on the Committee on Appropriation The 
gentleman from Alabama, | Mr. ForNryY] is usually right, although | 
somewhat pr ed of aparsimonious spirit in respect to public expend- | 
itures, as is the gentleman from Alabama[ Mr. HERBERT The gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. Forney |], when he saysthat the adoptiono 





this amendment will involve an annual expenditure of $100,000, draws 
largely, I think, on his ima 
Mr. FORNEY. I will ask the gentleman whether he understands } 


| 
| 
gination, | 
what is the cost of maint ining the parks in New York and other large | 


cities? I understand that in New York the expense is $50,000; and of 
course we shall have to go ahead of New York. 
Mr. FORAN. Fifty thousand dollars! Ido not care whether the 


zoological garden in New York costs $50,000 or $500,000 or $5,000,000. 
Mr. FORNEY. That is the right way to meet the question. 


Ir. FORAN. That park, the Central Park in the city of New York, 


is the institution which above all others attracts the attention and 
miration of visitors. It is the one bright spot, the great oasis in the } 
desert of misery and selfishness known as New York. And so, too, 
when a person visits Philadelphia the first place he is likely to go to 
is the Zooloyical Garden. The same is true in respect to ¢ incin nati, 
Mr. Speaker, I think I know something as well as other gentlemen 
about public opinion in respect to expenditures of the public money, 


and I wish to right here that when we go upon the political plat- 


say 


form this fall to discuss political questions before the people we shall 
not be asked about the expenditures of the public money as much as 
we shall be interrogated in regard to other que stions. I have made | 
many a canvass, and I know that the people of the United States are 


not so mu¢ ¥ concerned about the amount of public expe dit ires, if 


they are properly expended, as they are about other great and leading 
issues. Of course when public moneys are imprope rly expended, when 
here is peculation and fraud, the people have a right to complain, but 


the expenditure of the public money for scientific and other useful pur- 
poses has never been complained of by the people. Especially is this | 
true when money is appropriated and expended for the benefit, the ed- | 
ucation, and the edification of the people. Money expended for public | 
parks and botanical and zoological gardens, where the poor, who can 
not afford these luxuries as the wealthy can, may breathe fresh air, en- 
hanes their health and improve their minds, is never condemned, but 
is always commended and appreciated by those who pay taxes, for these 
parks are the recreation grounds of the poor. | 
Why, sir, the people of the Old W orld have for years and centuries 
uraged art and science. Hence you find there a Humboldt, an | 
} 
| 


I 
I 
1as 
} 
i 





ene 
Agassiz, a Muncaczy, anda Meissonier. But you donot find such men 
in this country, and you will not until our public men rise to the height 
they should and encourage art and sciencein this country. The hard, 
sharp struggle for existence keeps many of the brightest minds in the 
Republic chained to the bench or the desk. With proper encourage- 
ieatists, and naturalists would become shining stars 
ixy of human science and genius. 

I am strongly in favor, Mr. Speaker, of a zoological garden in this 
city or some other place under the control of the United States. The 
sciences of biology and biogenesis are attracting wide attention at this 
time, and that part of biolos gy which embraces zoology, the structure, 
habits, distribution, classification, and derivation of animals receives 
the most earnest consideration of scientific men everywhere. There is 
Paris the Jardin des Plantes, which has been the nursery and edu- 
cator of natu for hundreds of years. They have in Regent's 
Park, London, a great zoological garden, which has over 5,000 animals 
in it to-day, and although it is an admission garden more people visit 
it than visit any other quarter of London or England. It is the haunt 
of the poor, the woman and child as well as the man, the haunt of the 
naturalist, tl ntist, the traveler—the pride and the glory of the 
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such a garden ? We 


ur intelligence as a 


nt toartand science 


British metropolis. And why should we not have 
proudly boast of our greatness, our prosperity, « 
people. Let us show by our acts, our encourageme 
that we are worthy of the distinction we claim, 
Look at this city to-day. Has the United States encouraged art, 
oO meager a way as to provide for a national art gallery? No, sir 





in 


If it were not for the munificence and generosity of one n man—lI refer to 
the late lamented Mr. Corcoran—the capital of the Unite od States wor ld 
not have a single work of art free to the student, the people— 


sautiful and the artistic. Phanke God, there 
<d that property was not an individual fact, 
‘ial agencies; and, recognizing his duty tos 


who love and admire the be 
was one man who recogniz 


but the creation of soc ociety, 





this great and good man gave to the people the Corcoran Art Gallery. 
He recognized a principle that wealthy men do not recognize generally. 
Were it not for the ge nerosity of that one man the visitor to this city 


to-day could find no place where m en be 

this and other countries | this and pas es 
It has been well said by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NE 

| that a great many of the animals which were found in this Sader 

e fast becoming extinct—such as the buflalo, the caribou, the Rocky 

ountain goat, the moose, and other species. Are these animals, this 

part of our natural history, to be blotted out and lost forever? Must 


spe cimens of the art of 
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future generations know of them only by seeing their remains or by 
reading what ni utur lists say of them? 

The science of z ology is closely related to the cognate sciences of 
biology and anthropolos RY and ethnology, and all questions relating to 
human life and life itself. They are all of t and unbounded inter- 
ést to science and to eve 4 . Iknow myself from practical expe- 

| rience how interested the people generally are all thatrelates to ani- 
mal life—to the fauna of this as well as other countries. <A small 
park in the city of Cleveland has recently had donated to it a little 
| alligator, a very small specimen, from gion of my friend from 
| Alabama. Thissaurian has held levees, matinees, and noon-day recep- 


ions all summer, and has had more visitors than any other attractions 





in thecity of Cleveland. His audiences number hundreds of thousands. 
Man } as a peculiar interest in all living things. The animals of a 
circus have ever had more interest for the youth than the contortions 
0 ‘lown, The study of life always has, and always will have, a 


t for the human mind, and where can lower forms of 
r studied than in zoological gardens? 
thing we need in this city, and the expenditure of $ 


i11eres 


$200,000 


It is some 


in a matter of this kind is a mere bagatelle compared with its necessity 
and its usefulness for the advancement of science. I do not care if it 
does cost $50,000 or a $100,000 next year, although there is no warrant 


that imption. You have to-day a National Museum with a 
large ethnological collection in this city and with a large collection of 
the fauna and floraof the country. As you have gone that far, why not 
in addition have a zoological garden ? 

I understand that in the Smithsonian Institution or the N 
Museum there are fifty or a hundred animals already, donated by men 
interested in the zoological geography of the country. Instead of havy- 
ing to pay for the animals for this park they will be donated by persons 
from all parts of the United States, because there are large hearted and 
generous men in the United St ites eve ry where who are anxious to en- 
rich and perpetuate this science. Until recently our knowledge of ex- 
tinct animals was so very limited that the science hardly deserved the 
name; but within a few years the discovery of extinct fossil remains 
has enabled the scientist, by an examination of these records of past ages, 
to solve many mysteries, not only of relation, but of structure as well. 
In this research dwarfed organs ‘have been found in full development 
and widely separated forms linked together. The zoology of the future 
will include the past as well as the present. It is already a most won- 
derful as well as a most useful science; and it is to stimulate and ad- 
vance it that this measure is proposed. All scientists now agree that 
the germ of life, the bioplasm, the clay from which the Great Potter 
molds living beings, is identically the same in all animals, man in- 
cluded. It is for this reason that the study of life, its origin, its pur- 
pose, its existence has so great an interest tothehuman mind. There- 
fore I say, Mr. rg that the expenditure of this money will be 
productive of great and lasting benefit to science. 

Let me say, in conclusion, that the people do not s« 


vational 


‘an too closely the 


| expenditures of money out of the Treasury provided it is expended for 


their benefit. Persons coming to this city and seeing this magnificent 
structure, the Capitol of the United States, are not filled with envy 
because it is located in Washington. It is the nation’s building and 
each citizen has a partinit. As the visitors go through the be autiful 
grounds of the Botanic Garden, or through the N ‘ational Museum, and 
the Smithsonian Institution, they are conscious these institutions be- 
long to them as well as to the people of Washington. You have a Na- 
tional Observatory here, too; it is national in itscharacter and belongs 
to the whole country. This zoological garden will belong not to this 
city alone, but to the whole United States. It will bea place where the 
weary resident, every sojourner and vi itor will delight to go, for there 
s in our zoological geography, 
as well as specimens of the remains of all extinct fauua found in the 
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established reputation and high character and ability, who is interested 
in the question from high-minded, patriotic motives. He has studied 
the habits of animals of this country after having first taken an initia- 
tion of between two and three years in the African jungles. He is 
also a close student of the character and habits of our own American | 
animals. They of the Smithsonian prepared careful estimates of what 
it would cost to buy this 121 acres, and they estimated that it would | 
not exceed $142,000. 
They took the advice of real-estate agents, among them Mr. Fisher, 
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whom most gentlemen here know by reputation, and he says it could 
not cost more than $140,000. One hundred and forty-two thousand 
dollars is the outsideestimate. I think when the jury get hold of this 
estimate they will cut them out of some of that even. The annual 
cost is estimated by the officers of the Smithsonian Institution at $50,- 
000 a year at present. This is to include maintenance, salaries of em- 
ploy¢s, improvements in buildings, for the construction of yards, cages, 
and all that sort of thing. That is a cost that will obtain for a few 
years until this place shall have been established. After that the annual 
cost, it is estimated, will not exceed thirty-five to forty thousand dol- 
lars. So far as the estimate of the cost is concerned, let me remark in 
passing—what most gentlemen are familiar with—that the Smithson- 
jan Institute has never involved the Government in a deficit. The offi- 
cers there are careful, prudent men, and know at all times what they 
are talking about. Now, as to the views of my colleague [Mr. CAN- 
NON | that it ought to go over to another Congress, it must be borne 
in mind if we are to have a zoological garden, where every animal of 
this country is to be gathered, it is time we were moving. Already a 
large number of animals that were indigenous to this country have 
passedaway. The buffalo is almost a creature of the past; and if it is 
desirable to have such places and if we are to preserve all these curiosi- 
ties in this country I think it is time we were moving init. Besides, 
a year or two of delay will see the land contemplated for it cut up and 
largely occupied as residences, and we will then be too late. 

The objection is made that we are going into the ‘show business.”’ 
That kind of remark, sometimes coupled with a sneer—I do not say 
that it has been so in this debate—can be urged against the Medical 
Museum, the National Museum, and public parks and gardens every- 
where; but it will not do to make that an argument in a case like this. 
Mr. Speaker, this is a democratic movement. It is a movement in 
the interest of the masses of the people. He who favors parks, where 
the people can recreation and come in contact with nature, he 
who favors public libraries, where the masses of the people can acquire 
knowledge, is taking an advanced stand in the interest of the masses, 
But some gentlemen say that this garden should not be established at 
Washington, that it should be in the National Park. Gentlemen, you 
will find that a very large number of your constituents will from year 
to year visit the national capital, while very few of them compara- 
tively will ever go to the National Park. Besides, I am opposed to 
sending this garden to the National Park. That institution is practi- 
cally owned now by a great hotel monopoly. That great National 
Park is owned and controlled practically by one corporation, and I 
understand that there is now a bill in this House to put the rivets | 
into it and fasten it as an attachment to that corporation. 

Mr. Speaker, let this garden be established at this great national 
center, where, with our increasing railroad facilities, more and more of 
our citizens will visit it every year, for there is no nation in the world 
whose people move about their country asoursdo. More of our people 
will get the benefit of this garden in Washington than at any other 
point where it could be located. In connection with this discussion 
let it not be forgotten that this is a proposition which has been intro- 
duced into Congress by Senator BEcK, a patriotic citizen, a man con- 
servative in thought and in legislation, a man whom no member of this 
Congress will charge with being extravagant or favoring real-estate | 
speculations. Let it be borne in mind also that the scientific men of 
this country stand back of this bill urging it upon the consideration of | 
Congress. Not only that, but the great agricultural journals and the | 
leading journals of this nation have urged upon us to pass this bill 
establishing a zoological garden. 

The sentiment of the country is back of this proposition. It is not | 
designed for the benefit of the citizens of Washington, though I am per- | 
fectly willing that they, as a respected part of our people, and entitled | 
to every advantage of other citizens, shall have all the ad¥antage which | 
they can derive from it. This garden is demanded as an educator, as 
a preserver of elements of education and interest that are passing away | 
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like the morning mist and will soon pass away entirely unless preserved | 
by intelligent legislative action. 

Mr. Speaker, I have said all that I desire to urge upon the House in | 
connection with this subject, and I now yield back my remaining time | 
to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. | 

Mr. NELSON. I yield that time to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BAKER]. 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr, Speaker, it seems to me that the 


argument in favor of this proposition is very tersely statec by a Demo- 
cratic newspaper, the Boston Globe of Saturday last, and I propose to 
It is as follows: | 


read as part of my remarks its article on the subject. 


} tution, 
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TIME FOR A NATIONAL “ZOO.” 


Senator Beck's bill to establish a national zoological garden at Washingto 
is still pending. It ought to pass at the present session of Congress. 

This is the only great nation in the world that does not possess such an insti- 
And of all the nations this is the one that needs it most. In no other 
country are the native wild animals becoming so rapidly extinct. Only a fey 
years ago the great Western plains were black with bison; now that huge ani 
mal isacuriosity even to the dwellers on the plains, A thousand other varieties 
and species are being exterminated wilh equal rapidity, If the children of the 


} coming generationsare to knowanythingofthe kind ofanima'sthat once roamed 


over the United States, except from books, something like what Senator BEck’s 
bill contemplates must be done at once. 

The price of land in Washington, already enormous, is rapidly rising, and for 
that reason, if no other, delay will be costly. At present land can be had for 
the purpose at a reasonable price, but every month adds to its value. 

At a cost that would be trifling compared with the benefits to be derived, Con- 
gress might give the country the largest and most interesting collection of live 
animals inthe world. The primary object of the proposed * zoo” should be to 
preserve perfect specimensof American animals; butthereis no reason why the 
wild denizens of Asiatic jungles and South American forests should not have a 
department to themselves, 

The *‘ national zoo”’ is a good object on which Democrats and Republicans 
can unite for the credit of their common country. Congress ought to give it to 
us, and any person in private life can help secure the ** zoo” by writing to re- 
quest his Congressman to vole for Senator Brck’s bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is one of the few wise Democratic proposi- 
tions that have been brought before this Congress. [Iaughter.] My 
worthy friend from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] suggests, and I think very 
properly, that he is opposed to taxing the many for the benefit of the 
few. lI agree with him, and for once we stand together on a common 
platform. But, Mr. Speaker, it is as an educator of the people that this 
institution is desired. Like the Smithsonian Institution, like the Na- 
tional Museum, like the many statues that decorate the parks and 
streets of Washington, tbis garden will educate the people, will teach 
them to love their country, to take an interest in the products of their 
country, and for that reason I think it is a very proper thing to be 
created and maintained by the General Government. Iam thoroughly 
in favor of the proposition. Whether the garden shall he@bocated at 
the point proposed or not, I do not care particularly; but at some 
proper place within the District of Columbia such an institution ought 
to be established and maintained. The argument of the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT], if it is good against this, is equally 
forcible against all the institutions that are maintained now at the 
public expense, such as those which have been enumerated by mv 
friend from Iowa | Mr. HENDERSON]. We have here, moreover, the 
talent, the knowledge, and the energy of Mr. Hornaday which are to be 
given to this garden if it is established. I have known him for many 
years, and I know that he possesses intelligence, experience, and ca- 
pacity that would be very valuable in connection with an institution 
of this kind. 

TheSPEAKER. Thetime of the gentleman has expired. Theques- 
tion is on the motion that the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment and agree to the same. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 36, noes 56. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that the House insist upon its disagreement. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FORNEY. I now movethat the House agree tothe further con- 
ference requested by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as managers of the conference on the part 
of the House, Mr. Forney, Mr. BuRNES, and Mr. RYAN. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. FoRNEY] to the fact that one of the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the sundry civil appropriation bill—amend- 
ment 105—appears not to have been disposed of by the House. 

Mr. FORNEY. That was one of theamendments intended to be in- 
cluded with those as to which the House insisted on its disagreement. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, this amendment will be 
regarded as included with the amendments on which the House in- 
sisted upon its disagreement. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


MAIL BY RAILROADS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. BLoUNT],chair- 
man of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, asks unani- 
mous consent for the adoption of the order which will be read by the 
Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Brount asks that the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads be 
nliowed to report at any time a bill to regulate the compensation of railroads 
for carrying the mails, and also to report similar legislation in the Post-Office 


TRANSPORTATION 


| appropriation bill at the next session, 


The SPEAKER. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
Congress ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. No, sir; it relates to the present session as well. 

Mr. WEAVER. I object. 

Mr. BLOUNT (after a pause). I understand the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] withdraws his objection. 

Mr. WEAVER. With the distinct understanding that this bill when 


Is there objection to the adoption of this order? 
Does this relate entirely to the next session of 
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reported is not to interfere with the consideration of the Oklahoma TAMES CLARK. 
= I ine oe "T objection. Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War ¢ 
SLOUNT. SI >] il ) ] , ! } ] > 1 \ ¥ } lief 
RYAN raed oe nen atts ee bill for ported ba k fay rably the bill (H. R. 11252) for the relief of James 
: = SSS ev. van S proposition, itis that @ bill for | Clark; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
oe the object stated may be reported at any time during the present ses- | the Private Calendar. and. with unving report, ordered to 
sion, or a provision to that effect may be incorporated in the Post-Olfice | je printed Pwr - — Ses 
appropriation bill at the next session. ; , 
Mr. BLOUNT. That is it exactly. . 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, however, in order to avoid ax. EWE my OA ORCC Y, name, Sons tee 6 eo 
misunderstanding, that the word ‘‘or’’ is not in the order. It pro- | ‘©! rted oa ; with amendment the 1(H. J . a 
4 vides that the committee may report at any time a bill of the character z ha . _ : rs - ae 0 ca a ; 
Fae mentioned, ‘‘and also report similar legislation in the Post-Office ap- “ae ee or wae * 7 
4 propriation bill at the next session.’’ ee ee 
i Mr. BLOUNT. I will modify the proposition by inserting the word ~~ Son 
: ‘‘or’’ instead of the word ‘‘and.”’ ‘ Committee on J t 
The SPEAKER. The proposition will be modified by omitting the-| > the bill (H. I i l a pe 
, words ‘‘and also’’ and inserting the word ‘‘or.”’ vas referred to tl he W! Ho wen 
rs Mr. WEAVER. Is it understood that this is not to interfere with | tl nd, with t my . 
A the consideration of the Oklahoma bill? be pri 
Mr. BLOUNT. I will say to the gentleman that I am likely to have PREDERICKA LIESEGAN( 
charge of this measure when reported, and will endeavor to carry out Mr. SAWYER the Committ l 
the gentleman’s wishes ported back fav« ll (H. R. 11317) g¢ : I to 
Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Georgia what | Fredericka Lies 1 was referred to t ( t 
: is the difficulty which this proposition seeks to avoid? Whole House on th Calendar, and, wit M ym pa ! 
* Mr. BLOUNT. I take pleasure in answering the gentleman. This | port, ordered to be printed. ; 
ie is a very large question. The Committee on the Post-Office and Post- ' - \ 
Py Roads, not having had during this or the last Congress the right to re- Bs 7 con : ; 
i port at any time ( which carries with it the right of consideration), have Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on invalid Pensions, 
: not felt there would be any use in reporting a measure of this sort which | Pore I ack with amendment the bill (S. 3421) granting a pension to 
would simply go to the Calendar. The committee desire the House to | Mary B. MeVe mag! which was referred to the Committee of the Whol 
; encourage them at least with the assurance that if they shall report | 40US5© 0" the private Cale! nd, with the accompanying report 
legislation reducing the compensation of the railroads for carrying the OT red to be printed. 
mails they shall have a hearing. The question involves millions of eae GU 
dollars; and the committee have thought it important enough to make Mr. HERMANN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
this request of the House, in order that the question may be considered. | back favorably the bill (H. Rh. 5267) for the relief of Thomas Guinean 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be no objection. The measure is | which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri 
a very important one. vate Cal ndar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be pl nted. 
Mr. WEAVER. ‘This is an important question—a very large ques- ORDER OF BUSINES 
tion indeed—and if brought up will no doubt consume a great deal of Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent that th : 
time. ButI understand the gentleman from Georgia to say that he |}... go. to-dav he di : aa itl wis or Pare 
will not allow its consideration to interfere with the Oklahoma bill. ae ”- = as ae eae 1} 
ae ios : : . ~ Mr. CRISP. As the Committee on Commerce will be e: 
Mr. BLOUNT. I will not interfere with the Oklahoma bill. 4] amaenge Pre ail ‘3 
Several MemBers. That is all right | this hour, I am compels d to object. ; 
There being no objection, the order - quested by Mr. BLounr was Mr. SPRINGER. ; I hen I demand the regular order 
sellin > ’ . : , ses ; Che SPEAKER. The consideration hour be gins at five 
lila tis gallina 2 o’clock; and the call rests with the Committee on Comm 
Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that | gee a5 rrr P ae Pune 4g ae 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- Mr. CRISP. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 111 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: clude Sapelo Island in the Brunswick collection district, in t tate of 
A bill (H. R. 7708) to increase the pension of Annie Gibson Yates; Georgia. — 
A bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the support of the Che bill was read, as follows: 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; Be it enacted eo That the island of Sapelo shall henceforth be 
A bill (H. R. 10856) for pension for Eliza N. Aiken; and oe : oo : ae ion ed aa Bata eee On cee 
' \ bill (H. R. 10998) making appropriations for fortifications a1 "Willies alee Macadane ss di) | a cial 1 
works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of ae eer ee paca anypstndngemascs 
heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes. Rives eee ' * 
WAR CLAIMS. Che amendment was agreed t 
The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Stone, of Ken- The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
tucky, Mr. PeENINGTON, and Mr. Crouse as the conferees on the part | time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the th 
of the House upon the bill (H. R. 6514) for the allowance of certain | passed. 
' claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by ch t 
‘a Department. " | passed; and ¢ moved that t ym to 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. table. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the call of commit- | The latter motion was agreed to. 
tees for reports be dispensed with to-day, and that members desiring The title of the bill was amended, in accorda 
to present reports may file them with the Clerk. | mendation of the Committee on Commerce, 80 as to read , . 
There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly clude Sapelo Sound, Sapelo River, and § ipelo Island in 
FILING OF REPORTS. collection Giatetes, a She Htate ef Goargin, 
The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s APPOINTMENTS IN MARINE-HOSP! 
desk. Mr. CRISP. I call up for consideration at this tims 
DAMAGE TO PLANTED OYSTERS, RARITAN BAY, NEW JERSEY. 1786, to regulate appointments in the Marine-Hospital 
; Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- Se read. as follov 
$ ury Department, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 9767 2 — wt ae = a ee . nad the i 
4 authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint commissioners to | 1 nited Btates sil heveadie r beam inted by the Presit ‘ the 
investigate certain claims for damages done to planted oysters in Rari- | vice and consent of the Senate; and no person shall be so o til after 
tan Bay in 1883; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole tan be ase wer SO SS SSO TEENS SERRE OD OS re 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, shen sivall a nes Sochaenenetinanians sleoee Scena ten ein Miaciaiaaiel 
ordered to be printed. F General and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury a 
erat $ ; Sec, 2, That original appointments in the service shall on I ‘ 
COURT OF PATENT APPEALS, ETC. rank of assistant surgeon ; and no officer shal] be promoted tothe rar 1 # ed 
Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported | “S*#8tant surgeon until after four years’ service and @ second exa oo 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 9084) to establish a om Moresaid; and no passed sesistant surgeon shall be promoted to b om 
an ‘ I i - I. ste ish ¢ uTt OL | until after due examination: Provided, That nothing in this act s 





patent appeals of the United States. and so on: which was referred to | strued as to affec t the rank or promotion of any office , orig aad var adh nee 
t the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and fore the adoption of the regulations of 1879; and the President is au i to 


with nd e ; 
- - iinate for confirmation the officers the service on the date « Sere 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. cot, mse? 7" P 
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Mr. CRISP. As I understand it, the only officer now in the Marine- | ,, 5'@:, L have tl ahaa to tpg Ie rewith the draught of a bill to “ increa 
‘ ta] » who has . , Rated he dia BPreatdea anda ». | te ebiciency of the Marine-Hospital Service,” and to request that, if the draugl 
i = : a 5 he en ‘apy ‘ ci yy the Pri ident = 1 COU | isin me ordance with your views, it be transmitted to Congress. The gener 
I by the Senate is the supervising Surge yn-General. iis ¢ not | ob t of the bill I assume to be in accordance with the recommendations 
him il] | have repeatedly made, that statutory provisions be made for the pointm 
' fy - Y loves } ; 
. 4 DT : Will ¢ha o 4} a : s. ee , « officers and employ 30 § service. A 
Mr. ¢ LR PH. ii the gent man lave any objection to t “oO | Section 1760, Revised Statutes, prohibits the appointment by the Secretay 
an amendment in to say that is the effect of it? I have read the bill, | any person to any office not authorized law, or subsequently sanctioned by 
and it is ambieuou It-does not say it does not affect him. it | Jaw. law has, by implication, subseq tly sanctioned the « mploy: ) 
7 } or ap vent of such officers in the text of veral health laws passed in 
ne . ale . ‘ | Lis N ists, in terms, for the employmentor appointme 
Mr. CRISP. I think the gentleman is mistaken. | any per ith the exeeption of the Super 
CARUTH. It looks that way to me. ns lations that have be 
. . om 1 sued ) time partn { Vv 
Ir. MAIS [ have not read the bill, but I 1 been advised that | these anno} ony Sewn ae 
° : ‘ » a aaa - ¥ 
the effect is to give the Supervising Surgeon-General a life tenure of ated the fi ment to the ret 
off which he has not now. t “5 Pre oe ; : 
AR That is exactly i at has & its nece a 
Litt phat i i y it. t thes uniform. and the ! 
M [AISH If that is the effect of the bill, I am entirely opposed | ai: it reg y v Vv ‘ everal ye been the f 
to i | Department 
Mr. CRI low gentlemen arrive at that conclusion I ¢ I . 2 : ie . r Se a { 
oe rhe results thus clearly foretold in this report, made thirty years ago, | 
a - a been accomplished; the reports of the service are sought after by the med 
i MIA { have notarrived at I iclusion myself, but h > | profession ; the standard of professional requirements necessary to gain ad: 
een so told sion into the service is high, 78 per cent.of all applications for admission 
I n so tol j I PI 
“' , . : . . . : the corps having been rejected during the past year; the sailors are satisfic 
Mr. CRI [ think the gentleman wi L find on examination that | a body; and the popularity of the officers is evidenced by the steadily-inc 
he |} been 1 informed. lt ] assed the Senate unanimously. ine | ing number of patients from yearto year. But in order to maintain thes 5 
r h t has the. approval of Secretary Sherman and Secretary | #* 1s present bigh standard of excellence, and to attract to it young men 
_ 3 1 ao ia i te > 4t s “. | highest ability, the methods of appointment the rates of compens: 
ling t meets with the approval, I am informed, of the present | jiist be reculated by law. 
Sec iry, although there is no letter from him to that effect. I did Ex ence has shown the present system—the one recommended in th: 
not make the report myself. My understanding is that the head of ; 92¢ alr in practice by the Department ~to be that best adapted to « { 
. “hi, . ’ -+ ; a” : a“ SE 1c founcers of the iaw an hat most editab to the ¢ 
the vi the only one the bill does not affect, he being an officer | ' 
appointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate, and as I un- * * 
a 1d it, the le object is to allow subordinates instead of being | Iam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
. 1 . . . . I R ITA | ‘ 
appointed now, the Secretary of the Treasury, to be appointed . : wee B. HAMILTO j 
. . 7 y a ¥ urge t-Crene ) sicdies I be-1108 { » 3 
by the Presid 1d confirmed by the Senate. Hon. Jonn SHERMAN 7 
y rrTar. 5 29 © . i ri a Y sl tM Re : 
Mr. DUN Let the bill be reported again. Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. CRISP. As there seems to be some doubt about it let the bill} Mr, CRISP. Now, I would like to hay on the bill; and it 
be again reported gentleman desires to be heard further, I shali ask the previous q ‘ 
a se E 
Che bill was again read. | tion upon it. 
ir, CARUTH iow long will they have to hold office ? Mr. CARUTH. I desire to tender an amendment before t 
Mr. CRISP. As I understand it, this is putting into the form of a | yjous question is demanded. y remedv the pris ul obic 
law what is simply at the present time a regulation of the Department. | have to the bill. } 
[f | am correctly informed as to the regulations, these officers may be | Mr, CRISP. Let the amet be read. sul to the rieht « 
discharged summarily at any time. | objection. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Does this operate to muster out the subor- ‘The Clerk read as follows: 
ee eee ; ee | Add to the bill the words: 
‘ir. CRISI No; [donot sounderstand it. It authorizes the Presi- ‘ Provided further, That nothing herein contained shall apply to the « f 
ak to nominate those now in the service. meat shall t ys eae ri ila Marine-He a) 
[r,. BUTTERWORTH. But does it vacate the offices at all unless | ™¢O* ®hall be as now regulated by law 
he does n te them ¢ | Mr. CRISP. I have no objection to the amendment. 3 
Mr. CRISP. The President is authorized to nominate those now in| Mr. PERKINS. As I understand the amendment, it would j 
the vic i do not know, of course, that it would compel him to | further than that and extend to the subordinates of the office. ’ 
do so | Mr. CRISP. It merely excepts the head of the bureau from this : 


rH Of course not. 
| wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. CRISP. I yield to the gentleman. 

; I i understand, sir, the present Supervising Surgeon- 
d his resignation a good while ago. Could the Presi- | 

d act of Congress appoint an officer of that bu- | 
less than four years ? 
‘Hi. No; of course not. 


i 
H. Now, Mr. Speaker, I think that this is very ohjec- | 


- } 
SCTVet 


bill. 
Mr. PERKINS. 
the office. 
Mr. CARUT 


the amendment goes to the subordinates of 


But 


H. Oh, no; the Supervising Surg: on-General alone i 


| referred to. 


Mr. PERKINS. I think the bill itself excepts him. 

Mr. CARUTH. I want to provide by this amendment that 
shall be no question on the subject. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to ask one question. 


there 


Why make a different 
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The bill was read, as f sllows: 


An act to amend an act entitled “An act tg regulate commerce,” approved 
Iebruary 4, 1887. 

De it cnacted, etc., That section 6 of an act entitled “ An act to regulate com- 
meres approved February 4, 1887, be, and it is hereby, amended so as to read 
as follows 

‘Sec. 6. That every common carrier subject to the provisions of this act sha)l 
print and keep epen to public inspection schedules showing the rates and fares 
and charges for the transportation of passengers and property which any suc! 
common carrier has established and which are in force at the time upon iis 
route, The schedules printed as aforesaid by any such common carrier shal! 
plainly state the places upon its railroad between which property and passen- 
gers will be carried, and sball contain the classification of freight in force, and 
shall also state separately the terminal charges and any rules or regulations 
which in any wise change, affect, or determine any part or the aggregate of 
such atoresaid rates and fares and charges, Such schedules shal! be plainly 
printed in large type, and copies for the use of the public shall be posted in two 
public and conspicuous places in every depot, station, or office of such carrier 
where passengers or freight, respectively, are received for transportation, in 
such form that they shall be accessible tothe publicand can be conveniently in- 
spected, 

“Any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act receiving freight 
in the United States to be carried through a foreign country to any place in the 
United States shall also in like manner print and keep open to public inspec- 
tion, at every depot or office where such freight is received for shipment, 
schedules showing the through rates established and charged by such common 
carrier to all points in the United States beyond the foreign country to which 
it accepts freight for shipment; and any freight shipped from the United States 
through a foreign country into the United States, the through rate on which 
shall not have been made public as required by this act, shall, before it is ad- 
mitted into the United States from said foreign country, be subject to customs 
duties as if said freight were of foreign production; and any law in conflict 
with this section is hereby repealed. 

No advance shall be made in the rates, fares, and charges which have been 
established and published as aforesaid by any common carrier in compliance 














with the requirements of this section, except after ten days’ public notice, | 


which shall plainly state the changes proposed to be made in the schedule then 
in foree, and the time when the increased rates, fares, or charges will go into 
effect; and the proposed changes shall be shown by printing new schedules, or 
shall be plainly indicated upon the schedules in force at the time and kept open 
to public inspection. Reductions in such published rates, fares, or charges 
shall only be made after three days’ previous public notice, to be given in the 
saline man ner that notice of an advance in rates must be given. 

And when any such common carrier shall have established and published 
its rates, fares, and charges in compliance with the provisions of this section, it 
shall be unlawful for such common carrier to charge, demand, collect, or re- 
ceive from any person or persons a greater or less compensation for the trans- 
portation of passengers or property, or for any services in connection there- 
with, than is specified in such published schedule of rates, fares, and charges as 
inay at the time be in force. 

** Every common carrier subject to the provisions of this act shall file with the 
commission hereinafter provided for copies of its schedules of rates, fares, and 
charges which have been established and published in compliance with the re- 
quirements of this section, and shall promptly notify said commission of all 
changes made in the same. Every such common carrier shall also file with 
said commission copies of all contracts, agreements, or arrangements with 
other common carriers in relation to any traffic affected by the provisions of 
this act to which it may be a party. And in cases where passengers and freight 
pass over continuous lines or routes operated by more than one common car- 
rier, and the several common carriers operating such lines or routes establish 
joint tariffs of rates or fares or charges for such continuous lines or routes, 
copies of such joint tariffs shall also, in like manner, be filed with said com- 
mission, Such joint rates, fares, and charges on such continuous lines so filed 
as aforesaid shall be made public by such common carriers when directed by 
said commission, in so far as may,in the judgment of the commission, be 
deemed practicable; and said commission shall from time to time prescribe 
the measure of publicity which shall be given to such rates, fares, and charges, 
or to such part of them as it may deem it practicable for such common carriers 
to publish, and the places in which they shall be published. 

‘No advance shall be made in joint rates, fares, and charges, shown upon 
joint tarifis, except after ten days’ notice to the commission, which shall plainly 
state the changes proposed to be made in the schedule then in force, and the 
‘ime when the increased rates, fares, or charges will go into effect. No reduc- 
tion shall be made in joint rates, fares,and charges, except after three days’ 
notice, to be given to the commission as is above provided in the case of an ad- 
vance of joint rates, The commission may make public such proposed advances 
or such reductions in such manner as may, in its judgment, be deemed practica- 
ble, and may prescribe from time to time the measure of publicity which com- 
mon carriers shall give to advances or reductions in joint tariffs. 

‘It shall be unlawful for any common carrier, party to any joint tariff, to 
charge, demand, collect, or receive from any person or persons a greater or less 
compensation for the transportation of such persons or property, or for any sery- 
ices in connection therewith, between any points as to which a joint rate, fare 
or charge is named thereon than is specified in the schedule filed with the com’ 
mission in force at the time. ‘6 

‘The commission may determine and prescribe the form in which the sched- 
ules required by this section to be kept open to public inspection shall be pre- 
pared and arranged,and may change the form from time to time as shall be 
found expedient, 

‘If any such common carrier shall neglect or refuse to file or publish its 
schedules or tariffs of rates, fares, and charges as provided in this section, or 
any part of the same, such common carrier shall, in addition to other penalties 
herein prescribed, be subject to a writ of mandamus, to be issued by any circuit 
court of the United States in the judicial district wherein the principal office of 
said common carrier is situated, or wherein such offense may be committed, 
and if such common carrier be a foreign corporation in the judicial circuit 
wherein such common carrier accepts traffic and has an agent to perform such 
service, to compel compliance with the aforesaid provisions of this section; and 
such writ shall issue in the name of the people of the United States, at the re- 
tation of the commissioners appointed under the provisions of this act; and the 
failure to comply with its requirements shall be punishable as and for a con- 
tempt; and the said commissioners, as complainants, may also apply, in any 
such circuit court of the United States, for a writ of injunction against such 
common carrier, to restrain such common garrier from receiving or transport- 
ing property among the several States and Territories of the United States, or 
between the United States and adjacent foreign countries, or between ports of 
transshipment and of entry and the several States and Territories of the United 
States, as mentioned in the first section of this act, until such common carrier 
shall have complied with the aforesaid provisions of this section of this act.” 

Sec, 2. That section 10 of said act is hereby amended so as to read as fol- 
lows: 

“See, 10. That any commof# carrier subject to the provisions of this act, or, 
whenever such common carrier is a corporation, any director or officer thereof, 
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or any receiver, trustee, lessce, agent, or person, acting for or employed by such 
corporation, who, alone or with any other corporation, company, person, or 
party, shall willfully do or cause to be done, or shall willingly suffer or permit 
to be done, any act, matter, or thing in this act prohibited or declared to be un- 
lawful, or who shall aid or abet therein, or shall willfully omit or fail to doany 
act, matter, or thing in this act required to be done, or sha!l cause or willingly 
suffer or permit any act, matter, or thing so directed or required by this act to 
be done not to be so done, or shall aid or abet any such omission or failure, 
or shall be guilty of any infraction of this act, or shall aid or abet therein, shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, upon conviction thereof in any 
district court of the United States within the jurisdiction of which such offense 
was committed, be subject toa fine of not to exceed $5,000 for each offense: Pro- 
vided, That if the offense for which any person shall be convicted as aforesaid 





| shall be an unlawful discrimination in rates, fares, or charges for the transpor- 





tation of passengers or property, such person shall, in addition to the fine here- 
inbefore provided for, be liable to imprisonment in the penitentiary for a term 
of not exceeding two years, or both such fine and imprisonment, in the discre- 
tion of the court. 

“Any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act, or, whenever such 
common carrier is a corporation, any officer or agent thereof, orany person act- 
ing for or employed by such corporation, who, by means of false billing, false 
classification, false weighing, or false report of weight, or by any other device 
or means, shall knowingly and wilifully assist, or shall willingly suffer or per- 
mit, any person or persons to obtain transportation for property at less than the 
regular rates then established and in force on theline of transportation of such 
common carrier, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shal!, upon con- 
viction thereof in any court of the United States of competent jurisdiction 
within the district in which such offense was committed, be subject to a fine of 
not exceeding $5,000, or imprisonment in the penitentiary for a term of not ex- 
ceeding two years, or both, in the discretion of the court, for each offense. 

‘‘Any person and any officer or agent of any corporation or company who 
shall deliver property for transportation to any common carrier, subject to the 
provisions of this act, or for whom as consignor or consignee any such carrier 
shall transport property, who shall knowingly and willfully, by false billing, 
false classification, false weighing, or false report of weight, or by any other 
device or means, whether with or without the consent or connivance of the car- 
rier, its agent or agents, obtain transportation for such property at less than the 
regular rates then established and in force on the line of transportation, shall 
be decmed guilty of fraud, which is hereby declared a misdemeanor, and shall, 
upon conviction thereof in any court of the United States of competent juris- 
diction within the district in which such offense was committed, be subject for 
each offense to a fine of not exceeding $,000 or imprisonment in the peniten- 
tiary for a term of not exceeding two years, or both, in the discretion of the 
court. 

“If any such person, or any officer or agent of any such corporation or com- 
pany, shall, by payment of money or other thing of value, solicitation, or other- 
wise, induce any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act, or any 
of its officers or agents, to discriminate unjustly in his, its, or their favor as 
against any other consignor or consignee in the transportation of property, or 
shall aid or abet any common carrier in any such unjust discrimination, such 
person, or such officer or agent of such corporation or company, shall bedeemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, upon conviction thereof in any court of the 
United States of competent jurisdiction within the district in which such offense 
was committed, be subject to a fine of not exceeding $5,000, or imprisonment in 
the penitentiary for a term of not exceeding two years, or both, in the discre- 
tion of the court, for each offense; and such person, corporation, or company 
shall also, together with said common carrier, be liable, jointly or severally, in 
an action on the case to be brought by any consignor or consignee discrimi- 
nated against in any court of the United States of competent jurisdiction for all 
damages caused by or resulting therefrom.”’ 

Sec, 3. That section 12 of said act is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

‘Src. 12. That the commission hereby created shall have authority to inquire 
into the management of the business of all common carriers subject to the pro- 
visions of this act, and shall keep itself informed as to the manner and method 
in which the same is conducted, and shall have the right to obtain from such 
common carriers full and complete information necessary to enable the com- 
mission to perform the duties and carry out the objects for which it was created ; 
and for the purposes of this act the commission shall have power to require, by 
subpoena, the attendance and testimony of witnesses and the production of all 
books, papers, tariffs, contracts, agreements, and documents relating to any 
matter under investigation, and in case of disobedience to a subpcena, the com- 
mission, or any party to a proceeding before the commission, may invoke the 
the aid of any court of the United States in requiring the attendance and testi- 
mony of witnesses and the production of books, papers, and documents under 
the provisions of this section. 

“And any of the circuit courts of the United States within the jurisdiction or 
which such inguiry is carried on may,in case of contumacy or refusal to obey a 
subpeena issued to any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act, or 
other person, issue an order requiring such common carrier or other person to 
appear before said commission (and produce books and papers if so ordered) 
and give evidence touching the matter in question; and any failure to obey 
such order of the court may be punished by such court as a contempt thereof. 
The claim that any such testimony or evidence may tend to criminate the per- 
son giving such evidence shall not excuse such witness from testifying; but 
such evidence or testimony shall not be used against such person on the trial of 
any criminal proceeding.” 

Sec, 4. That section 14 of said act is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

“Spec, 14. That whenever an investigation shall be made by said commission, 
it shall be its duty to make a report in writing in respect thereto, which shall 
include the findings of fact upon which the conclusions of the commission are 
based, together with its recommendation as to what reparation, if any, should 
be made by the common carrier to any party or parties who may be found to 
have been injured; and such findings so made shal! thereafter, in all judicial 
proceedings, be deemed prima facie evidence as to each and every fact found, 

“All reports of investigations made by the commission shall be entered of 
record, and a copy thereof shall be furnished to the party who may have com- 
plained, and to any common carrier that may have been complained of. 

‘The commission may provide for the publication of its reportsand decisions 
in such form and manner as may be best adapted for public information and use, 
and such authorized publications shall be competent evidence of the reports and 
decisions of the commission therein contained, in all courts of the United States, 
and of the several States, without any further proof or authentication thereof. 
The commission may also cause to be printed for early distribution its annual 
reports.” 

Sec. 5. That section 16 of said act is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

‘Sec. 16. That whenever any common carrier, as defined in and subject to the 
provisions of this act, shall violate, or refuse or neglect to obey or perform any 
lawful order or requirement of the commission created by this act, not founded 
upon a controversy requiring atrial by jury, as provided by the seventh amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, it shall be lawful for the commis- 
sion or of for any company or person interested in such order or requirement, 
to apply in a summary wey by petition, to the circuit court of the United States 
sitting in equity in the judicial district in which the common carrier complained 
ot has its principal office, or in which the violation or disobedience of such order 
or requirement shall happen, alleging such violation or disobedience, as the 
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case may be; and the said court shall have power to hear and determine th f ich shall be dist las : s ( 
matter, on such short notice to the common carrier complained of as the court I rep ~ tain s i ) 1 ata i t s 
iy shalldeem reasonable: and such notice may be served on such common carrier is ’ iwidered of 1 i ern ‘ 
Hi his or its officers, agents, or servants, insuch manneras the court shall direct i the rulat 1 of « rw s \ s to 
¢ said court shal! proceed to he and determine the matter speedily as a slat 1 rela tl . 
* of equity, and without the formal! pleadings and proceedin app ble to o s and « | at t ys 
i dinary suits in equity, but in such manner as to do justice in the premises; and 
7 to this end such court shall have power, if it think fit, to direct and prosecute Chat s said Ws 
in such mode and by such persons as it may appoint, all such inquiries as t 3 hat not rin this acts tt l- 
court may think needful to enable it to form a just judgment in the matter of ty free o1 re edr I S 
‘ such petition: and on such hearing the findings of factin the report of said com- or t . , 
mission shal! be prima fa evidence of the matters therein stated; and if it! x t eat f 7 
made toappear to such courton such hearing or on report of any such person « t rted by « t . 
persons that the lawful order or requirement of said commission drawn in qué ‘ rat or the iss 
tion has been violated or disobeyed it shall be lawful forsuch courttoissue a w ting in 3 : 
¥ of injunction or other proper process, mandatory or otherwise, to restrain s Y ! 4 
E common carrier from further continuing such violation or disobedience of such r the transp« , 
order or requirement of said commission and enjoining obedience to the s or State Hom an i\ 1 
i. and in case of any disobedience of any such writ of injunction orother p 3 manage ‘ id es 
process, mandatory or otherwise, it shall be lawful for such court to issue writ entra ads from giv free car to t r 
of attachment orany other process of said court ident or applica \ pre t the principal off 3 « 1 ‘ 
injunction orother proper process, mandatory or otherwise, again i ‘ ‘ isses t t 
mon carrier, and if a corporation against one or! directors ‘ ind 1 act S ‘ 
agentsofthes ime, Oragainstany owner, lessee,tru ceiver, or otl I Y v exist t ce < t 3 
failing to obey such writ of injunction or other } cess, n ) his ein ! to suchr i ] ) tion 
otherwise; and said court may,if itshall think fit,makean orderd r anv wav : i by 
D common carrier or other person so disobeying such writ of injunctior I thie ] rl the t 1 dist t = Lv 
proper process, mandatory or otherwise, to pay such sum of money, 1u t } tion « 
ing for each carrier or person in default the sum of $00 forevery day, « da such + : ‘ ‘ ‘ 
to be named in the order, that such carrier or other person shall fail t su to v : this is a supp and ‘ ‘ 
injunction or other proper process, mandat« therwise ; and such moneys | relator fi ha > interstate : ' . 
shall be payable as the court shal! direct, either he party complaining or into t sg are char i, or : terms $ 3 
court, to abide the ultimate decision of the court, or into the Treasury ind said common carrier for -e traft ‘ at t 
payment thereof may, without prejudice to any other mode of recover ssue a writ < v ‘ 1 res 6 
same, be enforced by attachment or order in the nature of a writ of exe and such arrie i 
in like manner as if the same had been recovered by a final deeree in pe ee ene ry f ) 1 
in such court. When the subject in dispute shall be of the value of $2,0 rl wr ed. Tha ‘ 
more, either party tosuch proceeding before said court y appeal to the + yn carrier f g i 
preme Court of the United States, under the same regulations now provided the writ of perem}] vom 
law in respect of security for such appeal; but such appeal shall not operate t f ¢ is unde as . to we 
stay or supersede the order of the court or the execution ofany writ or proce { court therwis st 
? thereon; and such court may, in every such matter, order the payment of su ; tion of the ¢ " ff ] : Aven 
costs and counsel fees as shall be deemed reasonable. Whenever any such px p dat ha mulat t or 
tition shall be filed or presented by the commission it s | be the-duty of tl th ot 3a 
district attorney, under the direction of the Attorney-General Unite ial 
States, to prosecute the same; and the costs and expenses of such prosecut ad e , - : 
shall be paid out of the appropriation for the expenses of the courts of | CRISP. I« ( ‘ mol 
United States. Hou bv any extended ex} i t Ll w tat how- 
If the matters involvedin any such order or requirement of said commiss a. eae ‘ . ad , ‘ 
are founded upon a controversy requiring atrial by jury, as provided by evel } In the main e pre . 1 tl 
seventh amendment to the constitution of the United States, and any dations ¢ tate ¢ Col n 
common carrier shall violate or refuse or neglect to obey or perform th the House ) | H ( 
after notice given by said commission as provided in the fifteenth sect a ¢ an 
this act, it shall be lawful for any company or person interested in such ord . : : : 
or requirement to apply in a summary way by petition to the cir« ourt S In order to il to t i 
the United States sitting as a court of law in the judicial district in wh h Perhaps, M a ted to 
carrier complained of has its principal office, or in which the violation or d : e 4 tie Y 
beaience of such order or requirement shall happen, alleging such violati« : es we Chae : . 
disobedience as the case may be; and said court shall by its order then fix at it to ao so lf it thougnt necessal i Ur ’ t 
and place for the trial of said cause, which shall not be less than twenty ation to-day is very nearly up, only te t of i 
. more than forty days from the time said order is made, and it shall be the d VW. har GR » laft mn fs } 
of the marshal of the district in which said proceeding is pending to f iM we na only one a I it us to-m ; rete ee 
serve a copy of said petition, and of said order, upon each of the def < i endments which they desire to i 
it shall be the duty of the defendants to file their answers to said petition wit 1 the oninion of all ntlemen ho } { cl the 
ten days after the service of the same upon them as aforesaid At the trial t ‘ 2 tet aad ‘ : 
findings of fact of said commission as set forth in its report shall be pr i 3 int — . 
evidence of the matters therein stated, and if either party shall dem ‘ ? pecome lav nd I do not, therefore t 
or shall omit to waive a jury the court shall, by its order, direct t! . lo ht owe to point o hat 
forthwith to summon a jury to try the cause; but if all the partie arr MT : ‘ ‘ 
a jury in writing, then the court shall try the issues in said cause CANNON P be - 
judgment thereon. If the subject in dispute shall be of the value of $2,000 « ( ent the p t col ierat t Or 
more either party may appeal tothe Supreme Court of the United Stat t ted ? 
: the same regulations now provided by law in respect to security for such ay aT r . 
peal; but such appeal must be taken within twenty days from the day of 1 mar. ' S -* oa : 
rendition of the judgment of said circuit court. If the judgment of the ci: ti! row yas to get i t ria 
court shall be in favor of the party complaining, he or they shall be ent i 
bu recover a reasonable counsel or attorney's fee,to be fixed by the court, wh MT ‘ANYON 7 if 
4 shall be collected as part of the costs in the ca rposes of this act Mr. CANNON. Whiyt : 
3 excepting its penal provisions, the circuit courts of nited Sta ral t y or to-morro 
iB deemed to be always in session.” M - CRISP Mr. Sneake ++} 
Scc. 6. That section 17 of said act is hereby amended so as to r s fol . Pate tetas a 1 
“Seo. 17. That the commission may conduct its proceedings in such manner Nos ir, CANNO 
as will best conduce to the proper dispatch of business and to the ends s- | erat 1 of this bill t 
F tice. A majority of the commission shall constitute a quorum for the trai Mr. WEAVER I \ 
Ee tion of business, but no commissioner shall participate in any hearing 4 1-1 
ceeding in which he has any pecuniary interest. 1 commiussion may, f oon as the Oklahoma |! 
time to time, make or amend such general rules or orders as may be requis to 1 inimous consent | y f 
for the order and regulation of proceedings before it, including forms of notices Mr CANNON I ] ‘ of 
e and the service thereof, which shall conform, as nearly as may be, to thos oi: eee a ene ; ; , 
PR use in the courts of the United States. Any party may appear before said cor he Oklahoma t 
% mission and be heard, in person or by attorney. Every vote and official act of Mr. WEAVER i am iri t 
} the commission shall be entered of record, and its proceedings shail be pu Mr. CANNON Phe ntleman from Misso tr. 1 ) 
upon the request of either party interested. Said commission shall have ano a : ; eae 
ficial seal, which shall be judicially noticed. Eitherof the membersof the com- | }* !" 44VOr ¢ i tne VU . , 
mission may administer oaths and affirmations and sign subpeenas. two 
Sec. 7. That section 18 of said act is hereby amended soas to read as follows WEAVER But tl . n { 
‘Sec. 18. That each commissioner shall receive an annual salary of $7,500, p ; s ‘ 
able in thesame manner as the judges of the courts of the United States, Th« } yn we given way to eve ‘ 
commission shall appoint asecretary, who shall receive an annual salary of $3,500, | of ndre« thousands of | ] | t ‘ t 
payable in like manner, The commission shall have authority to employ and | ghoyld not give way to any ot proy 
fix the compensation of such other employés as it may find necessary to the 'n. - ts rr t 2 “ah ; ‘ l 
proper performance of its duties. Until otherwise provided by law, the com- Mr. O’NEILL, of Pen iva i I 
mission may hire suitable offices for its use, and shall have authority to procurs leave that the Committee on ¢ imi t ) then 
all necessa office supplies. Witnesses summoned before the commission sha!] you can vo on with your Oklaho d at ‘ . 
be paid the same fees and mileage that are paid to witnesses in the courts of the | : me eee ee 
United States.” termination of to-day’s session 
‘All of the expenses of the commission, including all necessary expenses for Mr. WEAVER. [am not in charge of the Oklahoma |} 
transportation incurred by the commissioners, or by their employés under their Mr. SPRINGER I have no « ( to e propo t 
orders, in making any investigation, or upon official business in any other ae ee : } 5 
places than in the city of Washington, shall be allowed and paid on the pre- | Morning hour for to-morrow bi » aww * = © 
sentation of itemized vouchers therefor approved by the chairman of the com- Mr. FARQUHAR. That will ibly finish the 
mission. ce Mr. WEAVER. ‘That would have to be altered n 
Src. 8. That section 21 of said act is hereby amended so as to read as follows Mr. GROSVENOR Mr. Sneaker. I would ! 
Sec, 21. That the commission shall, on or before the ist day of December in | - a - a 


; og al a 4 } ; ‘ ne 
eack year, make a report, which shall be transmitted to Congress, and copies | Who has charge of the bill that he can tak« ho and 
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b tr I ithe hi ) » that the House can 
act } 1 It come to the con erat 1 of the I 
W t yub ( antly re orting the amendments. 
( 1 oF tie ntlem rom © »a 
' ere minute 4 
ol i yt tl mem he i t 
H { it he 1 this bill cl 
th bY} t l ¢ el 
th ) a 1} d that ‘ ‘ 
of ‘ ~ Co t has bee 
h hi l 1 place and I t 
a ‘ ilroad and without aid from the 
rent look ‘ ipiaint 1 1e 8] ppt S iol l 
to k t i 1 tl 1edule, and some 1e8, the 
‘ ¢ bi 1 inconvenien Che bill 
re 1; t] edules ea ily ac essible to all 
; : tion of rates. The original bill 
the House will re er, required tem days’ notice of an advance in 
the rate; but a red 1 of the rate might be made without any no- 
tice. The comm 1 recom nds some change in that, and suggests | 
th here Lt the reduction of the rates as there is of the 
ady anc Otherw ' ored shipper might be notified in advance 
by the carrier that such a reduction was to take place, and in that way 





be benefited. The ion in this bill requires three days’ notice otf 
@ reduction in the schedule rates, and also prescribes the method 
which the publication shall be made. 

ie third applies to the publication of joint tariffs. The House wil 
remember that the original bill only provided for the publication of 
the individual tarif o tospeak, thetariff on eachroad. ‘This amend- 
meiit provides for the publication of joint tariffs wherever the roads 


ynter into them, and it requires that notice of them shall be given to 


€ i 

the commission, and that they shall not be altered except with the ten 
days’ notice or the three days’ notice required, as the case may be 
It also provides that the commission shall prescribe the mode and 
method of publication of these tariffs. 

The next is as to underbilling. It provides a penalty for the rail- 
way company and also for the shipper for underbilling. ! to 
punish the carrier and also the shipper or any other person who at- 
tempts to influence t] rier to give discriminating rates in violation 
of Ww. 

. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Was not that provided for, as to the 
ee 


railroads, in the old law 
r, CRISP. The a 
there was no express provision in reference to underbilling. 

ir, HENDERSON, of Iowa. I know there was nothing as to the 
shipper, but I thought there was a provision as to the railroads. 

Mr. CRISP. There have been a great many petitions sent to the 
committee in favor of this provision in the bill, and no opposition to it 
has appeared either from the railroads or from any quarter. 

\ir. HENDERSON, of Iowa, It can not be made too clear. 

CRISP. The next changes the penalty upon the railroad com- 


}no provision as to the shipper, and I think 


pany for willful violations of the law by discriminations in rates. It 
makes the penalty, in addition to the fine now provided, imprisonment 
in the penitentiary for two years—fine or imprisonment, either or both, 


in the discretion of the court. Of course this applies only to violations 
nust be knowingly and willfully com- 


which by their very charact 


mitted. 

‘The next proposition is as to the question of damages in cases of such 
character as under our constitution must be passed upon by a jury. 
Of course the House understands that there are certain kinds of cases 
which at common law and under the Constitution must be passed upon 
by ajury. Itis not in our power to clothe the commission or any- 
body else with authority to hear and determine those cases, because 
they must be heard by ajury. ‘There is a provision in this bill that 
cases of that character shall be remanded to the court and that the 
court shall give them a speedy hearing. 

» only other change that I now recall is one making this an inde- 
vendent bureau—t repealing the law which requires that all the 


proceedings of the commission shall go through the Secretary of the In- 


>t 


erior. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CRISP. I now ask unanimous consent that the amendments 
which gentlemen desire to offer may be printed in the REcorD. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And that they be considered in the 
order in which they amend the act of 1887. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In the order in which they apply to the sections 
of the bill. 
Mr. CRISP. 
termine, 

The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills has expired. 
The following amendments were offered: 


I think we had better leave that for the Chair to de- 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa: 
» amend section 2 of an act entitled “‘An act to regulate commerce,” ap- 
proved February 4, 1887, by striking out wherever they occur in said section 
the words “ under substantially similar circumstances and conditions.”’ 

To amend section 3 of same act by striking out wherever they occur in said 
section the words “ undue and unreasonable,” 
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relieved from the operation of this section of t! ; 

By Mr. NELSON 

At the i of the bill insert: 

** Pror further, That any 


suthorize 








ier the 














tofore or h created or incorporated sof the United 

shall, as tothe trans rtation of passengers or prope! from one pl 

tion to another place or station in the same State, over a route wholly in that 

State, be subject and amenable to the laws of such State relating to the trans- 

portation of passengers and property, the same as though it were a railroad 

company or common carrier created or incorporated under the laws of tha 
tte 


By Mr. O’NEILtz, of Penr van 
t to come in at end of line 139, page 7: 

1 and after ninety days after this act shall take effect it shall be un- 
lawful for any common carrier to engage in the transportation of passengers 
or property between the several States and Territories of the United States or 
between any place in the United States and a foreign country over any route 
as a part thereof a railway or water route outside of the United 
first having procured a license authorizing such carrier to en- 
ansportation, and the conditions of such license shall be the ac- 
hcommon carrierand of such regulations assaid com- 
iny lawfully 1 ec in pursuance thereof, and agreement by the com- 
mon carrier or carriers controlling the portions of such route situated within 
the United States to become responsible for and guaranty the observance by 
those controlling the portion of the route outside thereof of the terms and con- 
ditions of such license. 

All licenses issued shall be renewable each year, and may be suspended by 
said commission for cause after full hearing, and, upon the final judgment of a 
court of competent jurisdiction, may be revoked by said commission for a vi 
lation of its terms or of the provisions of this act.” 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: 

First, by adding at the end of section 1: 

** Provided, however, That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject 
to the provisions of this act to carry refined oils and other petroleum products, 
ecotton-seed oil, and turpentine for any shipper, in tank or cylinder cars, who 
shall own, lease, or control the same in any manner, except upon the condition 
that said carrier shall charge the same rate for the transportation of said prod- 
ucts in wooden packages or barrels, in car-load lots, as in said tank or cylinder 
ears, the said tank and cylinder and said wooden packages and barrels being 
carried free in each case. 

Add at the end of section 2: 

‘That in all prosecutions under this section on complaint of a citizen of the 
United States such citizen shall be entitled to have and receive for his own ben- 
efit all fines that may be imposed and collected for any violations of said act in 
any and all prosecutions in which he may be such complainant, if such com- 
plainant shall prove that he has been injured by the said violations of this act.’’ 

First, by adding at the end of section 1: 

** Provided, That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier, subject to the 
provisions of this act, to carry or transport any commodity, for any shipper, in 
a car or vehicle owned, leased, or in any way controlled by such shipper: And 
provided further, That it shall be unlawful for any shipper to make any contract 
with any carrier to convey the property of such shipper in cars or vebicl 
owned or controlled by such shipper. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee 
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Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. Fisuer with Mr. LEHLBACH. 

Mr. ByNuM with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. VANCE with Mr. RusseLy, of Connecticut. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. O’ DONNELL. 

Mr. DAvipson, of Alabama, with Mr. PATTON. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. Yost. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. Grout. 

Mr. Forp with Mr. GUENTHER. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. PUGSLEY. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. DUNUTAM., 

Mr. CLARDY with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. PERRY with Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. MASson. 

Mr. Braas with Mr. Morrow. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RocKWELL. 

Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. THomas, of Illinois. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. HUNTER. 

Mr. Morse with Mr. Wuitina, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, with Mr. Rrep. 

Mr. HOWARD with Mr. Hopkins, of Illinois. 

Mr. CuTCHEON with Mr. TARSNEY. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. PHELPs. 

Mr. RussEuL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. CoGSWELL. 

Mr. MoRGAN with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. Houxk. 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr. DE LANo. 

Mr. MCKINNEY with Mr. BooTHMAN., 

Mr. Lynca with Mr. YARDLEY. 

Mr. BACON with Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr. Buiiss with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. HIESTAND. 

Mr. RoGers with Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 

Mr. BUCKALEW with Mr. BAYNE. 

The following-named members were announced as paired for this 
day: 

Mr. FRENCH with Mr. GEsT. 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. BROWER. 

Mr. SHIVELY with Mr. ATKINSON. 

Mr. ELLIotTT with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. THompson, of California, with Mr. THompson, of Ohio. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. SHAW with Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. 

Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. HIRgs, 

Mr. Dres_e with Mr. ADAMs. 

Mr. FELTON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The result of this vote has not yet 
been announced. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. CAMPBELL]. 
I voted, but desire to withdraw my vote, as I do not know how he 
would stand on this question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am paired with the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. Jomnston]. I voted for the reason that I am satisfied he would 
record his vote in the same way. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Although I am paired with the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. REED], I voted to make a quorum. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. COX. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from California has 
just submitted a motion. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 49, 
noes JO. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were —yeas 26, nays 101, not vot- 
ing 197; as follows: 

YEAS—26. 








Abbott, Crisp, Hutton, Penington, 
Barnes, Dargan, Lanham, Richardson, 
Barry, Felton, Latham, Robertson, 
Cariton, Gay, McClammy, Sawyer, 
Cobb, Grimes, McKenna, Simmons. 
Cothran, Ilaugen, Moore, 

Cox, Herbert, Morrow, 


NAYS—101. 


Allen, Miss Browne, Ind. Farquhar, Henderson, N.C, 
Anderson, lowa Brumm, Forney, Henderson, Lil. 
Anderson, Ill, Buckalew, Fuller, Hermann, 
Anderson, Kans Bunnell, Funston, Hitt, 

Baker, N. Y. Caruth, Gear, Holman, 

Baker, Ill. Catchings, Gibson Holmes, 


Bankhead, Cheadle, Glass, Hopkins, Va. 
Biand, Cowles, Grosvenor, Hopkins, N. Y. 
Blount, Crouse, Hayes, Hunter, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Dockery, Heard, Johnston, N.C. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Enloe, Henderson, Iowa’ Kilgore, 





La Follette, 
Laidlaw, 
Laird, 
Landes, 
Lane, 
Lawler, 
Lind, 
Lyman, 
Macdonald, 
Maish, 
McCullogh, 
MeMillin, 
McShane, 
Moffitt, 
Morgan, 


Adams, 
Allen, Mass, 
Allen, Mich. 


Anderson, Miss, 


Arnold, 
Atkinson, 
Bacon, 
Bayne, 
selden, 
Belmont, 
Biggs, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Bliss, 
Boothman, 
Bound, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 
Lowen, 
Brewer, 
Brower, 
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Morrill, 
Nelson, 
Nichols, 
Nutting, 
Oates, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Owen, 
Patton, 
Payson, 
Peel, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Plumb, 
Rice, 


Rowell, 
Rowland, 
Ryan, 
Sayers, 
Scull, 
Seney, 
Seymour, 
Shively, 
Smith, 
Sowden, 
Springer, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stone, Ky. 
Struble, 


NOT VOTING—197. 


Cummings, 
Cutcheon, 
Dalzell, 
Darlington, 
Davenport, 
Davidson, Ala, 
Davidson, Fla. 
Davis, 

De Lano, 
Dibble, 
Dingley, 
Dorsey, 
Dougherty, 
Dunham, 
Dunn, 
Elliott, 
Ermentrout, 
Finley, 
Fisher, 
Fitch, 
Flood, 


srowne, T.H.B.,Va.Foran, 


Brown, Ohio 


Brown, J. R., Va. 


Bryce, 
Buchanan, 
Burnes, 
Burnett, 
Burrows, 
Butler, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 


Campbell, F., N. Y. 
Campbell, Ohio 


Ford, 
French, 
Gaines, 
Gallinger, 
Gest, 
Glover, 
Goff, 
Granger, 
Greenman, 
Grout, 
Guenther, 
Hall, 


Cam pbell,T.J.,N.Y. Hare, 


Candler, 
Cannon, 
Caswell, 
Chipman, 
Clardy, 
Clark, 
Clements, 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Collins, 
Compton, 
Conger, 
Cooper, 
Crain, 
Culberson, 


Harmer, 
Hatch, 
Hayden, 
Hemphill, 
Hiestand, 
Hires, 

Hogg, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, Ill. 
Houk, 
Hovey, 
Howard, 
Hudd, 
Jackson, 
Johnston, Ind. 


Jones, 
Kean, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, 
Ketcham, 
Laffoon, 
Lagan, 
Lee, 
Lehlbach, 
Lodge 
Long, 
Lynch, 
Maffett, 
Mahoney, 
Mansur, 
Martin, 
Mason, 
Matson, 
McAdoo, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
McCreary, 
McKinley, 
McKinney, 
McRae, 
Merriman, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Montgomery, 
Morse, 
Neal, 
Newton, 
Norwood, 
O’ Donnell, 
O’ Ferrall, 
O’Neall, Ind. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 
Parker, 
Perry, 
Phelan, 
Phelps, 
Pideock, 
Post, 
Pugsley, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 
Reed, 
Rockwell, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


On motion of Mr. PAYSON, by unanimous consent, the reading of 


the names was dispensed with. 


The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, with Mr. ATKINSON for the rest of 


the day. 


SEPTEMBER 12, 





Symes, 
Taulbee, 
Turner, Kans. 
Vandever, 
Wade, 
Weaver, 
Weber, 
Wheeler, 
Wickham, 
Wilson, Minn. 
Wilson, W. Va, 
Yost. 


Rogers, 
Romeis, 
Russell, Conn, 
Russell, Mass. 
Rusk, 

Scott, 

Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Snyder, 
Spinola, 
Spooner, 
StahInec*er, 
Steele, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo. 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, Ill. 
Thomas, Wis. 
Thompson, Ohio 
Thompson, Cal. 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Townshend, 
Turner, Ga. 
Vance, 
Walker, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
West, 

White, Ind. 
White, N.Y. 
Whiting, Mich, 
Whiting, Mass. 
Whitthorne, 
Wilber, 
Wilkins, 
Wilkinson, 
Williams, 
Wise, 
Woodburn, 
Yardley, 
Yoder. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


nays seemed to prevail. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


** Regular order !’’] 
I demand a division. 
The question was taken; and there were—ayes 35, noes 43. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


I demand the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


I move that there be a call of the House. 
That is the pending motion. 
The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore decided that the 


Before calling for a division I desire to state that 
if gentlemen will allow a call of the House to be ordered, simply to 
| determine who are present and who are not, and I can get in a resolu- 
tion in regard to absentees, I will myself move to adjourn. 


[Cries of 


Mr. HOLMAN. It is now so near the hour of adjournment that we 
will searcely complete the call of the roll before that time, and I hope 
the call for the yeas and nays will be reconsidered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to waiving the call of the 
House if gentlemen will allowthe gentleman from Iowa to offer a reso- 
lution which can be read now subject to objection. If this resolution 
can be adopted, I do not desire a call of the House. 

Mr. BRUMM. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of the roli 
on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois for a call of the House. 

Mr. WEAVER. I think the gentleman from Pennsylvania will with- 
draw the demand. 

Mr. BRUMM. 
read, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


I will withdraw it to permit the resolution to be 


Is there objection to the reading of the 
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resolution proposed by the gentleman 
being reserved ? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as fol! 


from Iowa, the right to object 






y telegraph 


That th Se veant-at-Arms be directed to telegraph a 
‘nt without leave to return at once 
Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent to revoke the orde1 
the yeas and nays were demanded. 
The SPEAKER pro te mpore. The first question is, 
tion to the consideration of this resolution ? 

Mr. BARNES, Mr. ROWELL, and others objected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that this could 
only be presented by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In view of the lateness of the hour, and that the 
call can not be got through with before 5 o'clock, 
the vote ordering the yeas and nays. 


rhe question was taken; and on adivision there were—ayes 50, noes 


Is the re obje 


pro te mpore, 


' 
I move to reconsid¢ 


Mr. GROSVENOR. No quorum. 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not require a quorum. 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry 
Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
yeas and nays. 

The gentleman from New York rises to a parliamentary inquiry and 
will state it. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. The yeas and nays having been ordered 
by one-fifth of the last preceding vote, can that order be rescinded by 
a bare majority of the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would state that something 
of an anomaly is presented by a majority being required to undo what 
one-fifth only was required todo. But it is only reconsidering the orde1 
for the yeas and nays, and the House has still the same power to orde1 
them by one-fifth of those present as it had to order them before. 

The question now recurs on ordering the yeas and nays on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was put and there were—ayes 56, noes 41. 

During the count, 

Mr. BLOUNT (to Mr. WEAVER 
and we may as well adjourn. 

Mr. WEAVER. I know we can not do anything now, but 
you notice that you shall not do anything else. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to move to 
reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered? 

The SPEAKER pro te apore, It is. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Then I move that, as it is a pleasant 
pastime. 

The question was put, and the 
** noes’? seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN and others. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 59, noes 40. 

So the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
yeas and nays. 

The question was put. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thirty-eight gentlemen have aris 
sufficient number, and the yeas and nays are ordered. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Georgia [Mi 
BLountT] that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 41, nays 89, not vot 
ing 194; as follows: 


The question recurs on ordering the 





You can not do anything now 


I give 


Speaker pro tempore stated that th« 


The question recurs on ordering the 


YEAS—4I. 
Holmes, O'Neill, Pa 


Hutton, Penington, 


Abbott, 
Allen, Miss. 


Cothran 
Crisp, 


Barnes, Dargan, Kerr, Richardson, 
Barry, Dibble, Latham, Robertson, 
Blount, Elliott, Lee Sawyer 





Bowen, Enloe, McKenna, Sterrart, Ga. 
Carlton, Grimes, MeMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Catchings, Hall, Moore, Yost. 
Cheadie, Haugen, Morgan. 
{lements, Hemphill, Morrow, 
Cobb, Herbert, Vates, 

NAYS=—89, 
Anderson, Iowa Breckinridge, Ark. Caruth, Funston 
Anderson, lil. Breckinridge, Ky. Cowles, r 
Anderson, Kans. Brumm, Crouse, 
Baker, N. Y. Buckalew, Dockery, 5 
Baker, Ill. Burnes, Farquhar, Grosvenor, 
Bankhead, Butler, Forney, Hayes, 
Bland, Cannon, Fuller, Henderson. Iowa 
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NAYS—32 bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they wer 
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poned indefinitely. 4 
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A bill (H. R. 9370 — a pe nsion to Susan Bates, widow of 
Thomas Bates, late private Compan a Pwenty-sixth Regime 
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<a Counties, Minnesota, for pure food—to the Com- | ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
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ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8553) granting a pension to Arabella Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 10708) granting a pension to Jane E. Knoble; 

A bill (H. R. 10068) granting a pension to Lieut. Starkey R. Powell, 
of Black Hawk war; 





30 citizens of Anoka County, Minnesota, for pure 
lard and butter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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Mr. PLATT. I say very frankly to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that I do not desire to encumber this investigation with any tariff 
discussion. If there is relief through taxation or want of taxation in 
any way, I desire to have the relief granted. I do not care how that 
relief is reached. I know that we ought to protect our people against 
such combinations, whether organized here or abroad. Nor do I under- 
stand that the Senator from New Hampshire would object to any 
method by which we could reach and prevent such a trust and its in- 
jurious operation upon our citizens. 

Mr. BLAIR. By nomeans; but lam only thinking and anticipating 
in my own mind a problem of difficulty that everybody must meet with 
in grappling with this subject. The only means by which we can pos- 
sibly control the operation of these great trusts, which become danger- 
ous in proportion to their world-wide effect, is by legislative control 
within our own jurisdiction. 

It is perfectly manifest that we can pass no law here which will break 
up a Parisian corporation or a London corporation, and unless we can 
contro! the laws of trade so far as to exclude the property of a foreign 
syndicate which is produced outside of our own geographical lines, the 
lines within which our legislation is operative, it seems to me perfectly 
clear that we can not reach the real difficulty. The only way we can 
do that is by tariff legislation, not necessarily by a revenue tariff, but 
protective legislation, that is, legislation which excludes the foreign 
articlue, whether by a high tax or by an absolute prohibition irrespect- 
ive of the tax, or by a tax so high as to amount to practical prohibition; 
for it is manifest that until we have some legislative obstacle of this 
kind interposed between the American producer and the foreign syn- 
dicate controlling all other production in the same direction, as copper 
in this instance—until we can put that legislative obstacle between our 
producer and the foreigner we can do nothing which would be effective 
atall. But if we can exclude the foreigner with his article so that he 
can not reach the American market, then we have the American pro- 
duction and we have the American market under our own control and 
can break up any American trust. 

I do not wish to take any further time on the matter now. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, yesterday morning I had the honor 
to present to the Senate some amendments to the bill reported by the 
Finance Committee on the subject of trusts. Inintroducing the amend- 
ments I made a short explanation of their meaning. I did not go be- 
yond that. I made no reference to or discussion of any party question 
which might be connected with the general subject. I had supposed, 
and I now suppose, that the evil of these trusts was so great, the de- 
mand for a remedy, if a remedy could be found, was so emergent, that 
all classes and sections of our country were about equally injured by 
the operation of these trusts, and that there would be such a unanimous 
concurrence of opinion on both sides of the Chamber as to the neces- 
sity of remedial legislation that about the only discussion which could 
arise with reference to any proposed remedy would be as to its consti- 
tutionality and its efliciency. 

However, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAr], after I took 
my seat, put to me several interrogatories, and as they were respect- 
fully put and were somewhat, though not very, pertinent to the matter 
of my amendments, I sought occasion yesterday to respond to the ques- 
tions which he propounded. But the course which the business of the 
Senate took was such that another matter of a more exciting nature 
occupied the attention of the Senate until, I believe, an hour after the 
usual time of adjournment. 

I propose, therefore, as briefly as I can this morning to answer the 
questions propounded to me by the Senator from Massachusetts, and in 
doing so I may, and probably will, enlarge a little upon the considera- 
tions which induced me to offer the amendments. 

I think, if I do not misremember the Senator from Massachusetts, 
that an inquiry or an objection of this sort was propounded: that in my 
amendments I had made no description of what trusts were. That is 
true. What I offered to the Senate were in the nature of amendments 
toa bill. In the first section of that bill there is a definition of what 
the trusts prohibited by the bill are. I accepted that definition, and 
referred, in the various sections of the amendments which I offered, to 
that section of the original bill—the first section—as containing the 
accepted definition of trusts. So no complaint can be made against my 
amendments upon that ground. 

I alluded yesterday morning to an apprehension I had that, however 
well intentioned the bill offered by the Finance Committee might be, 
it might prove in the end utterly fruitless for want of constitutional 
power to passit. I refrained then, as I refrain now, from expressing 
any positive opinion on that subject. If it were clear, if I were certain 
that the first section of the bill offered by the Senator from Ohio would 
be valid constitutional law, I should have less concern for the fate of 
my amendments than I have now. * 

I will read in the hearing of the Senate a few extracts from the de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court of the United States which will justify 
my apprehension, and which I fear (because I am very anxious to have 
legislation upon this subject) may prove an insuperable obstacle to the 
efficiency of the measure proposed by the Senator from Ohio. Yester- 
day I quoted a case, Veazie vs. Moor. I propose to read a short ex- 
tract from that case. 
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Mr. BROWN. From what volume does the Senator read ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Fourteenth Howard, Supreme Court Reports. | 
read from page 573. The court, referring to the phrase in the Consti- 
tution, ‘commerce with foreign nations’’ and ‘‘among the States,”’ 
say: 

The phrase can never be applied to transactions wholly internal, between 
citizens of the same community, or to a polity and Jaws whose ends and pur- 
poses and operations are restricted to the territory and soil and jurisdiction of 
such community. Nor can it be properly concluded that because— 

This language I desire especially to call the attention of the Senate 
to, because I fear that in oblivion or forgetfulness of the force of this 
language the first section of the bill is framed— 


Nor can it be properly concluded that because the products of domestic en 
terprise in agriculture or manufactures or in the arts may ultimately become 
the subjects of foreign commerce, that the control of the means or the encour- 
agements by which enterprise is fostered and protected,is legitimately within 
the import of the phrase ** foreign commerce,’ or fairly implied in any invest- 
iture of the power to regulate such commerce. A pretension as far-reaching 
as this— 

Now, this is the very point in controversy— 


would extend to contracts between citizen and citizen of the same State, would 
control the pursuits of the planter, the grazier, the manufacturer, the mechanic, 
the immense operations of the collieries and mines and furnacesof the country, 
for there is not one of these avocations the results of which may not become 
the subjects of foreign commerce— 

And you might say of interstate commerce the same— 
and be borne either by turnpikes, canals, or railroads from point to point within 
the several States towards an ultimate destination like the one above mentioned. 

‘That case was decided in the year 1852. Quite recently it was cited 
and confirmed by Chief-Justice Waite in the one hundred and second 
volume of United States Reports as valid constitutional law. 

I referred also yesterday to another case as indicating the exact point 
of time when the power of the States over articles which became the 
subjects of interstate and foreign commerce ceased and where the 
power of the United States began. I will read a short sentence from 
that opinion. In the case of Coe vs. Erroll, one hundred and sixteenth 
United States Reports, page 525, will be found the following: 

There must be—- 

Say the court— 

a point of time when they— 

That is, subjects of commerce— 
cease to be governed exclusively by the domestic law and begin to be governed 
and protected by the national law of commercial regulation, and that moment 
seems to usto bea legitimate one for this purpose, in which they commence their 


final movement for transportation from the State of their origin to that of their 
destination. 


In view of these and numerous other decisions of the Supreme Court, 
I have grave apprehensions, I have serious fears, that if we pass the 
bill unamended which was introductd by the Senator from Ohio and 
recommended by the Committee on Finance, when we have passed it 
we shall have done nothing, absolutely nothing, in the way of sup- 
pressing trusts. That bill attempts to subject to the power of Congress 
articles of merchandise before they become objects of interstate or 
foreign commerce. 

For these reasons, my attention having been called to this matter 
some time ago by my distinguished friend from Texas who sits to my 
right [Mr. REAGAN], I applied my mind to see if some other mode 
than direct legislation, which I feared was not warranted by the Con- 
stitution of the United States, could not be invented, which would be 
efficacious to remove from our midst these great pests, these great evils 
arising in our commercial intercourse. I suggested to that Senator 
then one of the provisions embraced in my amendments, and that was 
the provision of outlawry. 

That may seem a little harsh, but I may call the attention of Sena- 
tors who are members of the bar—and nearly all are members of the 
bar—to the fact that this outlawry of illegal contracts, of illegal com- 
binations, of illegal actions, is one of the oldest and most cherished 
principles of the common law. I have but to call the attention of Sena- 
tors to the fact that from the earliest period of the common law it has 
been settled that where two men or more are engaged in a common 
illegal business, neither has the right to sue the other with reference 
to that business. That is expressed in the legal phrase, very familiar 
to Senators, in pari delicto potior est conditio defendentis. 

The courts will not interfere. They allow the parties to wrong each 
other, if it may be called a wrong when two parties being engaged in 
a common wrong against society, one of them gains an advantage in 
the wrong of the other. So in this outlawry, which I regard as the 
most efficacious means that can be provided, I have precedent, I have 
the common law coming down to us from ages. 

I will say no more, then, upon that point, except to indicate to Sena- 
tors in what a terrible condition these trust-men will be when, if that 
section is passed, they can bring no suit in a United States court upon 
any contract made with reference to the trasts. If they sell their 
goods they can not collect the money. 

But that is not all of it, because the amendment refers not only to 
contracts, but it prevents suits for any wrongs committed to them in 
reference to these good:. Soif there be a trespass committed by an out- 
side party, if there should be such a trespass as the taking of the goods 
forcibly from the possession of any member of the trust and applying 
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them to the party’s own use, there would be no action of trover, no 
action of detinue, no action of any sort which would enable the party 
to recover damages. So if there be a contract of transportation mad: 
with reference to these goods, the bill of lading would give no right of 
action for any breach of that contract. If the common carrier burned 
the goods, converted them to his own use, threw them overboard at 
sea, or committed any other wrong against them, the owner being a 
member of a trust would have no remedy. 

It strikes me, therefore, that if that section is adopted we should 
give, as far as the Federal courts are concerned, such a blow to these 
trusts that they would never be able to recover from it. 

I desire also to callattention toa distinction, and avery important di 
tinction, between the remedy given by the Senator from Ohio, wher 
he makes the party injured plaintiff, and the remedy in the amend 
ments which I have had the honor to offer. In the case of a plaintiff, 
the party has to go out and seek evidence and all that sort of thing 
and bring his action. In the case provided for in my amendments he 
must stand still until the other side move against him, and then he 
has nothing to do but to prove to the court that the suit is about this 
illegal trust, and on that he turns the other side ont of court, recovers 
double damages, and has his lawyer’s fees paid besides. 

Mr. President, after these introductory remarks, I propose now to 
answer the questions propounded to me by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. I read from his speech: 





Now, I wish the Senator from Texas or the ! sippi v d 
teil the Senate what information they have. Is a St il Trus 
instance,in this country or not? Isthe Standard Oil Com}; of the 


which the Senator from Mississippi and the Senator from Texas want to have 
suppressed? 

In answer to the first branch of that, Tam bound to say that, un 
less my information is wrong, there isa Standard Oil trust in this 
country. In reference to the second branch of the interrogatory— 

Is the Standard Oil Company one of the trusts which the Senator from Mis 
sissippi and the Senator from Texas want to have suppressed 
I have to say that it is one of the very trusts which I expect to 
suppressed by the amendments which I have offered. Certainly com 
ing within the category of the fourth section, to which I have just al- 
luded, that trust will be crippled as any other trust. 

But, Mr. President, I have not to rely upon my statement now as to 
my anxiety to suppress that trust. I havea record in the Senate « 
tending back several years, which shows how I stand on that subje 
Before I refer to that record, however, in order to show its pertinency, 
I will read a question or two propounded by the Senator from Ma 


chusetts to the Senator from Texas, because it shows th: : in his mind | 


the evil indicated, or the advantage which that trust had as indicated 
in the question, was one of the gre at evils to be e suppres sed 

Mr. Hoar. My question was whether in the transportation 
factured products they had not had large advantages by transper 
over other manufacturers, 
referring, as the previous part of his speech shows, by the word 

‘they,”’ tothe Standard Oil Company. I think that is about the gr 
advantage which that trust has over all others, and I regard thatas one 
of the great evils which build up trusts and monopolies and crush out 
little men and little enterprises. So, Mr. President, when the inte1 
state-commerce law was first passed a few years ago, when the dis 
tinguished Senator from North Carolina, now absent [Mr. Vani 
offered an amendment expressly and pointedly directed to the suy 
pression of this advantage by r requiring all railroad companies 
transport goods of small shippers or in small lots at the same pri 
as similar. goods were transported for large shippers, I advocated it. 
It had my earnest support. It did not have the advocacy of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 

>a 7 ; ; ; : 

‘Again, during the eee session, being moved thereto by 
from acompetitor of the Standard Oil Company, asmall enter 
gling to maintain its foothold on the commerce of the country againsi 
that mammoth and gigantic institution, I offered an amendment ti 
the interstate-commerce bill then pending before us, in the following 
words: 

Provided, That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to the pr 
visions of this act to carry or transport any commodity for any shippe in a ¢ 
or vehicle owned, leased, or in any way controlled by such shipper, unless the 
said common carrier shall charge for the transport ation of said goods, wares 
merchandise so carried the same price exactly as would have been charged 
the same had been shipped in cars belonging to said carrier: And provide: 
ther, That it shall be unlawful for any Ship pe r to make any contract with any 


carrier to convey the property of such shipper in cars or vehicles o° d or con- 
trolled by such shipper. 


The point was, as the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] can well 
inform the Senate, that this mammoth institution had its own ¢a1 
had its own tanks in which oil was transported, and using its cars and 
using its tanks it had such an advantaze over the small shipper as to 
crush ont opposition. I offered that; I supported it with all the abil- 
ity I possessed; and I withdrew it only, as the Senator from Ilino 
will remember, because he assured me that the matter shonld 
serious consideration and action at as early a day as practicable. 

Thus, Mr. President, it appears, so far as the Standard Oil Company 
is concerned, I have been advocating measures to destroy its supremacy 
for years. Ihave not heard that the Senator from Massachusetts joine “d 
with me or with any one elsein these efforts. Sothenso far from wish- 
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ing to protect or favor the Standard Oil Company, I regard 




















i have regarded it from the time of my commencement in service in th 

body to be my duty, whenever I could and by whatever lawiu ius 

i might use, to destrov the advantages which such corporations had ove 
ler enterprises. 

Chat the Standard Oil Company may be partly owned by D ats 
loes not concern me. Why, Mr. President, I ( t assun that 
these trusts were carried on so members party to ex- 

sion of members of the other If I we ed upon to pass any 
criminal law for murder or mayhem or a ot me it would not 
he a proper or valid considerati t ler whether alone mem- 
bers of one party or of the other were g Sir, itis my duty, and 
I take pleasure in discharging it, to assist in passing any legis 1 in 
this body which will benetit the people of this country, whether that 
legislation strikes down Democrats or Republican No Democra is 
a right to my favorif he be engaged in any enterprise against the rights, 
th terests, the prosperity, or the happiness of the American people. 

er the Senator from Mass usetts a i 

I t pr « ed the (‘a tatt ' 

Tha snot] ] S nthat ¥ Spro I I nok » ce 
that it has any member in the Cabinet. [I pre + from what | have 
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-AYNE]| and the Senator from M sacausetts t { ust haves rred 
to Mr. Whitney, because he isa relative of some memberof the Standard 
Oil teust. That heentered into it has not been show that he ha ted 
in any way improperly with reference to it ] been show But 
this has been shown, or this is known, that not since the found yt 
this Government } there been a man in t ice of Secretary of the 
Navy who has been more efficient, mot ionorable, more devoted t 
t interests of the country intrusted to his hands than the pr t 

tary. I might say a little further, in view of the statement which 

; made on this floor by the Senator from Kentucky | Mr. Bi sev- 

years ago, that more money had been appropriated by Congress 
yr the Navy since the war and up to a time several years ago th had 
n appropriated for that purpose from the foundation of the Govern- 

1ent up to the close of the war, and yet we v mutana | 
re no scandals in that Department now -Robeson 3 
There is no suspicion resting upon that officer that on ugle 
dollar of money appropriated out of the Treasury to be used by him for 
Navy purpose has not heen fully, completely, | honestly applied to 

that purpose. 
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J understand there Lsugar trust, butit is not located in Louisiana 
It is not among the furmers and planters of that State who produc 
sucar. They, as well as we, as well as the rest of the country, are the 

ctims of this trust, which is located in New York, and w ht is com- 
posed of men who do not raise sugar, but who buy sugai and refine it 
and unless I have read the history of the times very inace y of 

te, I find that this trust has not only « ymbined to raise th rice O 
the r efined arti leto the consumer, but has comb — reduce the price 

» producer. They rob with an equal hand, > producer | ymm- 
bining together and saving to him, ** We will not nar beaks on for 
your sugar,’’ and then by an equal combination they say to the con- 

umer You shall not have this sugar unless you pay what 

und.’’ As to that trust, if the Senator from Massachusetts has ar 
evidence that it was consulted in relation tothe formation of t] 
bill, he isinvited, so far as I may extend the invitation, to prod the 

| evidence. | do not believe it exists. 

Is there a tton-oi! and cotton-seed tr in th } ry? Where at 

| found at work? Doesthe Senator from Mississippi k ys sthing te 
| i is a cotton i i 








Unfortunately I h 


ive some, and those who are dependent upon me 





have some knowledge by sad experience by being the victims of the ra- 
pacity of the cotton seed-oil trust. I have that evidence that such a 
trust exists. I do not know who its members are; I can not point to 
the hand that strikes the blow, but I know the people of Mississippi 
have felt the blow. Since I have been referred to so pointedly in that 


itter as if I had some 
Senate all that I know. 

Some years ago cotton-seed mills began to be built in the State of 
Mississippi. There was one at the capital of the State; 
over on the Mississippi River, I believe about Greenville; there was 
one at the residence of my colleague [Mr. WALTHALL]; there was one 
at Meridian, and one at Vicksburg, in all some six or eight scattered 
throughout the State; and the first thing I learned about the operations 
of these cotton-seed-oil mills was that they took the map of the Siate 
of Mississippi and drew lines around the various counties and num- 
bered them. 

Number 1, embracing six or eight or ten counties, according to the 
map, belonged to this mill; number 2 belonged to that mill, number 
3 to the other, aud so on all the way through. So the cotton-seed 
raised in the district allotted to a particular mill could not be shipped 
except (for they had an arrangement with the railroads) by extra 
charges to another. I was raising cotton. I felt the injustice of this, 
and I entered into a correspondence with a firm in Cincinnati that ad- 
vertised that they would furnish us what they called plantation cotton- 
seed-oil mills, mills of small cost, so that each man who had a ginand 
a steam-engine might press his own cotton-seed. I was about 1 to«on- 
summate that arrangement when one day, speaking to a distinguished 
member of this body, now not here, the then junior Senator from Ten- 
nessee, Judge Jackson, as to the enterprise, he informed me, ‘‘ You 
had better slow; there is some sort of an arrangement among the 
refiners of cotton-seed oil that unless you comply with certain terms’’— 
which I have now forgotten, but they were so onerous that I would 
not comply with them—*‘ they will not refine your oil, and you will 
press your cotton-seed, make your crude oil, which in that stage is 
worthless, and will have nobody to refine it.”? He gave me some ex- 
perience on that subject which he had himself. I thereupon desisted. 

hen the scene shifted again, The refiners first combined, but yet 
the mills were independent except in the way Ihave mentioned. Some 
two or three years ago they took another step. That came from New 
I am informed—I do not know it; I believe the statement 
however—a grand trust was formed and into that trust were put nearly 
all these independent cotton-seed-oil mills in the South. What hap- 
pened then? Does the Senator imagine that because I am acotton man 
and represent a cotton constituency we feel any interest in preserving 
and protecting this cotton-seed-oil trust? 

I will tell the Senator and the country what happened. Immedi- 
ately all competition as to the price of cotton-seed was destroyed be- 
cause there remained but one purchaser and it fixed its own terms, 
reduced the price paid to the producer 20, 30, and even as much as 40 
percent. That is the interest now that a cotton man, a man from 
Mississippi representing a cotton constituency, has in drawing a bill 
intended to put down trusts, to so draw it that the cotton-seed-oil trust 
shall not be hurt! 

While I am on that subject I will allude to another trust not men- 
tioned in my amendments—indeed none of them is specially men- 
tioned but all are included—that is equally as unjust and equally as 
onerous to the people of Mississippi, and in fact to the whole South, 
as the cotton-seed-oil trust, 
trust. That is of recent formation, I understand. Some gentlemen, I 
suppose I ought to say capitalists, some business men have combined 


pecial knowledge on it, I will divulge to the 


o 
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1Oork, as 


and got control of the factories making cotton bagging, the whole of 


them, and the price of cotton bagging has been advanced very nearly 
100 per cent., and the farmers of Mississippi are to-day endeavoring 
to find some substitute to cover their cotton instead of using this 
bagging. 

Iam acotton man; the people of Mississippi are cotton men; and 
that is the way that we have been injured by these trusts, and itis one 

reason why my energies have been somewhat stimulated to provide, if I 
could, a remedy against them. 

I ask the Senator from Massachusetts or any other Senator who feels 
any interest in this matter to look over the amendments which I have 
offered and see if he can find any distinction between one trust and an- 
other. Certainly I thought of none when I penned the amendments. 
Section 4, the first one, outlaws every one of them, as I have explained 
to the Senate. Section 6, which outlaws them on the railroads, applies 
to every one of them. Section 5, which provides for a suspension of 
duties upon similar articles, applies to every one of them. Section 7 
is upon a different matter entirely, as I explained yesterday. 

So the three sections which I have proposed as amendments to the 
bill of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] apply in terms fully as 
much to one trust as another. If the Senator from Massachusetts or 
if any other Senator can devise anything better, anything more eflicient, 
anything more certain to crush out these infamous combinations against 
the prosperity and the happiness of the people of this country, he will 
have my hearty co-operation and my sincere thanks. I would not pro- 
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tect any one of them. I regret that the 
does not give me power to deal with them more directly 
it does. 

The Senator from 


Constitution of my country 
than I think 


Massachusetts 


said: 





Why does the Senator steer so carefully in his proposed legislation not to hit 
these great trusts which stand to the Democratic party at this moment,as a 
great portion of the people believe, in the relation of Treasury and of Executive 


control both? 

In answer to that question I can not give the reason why, because I 
I have endeavored tostrike all, and I will ven- 
ture to say that if the amendments which I have offered (which possi- 
bly ought to be perfected in their phraseology or in some way, because 
they were drawn up in some haste) are adopted, there will not be a 
trust of any sort in this country in twelve months after the law is 
passed, 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Mississippi a question in 
that connection ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask whether his amendment does not in fact—I will 
not imply in the question that it is done designedly—steer clear of 
punishing all trusts and combinations to reduce the wages of labor? 

Mr. GEORGE. Ihave not heard of any such trust. If there be 
any suggested, prepare your amendment and I will accept it. That 
would be in my opinion the meanest of all the trusts that could be 
formed. 

Mr. HOAR. Amen. 

Mr. GEORGE. And if the Senator from Massachusetts knows of 
the existence of any such trust I hope he will not exhaust his interest 
in the matter by criticising me for not having provided against it, but 
will come here and make the provision himself. He shall have my 
hearty co-operation in the effort. 

Anothermatter. TheSenator was very hard tosatisfy. Heimagined 
that I had drawn my amendments careiully not to hurt anybody that 
was hurting me, and then he objected most seriously to the machinery 
that I provided for. 

I do not think that it will turn out, on reflection, to be a good plan to put in 
the hands of a Chief Executive Magistrate of this country (who notoriously owes 
his election to the aid of the grossest interest of such a trust that exists on the 
face of the earth, and who has it represented in his Cabinet) the power to strike 
at these things and to control them and to affect the revenues of the country and 
the tariff legislation by his unsupported will. It is a good deal like setting the 

cat to watch the cream, if I n a homely metaphor, 

That is not a very extraordinary power to put in the hands of the 
President. Itisa common power to place in the hands of the President 
of the United States. I have looked into that matter a little this morn- 
ing and I find that upon our statute-book there exists an authority 
given to the President of the United States to reduce taxes on certain 
contingencies and on certain others torestorethem. There are several 
proclamations of the President of the United States upon that subject 
very recently. ‘The retaliation bill of 1887 gave the power, not the 
distinet power given to the President by my amendments, but it gave 
him even greater power to stop all commercial intercourse with one ot 
our neighbors. I believe the Senator voted for that. 

I eall his attention to some other instances. In volume 24 of the 
Statutes at Large, page 1025, will be found a proclamation of the 
President reducing certain duties and taxes as to the nation of Colom- 
bia upon certain conditions. In 1884 President Arthur, in pursuance 
of law, made a proclamation reducing certain duties imposed by law, 
under authority given to him that when he was satisfied that certain 
other things were done by another country he might issue the procla- 
mation. He issued it; the duties were reduced; and President Cleve- 
land diseovering that President Arthur lad made a mistake as to the 
existence of the fact upon which he was authorized to issue his proc- 
lamation reducing the duties, issued his proclamation restoring thtm. 

Mr. PLATT. To what does the Senator refer? 

Mr. GEORGE. Porto Rico and Cuba. 

So, sir, it is a very common exercise of power by the President. He 
does not chang re the revenue laws. Congress enacts that under a cer- 
tain state of facts the tax shall be so and so, and under another state 
of facts the tax shall be thus and so. The President only determines 
under the power given to him by Congress whether the one state of 
facts exists or the other. 

I believe that I have noticed about everything which the Senator 
from Massachusetts propounded. I have simply endeavored to answer 
questions, though of course I have had to make some little explana- 
tions, and having done so I will close. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] rose and announced his purpose to answer some six or sen 
questions which I had proposed to him and to the Senator from Texa: 
[Mr. REAGAN] yesterday. TheSenatorfrom Mississippi has anettaien 
to deal at all, 1 think, with two of those questions only. The remain- 
der of the hour or hour and a half of his speech seems to have been ex- 
pended in an attempt to commend himself to the admiration of man- 
kind as a wise, industrious, and faithful Senator. I desire for one to 
express my hearty concurrence with the honorable Senator from Mis- 
sissippi in that opinion and to admit that he has been faithful, indus- 
trious, and, to the extent of his power, considering his political opin- 
ions, not an unwise public servant in this regard. 
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mittee on Contingent Expenses. The discussion on that subject thus 
far has proceeded by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
quite willing it shall be referred to the committee, and that such ad- 


CONGRESSIONAL 


ditional debate as is to be had upon it may be had when the resolution | 


is reported back. 
I have additional information in regard to the details of the transac- 
tion, and 1 desire to reply to the speech made by the Senator from 


‘Texas [Mr. Coke], but if the resolution had been called up this morn- | 


ing or had been reached in its order, I should have been obliged, in 


view of the communications made to me by Senators on the other side | 
giving ample reasons for its being deferred, to allow it to go over until | 


to-morrow anyhow. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it go to the committee, a 
place when it comes back. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution has not been called 
up this morning. Does the Senator desire to ca!l it up to be referred? 

Mr. HOAR. I call it up. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is it in order to call that up and supersede the res- 
olution which is pending before the Senate? 

Mr. STEWART. Let it be by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be referred. 

Mr. REAGAN. If it is only proposed to refer the resolution, I do 
not object. 

Mr. SPOONER, Iam entirely willing that it be taken up now. 

Mr. REAGAN. It ought to go to the committee. It ought to go 
somewhere to be amended and the preamble struck out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution offered by the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] is now before the Senate. [| 
superseded by some other motion, the Chair will hold that that is the 
matter now pending. 

Mr. REAGAN. [f desire to move 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Let the Chair state the question. 
The Senator from Nevada has moved that the Senate now proceed to 
the consideration of the bill in regard to Chinese immigration. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the Senator from Nevada will not insist on 
that motion for a short time. 

Mr. STEWART. I will wait until 2 o'clock, but I shall insist on 
it then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


nd let the debate take 


The resolution of the Senator from 


Connecticut has been considered by unanimous consent, and uuless | 


objection is made it will be regarded as under consideration by the 
Senate. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, it occurred to me to inquire of the 
Senator from Connecticut why a single trust is now to be selected for 
investigation? Ican not understand it. If it was more overwhelm- 
ing, if it was more mischievous than any other trust, I could under- 
stand why it should be singled out 

Mr. STEWART. I did not yield the floor for the purpose of bring- 
ing up another subject for general discussion, because there is no time 
for that. I only yielded for a moment to dispose of the resolution by 
unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Nevada to withdraw his motion until 2 o’clock. 

Mr. STEWART. Well, I renew it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator to withdraw his motion in order 
to enable me to call up the resolution I offered yesterday, that it may 
be referred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
his motion until 2 o’clock. The resolution of the Senator from Con- 
necticut is pending, and upon that the Senator from Texas [Mr. Rrea- 
GAN] has the floor. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will conclude what I have to say before 2 o’clock. 

{ desire, Mr. President, to object to the selecting of a particular trust 
for the purpose of an investigation on that particular trust when there 
are so many others of more magnitude. If the direction had been 
made to investigate the mischiefs of trusts generally, I do not think 
here would be objection to it; but Ican not understand the reason for 
selecting a single trust. Surely it can not be in the mind of the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut to raise a question about an investigation that 
shall delay action on the general question of trusts. 

Mr. PLATT. May I answer the Senator? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. I think I can answer the Senator’s inquiry to his satis- 
faction. I do not know that I can, however, without infringing some- 
what upon the parliamentary rules of the Senate. 

I understand that there has been in another body a committee which 
has investigated with regard to several of the more notorious trusts in 
the country, has taken testimony, and it is in print; and before offer- 
ing this resolution I took occasion to inquire whether this had been in- 
cluded at all within their investigations, and I found that it had not 
been. That is one reason why I directed my resolution particularly 
to this matter. 

Another reason is that it seems to stand outside of the usual charac- 
ter of the trusts which we are talking about. 

Mr. REAGAN. I know that the resolution speaks of a trust formed 
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in @ foreign country over which we have noearthly jurisdiction, and 
| the Senator is so accurate and so good a lawyer that it will not be 
necessary to argue such a question as that before him. If the powers 
| of Congress enabled us to control a trust in a foreign country, then it 
would be worth while to make the proposed investigation. If that is 
the reason, the ground for investigation falls with the statement of the 
fact that Congress has neither the jurisdiction nor the power under the 
Constitution to deal with that question. 

As to the investigation which is proceeding in the House of Repre- 
| sentatives, it is true that the committee have reported a portion oi the 
testimony which they have taken and it has been printed; but the com- 
mittee have not been discharged and are, as I am informed, continuing 
| theirinvestigation. Itrust the Senator will consent to the enlargement 

of his resolution, if an inquiry is necessary, so as to cover other trusts. 
| Why select the copper trust in reference to any jurisdiction which we 
| have? The Standard Oil trust is one of more magnitude, one that is 

inflicting greater injury upon the country. The sugar trust is one of 

great moment. It is inflicting great injury upon the country. The 

cotton-seed oil trust is one which, as has been explained by the Sena- 

tor from Mississippi [Mr. GeorGe], is inflicting great injury upon a 
| large agricultural portion of the country, which furnishes for foreign 
| export one of the largest items of export from this country—an export 
| of some two or three hundred million dollars a year. 

I need not restate what was said by the Senator from Mississippi, 
but simply confirm by my own knowledge the facts which he stated in 
regard to the use of that trust for the purpose of controlling absolutely 

| the price of cotton-seed and cotton-seed oil, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hourof 2 o’clock having arrived 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
| ness, being the bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and admission 
| into the Union of the State of Washington, and for other purposes. 

Mr. REAGAN. Very well. I will conclude my remarks in the 
morning. 

Mr. STEWART. I move now that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill for the prevention of the coming of Chinese. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator make that motion 

| or ask unanimous consent? 

Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent, if I can have it. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire with the leave of the Senate to correct or 
qualify a statement I made just now in regard to an individual. It 
vill take but one moment, if the Senate will allow me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the Senator 
| will proceed, 
| Mr. HOAR. In reading the list just now of the subscribers to the 
| Democratic campaign fund, I stated that Mr. Oelrichs, I had been told, 
| was a brewer by occupation, but I stated at the time that my inform- 
| ant himself was not sure, and that I could not undertake to make the 

statement positively. A gentleman on the other side of the Chamber 
| shook his head, and I then stated that I presumed the information I 
| had wasanerror. I am now informed that the gentleman referred to— 
| and this I get from a very high and trustworthy quarter—is the agent 
of a foreign line of steam-ships, the North German Lloyd, a line of 
| steam-ships which brings over imported labor, so far as it comes from 
| Europe, in large quantities. 

So the thing stands that the $120,000 which this great Democratic 
| organ says is subscribed now to their campaign fund is made up from 
a class of officers whom the Senator from Indiana said ought to be sent 
to the penitentiary for making such subscriptions, and the representa- 
tives and managers of several of the largest trusts in the country, and 
the agent of a large foreign steam-ship company. 

Mr. STEWART. I now ask that we proceed with the Chinese bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada asks unan- 
imous consent that the pending order be laid aside informally for the 
purpose of taking up the bill (H. R. 11336) a supplement to an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chi- 
nese,’’ approved the 6th day of May, 1882. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none and the bill is before the Senate. 


KILLING OF JOSEPH HOFFMAN, WASHINGTON COUNTY, TEXAS. 


Mr. SPOONER. Now, the Senator from Nevada yielding to me, I 
ask unanimous consent that the resolution I offered yesterday may be 
referred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 


the resolution to which he refers be referred to the Committee to Audit 
Is there objec- 


| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsinasks that 


and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 
tion? The Chair hears none, and it is so referred. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 221) to continue the provisions of a 
joint resolution entitled a ‘‘ Joint resolution to continue the provisions 
of a joint resolution entitled a ‘Joint resoluiion to provide temporarily 
for the expenditures of the Government,’’’ was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. CHACE. I move to recommit tothe Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads the resolution directing the Postmaster-General to re- 
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port to the Senate at its next session amounts due all postmasters, et 
tor services between July 1, 1864, and July 1, 18 l 
some verbal errors in the resolution, and I understand the Post-O 
Department wish to be heard in regard to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICE] It will be ord no ction 


being made. 


On motion of Mr. WALTHALL, it was 


Ordercd, That Fra Moore have leave to wi 
om the files of the Senat 


AMENDMENT TO A BILI 


Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, submitted an amendment intended to | 


be proposed by him to the general deficien¢ y appropt iation bill 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
printed. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1 
supplement to an act entitled ‘‘An act to execute certain treaty sti 
lations relating, to Chinese,’’ approved the 6th day of May, 1882. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire [| Mr. BLArR] to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask for the yeas and nays on that. I hope we 
shall have a vote. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLAIR. The motion is to lay on the table the motion to recon 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion was withdrawn by tl 
Senator from Colorado. The question is on the motion of the Senat 
from New Hampshire to reconsider. 

[Mr. JoNEs, of Nevada, withholds his remarks for revision. S¢ 
APPENDIX. | f 

Mr. VEST. I have listened, as I always do, with a great deal of 
pleasure to my friend from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. I have heard him 
before upon this Chinese question, and I have always been in full ac- 
cord with him. In 1882 1 stood with that Senator in the legislation 
which was then enacted, and I so stood in opposition to the candidate of 
the Republican party for the Presidency of the United States. 

The contention then upon the part of the opponents of that legisla 
tion, as the Senator from Nevada very well knows, was twofold, as I 
have had occasion to remark here before. First, that it violated the 
Declaration of Independence, which, to use the language of General 
Harrison himself in his letter to Rev. Mr. Brent, of St. Louis, was an- 
tagonistic to his opinion that this was a free home for all comers. The 
distinguished Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. Hoar] delivered an 
oration which must always rank among the best delivered in the Sen- 
ate for the last twenty years upon that single ground, that the Declara 





ion of Independence was being trampled under foot, that there should 


be no distinction as to color in admitting immigrants to this country 

and that the old idea of Charles Sumner was the correct one, that the 
word ‘‘white’’ should be stricken out from the naturalization laws. 
The second contention was that the legislation of 1882 violated th 

treaty with China. But the Senator from Nevada and ali the Senators 
from the Pacific coast, Democratic and Republican (for both parties 
then were represented from the Pacific States), scouted at the idea that 
the Declaration of Independence had any such meaning, and stood 
with the overwhelming majority of the Democrats in this Chamber 
upon the idea that our first duty was to the people of the United States 

and that, without any regard to the doctrines of the Declaration of In 

dependence, which had in our opinion no such meaning, we had a right 

and it was a sacred duty, to protect ourselves against this deluge ot 
Mongolian immigration. 

Mr. President, I want no argument to convince me that the Chinese 
should not come to this country. Isaw them in the construction of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad in gangs of three hundred and five hundred 
and I would rather have yellow fever, small-pox, cholera, socially and 
politically in this country, than to have the Chinese I then saw en- 
gaged in the construction of that great road. These iaundry people 
that we see, these domestic servants, do not represent the Chinese im- 
migration to the Pacific coast. A man must have seen, as I saw, t! 
laborers who were brought in by the Six Companies and used in the 
construction of the Pacific roads in order to appreciate the danger to 
our civilization, our religion, our morality, by letting svch people bi 
come citizens or denizens of the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. It was cooly traflic. 

Mr. VEST. Of course, as my friend says, it was a cooly traflic, and 
nothing else. I have always stood in opposition with voice and vote 
against Chinese immigration to this country; but when I listen to my 
distinguished friend from Nevada [Mr. Jones} and my other friend 
from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], when I hear their denunciations of Chi- 
nese immigration, when they lift up their hands to the representatives 
of the people of the United States, and say, ‘‘ Deliver us from the body 
of this death,’’ and when I endeavor to deliver them, I can not resist 
thinking how inconsistent is their position here with the appeal they 
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cific coast | made up my mind that so far as in me lay I would doa 
in my power to save my brethren in California, Nevada, and Orego: 
from the terrible fate which the representatives ¢ f those States | 
concurred in inflicting upon my own State. 

But, Mr. President, we have other duties to perform. By this bill 
no Chinaman can enter into the United States who has the : 
tract of this people, made in pursuance of the pledged honor of th 

and of this great people, that having departed from this | 
country he should be allowed to return. I know there are some evils 
which become so pressing, so emergent, so threatening to the saiety | 
and the happiness of a people that before such an evil plighted faith, 
made under mistake and misapprehension, must give way. Thesafety 
of the people is superior, in my judgment, to any treaty obligation. 

But we have a treaty pending with China. It is now being consid- 
ered by China. W ked her again to release us more and more from 
the shackles which had been put upon our limbs by the Burlingan 
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treaty. She has not had the time usually allotted to her in our 1 - 
tiations for a consideration of that treaty. We amended that treaty so 
as to make it suitourselves. Wesent it to her, and I believe that it is 
our duty to her, and more than that, our duty to our own honor, that | 
she should ha¥e a reasonable time in which to consider it. 

I donot propose to waitindefinitely. Ido not mean that my brothers, | 
men of my race, on the Pacific coast shall suffer indefinitely; but Ido 
believe if we act now with this haste, when the question raised is not 
more than a week old, without notice to China, without telling her we | 
were tired of her delay—lI believe if we thus repudiate our obligations 
already consummated and the force of a treaty which we have sent to | 





her, we shall do an injustice. 


| shall vote for the reconsideration, but if my friends from the Pacific 
coast, for whose troubles I feel most deeply, desire haste in the nego- 
tiation, I shall vote for a resolution requesting the President to notify 
China within a day named, not far distant, but decent as to time, that 
if the treaty is not ratified by China we propose to act for ourselves; | 
and if she does not act I shall vote for any measure, however stringent, 
which may prevent the entrance into our country of another Chinaman. | 
[ will go further than that. I know your troubles. I feel for them. | 
In order to e you from the fate which impends over a large portion | 
of this coun I will vote an appropriation from the Treasury to in- | 
duce those who are here under our plighted faith to leave. ‘There is 
nothing which appeals more strongly to my mind, to my heart, and to | 
my judgment than a bill to relieve any portion of the American people 
from an injury arising from a foreign and an alien race. 
Mr. BLAIR. Mr, President, when I made this motion to reconsider, | 
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ve next said treaty shall have been ratified by China, then this act shall b 
» President shall at once make known the passage of this act, by the 
most expeditious method, to the Empire of China, 


uld there be the opportunity afforded by a reconsideration, I 
shall offer that amendment and ask the Senate to consider it. 

Should there be a reconsideration, for one I should feel strongly 
bound to eppose any reference of the bill to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations for “consideration. It came here a week or more since. 
There was the usual opportunity for reference. Reasons existed which 
persuaded the Senate that such a reference should not be made, and 
an exception to the ordinary rule the Senate proceeded to consider 
the bill, and has all this time considered bill upon its merits. | 











do not ppose any one believes that a reference to the committee 
would ult in throwing any new lig! he subject-matter whi 











5 ee herefore, as ] hall oppose any furthe1 
( yn than has n y be under the control of the Senate direct j 
e body at large. 

he reason why, | oted for the bill, I made this motion to re- 

sider I have stat fly, and I wish to state it again, as it was sev- 
eral day ince that 

J ill be remembered that tl bill was hurt i to its final stages be- 
’ d the reach of amendment, and by an agreement, such as we hoid 
to be binding in honor upon every Senator, a time was fixed for takin 
the vote upon the passage of the bill. Before that vote was to be taken 
I stated that I should vote for the passage of the bill, but should have 
moved an amendment had there been an opportunity todoso. Istated 





then the nature of the amendment, which is substantially the same as 
this amendment, only the time mentioned was sixty days, while this is 
made the Ist of November. 

So I feel that I, having kept faith with the Senate and helped to keep 
the faith of the Senate so Jar as the ’ the vote upon the final 
passage of the bill is concerned, 1 ns lead me that way, I 
do what I ought to do in making the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to suggest 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. Does the Senator from New Ham 


i i i 





shire yield? 

Mr. BLAIR. I yield for a suggestion. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not think the faith of the Senate has been 
kept, and I wish to state why I think so. I have always understood 
that an agreement to take the vote at a given time cut off discussion 
and that votes on amendments, motions to reconsider, etc., came within 











| the agreement. The agreement covered a disposition of the whole 


question. If the Senate makes an agreement to take a final vote upon 
a& measure at a given hour, and it is then left open on a motion to re- 
consider, and the whole measure is open to discussion after that time, 
the agreement becomes a nullity. I think the agreement has been 
violated by any discussion or proceeding other than voting after we 
came to a vote at the time fixed in the agreement. A motion to recon- 
sider came within the agreement and was not open to debate. The 


| Chair ruled otherwise. I shall want it understood, if lever become a 


party to anothersuch agreement, that it is to be the old-fashioned agree- 
ment which disposes of the question at the time fixed. The agreement 
in this case was good for nothing, because it did not dispose of the 


| question. 


Mr. BLAIR. The suggestion of the Senator from Nevada has neve1 
ige. I donot believe it was 
ever heard in any deliberative body whatever before. Certainly I never 
before heard it or heard of it. The right to make a motion to recon- 
sider inheres by virtue of the individual who makes it having voted for 





| the bill. I understand, and the ruling of the Chair is in accordance 


with my understanding—— 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator misstates my position. I say that 
he had a perfect right to move to reconsider and make all the motions 
he pleased, but the subject-matter was to be disposed of at the time 


| fixed. The agreement was made with a view that the subject-matter 








should be disposed of at a given time. Senators might make as many 
motions to reconsider as they pleased, but the effect of the agreement 
was to cnt off debate. Otherwise it would have no effect. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not understand the Senator to mean to be under- 
stood assaying that, in making the motion to reconsider or in discussing 
the motion under the circumstances of this case, I was committing any 
breach of faith. 

Mr. STEWART. Notatall. The Chair has ruled that it is open 
to debate, and I say that abrogates the agreement, 
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to say a wo1 
little. 

When these Chinamen come here they do not come under contract 
to work for anybody specifically, not even for the Six Companies. In 
the first place the Six Companies advance the money. They have a 
rule by which they compel this advance money to be repaid. The 
pay the expenses of the Chinamen here and continue to pay 
their expenses until they find something todo. You can not go out 
and hire a Chinaman anywhere; you can not pick up a Chinaman on 
the street and say to him, *‘ Will you go and do a day’s work for me?’’ 
At least I have never known anybody who could do it. You have to 
zo to the man who controlsthe Chinaman. He hireshim out. If per- 
sons want to use Chinamen and havea place for them to work, they get 

me man to go and negotiate with the party who owns them. ‘They 
do not let out themselves. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that, but the point I want to get at—— 

Mr. BLAFR. Perhaps it would be as well for Senators not to dis- 
cuss this matter in my time. 

Mr. BUTLER. I merely wanted to get the information. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say that the anti-contract-labor law now on 
the statute-book covers the case upon any state of facts suggested here, 
whether the Six Companies import these men and let them out or 
whether the contract be a contract between the American employers 
aud the Chinese laborers before they come here. In either event the 
existing law would reach the evil if it were enforced; and we have now 
on the Calendar, reported from the Committeeon Education and Labor, 
an amended anti-contract-labor bill which the Senate ought soon, I 
think, to consider. The present law is somewhat inefficient for the 
want of its execution being placed in the hands of national officials. 
If that were done the existing Jaw would undoubtedly be efficient. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to ask the Senator, if the existing 
law excludes them why is this proposed law wrong? 

Mr. BLAIR. If the bill which the Senator has now pending is not 
directed simply against those who are brought here in violation of the 
anti-contract-labor law, what I say is that those already here and who 
ought to be sent home have been, many of them at least, brought here 
in violation of that law, and that the execution of the existing law 
would break up the existing evil in San Francisco and elsewhere, and 








1 I think I can relieve the Senator from South Carolina a 


com) anie § 


this bill does not touch that evil at all. What we have been discussing | 


here only relates to the increased immigration of the Chinese laborers 
and of the men who may be coming over here,or having been once here, 
or fraudulently pretending to have been once bere, try to come back 
upon an existing certificate. That is all. 

The enactment of this bill into a law will not reach the evil largely 
under which they are laboring on the Pacific coast. It leaves it there 
in all the intensity in which it now exists, leaves these communicable 
diseases spreading everywhere already, and which will continue to 
spread and devastate their population, and finally, undoubtedly, reach 
populations further east unless there be positive and aggressive and 
additional measures taken to extirpate the evil. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to allude to another aspect of this ques- 
tion, the Declaration of Independence, which has been talked so muclr 
about. We have been accustomed, all of us at the North, to consider 
that the Declaration of Independence did not imply that other and 
alien races could come here and take possession of all these States. 
Nobody ever held to any such construction of the Declaration of In- 
dependence as that, so faras I know. We have held to the equality 
of all men, men of all races, so far as civil and personal rights are con- 
cerned, life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, and we hold to those 
principles still; but those principles can not be made effective and avail- 
able to ourselves if we yield to others, to an alien and an adverse pop- 
ulation the possession of the facilities by which alone these rights can 
be enjoyed by ourselves, 

We have heard of the negroes and of the pitiable condition of the 
South. Ido not think the South asks pity of anybody. They area 
proud, self-respecting people, and they need pity not from our people 
nor from any party whatever, either of the Northor of foreign nations; 
for, streng in their own self-respect and high purposes, they have 
achieved the great result of the war itself, which was an infinite credit 
to all that constitutes high courage on the part of the South, and al- 
though they failed in the matter of success, yet they have demon- 
strated that they are worthy of the highest encomiums that can be 
passed upon American citizenship, regardless of all geographical loca- 
tion. But the negro isa portion of the American people. By the con- 
sent of the American people, by the active interference and procure- 
ment of the American people he is a portion of the Southern popula- 
tion. By the action of the Southern people and by the action of the 
Northern people in helping to bring him here, and by the universal ac- 
quiescence of all he is now as much a native American as the white 
man, and he is a part of the industrial development of the South, and 
by this industrial development he has contributed to the North as well 
as to the development of the South and to the high status of the South. 

Mr. President, there is no comparison between these two races. 
Because we are opposed to the further immigration of the Chinese, be- 
cause we are in favor of the elimination of the Chinese from our North- 
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ern populations for the present and for the future, it does not follow 
that we are involved in any inconsistency when we ask that the negro 
American citizen, born here and with an ancestry as old as our own 
on this continent, when we ask for him, not social rights, but that he 
have simply those same civil and personal rights which we demand for 
the white race. ‘That implies no negro domination over this country. 
It does not imply in the social sense any negro equality, nor doe# the 
negro ask this quality of social association at all. He simply asks, 
like the white race, to be let alone upon his own homestead in the ex- 
ercise of his own personal rights, living under the same laws, vindicated 
by the same courts of justice, and receiving at the hands of the law 
and at the hands of the institutions which he has himself aided to pre- 
serve the same vindication of his life, his liberty, and his right to the 
pursuit of happiness, and his right of property—precisely the same 
that the rest of us obtain. Weask for him nothing more, and I am 
not aware that he asks for himself anything more; and it seems to me 
that our friends ought to yield to that. Perhaps they do; but cer- 
tainly in the matter of political rights there is a failure. 

There is one thing more, Mr. President. The people of the South 
ought toconsider that the people of the North look perhaps with a special 
feeling offriendliness towards the colored race foranotherreason. Inthe 
terriblestruggle of war, with the balance hanging even, the question as 
yet undecided, and apparently not to be decided without some outside 
help, as it seemed, between the two great branches of the Anglo-Saxon 
race arrayed in deadly hostility against each other, whether the Gov- 


| ernment itself could be preserved, the negro cast the weight in the bal- 
| ance which settled the question of unity and the perpetuity of our in- 


| stitutions. 
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noon. 


We feel some obligation to him for that; and it does not 
seem to me that our Southern friends ought to complain when we de- 
mand that he shall have tine enjoyment of life, liberty, and the pursuit 
of happiness when he does not interfere with the white man. He is 
the weaker vessel. His demands have rather more than less of right, 
it seems to me, and here is this grand resuscitation of the South, this 
compliment, which is less than the truth, paid by Mr. Blaine in the ad- 
dress from which the Senator from Missouri has read to us this after- 
But are we to forget, and is the Senator from Missouri to stand 
here before the Senate and forget, as he seemed to do, that the labor of 
the colored men of the South has been, if not the chief, at least the 
equal agency in the accomplishment of this grand resuscitation of that 
fair country; and is he not to receive some credit for that ? 

I might well go one step further and inquire if the Senator from 
Missouri will receive the approbation of his companions in this Cham- 
ber or of the Southern people if he will have us to understand that, 
following out the analogy he entered upon, because he would remove 


| the Chinaman, because he would expel the Chinaman from our borders, 


would he do that to the Southern negro? No, Mr. President. The 
truth is just this, the eight or ten millions of the Southern colored 
population are an integral part of the great unit of the American popu- 
lation. They do their full share in the way of industrial contribution 
to the greatness of the whole, and the American people as a whole, 
the South as well as the North, would resent and would by every law- 
ful measure prevent anything like the forcible extradition of the South- 
ern colored man from our shores, Everybody knows that. 

But we attack the Chinese upon a different ground altogether, and I 
say that if we could prudently and with this specifie piece of legisla- 
tion, by the reconsideration of the vote by which the bill was passed, 
and then by the adoption of some amendment which will carry it into 
force very soon unless the treaty itself be ratified, we shall secure the 
great end at which we are all aiming. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I did not get an answer quite satis- 
factory to the question which I put to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, for the reason, perhaps, that he was not himself informed on the 
subject; but I find in the testimony taken several years ago by an in- 
vestigating committee of the two Houses of Congress the following tes- 
timony of a Mr. Pixley, whom I do not know—perhaps some of the 
gentlemen from that part of the world can tell us who Mr. Pixley is. 
The third interrogatory put to him was: 


Do they come here voluntarily, and by what means do they get here? 


This was his answer: 


Very many of them undoubtedly come upon their own means. It requires 
but the little sum of $40. Chinese labor commands in China from $3 to $10 per 
month, Those who have not the means to come by themselves; after the first 
came and made money they returned money to aid their friendsand relatives, as 
all our European immigrants in the early times usedtodo, There are undoubt- 
edly many instances where the Chinese Six Companies, or wealthy members of 
them, send to bring them here, and order that they may go upon their ro!! and 
become laborers, out of which they make money as middlemen or agents. The 
Central Pacific Railroad demanded 10,000 of these laborers, and thisdemand was 
greater than the market afforded. Through the Six Companies they sent their 
money to China, and brought them here, and that is the way in which they come. 


I am quite willing to do anything that I can constitutionally and 
lawfally do to prevent the evil of which our friends from the Pacific 
coast ask to be relieved; but, according to the testimony taken before 
that committee, the people of the Pacific coast themselves are responsi- 
ble for the evil, and are continuing to be responsible by inviting these 
very Mongolians, whom they now denounce with so much bitterness, 
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to come into our country, and giving them employment. They must 


come on some steam-ships that ply between this country and China 
They certainly could not exist in this country unless they were em 
ployed, and they could not get employment unless they got it thr 


the people on the Pacific coast. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Sena 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly, beea I 

Mr. STEWART. Did the Senator vote for the act to prohibit 
tract laborers being brought to this country ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Did I approve it? 

Mr. STEWART. Did you approve it? 

Mr. BUTLER. IthinkitverylikelyI did. NodoubtI voted fo: 

Mr. STEWART, Did the Senator regard it as a reason why that 
act should not pass that people in this country employed such person 

Mr. BUTLER. Not at all. I am simply replying now to the de- 
mand for such hasty action on the part of the Senate that we shall in 
violation—as has been stated on this floor—of the solemn obligations 
of treaties, that: we shall without regard to those obligations, as th 
Senator from Nevada said awhile ago, railroad this bill through th 
body. 

Mr. President, I repeat that I am willing to do anything I possibly 
can to relieve the situation on the Pacific coast; but before coming to 
the Senate and demanding at our hands, as they do, that we shail pass | 
this legislation, it does seem to me that they themselves ought to tak« 
some steps among themselves to prevent the very evil of which they | 
complain; and yet they seem to have taken no action in that direction. 
Here is a large corporation in California, the Central Pacitic Railroad 
Company, bringing in 10,000 Chinese laborers at one time and sending 
the money to China to bring them here, in pursuance of treaty stipu- 
lations; inviting them, begging them, asking them, buying them, brib- 
ing them to come; and now we are told that in the face of our obliga- 





infor tion 


tions with a friendly power, in the face of the action of the American | 


people inviting them here under the Burlingame treaty and subse- 
quent treaties, we shall, without regard to the honor of the Govern- 
ment, the honor of the American people, shut the door upon them in 
the face, as I say, of these stipulations. I think it behooves us asa 
part of the treaty-making power of this Government to proceed at 
least with seemly caution and deliberation before doing that; and I can 
see no possible injury, no wrong, no harm to the people of the Pa 
coast if we take that deliberation and caution which a great govern- 
ment ought always to take in dealing with another government, and 
gentlemen from the Pacific coast should not be clamoring, clamoring, 
clamoring that Congress shall do something to exclude the Chinese, 
when they themselves are inviting them and encouraging them by giv 
ing them employment. 

The Chinaman is not going to stay in San Francisco unless somebody 
employs him. He is not going to Oregon, or Washington, or Nevada 
unless he can get employment there. If there is that intense feeling 
of hostility to the Mongolian and that great fear of his driving out the 
Caucasian race from the Pacific coast which the Senator from Nevada 
would have us believe, it seems to me that the commonest dictates of 
self-preservation and of self-protection would enjoin upon those people 
the necessity of themselves putting a stop to the evil which they com- 
plain of before they come and ask Congress to do it. 

fr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in voting for the reconsideration of 
this bill, as I shall do, my sole purpose is to get some amendments upon 
the bill which I think will improve it very much and relieve us from 
the difficulties of the situation that are now apparent. I approve the 
substance, and I think the phraseology also, of the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAtRr], which would 
postpone the effect and operation of this proposed statute until, I be- 


lieve, the Ist of November unless the treaty with China, which is now | 


being negotiated, shall be meanwhile ratified. 

I am opposed to sending this bill to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. I think that would be an unnecessary delay; that the Senate 
having the bill now in its care should prescribe the time when this 
matter shall become a final legislative act or shall cease to be such. The 
object of referring it tothe committee, if there should be such a motion 


made, could only, it seems to me, be to delay action, becanse the Sen- | 


ate understands this question just as well as the Committee on Foreign 


Relations will understand it, and has all the information necessary to | 


enlightened action upon the bill. 

I think that this bill needs amendment in two important particulars 
besides the one suggested by the Senator from New Hampshire. The 
first relates to the $276,000, which in the fifth article of this treaty we 
are now negotiating we agree to pay to China, not because we are in- 
debted to China or the Chinese for that amount of money, but because 
it is a benevolence that accords with our sentiments towards those peo 
ple,and results from the fact that we have not been able to protect their 
lives and property in the Territories of the United States owing to the 
very great distance that those Territories are from the control of the 
executive department of the Government. It is impossibie for us to 
keep police and soldiery in the different places in the Territories of the 
United States where Chinese are congregated, for the purpose of pre- 
serving the peace. 
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3 before the Committee on Foreign Relations now, that I o l the 
other day, covering this branch of the case, and I also shall propose 
another amendment by adding a section, which will read as fo! vs 











SEC. That section 12 of said act, approved July 5, 1554, to wl 
supplemental, be further amended, so that Chinese who are r i 
act to be sent out of the United States, in accordance with the prov 
may be sent either to the country from whence they came or to ¢ 


Perhaps I had better read the twelfth section of the act of 1582 
as to get it clearly before the Senate: 


That no Chinese person shall be permitted to enter the United Stat 







without producing to the proper officer of customs the certificate in this a 
quired of Chinese persons s¢ eking to land from a vessel And any ¢ 
rson found unlawfully within the United States shall be caused to be ren ed 
efrom to the country from whence he came, by direction of the President 
the United States, and at the cost of the United States, after being brough 
ore some justice, judge, or commissioner of a court of the United States and 
nd to be one not lawfully entitled to be or remain in the United S 


In 1884 we amended that section 12 along with other sections of that 

iw, and I will read the section as it was amended in 1884 to show how 

the legislation progressed, how it grew, and has not yet attained that 
rowth which is necessary to cover the evil we are trying to prevent 


yn 12 of said act is hereby) mended so as to read as follows 


Sectic 





‘Sec. 12. That no Chinese person shall be permitted to enterthe United = 
by land without producing to the proper officer of customs the cert t 
act required of Chinese persons seeking to land froma vessel Ar v ¢ 
nese person found unlawfully within the United States shall be cause« 
moved therefrom to the country from whence he cam 
“ » Re el or ace _ 
he same language 
and at the cost of the United States, after being brought before some 
dge, or commissioner of a court of the United States and found to 


lawfully entitled to be or to remain in the United States; and in ail such ca 
the person who brought or aided in bringing such person to the United States 
shall be liable to the Gover: ent of the United States for all necessa 
neurred in such investigation and removal; and all peace officers of th 

States and Territories of the United States are hereby invested with t : 
authority as a marshal or United States marshal in reference to carrying out 











the provisions of this act or the act of which this is amendatory, as a marshal 
or deputy marshal of the United States, and shall be entitled to like « pensa- 
| tion to be audited and paid by the same officers. And the United States shall 
pay all costs and charges for the maintenance and return of any ¢ nese pe 
son having the certificate prescribed by law as entitling such Chinese person to 
come into the United States who may not have been permitted to Jand from 


any vessel by reason of any of the provisions of this act.” 


| The practice under that section 12 as amended has been this, as I 
am informed: The Ghinese come into the British possessions on t] 
steam-ships that run regularly now to the coast of China; but the Brit- 


ish possessions, in their local legislation, I believe—I think it is not 


an act of the Dominion Parliament—have provided that every China 
man who comes there shall pay $50 as head-money on being landed. 
The object was to tax them so that they would not come there, I sup 
pose. The Chinaman, however, having his real destination in the 
United States, comes in at Vancouver or Victoria or wherever it is, 
enters the British possessions, and comes immediately into Washing- 
ton Territory, or Oregon, or California, or Arizona, or Nevada, ail down 
the coast. ‘They distribute themselves throughout that entire country. 
When we take them up under this law for having violated the immi- 
| gration statutes and carry them before a judge or a justice of the peace 
under the different system of statutes which we have regulating immi- 
| gration, they are put in the penitentiary and kept there for a term of 
| perhaps six months or a year; | forget the precise provision upon that 
subject, but I believe it does not exceed a year. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me to makea sugyestion ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. STEWART. We are all aware that it is necessary to have some 
further legislation in the way of a law to exclude them. There have 
been several bills introduced for that purpose. Mr. FELTON, amember 
of the other House from California, introduced a bill during this session 
for registration. That would be necessary in order to distinguish 
which are which. A bill of that kind will have to be considered by a 
committee. It will be complicated in details and will require consid- 
| erable machinery to prevent their coming in from Canada on the north 
| and from Mexico on the south. In that bill we can also make the ap- 
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| 
propriation that the Senator speaks of. These things can be done, but Houses and now in the hands of the President to execute that treaty 
to do them properly will require some consideration. I suggest to the | shall become an operative law. Perhaps it would look better, b 
Senator to let this bill pass, and make the declaration that no more | that is all there isin it. It is a mere question of appearances, for we 


Chinamen shall come, and we will then take up the legislation, which | have arrived, as the Senator from Missouri stated, at that point in 
will have to be considered very carefully, and it is very doubtfal | American conviction where these people will be excluded from this 
whether we can complete it at this session. country, and it is a duty of humanity to exclude them so that they 
Mr. MOKGAN, 1 will complete the statement I was making about | shall not become a means of inflaming the prejudices and passions of 
this immigration before I reply to the suggestion of the Senator from } mobs for their destructior. It is a very important and a very grave 
Nevaffa. topic, and the gravity of the situation is recognized as perfectly by the 
These people come in here and are put in the penitentiary under our | Chinese Empire as it is in the United States, and there will be no nec- 
Jaws for a year or less for violating our immjgration laws. They stay | essary occasion for any delay, it occurs to me, in perfecting our legis- 
there until they get through with their little term of service, are well | ative system upon that subject. 
fed and all that, and we turn them out, and then what are we to do Mr. SAULSBURY. I was not here last week when this bill was 
with them’? The statute says they shall be returned to the country | voted on and had not the opportunity of listening to the arguments 
from whence they came. That is construed, I think, rather narrowly | advanced in favor of and against its passage. I find, however, that 
myself, but it is construed by the judicial and other officers of the | the bill is now before the Senate, under a motion to reconsider. For 
country out there as meaning the british possessions when they come | that motion I shall vote. 
through the British possessions, so that when we go back with the I am fully aware of the incubus of these people upon the Pacific 
Chinaman, our Chinese ex-convict, we go back to the British line with | coast. I have been there and seen, both in Portland, Oregon, and in 
him, and they charge us $50 head-money for getting him in again. | San Francisco, Cal., the condition of affairs, and I know that it is a 
We can not atiord to pay it. We have tried to send a good many ot | great burden to the people of the Pacific coast to have these persons 
the Chinese back into that country, but it would not do. among them. But they came here under treaty stipulations, and they 
This all results because we omitted from the twelfth section of the | have a right to be here, therefore, while the obligations of the treaty 
act of 1882 and the act of 1854 the words ‘‘or to China.’’ Just put | are recognized to be binding on this country. 
those words in the statute, and then when the convict has served his I shall not discuss the question as to whether, if we saw proper to 
term, if you choose to punish him, or before that time if you do not | abrogate all treaties with China, we might not have the power to re- 
choose to resort to the penal laws of the United States for his punish- j turn those people to their country. But I find in this bill a provision 
ment, we can send him back to China—keep up the current, put him | which excludes Chinese who came here under treaty stipulations and 
right on board ship, and send him out of thecountry. That would be | who have departed from this country in accordance with the require- 
a very great relief; and it has occurred to me in trying to formulate | ments of our laws, taking with them a certificate of identification. 
bills that were in some sense consistent with our treaty relations and | That is the pledged faith of the Government, that those people may 


also with our necessities, that perhaps we could do several things that | return upon the production of that certificate. Ithink the pledged faith 
might obviate the coming of Chinese through the British possessions. | of this Government ought not to be violated. 
I suggested in committee—the printed report of what occurred there Mr. MORGAN. Let me call the attention of the Senator to the fact 


is belore me—that we should provide that no Chinaman, it made no | that the treaty which was sent to the Senate by the President had pre- 
difference what country he came from, should be landed in the United ! cisely that same effect, because that treaty required a new certificate 
States except at one of the open portsof our country. That would cut | of identification, different from the one that a Chinaman carried out 
off his egress from Mexico into this country and also from the British with him, before he could be permitted to return. The Senate, how- 
possessions. We have a perfect right to provide that no Chinese la- | ever, not being satisfied with the language employed in the negotiation 
borer who comes here, whether he has a certificate of having gone back | for the purpose of reaching that result, amended it, so that under the 
-to China and being entitled to return in consequence of any provision | amended treaty that we have sent to China there is no doubt that per- 
of law or treaty, shall come with that certificate unless he comes to an | sons who are absent from the United States now with all those certi- 
open port of the United States. I have no doubt about our power to | ficates are prohibited from returning. 
provide that, even under the existing treaty, giving it all of its force and If the Senator will indulge me one moment I will add one further 
efficacy. remark. It may be asked how did that happen, in virtue of what 
But I go further back than that on that question. I hold that China | treaty was it that these two Governments took away from an individual 
has solemnly declared that she does not want her laborers to come to | man a certificate that had been given to him by the United States and 
the United States, and that therefore there is no objection at all now | rendered it null and void? It is based upon the fact that the Chinese 
to our assuming the function of legislation that we ought to have as- | Government is an absolute despotism and that it has never consented 
sumed the first moment we could. There can not be any objection to | nor have we consented to the frll expatriation of a Chinaman if he 
it. China consents to it. She does not say that she wants the intro- | comes into this country. He remains a Chinese subject in the United 
duction of these people, these coolies, or whatever you please to call | States, and the jurisdiction of the Chinese Government has been re- 
them, to be regulated by treaty, but she wants to prevent their com- | tained—absolutely and expressly retained—to change the condition ot 
ing, and really I think we are attaching a great deal too much weight | their subjects in respect of their rightsof emigration. So that Govern- 
and importance to the idea of our honor being involved in the matter | ment did consent in the treaty that was sent here to a regulation which 
of breakipg a treaty with China when she herself has declared that | the Chinaman was absolutely prohibited from returning to the United 
she does not want the very thing to take place which we are trying to | States although he had our certificate. That is the actual situation, 
prevent by our legislation. and we are not legislating one hair’s breadth beyond the doctrine and 
China is aware, painfully aware, as she expresses herself, that the | points that were made expressly both in the negotiation that China 
Burlingame treaty of 1868 and the treaty of 1880 and all the statutes | authorized her minister to make here and that which remains as we 
we have enacted upon that subject are really incapable of protecting | have amended it and sent it back after a vote of the Senate. 
the Chinese subjects in the United States against mob violence. I re- Mr. SAULSBURY. I am fully aware that the treaty as agreed to 
member when I was in the city of Los Angeles some few years ago, it | by China contained the provision referred fo by the Senator from Ala- 
had been but a few days before that time when twenty-one Chinamen | bama. I voted for that treaty, but I stated at that time, not in the 
were strung up by halters and hanged, no offense having been commit- | Senate, but in another place, as to that provision that destroyed the 
ted except that they were Chinamen and in the way; they were a nui- | effect of our certificate, that were it not for the consent of the Govern- 
sance in that country and the people of Los Angeles made up their | ment of China, I could not agree to it. But recognizing that these peo- 
minds to get rid of them. There they were strung up on halters and | ple are subjects of China, that they acknowledge their allegiance to 
hanged. So we know this turbulence has existed in Washington Ter- | China, that all their rights, therefore, are dependent upon arrangements 
ritory, in Wyoming, and I believein Idaho. I doubtif thereis a single | made by their Government, even though they may have the certificates 
State or Territory in the-West which has not been troubled with the | of the United States, I consented to vote for the treaty containing the 
presence of these mobs inflicting violence upon the Chinese. It all ar- | provisions referred to by the Senator from Alahama. 
gues merely an aversion to that race in consequence of the exhibition But this is a law of Congress, nota treaty. Noconsent of the Chinese 
of their vices amongst our own people and the contaminating influence | Government is necessary for us to enact a provision of this kind. Itis 
of their presence amongst the youth and all classes of the people of the | a provision with which the Chinese Government have nothing to do. 
country. These little mobs rise, but they can not exterminate them, | It is an agreement with the individual subjects of China—the pledged 
and we can not preventit. All we can do is to keep them out of this | faith of the Government to these subjects, when they come here under 
country. The Chinese Government understands this just as we do pre- | treaty stipulations to return to their own country, that if they took 
cisely, and has so solemnly declared, and therefore I do not see any | with them a certificate of identification, that should entitle them to 
reason why we should not proceed to legislate. a return to this country at any time they saw proper or within a cer- 
The modification of this bill as proposed by the Senator from New | tain limited time. Now, I say that the provisions of this bill violate 
Hampshire will probably give it a little more of what we call respecta- | that pledged faith of this Government, and while I recognize the great 
bility in the eyes of the world by postponing this legislation to see | evil of the Chinese population on the Pacific coast, while I recognize 
whether or not the treaty is to be ratified, and whether or not the bill | the desirability of getting clear of them and am willing to go as far as 
that we have passed at the present session of Congress through both | any Democrat can go as to the rights of these people, I ask whether, 
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the vote by which it was passed in order that he might move an am 

ment that he had read at the Secretary’s desk. I was not inclins 
e reconsider the vote for the purpose of considering that amendm: 

and more than once I voted against reconsidering, or for laying 

motion to reconsider on the table, which is substantially the same t 

Since that time there has been considerable debate upon the 

question. Being now, asI was before the passage of the bill, decided twice ‘ t 

of opinion that this bill ought to have gone to and been consider¢ 

the Committee on Foreign Relations, I shall now vote to reconsid 

not for the purpose of considering the amendment of the Senator from Phe PRESIDENT pro 
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of Washington, and f 


Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. HARRI: I ask the Senator from Missouri to withdraw that 


to provide for the formation and admission into the Union of the State | 


r other purposes 


motion for a moment in order that I may move for a short executive | 


310n. 
Mr. VEST Certainly. I withdraw my motion for that purpose. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The motion to adjourn is withdrawn. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


j 
' 


The Senator from Tennessee moves that the Senate proceed to the con- | 


sideration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After six minutes spent in executive 
ession the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 45 minutes p 
m.) the Senateadjourned until to-morrow, Friday, September 14, 1883 
at 12 o'clock m 





NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations re ed hy the Senate Septe mber 13, 1888, 


UNITED STATES MINISTER. 

Lambert Tree, of Illinois, now envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary to Belgium, to be envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary of the United States to Russia, vice George V. N. Lo- 
throp, resigned. 

SECRETARIES OF UNITED STATES LEGATIONS. 

Howard Martin, of New York, to be secretary of the legation of the 
United States to China, vice William W. Rockhill, resigned. 

Charles K. Holliday, of Kansas, to be secretary of the legation of 
the United States to Venezuela. 

Henry L. Vilas, of New York, to be secretary of the legation of the 
United States to the Argentine Republic. 

Henry R. Whitehouse, of New York, to be secretary of the legation 
of the United States to Mexico, vice Thomas B. Connery, resigned. 

UNITED STATES CONSUL, 

Edwin R. Connell, a citizen of the United States, to be consul of the 

United States at Batavia, vice Oscar Hatfield, resigned. 
MEMBER OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 

Professor George Davidson, of California, an assistant in the United 
States Coast and Geodetic Survey, to be a member of the Mississippi 
River Commission to represent the United States Coast and Geodetic 
Survey on said commission, in accordance with the provisions of sec 
tion 2 of the act of Congress approved June 28, 1879, vice Henry Mitch- 
ell, resigned. 

JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 

Maj. Herbert P. Curtis, judge-advocate, to be deputy judge-advo- 
cate-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, September 10, 1888, 
vice Burnham, retired from active service. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Perry M. Traumbower, to be postmaster at Muncy, in the county of 
Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of James H. Fulmer, 
resigned, 

Everington D. Kelly, to be postmaster at Oregon City, in the county 
of Clackamas and State of Oregon, in the place of John M. Bacon, re- 
moved; Hercules L. Kelley, who was nominated to the Senate on the 
10th of August last, having declined the appointment. 

Lawrence Smith, to be postmaster at Gadsden, in the county of Eto- 
wah and State of Alabama, in the place of Daniel Liddell, resigned. 

John P. Gasper, to be postmaster at Kingsley, in the county of Ply- 
mouth and State of Iowa, in the place of Frank A. Winchell, resigned. 

Benjamin S. Chase, to be postmaster at Natchez, in the county of 
Adams and State of Mississippi, in the place of Richard Holmes, re- 
moved 





ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 

Louis W. Crofoot, of Dakota Territory, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Dakota for the seventh judicial dis- 
trict, as provided by the act approved August 9, 1888. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

John Fitzpatrick, of Louisiana, to be marshal of the United States 

for the eastern district of Louisiana, vice R. B. Pleasants, deceased. 
WITHDRAWAL. 


The nomination which was delivered to the Senate on the 10th of 
August, 1888, of Hercules L. Kelley, to be postmaster at Oregon City, 
in the State of Oregon, is withdrawn. 


CONFIRMATION, 
Evccutive nomination confirmed by the Senate September 13, 1888. 
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 
William W. Moffett, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice of 
the peace within and for said District, to be assigned to the city of 
Washington. 


| 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, September 13, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. Curaperrt, 
D. D 
The Journal of the procee ys of yerterday was read and approved. 





CORRECTION. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, when the Senate bill No. 2251, re- 
lating to internal commerce, was pending in the dlouse yesterday an 
order was made permitting members who desired to propose amend- 
ments to forward them to the Clerk’s desk in order that they might be 
printed in the Recorp. I had already secured recognition from the 
Chair and had prepared amendments, which, immediately from the 
order being made, I filed with the Clerk before any one else. I filed 
three amendments and called the attention of-the Clerk to them, and 
received from him the assurance that mine had been received in advance 
of any other amendments. [I tind this morning that, instead of their 
appearing first in the RECORD, they are last. I can imagine that the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] may have had consent of 
the Chairman to the offering of his amendment in advance, but as 
against any other amendment than his mine certainly had priority. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments were numbered by the Clerk 
and passed by him to one of the Official Reporters for publication in the 
Recorp. it may be that the numerical order was not observed in 
printing them. ‘The correction will be made, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania, for three days. 

To Mr. DUNN, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Gest, for ten days, on account of business. 

JAMES A. STEWART. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iask unanimous consent that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from 
the further consideration of House bill 9271, and that it be put upon 
its passage. The bill has been reported from the Committee on War 
Claims, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury 
thorized and directed to pay James A. Stewart, of ¢ innati, Ohio, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, $5,000, said sum to be in full 
payment and discharge of the amount due the said James A. Stewart for serv- 
ices rendered as pilot of Government transports and gunboat from October 6, 
1863, to April 30, A. D. 1865. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. PENINGTON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9271) for 
the relief of James A. Stewart, report as follows: 

The claim is for services rendered as a pilot on Government transports from 
October 6, 1863, to April 30, 1865, Claim stated at $5,000. 

Che proofs obtained from the War Department show that James A. Stewart, 
late private Company L, Fourth Regiment Ohio Cavalry, was enrolled August 
27, i862, to serve three years, reported present for duty to April 30, 1863; from 
May 1, 1863, to October 30, 1863, absent, detached on escort duty. He was de- 
tailed as pilot on the Tennessee River by Special Field Order No. 266, paragraph 
3, Department of the Cumberland, October 6, 1863. The records of the War De- 
partment show that he remained on duty as pilot to April 30, 1365, 

The Quartermaster’s Department paid pilots on the Tennessee River $250 per 
month, 

Your committee append to this report a copy of a letter from General W. 8S. 
Rosecrans, dated May 1, 1888: 

** TREASURY DEPARTMENT, REGISTER’sS Orrice, May 1, 1888. 

“DEAR Str: James A. Stewart tells me he hasa claim before your committee 
for services as pilot on the Tennessee River, in the Government service during 
the war. 

“When it was necessary to have such services it was found that Mr. Stewart, 
of the Fourth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry,was qualified. He was therefore detailed 
as pilot, and his services werein such demand from that time that he was kept 
at it for nearly two years. Be'ng a soldier, however, he was obliged to serve 
where orders placed him, He got no compensation for these services above 
his soldier's pay. 

“IT have no hesitation in saying that this treatment was outrageously wrong, 
and ought now to be righted. 

“Very truly, yours, 


be, and he is hereby, au- 














“W.S. ROSECRANS. 
“Hon. Tuomas R. STOCKDALE, 
‘* Committee on War Claims, House of Representatives.’ 


In view of the foregoing statement of facts your committee report back the 
bill and recommend its passage with the following amendment: 

In line 6, strike out “ five thousand ”’ and insert in lieu thereof ** four thousand 
seven hundred.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWORTH] that this bill be now considered? 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, WINONA, MINN. 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from 
the further consideration of Senate bill 2475, to increase the appropria- 
tion for the erection of a public building at Winona, Minn. 


’ 


Lao” 


5 


Tei he 





ry 











1888. CONGRESSIONAL 





The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the amount heretofore fixed as the limit of cost for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a building for the accommodation of the 
United States courts, post-office, and internal revenue and other Government 
offices at the city of Winona, Minn., be, and the same is hereby, increased to 
$150,000; and that sum is hereby fixed asthe limit of cost for the erection of said 
building. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I object. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the regular order, and I ask unanimous 
consent that the call of committees be dispensed with, and that mem- 
bers having reports to present may file them at the Clerk’s desk in the 
usual manner. 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. 


TAYLOR] withdraws his objection to the consideration of the bill called | 


up by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON]. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Illinois [| Mr. SPRINGER] 
has demanded the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Isupposed there was going to be objection toevery 
one of these bills. If there is not, I will withdraw the demand for the 
regular order. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the objec- 
tion of the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. KILGORE] to the consideration 
of House bill 9271 is withdrawn, and as that bill was called up first, I 
ask that it be first considered. 

TheSPEAKER. Intheabsence of objection that bill will come first. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, upon information which I hay 
ceived since I made the objection, I withdraw it. 

TheSPEAKER, Isthere further objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWoRTH] ? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The questionis on the amendment proposed by 
the committee, which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which thx 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WINONA, MIN 





- 
Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. ForNEY] de- | 





sires to offer a resolution to extend the appropriations 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The Chair understood the gentleman from Illinoi 
[Mr. SPRINGER] to withdraw the demand for the regular order. Ii 
that is done, the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON] has th 
floor upon his request for unanimous consent to pass a bill which w 
read. 


Mr. SPRINGER. All right. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Iask that the report be read, reserving the right 


to object. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Permit me to make a statement. 
This bill has been reported favorably in the Senate and passed there. 
A bill identical with it has been considered by the House Committee 
and reported favorably. The House report is more full and satisfac- 
tory. I ask that it be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


Winona is much the largest city in Minnesota 
increasing in population, business, and wealth. 

In 1880 the population was 10,240, in 1885 it was 15,697, and at this time 
about 22,000, 

Winona is situated on the Mississippi River, and on the lines of road of the 
following railroad companies: The Chicago and Northwestern, the Chicago, 
Milwaukee and St. Paul, the Chicago, Burlington and Northern; and it is th 
western terminus of a lineof railroad from Green Bay to the Mississippi River 
and the eastern terminus of the Winona and St. Peter Railroad, a line running 
westerly from the Mississippi River, through Minnesota and Dakota, to the 
Missouri River. 

From the data furnished to your committee it appears thai the value of the 
manufacturing plants in the city is $3,268,000; the number of men employed 
during the last year in the business of manufacturing is 2,972; the monthly 
wages (on an average) to the employés of that business is $133,960, and the value 
of the manufactured product of the year, $5,876,265. 

A term of the United States district court has been held there for many years 
and by an act passed in the House at this session a term of the United Stat 
circuit court is to be held there annually. 

There is no Government building in Winona. There was appropriated by 
Congress, at the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress, $100,000 to 
site and erect a building. Of that sum $15,000 has been used to purchase th« 
site, and the Supervising Architect estimates that not less than $8,000 will be re- 
quired for heating and $5,000 for constructing approaches, leaving $72,000 for the 
erection of the building. This sum, in the opinion of your committee, is insuffi- 
cient. If Winona increases for the next decade as it has for the last, the popu- 
lation will be about 50,000, and it seems to us neither wise nor economical to erect 
a building that would not be sufficient for the wants of the place a few years 
hence, or even at the present time. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the limit of cost heretofore fixed for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a building for the accommodation of 


ith of St. Paul, and is rapidly 























the United States courts, post-office, internal revenne, and other Government 
offices at the city of Winona, Minn., be increased to $150,000. The committee 
therefore recommend that the bill (H. R. 3400) be amended by striking out the 
words $200,000, in line 8, and inserting in lieu thereof $150, 000. 

Subject to said amendment, the committee recommend the passage of the bill. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 

| this bill? 
| Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a word to my friend 
| from Minnesota. It appears from this report that the real cost of the 
site, approaches, etc., will be in the neighborhood of $25,900, $15,000 
having already been expended for the site. Now, it does seem to me 
that, for a town of 20,000 people, an appropriation of $100,000 
erection of a pablie building is very ample. The great trouble wv 
encountering in regard to these public buildings is the large amount 

ve are expending in particular localities. It has been shown abun- 
dantly that brick is a better material than marble or granite for the 
erection of public buildings. That is the judgment of the Supervis- 
ing Architect of the Treasury, as expressed to the House committee 
within a very short time; and the cost of 
siderably less. I therefore suggest that $125,000 for the cost of site 
and building ought to be regarded in this case as suflicient. 
| Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, we do notexpct to have apublic build- 





this material is very con- 








ing erected of marble or granite. Let me read a few words from the 
| Supervising Architect. He says 
The present limit of cost is $100,000, of which $15,000 was expended in th 
purchase of a site, leaving $85,000 for the construct of this | i A tild- 
ing can be erected of sufficient size if constructed of brick, without ornamenta- 
tion, for $85,000: but if itis desired to erect the same of stone and m © it fire 
proof, it will cost from $60,000 or $70,000 additonal. 


A building such as any private individual would construct for his 
own use under like circumstances would cost, as the architect says, 
$60,000 or $70,000 more. On examination, the committee, in view of 
| such considerations as my friend from Indiana suggests, has cut down 

the additional amount to $50,000 instead of $60,000 or $70,000, which 
the Supervising Architect has declared necessary. To build a struct- 
ure something like a barn, of plain brick, without stone for window- 
lls, window-caps, or door-caps is something no one would doin erect- 
ing a corresponding building for private purposes, and it would bea 
discredit to the Government to do it in this case. 
Mr. HOLMAN. While [shall notobject to the gentleman’s request, 
{ must say that the large sums which are being appropriated for the 
erection of expensive public buildings in particular localities, the ex- 
pendNures in many cases far exceeding the cost of our county court- 
houses, where in many instances larger accommodations are required, 
tend to deprive many of our towns of the chance of getting any public 
buildings. Irepresenta city, thelargestin my district, with very nearly 
as much population as this town of Winona, and for that city of Mad- 
ison, Ind., I have asked, for a public building, an appropriation of only 
340.000. I believe tl for a plain, substantial building such as the 





o 











Government ought to havea less sum than that named in this bill ought 
to be sufiicient. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to know the population of Winona. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Twenty-two thousand. Within the 

ist eight years it has increased a good deal more than 100 per cent. 
fhe Government will make money by the erection of this building. 

he interest on the amount to be expended is not near what it will 
cost the Government to procure the necessary accommodations in rented 
buildings. Our city is the city of the State, outside of St. Paul. The 

penditure proposed in this case is not as much as we are expending 
there this year upon a county court-house. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I have great sympathy with these 
gentlemen who desire public-building bills passed, because I have been 
trying to get an appropriation for a public building at Sioux C 
lowa, which has a population of 32,000, <A bill was recently passed 
by Congress appropriating $150,000 for a public building at that city, 
but it failed to receive Executive sanction. I merely desired to know 

out the population and some other facts bearing on the gentleman’ 
case, in order to judge of its mer as compared with the bill in which 

have recently been concerned. I assure the gentleman I ym- 
ize with him from now on until the time Executive action ken 


on his bill. [Laught 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill ? 


Mr. GEAR. lIeall for the regular I 





0 OF BUSIN 
The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the bill is not 
| before the House. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimot msent that the call of commi 
tees for reports be dispensed with, and that members have e to file 
| reports at the Clerk’s ds 
There being no objection, it v ordered ac s 
| RE RT FII 
| Th following repo vere il 1 by I ig han lin at t erk's 
desk 
j LEAVI oO | NC} 
| Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on the Post-Office and P Roads 
| reported back favorably the bill (11. It. 11403) to provide 1 ntir 
leaves of absence to employés of the Post-Office Department employed 
in the mail-bag repair shops connected with said Department; which 


was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re 
port, ordered to be printed. 
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he Union, and, with the accompanying 
JOHN’S RIVER, FLORIDA. 
introduced a joint resolution 
r the consent of Congress for the construction of 
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1 to be printed. 
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unanimous cons ent, 


ENERAL APPROPRIATIONS. 
yield to the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
to offer a resolution extending temporarily the 
rnment. 
On behalf of the ¢ 
yn of the joint 
follows: 


Mr. SPRINGER. 
FORNEY |, wh 
appropriations for the Gov 

Mr. FORNEY. 

the considerati 
e Clerk read a 
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Oo desires 


yommittee on Appropriations, I 
resolution which I send to the desk. 


yntinue the provisions of a joint resolution entitled ‘A join 

smporarily for the expenditures of the Government.’ 

t} te and House of Represeniatives, etc., 
ititled “A joint resolution to continue the provisior 

titled ‘A joint resolution to provide temporarily for the ex- 

Govern! ’ approved September 1, 1888, be, and the same 

Lin full f and effect to and including the 


resolution t« 


ntinue the provisions of a joint resolution entitled ‘A 
t 
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to provide l 
ylved by That the provisions of 
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solution ¢ 
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e Committee of the 
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If there be joint resolution will be considered in t} 
Committee of the Whole. 

‘J re being no objection, the joint resolution (H. 
sidered, ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time; and being en- 
sed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
on the t 


latte: 


»no oprection, the 
t ‘7 
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gro 


ible. 
moti 


laid 


Che mn was agreed to. 


MRS. GENERAL WARD B. BURNETT. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the special order fixed for 
to-day, being the pension bill in behalf of Mrs. Burnett. I would like 
to say that I hope the House will grant this motion to reconsider. I 
feel very much like exclaiming ‘‘Once more to the breach, dear friends, 
once more! I am very anxious to have this matter disposed of. 

\KER. ‘The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 
is follows: 
an inerease of pension to Mrs. General Ward B, Bur- 
SPEAKER. 
the vote by which the House refused to order 
third time. 

. STRUBLE. Allow me to correct the Chair in one respect. 
mn was finally made by the gentleman from 
LonG |, but being in charge of the bill I call up the motion now 

tox consider. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House reconsider the 

te by which it refused to order the bill to be read a third time? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise toa parliamentary question. Can the gen- 
tleman from Iowa not call this up at any time, being a privileged mo- 
tion? 


The gentleman from Iowa moved to reconsider 
this bill to be read the 


The 


mo orig 


[ Mr. 


I wish to say that I desire to put this bill in such 
xt session of Congress I may ask a vote upon its 


The gentleman had better leave it, then, where it 
) reconsider is privileged and can be called up at 


SPRINGER, 
yr the motion t 
any time. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Iam advised by the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
CHEADLE] that he intends to call a quorum on the motion, and I ask 
that it be postponed—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that it is not necessary to 


| make 


| any further effort to s« 
| the se 


Committee of | has been set down for this morning to follow the consid 


| bill just r 


Dail 
oraer 


porte d from 





| the honor of being a member, 


| fact, concurs in the ame 


Massachusetts 


| committee’s amendments go and let these amendments go for the 
ent, so that the bill may get back to the Senate and not be hanging up 
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at the present session; 
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Sneaker 
, aker, 
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and the House will 
Mr. CHEAD 
I ask that it ¢ 


llowi 
day in Decem!} 


ration ol 


and 


ferred to. 
The SPEAKER ation on last Thursday, 
and the recolle ‘the Chair is that it was postponed to be 
up when called up, after the special order then under 
which was the bill known as the retaliation bill. 

Mr. CHEADLE. My understanding is that 
Burnett bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised by the Journal Clerk that the 
to which the Chair refers was the one just called up by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, and not the one referred to by the gentleman from 
Indiana. 

M r CHE 


taken 
consideration, 
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it was to follow 
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ADLE. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of bills 
ry 
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12 o’ clock. 
INTERSTATI 
Mr. CRISP. Mr. 
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coming over from yesterday is 


and I ask that the amend- 


und in line 20, on page 2, and also in 


Speaker, the bill 
Committee on Commerce, 
It will be fi 


by the 
first read. 


amended 
nt be 
LINC no. 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
to make a proposition to the chairma 
has the floor, and to other 
have offered amendments to the pending 
our amendments to be withdrawn, 
Senate w sony amendment, and in that rome 
The bill has |} upon us by all the commercial associations 
almost throughout the country without any opposition or fault finding, 
as far as I can Jearn, in the Committee on Commerce, of which I have 
an id without any opposition on the part 
of the railroad companies. Hence the shippers, as well as the trans- 
porters themselves, interested in sending goods over the lines of rail- 
roads, and the railroads interested in conveying them, everybody, in 
ndme nt as passed by the Senate, and the de- 
Now, I fear thatif we 


ine 


iy 


Mr. Speaker, before that I want 
nof the Committee on Commerce, 
gentlemen here, who, like myself, 
bill; that is, we all permit 
so that the bill may go back to the 


] , 
who now 


way speedily b a law. 


. , 
een pressed 


re is that this bill should soon become a law. 


| go into these amendments—they are very important amendments, all 


of them, the one offered by myself, as well as those offe red by other 
gentlemen—that we will not get through with the bill to-day in tl 
remaining hour left to the Committee on Commerce, and that the |} 


c 


3 
I 
pending may be pending for a number of days if it loses its day now. 
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So in the 
I ask that 


Ve do not know, in fact, when it will be reached again. 
interest of the commerce and transportation of the country, 
all gentlemen be permitted to withdraw their amendments. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the floor. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. But I wish to submit a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not take the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania off the floor to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I rise toa point of order. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania rose to make a request of the chairman of 
the committee who had the floor, and instead of simply making a re- 
quest he is making a speech. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
I have an amendment to speak to when that amendment comes up. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. We all have amendments. 

Mr. O'NEILL of 1 ennsylvania. Iam appealing to the chairman o: 


Iam not making a speech, because 


| the Committee on Commerce, to both the gentlemen from Iowa, the 
| gentleman from Minnesota, and others w ho have offered these amend- 


ments, in the interest of the transportation of this country, to let the 
pres - 


for two or three weeks, and pre vent it becoming law. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON] rose 
to a parliamentary inquiry. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. This is an important matter, and it 
seems to me that notwithstanding it is a railroad measure it ought not 
to be railroaded through this House. The Senate is not to measure o! 
the duty of this House in reference to matters of legislation. In this 
bill there are other amendments which will come up to perfect it, in my 
judgment, that ought to be considered. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman will permit me 
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and the discretionary power that now rests in the hands of the man- 
agers of railroad companies to fix that matter at the time of the ship- 
ment will thus be restricted. This manner of establishing and pub- 
lishing all rates will destroy the dangerous power of the rail common 
carrier over the commerce of the country. 

Mr. GEAR. Will my friend answer a question ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Oh, yes. 

Mr. GEAR. I agree with him that there ought to be some remedy 
applied; but would he apply a fixed schedule on certain given classes 
of freight to all roads? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I would make the rate a fixed quantity; 
I would make it a known quantity; I would have it posted in con- 
spicuous places in large letters that could be read. ‘Thus, in the sun- 
light of publicity, the amount of the rate would, I think, largely take 
care of itself. 
develop the fact that this restriction was insufficient to curb corpora- 
tion greed and the rates continue still exorbitant in spite of all this 
light being turned on, we can advance further and fix a schedule of 
rates; for the country will not stand this robbery. 

Mr. GEAK. My friend does not understand my question. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. 
about the surplus in the Treasury; but these great commercial con- 
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| we surrendered it. 


If this should not prove to be the case, if time should | 


Mr. Speaker, a great deal has been said | 


trivances which permit the railroad and telegraph companies without | 


let or hinderance to charge what they please and give to favored cus- 
tomers, by way of rebates and special rates, whatever advantage they 
please, is carrying into the hands of a few men in this country much 
more money than is carried into the Treasury of the United States by 
exorbitant taxation; and that money is as fally withdrawn from cir- 


vaults of the United States Treasury. 

I can count one dozen men who have more money than is lying idle 
in the Treasury, and it has been taken from the people in the last few 
years by exorbitant, extortionate corporate charges more unjust and 


unreasonable than the tax charges by which the great surplus found its | 


way into the Treasury; and this money is as much withdrawn from the 
business of the country, and is wielded in its aggregated capacity with 
more harmful effect, than is the money in the vaults of the Treasury 
building. 

And much has been said about trusts, the commercial monsters that 
are crushing the life out of competition in all important lines of trade; 
and just at this time there is a dispute not only as totheir nature and 
functions but as to their origin. In this country trusts are largely, if 
not wholly, the offspring of the greed and corruption of the owners of 
railroad property, as the essential element of power in them that en- 
ables them to crush ont rivals in the line of business in which they 
are engaged is found in the cheaper freight rates they can obtain. The 
great Standard Oil trust would not have been possible but for its ad- 
vantageous transportation arrangements, and most great trusts are on 
the same footing 


less corporations, if a just equilibrium in the business and commerce 
of the country is to be restored. 


The amendments I have offered to the original act and to the pend- ! 
ing measure, I think, are a long step in the direction of the attain- 


ment of that end. Remove the power of discrimination, provide one 


uniform classification as the basis of all railway freight and passenger | 
charges, and, above all, provide courts available and within the reach | 


of the people for the administration of the law. This will put the 
corporations on their good behavior, and in case of infractions of the 
rights of their patrons will give parties aggrieved a chance to be heard 
where equality between the parties to the controversy will be one of 


> 
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if it should prove a failure we can then make such changes as may be 
regarded as necessary. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Hasnot this proposition with reference 
to conferring power on the State courts been adopted by this House on 
three separate occasions—in the Forty-fifth, the Forty-eighth, and the 
Forty-ninth Congresses ? 

Mr. CRISP. Ithink so. This House was disposed to insist upon 
that proposition; but, as I have stated, when we went into conference 
The House having approved that surrender, in 
order to give this experiment a trial the Committee on Commerce of 
the House and, I presume, the Senate concluded it would he wise now 
to make only such amendments in the law as have been suggested by 
the commission, so that the experiment may be fairly tried. 

Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question upon this amendment. 

a ANDERSON, of Kansas, I hope the gentleman will not do 
that. 


Mr. CRISP. Iam only calling the previous question upon the amend- 


ment of the gentleman trom Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON]. 
There are two amendments. 
a vote on the amendments of 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. CRISP. My only object is to get 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I make the point of order that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Iowa is not pending for the purpose of being 
voted on. The various amendments presented by members stand in 


| the order in which they were submitted, and I have a right to insist 


upon their being voted uponin that order. The gentleman from Iowa 


| has been speaking in the general debate, and his sending his amend- 
; | ment to the desk had no other effect than to suggest his own views. 
culation and the channels of trade as the money which goes into the | 





| section the words “‘ undue and unreasonable.” 





the controlling-elements, as it ever should be, in the administration of | 


justice under the interstate-commerce laws of the country. I hope 
the pending amendments will be adopted. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CRISP. 
gument of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON]. ‘The amend- 
ments offered by him were printed in the REcoRD so that members 
might see them this morning. I will say, however, that the Commit- 


Mr. Speaker, I shall not undertake to reply to the ar- | 


tee on Commerce, in considering this Senate amendment, felt, as seems | 
to have been felt elsewhere, that the law establishing the Interstate | 


Commerce Commission was largely experimental, and that as it has 
only been in operation about eighteen months it is wise to confine our- 


Commission themselves, having been suggested by their experience in 
the administration of thelaw. The amendments offered by my friend 
from Iowa are radical. 
jurisdiction. I may say that I favored that proposition; it was in the 
interstate-commerce bill as passed by the House. It was surrendered 
in conference in order that we might secure the passage of a law on this 
subject. The committee has now felt, as I feel, and as I hope the House 
will feel, that having made this surrender, having agreed upon a law, 
we should give it a fair trial, and should content ourselves with adopt- 
ing now such suggestions as are made by the commission, with the view 
of remedying the faults which have been found to arise in its practical 
administration. Let us give the law a fair test upon this principle. and 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. 
those amendments. 

Mr. CRISP. I yielded to the gentleman for the purpose of offering 
his amendment or series of amendments, and also yielded to him ten 
minutes for debate. As I understood, the amendment was offered. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I also understood that the amendment 
was formally offered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The general debate had not been closed. 

Mr. CRISP. Weare not in the Committee of the Whole and there 


I understood that I formally offered 


| is no such thing as the general debate to which the gentleman refers. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. But we have reached the point when these 
amendments are pending and I think they should be called up in the 
order in which they have been submitted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCrEARY). The Chair under- 
stands the gentleman from Georgia to state that he yielded yesterday 
to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON] for ten minutes to sub- 
mit amendments, and that they were submitted and are printed in the 
RECORD this morning. Is the Chair correct ? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes; I yielded to the gentleman from Iowa for ten 
minutes and I supposed, of course, the House would vote on those 


| amendments and then proceed to the consideration of other amend- 
This tremendous power must be taken out of the hands of these soul- | 


ments which other gentlemen desired to present. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My understanding has been that the amend- 
ments were not offered, but merely printed in the REcorp for informa- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the first amend 
ment submitted by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To amend section 2 of an act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” ap- 
proved February 4, 1886, by striking out wherever they occur in said section the 
words “under substantially similar circumstances and conditions.”’ 

To amend section 3 of same act by striking out wherever they occur in said 


To amend section 4 of same act by striking out of said section all after the 
word ‘distance’? where it occurs before the word “* Provided.’ 

To amend an act entitled ““Anactto regulate commerce,” approved February 
4, 1887, by adding the following section: 

“That in all civil actions and proceedings of whatever nature arising under 
an act entitled ‘An act to regulate commerce,’ approved February 4, 1887, and 
under all acts amendatory thereof, concurrent jurisdiction with United States 
courts is hereby conferred uponState courts of competent jurisdiction.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from Iowa which has just been read. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. When the vote has been taken on that 
amendment I wish to know whether the second amendment I offered 


| will not immediately follow ? 
selves to such amendments of the act as have been recommended by the 


| the agreement. 


They go back to the old question of State court | 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that such was 
The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 15. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The second amendment submitted by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON] will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To be added after the word “ created,” in line 10 of section 3 of this act: 

‘*And said commission is hereby authorized and required to prescribe for the 
use and guidance of said common carriers in making their schedules of rates and 
charges for transportation of persons and property one uniform classification, 
and shall transmit copies thereof to said common carriers on or before the first 
Monday in January, 1889, and thereafter the failure or refusal of any such com 
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‘ ed Stat 
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mr ‘ 1 "IDM rr s . List | é 
ae ee on ere mpore. The gentleman will state it. death dood 9 : 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. My pariiamentary inquiry is tl : \NDE ON : 
as understood yeste y the amendments pending would be cone : rae 
sidered in the order in which they were vilered. Now I submit t ( , 1 
amendments I presented yesterday are next in order, so far as tha E * : 
understanding is concerned. Phat the f om st ‘ 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not for the Chair to say what the | eeute and enforce the provisions are 
understanding wa = the Attosnaet as is 
Mr. CRISP. The a rstanding is correctly printed in the Reconp. ! —_ YI ling 
There was some in juiry ¢ as to that matter. ‘There was no underst: . 
: ; WHI] . 
ing or agreement. I ine yielded to the gentleman from lowa to ANDERSON, of nan 
present his amendmen ‘There is no trouble about it. endment that is first nted 
The SPEAKER. Chair understands the agreement yesterday Lhe ¢ K read as i 
was that the amendments should be considered in the order in which Amend by inserting at end . i 
they applied to the sections of the bill. The Clerk will read the RE Phat section 5 of said act s 
. eements, 1 
ORD. r to be « i 
Mr. CRISP. I do not think it so appears in the REcoRD. utes, draw 
The Clerk read as follows: W to regulat 
Mr. Crisp. I now ask unanimous consent that the amendments hg } A etait“ in aunt 
tlemen desire to offer may be printed in the Kr : : : 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And that they be i ed the order uN Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansa Mr. S 
they amend the act of 1887 nresent law is that it ‘ a 7 
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Mr. O’NEILL, of Penney vania. lLask the ¢ rk to read the pro i l } I 
sition submitted 1 » and which is printed in the Recor d t is that t 
morning. 1alarming extent where these violat 3 
The Clerk read as follows: t which has been ¥ aply proposes to 
Amendment to come in at end of line 139, page 7 | r to execut L ¢ e pl f 
“That from and after ninety days after this act shall ce effect it shall | t the dut f the existing com 
lawful for any common carrier to engage in the transportation of passer er , 2 4} ' a a 
or property between the several States and Territories of the United States ; dems ut Uhis United , 
; ; } 
between ar iy place in the United States and a foreign country over any r L.nd upon the 1 uest of the im it 
which includes as a part thereof a railway or water route outside of the United t the duty of t A ttor y , t 
States without first having procured a license authorizing such carrier to . ; ete ' : ny" 
gage in such transportation, and the conditions of such license shall be the ‘ 1orthe a apoctag 7 I 
ceptance of this act by such common carrier and of such regulations as said « t ! t proposition, Mr. § LKel so s é 
mission may lawfully make in pursuance thereof, and agreement by the cor the people of the United States. and 
mon carrier or carriers controlling the portions of such route situated with a se . a“ : that 71 ° 
the United States to become responsible for and guaranty the observar by -— 1 UE Ue : oHAY 10 IS oD 
those controlling the portion of the route outside tl eof the t und « re ¢ he |} 1 l { ltor 
ditions of such license. M FAR HAR Let 1 1) ’ : 
All licenses issued shall be renewable each year y be suspended } ; . SON of 4 ; 
said commission for cause after full hearing, and final gme . n - . = 
court of competent jurisdiction, may be »*ked >| L ve on that ) oO! vi I 
lation of its terms or of the provisions of this act inv t on a of mvt I 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I now ask to have read the p Objection w ygested 
graph in the CONGRESSIONAL REcorp of August 4, which is the 1 llowe the next amendment, } i 
lution of investigation offered by Senator CuLLoM, the chairman of the | to ] Undoubtedly it was 1 intention 
Interstate Commerce Committec.of the Senate of the United Stat ( v1 in passing the act lat LOW! 
The Clerk read as follows: Lv to pooling—to preven e combinat 
Resolved, That the Committee ‘on Interstate Commerce be,and it is | { ) nity te and minate a competi 9 
directed to ascertain and report to the Senate whether any railroad lines locat themselves to f any rate hey may f 
in the United States are owned, operated, or controlled by the Grand Tr oun — } me /. , 
' ; . ° j m nas Dd h pu upon i \ i 
Railway Company, the Canadian Pacific Railway Company,or any other ¢ . : * 4 : 
nadi road corporation; whether commerce originating in the | 1 | ¢ e existing law §& to col t | 
State 8 diverted from American to Canadian lines of _ insp portat on, § f no yr freight 7 ead l 
so,to what extent = hn what means; and whether there is any discrim 
tion in the charges made for tolls, or otherwise, inet American y ‘ ; ; , 
which pass through t! 1e Welland and St, Lawrence Canals. 7 
Said committee is further directed to inquire fully into the question of t ; ; : : 
re culation of the commerce carried on by railroad or water routes | t or = 
United States and the Dominion of Canada, and to report what leg , 
the subject, if any, is necessary for the protection of the commercial i: ( t 3 ] } 
the United States orto promote the enforcement of the “act to reg ’ ' ‘ } 
merce,” approved February 4, 1887 ; en . aor ’ : 
a entetctne $s | . ‘ 
In making the inquiries require a by this resolution said committee shall hav: provides that ail poois o1 s 
power to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths,to employ a « c any kind or character for the 1 te 
and a stenographer, to sit during the recess of Congress,and to do whatev« iF Gind’in +} a 
necessary for a thorough investigation of the si ct. Any subcommittee n ; Sa eee , 
exercise the pows eet heethonsee ee, and the expenses of s igo, Heptember 
investigation shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate upon v« 
ers duly approved. 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I made the m n- | t P . 
imous offer to the chairman of the committee and other members of t the Western Freight As ‘ 
House who have amendments to submit to let the bill pass as it y ; lid —— ; = - 
reported from the Committee on Commerce in he Senate. I do n Fa rm of the Western and N 
wish to delay the passage of these very excellent amendme nts of tl ore of the divis the two cha 
. . : . . SO exe SE oint supe « 1 ove ( I 
interstate-commerce law one minute of time further than is absolut: wae tne: Momeiinesnatneen: A : 
necessary. Beside that, I have had to-day conversation with several Lit Santa Fé and ¢ 
’ ‘ ‘ , . | |} ~ ‘ 5 
Senators who are members of the Interstate Commerce Committee, and Pau Aansas ( For snd Mem 
a staat Rcentciteh he ianhil : . all ' S hwe es after organizing \ toa 
they assure me the investigation directed to be made by Senator (¢ ote ¢ cer cle gua — gy, sy 
e . » take effect September 23, TI W ia l 


Lom’s resolution, which was unanimously adopted by that body, will !| to-morrow to canvass rates 
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| ly having the life-blood drawn out 
of them by these trusts, » infamous, outrageous combination 
of ae 3, of greed, and of rapacity—either these things 
pped, or, gentlemen, you will find that the people of this coun 
will = ken re men who will stop it and send men to the Senate who 
will stop it. Now - ask a vote on my amendment. 

TheSPEAKEI The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. O'NEILL, ‘of E Penns I want to ask the gentleman from 
Georgia— 

Mr. CRISP. I 
or nine minut 
bill, to ask unanimous consent (and I hope our friends will not object 
to it) for: nsion of the time for one hour to-day. I think that 
we « get through with it in that time; and I Want to couple with 
that that the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. GrRosvVENOR] be 
~ ved fifteen minutes of that time. 
. BL ‘D. Why not extend the 


law effective in some way, must 
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And that five minutes be given to Mr. ANDERSON, 
iat I be allowed to control the rest of the time. 
SWORTH. I would suggest to my friend from Georgia 
extension of the time for one hour and a half or two 
hours. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I was going to suggest that there 
an extension asked of two hours. We will have nothing more impor- 
tant than this before the House; and we had better consider this bill 
than be fighting about the want of a quorum. 

Mr. BLAND, Why not extend it to the completion of the bill ? 

Mr. CRISP. I was only anxious to propose an extension of the time 
that would be acceptable to everybody. 

Mr. WEAVER I would like the gentleman from Georgia 

inute in which to make a statement, 
[ yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 
AVER. I wish to say a word on this question. Notwith- 
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and of that time the gentleman from Ohio 

have fift And if there be no objection, and the House will 

allow me to control the time, I will see that those gentlemen desiring 
to address the House shall have time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair will again state the request 

of the gentleman from Georgia. 
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unanimous consent that two hours additional time after the e: xpire ation 
of the consideration hour be allowed to consider this bill, or so much as is 
| required. Isthereobjection? [Afterapause.] The Chairhearsnon 
and it is so ordered. 
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SO 
respec ti 
and considered, and a hearing given. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The commissio: 
ann 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I want to offer an amendment to 
the saan nt of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON]. 

Mr. RYAN (to Mr. Crisp). Is not theaggrieved party now entitled 
to make application for redress directly to a court instead of to the 
commission ? 

Mr. CRISP. 

Mr. RYAN. 


ih 


as never carried a 





He i 
He can take his choice, can he not? 

Mr. CRISP. He can take either. He can go to the court or to the 
commission. We have already provided that in eve ry case where he 
shall recover he shall also recover counsel fees inaddition to the damage. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I think that part of the law is not en- 
forced. 

Mr. CRISP. The next amendment is to touch upon the question of 
pooling, and my only reply to that is to ask the Clerk to read the fifth 
section of the act of 1887. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. It does not touch this at all. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask the Clerk to read the section, and if it does not 
cover this subject I am at a loss to know how language ean be framed 


| to cover it. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 5. That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to the pro- 
visions of this act to enter into any contract, agreement, or combination with 
any other common carrier or carriers for the pooling of freights of different and 
c ompeting railroads, or to divide between them the aggregate or net proceeds 
earnings of st Ich railroads, or any portion thereof; and in any case of an 


shall be deemed a separate offense. 


Mr. CRISP. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would li yhave a vote on these 


i amendments of the gentleman from Kansas. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I presume it is in order for me to 
| offer an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, having some knowledge of this 
| section that the gentleman speaks of, I wish to say that the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] is very evidently striking at a matter 
that can not be very well regulated either by the Interstate Commis- 
sion as it exists, or even by the through trunk-line associations. The 
gentleman’s proposition contemplate s that the present Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, or some other commission to be created by this 
Congress or by some subsequent Congress, shall provide all the para- 
phernalia of a pooling, combining, and adjusting division for all the rail- 
roads of America. Let me say in justice to the railroads that the very 
dispatch which has been read by the gentleman [Mr. ANDERSON] this 





present law as it stands, if there wa 
» enforced, would be good en 


thought it was in 


ort a cour 
this subject. 
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sas, to scat ! vd wut there is an honest desire to get to the mean- 
Ing ol ‘ ! t 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas I admit that the gentleman from IIli- 


nois do« { in to scare any bod: . 


Mr. CANNON I think there are a number of us just as anxiousas 
my friend from Kansas, although we do not make so much noise about 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. ‘That iscorrect. I wish to ask, even 
supposing my amendment does go too far ina proper direction, does 
any one doubt the Senate would correct it? Gentlemen need not be 
scared Laughter. | 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, I understand the gentleman from 
Kansas to accept the modification which I suggested to his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CANNON. Allow me but a single word more. I live, Mr. 
Speaker, a thousand miles from the seaboard, and am honestly anxious 


to provide legislation that will cut off rebates, drawbacks, understand- 


ings, as any man upon the floor of this House, but I stand here before 
action is taken to get as much knowledge as I possibly can touching 
this matt [ am inquiring in good faith and not for the purpose of 
antazonizing this amendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas. 


rm 


derstanding it myself in every particular. I have my own responsi- 
bility, and am perfectly willing to shoulder it. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I said in the beginning of the considera- 
tiou of this bill that some of the amendments would bring up questions 
which have been before the House a great many times and which I 
thought and the committee thought had been compromised by the 
adoption of this bill to which we wish to give effect. Now, I hope the 


Kansas on his amendment that the act of 1887 does not by itself’ pro- 
it, rebates, drawbacks, pools, agreements, arrangements, or anything of 


ment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Does the gentleman deny pools take 
place under the present law? 

Mr. CRISP. You will find the present law prevents rebates. The 
gentleman does not question that ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Suppose you read it. 

Mr. CRISP. It is in two or three sections. It prevents rebates; 
you do not deny that? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. CRISP. It prevents drawbacks. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. CRISP. It prevents unjust discriminations? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. CRISP. What else do you want? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. My amendment goes to the extent of 
preventing agreements for maintenance of rates. 

Mr. CRISP. Iam not going into a discussion of this case. I take 
it for granted the House understands the bill. It is not clear if the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kansas should be adopted, railroads 
would not be allowed to make joint tariffs to give cheap freight from 
here to Kansas. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And the result will be each road will charge 
local rates over its line. 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, and I think these joint tariffs for great distances 
are in the interests of the people. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Fairer arrangements have been made under this 
act by railroads than ever before. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes, forrobbery. Under the present 
law they collect more to-day than they ever did. 

5 
talking about. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is mere assertion. There is 
not a president of a railroad company in the United States who is not 
violating the present law. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The gentleman does not dare to make his asser- 
tion over his own signature. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes, I do—over my own signature. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to 
call attention to the language of the present law ? 

Mr. CRISP. I will yield to the gentleman; how long? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. For only a few moments. I want 
to read a provision of the present interstate-commerce law. 

Mr. CRISP. Then I will yield to the gentleman for a few moments. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, if I can be recognized 










existing law, which is as follows: 


receiving, forwarding, and delivering of passengers and property to and from 


ings, or arrangements of any kind, and especially to cut off unjust pool- | 


For one, Iam not here to allow anything to go through without seeing | 
that the House understands all about it, and without thoroughly un- | 


House will not understand from anything said by the gentleman from | 
hibit, because it does prohibit in as strong terms as language can make 


that character, which seem to be pointed out by the gentleman’s amend- | 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Some gentlemen do not know what they are | 


I desire to call the attention of my colleague from Illinois, as well as 
the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, to the provision of the 


That every common carrier, subject to the provisions of this act, shall, ac- 
cording to their respective powers, afford all reasonable, proper, and equal fa- 
cilities for the interchange of traffic between their respective lines, and for the 
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their several lines, and those connecting therewith; and shall notdiscriminate 
in their rates and charges between such connecting lines; but this shall not be 
construed as requiring any such common carrier to give the use of its tracks 
and terminal facilities to any other carrier engaged in like business. 
It seems to me that that provision of the law affords as strong an as- 
surance as can be given to compel this continuous interchange of traffic 
by railroad transportation. 
Mr. CHEADLE, Will the gentleman from Georgia allow me a mo- 
ment to make a statement in response to what has been stated upon 
this very point ? 
Mr. CRISP. I will yield to the gentleman for a moment. 
Mr. CHEADLE. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FArquu Ar] 
wanted an illustration of the question he raised; and I can give him 
one if I can have his attention fora moment. I live in the town of 
| Frankfort, Ind. Four railroads pass through the town, one of them 

being what is known as the ‘‘Air Line.’’ Now,it is 48 miles from 
| Frankfort to Indianapolis, and the rate from Indianapolis to the sea- 
| board cities was 1} cents less per bushel than from Frankfort; and yet 
under the provisions of the existing law the Air Line road can take 
freight from Indianapolis and pull it north, passing through Frankfort 
+ cents per bushel less than they 





to its connections at Chicago, for 1} 
| charge from Frankfort over the same route. 

Mr. CRISP. Now let us have a vote. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I understand the gentleman from 

Kansas has accepted my amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I did. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, the easiest abuse pos- 

| sible in this House, or out of it, is the abuse of the great railroad sys- 

| tem of the country. I dislike very much to hear it wherever it may 

come from, because we all know to-day that the railroad companies 
have done nothing in opposition to the law, but are satisfied with the 
| provisions of the act of 1887, and will be better satisfied when we pass 
this Senate bill, which makes clear some points in doubt, a bill which 
| practically originated in the idea that there was underbilling of rates 
all over the country, and to prevent this underbilling was the object 
| of the bill. 

This has been recommended by all of the commercial bodies every- 

| where throughout the country and by the people who know what they 
are about—the shippers of goods and those directly interested in rail- 

| road traffic. The people of the country have been instructed by the 
operation of the law up to this time. I know from my own city, the 
city of Philadelphia, which I have the honor in part to represent, that 

I have received memorials and petitions which I have presented here, 

from boards oftrade, from the Commercial Exchange, and from the other 

business exchanges, asking that this law, this bill of the Senate, may 
be adopted by the House and sent back, so as speedily to be enacted as 
the law of the land; and I express my regret, sir, that we are prejudic- 
ing action upon the bill by taking up the time with these amendments 
and so changing the character of the bill as it came from the Senate as 
to make the question of its final passage one of delay if not of doubt. 
I sought this morning to have all amendments withdrawn, thatthe bill 
might be adopted in its original form, but objection was made. Ihope 
we will not prejudice the passage of the bill by further action here to- 
day; and while I am strongly in favor of the passage of the bill, I re- 
gret that I feel compelled to refrain from voting on any of the ques- 
tions presented. I am paired with the gentleman from Florida [ Mr. 

DAvVipson ], and not knowing how he would vote I shall also retrain 

from voting. 

Mr. CRISP. I hope we will now have a vote on the pending prop- 
osition. 

| Mr. NELSON. I want one moment to reply to the gentleman from 

Pennsylvania. I want to say to him, in reference to his amendment, 

that I think if he will read it again he will see that it has precisely 

the opposite effect from what he understands it has, It is precisely 
what we would like out West. We do not want the trunk lines to 
| pool with the trunk lines of Canada. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Ithink the gentleman is entirely 
mistaken. The amendment was carefully drawn. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let the amendment be again re- 
ported. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I do not like the wording of the amendment, 
| and I would like to suggest an amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand the first question is on the pending 
amendment to the amendment to the amendment—that offered by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. That was accepted by the gentle- 





man from Kansas as a part of his amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. But the House hasa right to vote uponit. It has 
not yet been adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Kansas ac- 
cepted that. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Is that the amendment of the gentle 
man from Pennsylvania ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 
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Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I was willing to accept the 








ment to the amendment, but objection was made and a vote w: 
manded upon it. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Very ll; I have tried my be 
in the most modified way ¢ to the railroads ow 
by British capital and Ca 

Mr. MACDONALD. I 1iment ¥ h I think is nm 
sary here. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Itisnot now inorder. The first q 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment to the amendment proposed 


leman from Pennsylvania. 

rhe amendment to the amendment was rejecte l. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I now ask the previous questio 

Mr. MACDONALD. Let me suggest an amendment her I 
pose it is in order now. 
The SPEAKER pro ¢ ve. Ifit is an amendment to that « 
“ntleman from Kansas, 
Mr. MACDONALD. That is the purp ( 
The SPEAKER pro te mpore. The Clerk will re port the amename 
The Clerk read as follows 
Insert the word “‘ and ifter the word ** pools } 
any kine and insert in place thereof the words “having pooling, re 
drawbacks in view. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. So it will read how? 

Mr. MACDONALD. I will tell the gentleman 

hat all pools and agreements, understandings or arrangements + 
ing rebates or drawbacks in view, etc. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh, no; that is the present law 

Mr. MACDONALD. The gentleman is mistaken in that. Th 
to prohibit just exactly what the gentleman has referred to. Y: 
amendment declares any arrangement that any railroad company 
make is unlawful. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Where it is to keep up rates. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The gentleman from Kansas provides for 
maintenance of rates. So you go against the very sche 
be posted up. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansa 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendm 
the amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on the amend 
of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON ]. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore stated 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CRISP, I now yield to the gentleman from Minnes 
LIND], who has an amendment he desires to discuss. 

Mr. LIND. Iask theClerk to read the amendment which I o 
yesterday. 

The Clerk read as follow 


or 
xe 


th 
l 





Oh, no. 


oO” ad 
09, noes 4<ié. 


Amend by inserting after line 6 the following 

‘Sec. 4. Thatit shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to the 7 
ions of this act to charge or receive any greater compensation in the aggregate 
the transportation of passengers or of like kind of property, under substan 
similar circumstances and conditions, for a shorter than for a longer di 
over the same line, in the same direction, the shorter being included wit 
longer distance; but this shall not be construed as authorizing any com 
rier within the terms of this actto charge and receive as great con 
a shorter as fora longer distance; thatit shallalso be unlawful for any « 
earrier subject to the provisions of this act to charge or receive an) 
compensation per ton per mile for the contemporaneous transportatior 
same class of freight for a longer than for a shorter distance over the sam« 
in the same general direction, or from the same original point of depart 
to the same point of arrival; but this shall not be construed as authorizin 
common carrier subject to the provisions of this act to charge as high a 
per ton per mile for a longer as for a shorter distance: Provided, howe . y 
upon application to the commission appointed under the provisions of this 
such common carrier may, in special cases, after investigation by the con 
sion, be authorized to charge less for longer than for shorter dist 
transportation of passengers or property: and the 
to time prescribe the extent to which such designated common ca 
relieved from the operation of this section of this a ’ 


Mr. LIND. 















mmission hh 





Mr. Speaker, this does not introduce nor seek to int 


duce any new feature into the interstate-commerce act as it was und 


stood at the time of its passage. Noris itanovel scheme. It is 


I 


vision that is to be found in the railroad laws of the State of Iowa and 
other States, and in the railroad law of my own State. Instead 
in the effect of and the 


making a speech I will endeavor briefly to expla 
difficulties this amendment seeks to remedy. ‘The leading featur 
the interstate-commerce act, as we call it, is that which denies the 1 

of a railroad corporation to charge a higher rate for a short haul « 
the same road than for a longer haul which also includes the short 
That is the princip&l, the one 
act, but the reverse of that proposition is not provided for 








There is another feature which that act does not prohibit, and tha 
has been more burdensome than that form of discrimination. While 
it is true that the law prevents a railroad company charging more { 


the shorter distance than for the longer one, it is not true that it 
hibits it from charging proportionately less for the shorter than 


eading idea in the interstate-comme: 
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and the long hn 
termination by Cor 
sonableness of I 
ill decide differ 
rthe! 


shall be: 


LIND. It 
CRISP Che que 

:uestion of reasonableness, as between the long and the short haul. 

ileage rate means so much for every mile. I[t is a principle which 
rtain parties have sought for some years to introduce into our legi 
ion, but, so far as I am informed, it has never met the approbation 
Congress in either branch. 
{ yield to the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. 
tand he will occupy but a short time. 

Mr. LIND. I 


ition, as I cla 


stion of the mileage rate is 


very distinct from 


, 


LIND], as I under- 


mere ly 
imed in my former s 
sy Suppose there are on a railroad route three points 
- Ais 100 miles distant from B; C is 10 miles further. 
A and B there is a certain rate per ton per mile. Now, we 
say it is not reasonable as a matter of law that the company should be 
permitted to charge a greater rate per ton per mile for the longer haul 
than for the shorter one, the transportation being over the same road, 
in the same cars, and under the same circumstances. 
Mr. CRISP. That introduces the mileage rate. 
Mr. LIND. No, it does not; the gentleman is wrong. 
Mr. MACDONALD. Will the gentleman from Georgia yield to me 
®& moment? 
Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MACDONALD. 


ystem. 


‘ 


My view of the matter is that this is a restrict- 


ve clause inserted in the law, and simply provides, as any person will 


e, that where a railroad is carrying freight for 500 miles at a stipu- 
lated rate per ton per 
proposition ought to be plain. Its adoption does not compel the com- 
panies to adopt exactly the same rate, but simply prevents them from 
charging more. 

Mr. CRISP. But you are applying the mileage 

Mr. MACDONALD. Oh, no. 

an have a restriction applied. Iam unable tosee anything objection- 
able in a rule which is based upon what is termed the ‘‘ mileage rate.”’ 


rate. 


sent law is the result largely of agitation caused by railroads | 


to terminal cities, which were favored by having 
competing railroads, than they did to intermediate points which were 
a less distance and shorter haul. Now, here is a case where it is found 
that where railroads have competing points which are intermediate 
they charge a sum wh 

rt distance beyond. It is the old story in a slightly different form. 
are willing to carry freight at reasonable rates where, be- 


ing better rates 


] 


he railroads 


cause of competition, they are compelled to; but where there is no | 


competition they put up the rate to an extortionate figure, whether the 
non-competing point is a longer or a shorter distance. All should 
required to carry at a rate which is reasonable, and the same should 
be uniform in proportion to the distance. In determining this you 
** mileage rate.’’ 

Mr. CRISP. ‘The present law says the rate shall not be unreasona- 
unjust. Take the case presented by the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Linp]. 
the distance from B to C is 10 miles. As 1 understand it, what the 
gentleman desires to accomplish is that the company shall not charge 


$10 from A to B, and $15 for the other 10 miles. Now, I ask, if this 


must resort to the 


ble or 


were done, whether it would not be an unreasonable rate, and whether | 


he interstate-commerce law does not already prohibit it? 
Mr. MACDONALD. I willanswer that question by asking another. 
If the amendment should be modified by omitting the words ‘‘ per ton 


per mile,’? making it provide simply that these companies shall not 
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wish to call attention to the fact that this | 
tatement, does not introduce | 


mile, it shall not charge more for 600 miles. ‘The | 


This is the only way in which you | 


ich is proportionately much less than to points a | 


| quired of the railroad commissioners i 


| any thought to the subject or makes 
Two points, A and B, are 100 miles distant, while | 
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which ’ con h without any increase 
> purpose of 
present provisio imination in this respect. 
Mr. CRISP. ’ [ will say that the present 
law prohibits any such discrimination—anything like ‘‘ punishing” a 
-an individual, or a railroad. 
IMM. I have mentioned a case in which it may be done. 
3P. Do you want to make the law stronger thanitis? It 


hibits discrimin 


‘ I 
rate, even thougn 16 mi rhit fo over an ther 1 vad, Che 


is to prevent a dis 


In reply to the g 


ntieman, 


l | I n. 

Mr. BRUMM. ‘The proposit simply to apply the same rule to 
ic longer distances that the present law applies to shorter distances, 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Spe: *, this matter, Isee, is not 

nerally underst t k a2 moment’s reflection will make it 

We wil ypose that two railroads start from a given 

a second point by a route 100 miles long; the 

150 miles long. At the crossing or competing point 

is the short haul always makes the rate; and the road 

1as the long haul must either go out of business in respect to 

competing point or if must consent to tale freight at the same 

» as the road having the short haul; that is at the 100 mile rate. 

yw, the q by my colleague [Mr. LIND] is this: if 

a read having a line of 150 miles takes freight at the competing point 

at the rate of the road having the line of 100 miles, shall this longer 

road be compelled, where it goes beyond the competing point, to take 

freights at the same rate per ton per mile as at the competing point? 

Phat presents the question in as few words as I can state it; and that 

is the whole case. 

I admit with my colleag linary rule is true, and true in al- 
most every instance, that the rate at which the railroad carries for 100 
miles ought to be and is a reasonable rate for a greater number of 
miles. But the question is whether that should be the unchangeable 
rule in every individual case, or ought it to be left to the commission 
io determine in exceptional cases. That is the simple and only ques- 
tion in this case. If we adopt a cast-iron rule, we may, and in some 
few cases doubtless would, give all the business at the point of cross- 
ing to the shortest line, thus preventing competition at that point; 


ion is 


+ 
Si .Or d. 


uestion presented 


| whereas, if we do not adopt this rule, injustice may be done to points 


on the longer line beyond the point of crossing. Often, or at least 
sometimes, injustice may be done to a point by charging a rate to it 
that is not absolutely too high. A great wrong may be done toa town, 
A, by charging too low a rate of freight to a neighboring town, B. 
‘hat is the way I understand it.. Am I right? 
Mr. LIND. I do not concede the correctness of the gentleman’s 


conclusion, but he does state one of the features of complication I seek 


| to avoid. 


Mr 


r. WILSON, of Minnesota. I 
amendment. I havei great deal in reference to this question; 
I have inquired of the Interstate Commerce Commission; I have in- 


and I have 


will say that I will vote for this 
re! 


s+ ] 
lirea a 


own State 


thought a great deal about it. 

There is a great deal to be said on both sides. Any one who says 
there is not, and that it is free from difficulty, either has not devoted 
statements recklessly. I have 
thought of it and have come to a conclusion not altogether satisfactory 
to myself. My State has instructed me to vote for it, and although I do 
not always follow instructions, in this instruction shall. I am alittle 
in doubt how I should vote on this question if I ~sere uninstructed. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Min- 
nesota whether he has recently examined the proviso to section 4, and 
whether in his opinion that proviso is broad enough in its terms to in- 
vest the commission with discretion to suspend the section even, should 

< 


| the amendment of his colleague [Mr. Linp] be adopted by this Hor 
















j 500 miles. \I [> ] 
Mr. W SON, of Min t I ut rstand 


Mr. RYAN Chen what the ob n to it? a. % CODON , . q 


Mr. WILSON, of Minn t I do not say the n I AK 
ing to state t difficulties; and if I have failed it is because I « e Cha inderst i t t 
know how to present the question so that it may be understood. 1 voted on tl ! 1 f { 
Mr. CRISP. rhe objection is that this is introducing { the , M DONATI 
time the mileage rate, as I stated before, in the legislation of ¢ } ( oe r t ( 


upon this subject. I think the H can rest assured, and t] ) 

can also be satisfied, that the long haul will take care of i ) 
while the gentleman may find occasional 
hardship is apparent, it follows that the rule is unjust, that it 1 whether t ( 
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Mr. CRISP. I raise the question of order on that amendment, that 
it is not germane to this bill. Thisis a bill for the regulation of inter- 
state commerce, and the amendment of the gentleman relates wholly 
to railroads within the States. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard on that question. 
I will first state the facts which gave occasion to offering the amendment. 
One of the principal railroads of Minnesota, running east and west 
throagh the northern half of it, with a branch line to St. Paul, is the 


Northern Pacific Railroad Company, a corporation created by act of | 
Congress under an act giving it a large grant of land to aid in thecon- | 
This company claims that because it isa 


struction of the railroad. 
corporation created under the laws of the United States, having a land 
grant, and because Congress bas passed an interstate law, it is not ame- 
nable to State legislation or State control in respect of local traffic. Ex- 
actly what the Northern Pacific Railroad claims has been said by the 


Union Pacific Railroad, the Central Pacific Railroad, and other land- | 


grant railroads, ‘They insist that being Federal corporations, created 
by act of Congress since the interstate-commerce law has passed, they 
are not Jiable to be controlled by State legislation in respect to local 
trafiic. Now, the object of this amendment—— 

Mr. CRISP. That claim has not been sustained by any court. 

Mr. NELSON, I understand that it has been sustained by a court 
in the West. 

Mr. CRISP. 

Mr. NELSON. 


Not by the Supreme Court of the United States. 
By a circuit court of the United States. Iam in- 


formed by a member near me that it has been .sustained by Judge | 
The Northern Pacific Railroad in our State have | 


Deedy in Oregon. 
denied that they are subject to our State railroad laws or our State 
railroad commission, and I know of my own knowledge that that road 
has put it upon this ground among others, that because we have an 
interstate-commerce law, that being a Federal corporation, it is not 
amenable to the State laws in Minnesota. The object of this amend- 


ment is to remove all doubt from the question and leave these corpora- | 


tions in respect to purely local traffics on a par with the local com- 
panies in the State, and amenable to the same rules and the same local 
legislation. Now, they claim this immunity, and as I have said one 
of the grounds on which they claim it is this interstate-commerce law. 
They say that it has been passed, and they being a corporation created 


by Congress and no reference being made as to them they are exempt | 


from any control by the States. 


Now, I claim that these great corporations we have created by Fed- | 


eral statutes in the first place have acquired their substance in the 
shape of money and land from the United States in respect to purely 
local traffic within our own State should be under the interstate-com- 


merce act; that they should be on a par with other companies in this | 


country and liable to the same rules and regulations. Itis, therefore, 
for the purposes of removing this doubt and settling this question, and 
to evade long and tedious litigation in the Supreme Court for two, 


three, or four years before it can get through the court, that I have | 


proposed to add this clause to the bill, and I think it is germane to it. 
It defines clearly the line in respect to the provisions between the in- 
terstate law and the State law, and is to prevent them from claiming 
directly or indirectly that they are entitled to this special immunity 
that they claim. 

Now, this can certainly do no harm to the bill. 
purpose, and I think every gentleman who understands the question 
will be in favor of the measure and can not possibly have any objec- 
tion to it. 

Mr. CRISP. 
probably agree with the gentleman. 
merce have reported a bill to relieve the difliculty of which he com- 
plains, but certainly not upon the idea that the act of 1887 has any 
relation to it. 
the act of 1887, which provides: 


I shall not discuss the merits of the proposition. I 


That the provisions of this act shall apply to any common carrier or carriers | 
engaged in the transportation of passengers or property wholly by railroad, or | 


partly by railroad and partly by water when both are used, under a common 
control, management, or arrangement, for a continuous carriage or shipment, 


from one State or Territory of the United States, or the District of Columbia, to | 


any other State or Territory of the United States, or the District of Columbia, or 
from any place in the United States to an adjacent foreign country, or from any 
_ in the United States through a foreign country to any other place in the 

Inited States, and also to the transportation in like manner of property shipped 
from any place in the United States to a foreign country and carried from such 
place to a port of transshipment, orshipped from a foreign country to any place 
in the United States and carried to such a place from a port of entry either in 
the United States or an adjacent foreign country. 


It will be seen that under no construction can the gentleman claim 
that this act which we are now amending covers or influences the ques- 
tion which he seeks to reach here. His proposition that a railroad 
company chartered by Congress can not be regulated by the State as to 
commerce wholly within the State I totally dissent from. Within the 


State the State and the State commission, in my opinion, can regulate | 


it. But whether they can or not, the point here is that we are dealing 
with interstate commerce, while this is a proposition to confer, if I may 
use such an expression, upon the State the power to regulate matters 
within its own jurisdiction. 


ind property, the same as though it were a railroad 
r created or incorporated under the laws of that | 


| sentially fair and just. 


It serves a useful | 
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Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, this law deals not only with interstate 
commerce but also with transportation lines engaged in interstate com- 
merce, and, as I understand it, the amendment of the gentleman from 
Minnesota is designed to affect those transportation lines, lines which 
are authorized by acts of Congress and over which we have jurisdiction. 
| The amendment is not for the purpose of regulating commerce in the 
| State at all, but for the purpose of giving the State power to regulate 
| its own commerce over transportation lines created by Congress, lines 
| therefore which are covered by this law. The very subject which we 
| are legislating upon is these corporations engaged in interstate com- 
| merce, and hence the amendment of the gentleman is clearly germane 
to the subject-matter under consideration. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I desire to inquire whether the Chair 
is ready to rule on this point? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to rule. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to make a brief reply to the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. CRISP. I hope the gentleman will confine himself to the ques- 
tion of order, which is the only question now before the House. 

Mr. NELSON. Iwill. As to the legal proposition I agree with the 
| gentleman. Iam surprised at this claim that the railroad company 

has set up, and if a case arising under that claim ever gets to the Su- 
| preme Court of the United States I do not think the decision will be 

in favor of the company. But we all know that it takes years and 
| years before a litigation of that kind can be brought to a final deter- 
mination in the Supreme Court, and it is to remove all doubt and put 
these great interstate-commerce carriers on the same footing with the 
other railroads that this amendment is offered. Now, these corpora- 
tions that have been created by Congress and given these great land 


| grants are the great interstate-commerce carriers of the country, the 


trans-continental lines; and as to those lines we have aright to say that 
outside of interstate commerce they shall be in all respects amenable 
to the rules and regulations established by the States in which they 
do business. 


Mr. WILSON. of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, this is the very measure 


, to which I referred when the gentleman from Pennsylvania objected, 


and I wish to have ten minutes to discuss it, because it concerns the 


| people of my State. 


to discuss the merits of 
to speak to the point or 


Mr. BRUMM. If the gentleman is going 
this matter I shall object, but if he is going 
order I shall not object. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Now, Mr. Speaker, if there be any 
doubt about the question, this is a matter of such importance that it 
certainly ought not to be ruled out on a point of order. The effect ot 
such a ruling would probably be to defeat the bill at this session and 
perhaps at this Congress, and it isa bill which I do not believe one 
man on this floor would object to on examination, because it is so es- 
As I was about to say, our railroad commis- 
sioners in the State of Minnesota—— 

Mr. BRUMM. Now, Mr. Speaker, I must insist upon the point I 
have raised, that the gentleman is not speaking to the point of order, 
but is speaking to the merits of this measure. 

Mr. MACDONALD. The point of order necessarily involves the 


| merits of the bill. 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Gentlemen must permit me to go on 





In fact, the Committee on Com- | 


I call the gentleman’s attention to the first section of 


in my own way. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are two bills in this House reported by the 
Committee on Commerce, and this amendment is one of them. They 
were drawn by the Railroad Commissioner, and they have been reported 
by the committee, every member of it concurring, and if they are cut 
off now, they probably will not be reached this session. Therefore I say 
| that if thete is any doubt in the mind of the Chair about the point of 
| order, it ought to be solved in our favor, and I appeal to the chairman 
| of the Committee on Commerce [Mr. Crisp] to let us get our bill up 
and pass it. 

[Cries of ‘‘Vote!’’ ‘‘Vote!’’] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Well, if the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Crisp] insists that he will not withdraw his point of order, I will 
ask the Chair to rule upon it. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair thinks that the amendment 
| offered by the gentleman from Minnesota relates to the transportation 
| of passengers or property from one place or station to another place or 
station in the same State, over a road wholly in that State, whilst the 
act of 1887, which he seeks to amend, relates to the transportation of 
passengers or property from one state or Territory of the United States 


| to any other State or Territory of the United States, and therefore the 


Chair thirks that the amendment is not germane; and the point of 
order made by the gentleman from Georg’a is sustained. 

Mr. CRISP. I yield to the gentleman trom Ohio [Mr. GrosvENOR] 
fifteen minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I have submitted three amend- 
ments to this bill; and I will discuss them in the order in which they 
stand in the Recorp. I do not present these amendments in any spirit 
of hostility against the railroad corporations of the United States, I 
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by no means make myself a 
railroad managers. I off 





the existing law better an e for the purposes for which 
was enacted. I was not original] r of t aw; and I did 1 
look to it with the hope or ex; tion that it we yield a great 


of benetit to the people. 

I desire to submit a word upon the first amendment which I | 
presented, and to explain the purpose I had in view 
ask the Clerk to read that amendmen 

The Clerk read as follows 

Add at the 




















snd of section 1, t owir 

** Prot d, howeve That it shall be unlawfu r any rs 
to the provisions of this act to carry refined oils and i ro 
cotton-seed oil, and turpentine for any shipper, in tank ar 
shall own, lease, or control the same in any! é pt uy 
that said carrier shall charge the same rate trans ition of sa 
ucts in wooden packages or barrels, in car-l t $s in said tank or « 
cars, the said tank and cylinder cars and sai {en packages and barrels 
carried free in each case. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the discrimination which 


pointed out in the speech I had the honor to make at the time of 
passage of the actof 1887. This discrimination was not only not gua 
against by the terms of that law, but by fair construction and in! 
the right to make such discrimination was reserved to the railroad com 
panies covered by the statute. I refer now especially to the pra 

of shipping for certain favored customers in cars belonging to the ship- 
per, not to the railroad corporation. At the time of the passage of t} 
original act, the previous question being demanded, I was deprived of 
opportunity to offer precisely the same amendment I have now sul 
mitted. Theresult of omitting a provision of this kind is demonstrated 
in a series of figures which I incorporate in my remarks, showing the 
discrimination against the barrel shipper and in favor of the car-load 
shipper, a discrimination of such a character as to defeat substantial]) 
the whole purpose of the act. 


made, and against which this amendment is directed, is one w 








Discrimination existing Auqust 1, 1888, in the tran sportation of oil int 
cars and barre ls from Clev land, Parkerst urgh, and Mar retla, 


Freight rate 
Barrel Bulk 26 


From Cleveland to Cents Cents 
Indianapolis, Ind : 50 8 i$ 
Chicago, Il] ......0.0....0000 . 50 5 2 


Milwaukee, Wis a sietbindnabitnbe . 58 16 
Springfield, Il ..... oe ena 62 47 
IL EET ion diicncndinaninsbiineneudvetsequesh j 62 47 
St. Louis, Mo.......... — oi 62 47 
Des Moines, Iowa (add 10 cents per 10€ pounds be- 

yy sania eaves wane 
St. Paul, Minn. (add 13 cents per 100 pounds beyond i 


Omaha, Nebr. (add 20 cents per 100 pounds beyond 
Lincoln, Nebr. (add 23 cents per 100 pounds beyond 
Kansas City, Mo. (add 20 cents per 100 pounds be- 
yond) ocaial . k j seeveddanbe ‘ 
Topeka, Kans. (add 32 cents per 100 pounds beyond 
Little Rock, Ark. (add 22} cents per 100 pounds be- 
yond) ..... suenterbiionmipueiit ssaducebotuestiinn aie ones 
Austin, Tex. (add 60 cents per 100 pounds beyond) 
Palestine, Tex. (add 60 cents per 100 pounds beyond 
Laredo, Tex. (add 75 cents per 100 pounds beyond 
Denver, Colo. (add 85 cents per 100 pounds beyond 
Sante Fé, N. Mex. (add $1.19 per 100 pounds beyond 
Salt Lake, Utah (add $1.50 per 100 pounds beyond 
Prescott, Ariz. (add $2.35 per 100 pounds beyond 
San Francisco, Cal. (add 65 cents per 100 pounds be- 





yond 
Freight Sino 
rate. re tf 


From Parkersburg, W. Va., and Marietta, Ohio, to Cents ( - 





eS . (bt 59 
I ania cn chiadiccicabins bliin teeidiancbiaieueNnetiNe — . 4 
( bulk se] } 
Cincinnati iA bana hiiaa eese per 100 pounds.. 7 





From Cincinnati to— 
Lexington, Ky. 
Nashville, Tenn........ 
Chattanooga, Tenn... 









sicaisel 





3 
New Orleans, La.... 22 

Mobile, Ala. ‘ snide 2 4 
Montgomer /, Ala...... _— ‘ 37 | 3 
Atlanta, Ga............. 37 ; 
Columbus, 8. C....... 3s i 


Jacksonville, Fla,........ setansnniabaituislegetatiee 
Jackson, Miss............ ofiuke sceetddicatiillncihectisiindahiiennies | 48 { 
Shreveport, La......... pesleananpeiesoeuadaptemmnncetints | 47 


The Interstate-Commerce Commission has referred to this subject on 
page 15 of its report, from which I read: 
It is well known also that the transportation ef mineral oil is already to a v 





.-per 100 pounds...| 10 } 123 
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humble judgment, 
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e amendment now proposed by the gentle 
Ohio [Mr. Grosy proposes to give the penalty to the inform 
that is, the per ng suit against the railroad company is to have 
the fine. 1am opposed in principle to that kind of legislation, so far 
as lam concerned. It breeds a class of informers, a class of spies, a 
class of people who are not entitled to the sympathies of the court when 
they have cases of this sort. As suggested by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cox], by every account we get in history 
of this character of persons you will find they are odious, and so re- 
garded by all people. I do not mean the men who complain, but the 
professional informers, who get the fines imposed by the court. 

Now, you see while, of course, it something of a hardship for a 
before the commission with a complaint, yet you 
you provide under the general law that he shall 
have fees. I do not 
he may be subjected to except his p 
and counsel fees are 


wis 


ENOR | 
] 


on bring 


is 
ntleman to appear 
should recollect that 
his costs 


ge 
and counsel 
rsonal expenses for traveling. All 
costs, witness fi taxed upon the defendant. 
The proposition of the gentleman from Ohio now is to give him the 
fine. Is that the proposition? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is to compensat 
age which he may have sustained by a violation of the law. 

Mr. CRISP. 
my friend from Ohio will find that he is mistaken as to its purport. 
As I understand it, all fines go to the informer. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I consent that the gentleman is partly right 
and partly wrong. It ought not to take all the fine; but it is only i 
the purpose of compensating him for the damage done by a violation 
f the law. It can readily be modified, so that there can be no ques- 
on as to its meaning, by the addition of these words at the end of 
amendment, ‘‘to the extent and not beyond the amount of his 
ial injury thereby;’’ that will of course make it specific and prevent 
iny misunderstanding. 

Mr. CRISP. 
the railroad company shall be fined; or it must be rememb 
the officer violating the law may be iimprisoned, if it be a wil 
lation under this amendment which we now propose. 

This suggestion, however, of the gentleman from Ohio is a proposi- 

lainant shall be paid out of the fine collected his 
provides that he may get his damages by suit 


yr 


i 
the 
act 


that the com 
ages. The law i 
against the company, and that he gets his cost and counsel fees under 
the law. It seems to me, therefore, and I have not 

on this question, as the hour is nearly exhausted, that it will be a very 
creat departure from the rule we have heretofore established. 
this system has been wiped out in our Jegisiation heretofore. 


to be pal it 
uch a system, but it is obnoxious to the people, and the general tend- 
ency, I think, is to oppose such legislation. I should regret very much 
to see that provision incorporated now in this bill, and I hope 
House will not concur in the amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If this was a proposition to create an informer 
I would be as 
| Mr. Crisp], and for the same reasons; butitis not. 
than the injured party is entitled to this compensation. 
the whole character of informer is wiped out 
ot! ] par 


Therefore 
. 
r than the ty 
This provision is simply, if I may be permitted to state it 
y, an amendment to an amendment, and provides that out 
of this fine the party injured shall be reimbursed for the discrimination 
that has | 1 made against him. 
Now, Mr. Sp¢ 
the provisions of this bill vastly more effective than the bill is now. 


that w 


The property that is taken from a railroad corporation in a fine is to be | 


put into some other man’s treasury, while the man actually injured 


know what other expenses | 


e him for the particular dam- | 


If the Clerk will report the amendment again I think |} 


It is in the diseretion of the court now as to how much 


time to say more | 
All of | 
In the | 
revenue laws we have repealed all provisions which permitted moieties | 
o informers, because it will be remembered we once had 


the } 
strongly opposed to itas the gentleman from Georgia | | 


No person other 


It does not interest any | 
aggrieved or damaged under the interstate-com- | 


iker, it seems to me that this amendment will make | 
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question was taken on the adoptior he amendm« 
Speaker pro tempore announced that the noes 
A division was demanded. 
The House divided; and there we1 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. The third amen a 
| very radical character. It would necessarily ] { of 
| discussion, as it affects a great system of transportation in this coun- 
try, the House I will withdraw that amend- 


in order tha 
the end of 
amount ot 
rhe , and the 


-med to hay 


ayes 


iment whic lered is of 


| 
wal 


and with the leave of the 
| ment, 
here was no objection. 
Mr. CR I would 
from Ohio to the fact tl 


l 
amendment. I would 


like to call the attention of the gentlen 
iat he informed me he w 
be glad if he would off 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam very much obliged 
| Georgia for calling my attention to it. 

In line 15, page 20, in original s« 
word ‘‘soldiers’’ the words ‘‘ 
phan homes.”’ 

I ask unanimous consent that that be placed in the bill. 

Mr. CRISP. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CRISP. I now move the previous question on the third reading 
of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 

the bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read the 
| third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
| passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
| table. 

The latter motion 
MESSAGE THE PRESIDENT. 
A message from the President, in writing, was delivered to the House 

y Mr. PRuUD=N, one of his secretaries, returning without approval 

louse bill 6371, granting a pension to Jesse M. Stilwell. 

The message also announced that the bills of the following titles 
having been presented to the President on August 27, 1888, and not 
having been returned by him to the House of Congress in which they 
riginated within the ten days prescribed by the Constitution, have 
ecome laws without his signature, namely: 

An act (H. R. 7508) granting a pension to Julia E. Ambrose; 

An act (H. R. 8889) granting a pension to Charles Molseed; 

An act (H. R. 9684) granting a pension to William J. Brown; 

An act (H. R. 9697) granting a pension to Mrs. Helen B. Brown; 
An act (H. R. 10275) granting a pension to Joseph Hunter, M. D.; 
\n act (H. R. 8545) for the relief of Samuel Purcell; and 
An act (H. R. 9795) to restore Nathaniel Francis to the pension- 

yi. 

Also, that the following bills had -been approved by the President 
‘tember 11, 1888, namely: 

An act (H. R. 7013) to place the 

1-roll; 

An act (H. R. 39 the relief of Sophia B. Moore; 

An act 16) for the relief of John H. Weeks; 

An act 5) for the relief of H. C. Markham; and 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


| A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, itsSecretary, announced 
| that the Senate agreed to the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill (S. 3447) amendatory of the act relating to postal 
| crimes and misdemeanors and the statutes therein mentioned. 























apply toany commer I v 
; r. WILSON, of M The bill was: dtou 
y i 4 4 } 
‘ i ‘ ua ‘ «& i ‘ 
yr i tne third rine th } 
t ed to re } der the ) v 
Lo i it the m i ) ~ 
- { j ( ’ 
it cor 
i ol 4 i rcerta 1 
> i ‘ sha I i 
t ‘ t ym ¢ i 0 
Sta 5 th ee *% 
ur ent has iilt menetlie aunt oe he 
i + TY! ene t s ie 1a 
r ea r he lav { 1 
r\ | , + +} 
id i @ 
| ‘ » re ' 
I t Lol a ; 
\ 
7 thea , \Y it 
14 
oO 
Cl 7s Ril N ( j 
Ir. CULBERSON sub it ng } eved } 
1 imittee of « ‘ the sagt ) H . 
the a I ‘ of t - te ¢ ‘ tH ; 
change the time of t s sof the ! t { ste rt 
the we rn tric Missour ] 7 d 
. . , s ’ 4 \ 
\ 
» BRB. CULBI ’ 
HN ’ 
L. B. CASWEI ‘ 
i on the part of 
GEORGE G. VEST 
IAMES F. WILS 
RICHARD COKI 
uw 4 ” for? t } 
m1 
ine managers on the part < \ f 


statement to accompany con 
t of the cor 


The effect of the report of 
the amendment of the Senate may 












CONGRESSIONAL 


SOSS 


geant-at-Ar 
action of the 
as those who 


longer be in 


SOWDEN. I hope that this resolution will be adopted. It 
seems to me that this House ought to take some action to enforce the 
attendance of its members, so that the public business may no longer 
be impeded by reason of a lack of a quorum, Certain members teel 
compelled to stay here because they believe that a ‘‘ public office is a 
public trust.’’ [ Laughter, and cries of ‘‘ Chestnut!’ on the Republic- 
an side. | 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, it is unfair to members who feel it their 
duty to in attendance upon the sessions of the House 
that others should be permitted to go off and reform their political 
‘*fences’’ at the public expense, inflicting upon those who remain 
great inconvenience in the transaction of the public business by reason 
of the difficulty of obtaining a quorum. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr, Speaker, the American people, usu- 
ally so quick-witted, are in this case more lacking in their ordinary acute 
appreciation of the obligation of public duties than would appear on 
the surface. Now, in the case of some of these statesmen who have 
gone forth to electrify the people with their views upon the tariff, how 
appropriate it would be after the public meeting was over if the peo- 
ple would organize a little private meeting, and would send up a reso 
lution to this effect: ‘‘ Whereas there is still pe nding in Congress im- 
portant legislation, demanded by the people, which it is impossible to 
have accomplished by reason of the absence of this gentleman and other 
gentlemen from their posts, they are hereby instructed to return to 
their seats and earn the salaries they are drawing from the Treasury.’’ 
[Applause.] Such a resolution, Iam sure, ought to be enthusiastic- 
ally adopted. A good, healthy ‘‘ boycott ’’ of this kind by the Amer- 
ican people would be in order at this time and cause them to come 
back. 

We have on our statute-book a law which instructs the Sergeant-a+- 
Arms to deduct from the pay of each member—it is an absolute, plain 
law, and it is remarkable that it has never been enforced—the Sergeant- 
at-Arms is instructed by positive law to deduct from each member’s 
account the amount of his per diem for each day that he is absent with- 
out leave. If this question was measured by dollars and cents I think 
every member would find fourteen good reasons every day why he 
should get back. 

A MemBer. We understand it is to be enforced. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missoyri. It is about time it should be. 

A MEMBER. You were absent for awhile. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I was absent. but only for a few days; 
and I had a biblical excuse. |Laughter.] I went home to get mar- 
ried; that was all right. 
absence for such a purpose as that. 
ical reasons. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope this resolution will be not only adopted but en- 
forced; and I trust no member of this House will be so wanting in con- 
sistency asto get up here to-morrow and ask us, as has been done 
heretofore, to grant additional leaves of absence. The action of this 
House in the last case of this kind, when on a Saturday it adopted a 
resolution revoking all leaves of absence and sending out telegrams to 
bring members here, and then on the following Monday extended 
leave of absence to two gentlemen to go home and engage in the polit- 
ical campaign in Indiana, was a farce, and no member could fail to 
recognize 7 as such. Those two gentlemen are now speaking to the 
people of that State; but do you not think in that case, as both can- 
didates were members of the House, they should have remained here 
and made their campaign from their seats? 

The Oklahoma bill my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has 
charge of to-day ought to pass, and important labor bills are still pend- 
ing that ought to be passed. Concerning pending labor bills, while 
now on the floor it will save me the trouble of hereafter referring to 
it by now calling attention to a series of falsehoods that I noticed in 
a Massachusetts paper, signed by a man named Frisbie, who, I am in- 
formed, is associated with a claim agent of this city, one J. Daniels, 
who has faithfully labored to secure contracts from workingmen to pay 
him 25 per cent. of their claims, and by his pernicious activity has re- 
tarded and injured the prospects of the bill more than any other cause. 
We will take care to protect the workingmen against these claim agents 
when the bill comes up again. 

I am not now and never have been in charge of the bill. Those 
members in charge of it have faithfully done their duty, and I have 
cheerfully co-operated with them. Of the four days given to the Com- 
mittee on Labor during this session almost the entire time during two 
days was given to this back-pay question, and I hope it may be yet 
reached and disposed of. 

For my part, every member of this House is at liberty to make such 
efforts as he thinks proper to secure a day for the consideration of this 
bill. I have tried day after day to secure additional time for labor 
legislation and without success. I am not in the way of any member 
who desires to make the effort. 

They have my permission to get up here day after day and try to get 
a time fixed for its consideration. 
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| If my friend from Iowa [Mr. LYMAN] could bring back into the 
fold those absent brethren, we might secure several days for the consid- 
eration of important pension legislation. If those members were brought 


| back, and if we would legitim: itely and intelligently apply ourselves 

| ) the discharge of public work, we could make such a record in refer- 
ence to the accomplishment of efficient legislation as has never been 

[ Applause. ] 

If we adopt that resolution, let it be distinctly understood we mean 

Let us 


: appoint enough deputy sergeants-at-arms to go to the various localities 
and insist that these ge sntlemen shall come back. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.|] If you intend to do this, adopt the resolution; but if you do 
not, it certainly ought to be defeated. 


known in the history of this country. 


, and that we are going to send for these absent gentlemen. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr. SowpEN] offers this resolution and complains of the absence of 
gentlemen at this time. He thinks it necessary. My friend has been 
absent, at least with the permission of the House, for reasons entirely 
satisfactory to himself. 
absent. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. 
that. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. I donot complain of it. I think my friend from 
Missouri did well, much better than we expected. [Laughter.] | 
think other friends may do as well as the gentleman from Missouri, 
and I do not see why he wishes to stop here. 

Now, 


The gentleman from Missouri has also been 


The gentleman has no right to refer to 


Mr. Speaker, there is an unusual reason for the absence of 
members of the House. We have reached the 13th of September. We 
are detained here, not by the business of the House. We should have 
adjourned many weeks ago so far as the situation of the business of the 
House relating to legislation is concerned. We are detained by the 
action of the Sen ate, and I may speak plainly for we all know the sit- 
uation. We are detained by a question relating to taxation. That is 
a question for their own consideration and does not lie within the power 
of the House. 
tion. 

Some time ago I did vote to send for absent members. The situa- 
tion, as known to us all, was that they prevented the passage of one 
of the important appropriation bills by the persistent opposition of per- 
sons interested in certain claims. 

A MEMBER. 


I am not here to declaim against the Senate for its ac- 


Is not the condition now thesame as it was then? 
Mr. BLOUNT. I will come to that. We did take action, 
ourselves in that situation, and sent for the absentees. 
we disposed of the emergency. 
What is the situation now? 
bill. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. 
bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, and another, known as the Dakota bill, as the 
gentleman from New York suggests; bat I take it the Oklahoma bill 
is the principal one. 

A MEMBER. 


finding 
They came, and 


There is a bill known as the Oklahoma 


There is another, known as the Dakota 


And several pension bills. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will come to that. It is an important measure, 
one about which gentlemen differ. There are two reports, able re- 
ports, on the subject. The matter might go over, and would have gone 
over, ‘but for the difficulty with the Senate, to the next session. We 
can adjourn and let it go over, and from indications it will then become 
a law. 

Now, I submit, we are in the month of September, when gentlemen 
have been kept here far beyond the legislative period, kept from their 
business, from their private affairs, and we ought not, in thg case of 
members who are absent, to resort to any harsh rule and treat their 
absence as though it were an ordinary case of absenteeism during a 
period when the House is usually in session. 

I do not believe, sir, that the absenteeism of this time is of a crim- 
inal character, as set forth by gentlemen in their speeches, and as they 
would endeavor to press ipon us by their action upon this floor. I do 
not believe it is an absenteeism that would have occurred originally or 
prior to any reasonable date, say the Istday of August. It occurs now 
because this is an exceptional time and an exceptional condition of 
things. These are facts that we should remember; and I trust, sir, 
that we will exercise that calm judgment about it which justice to our 
associates requires. I am not willing, simply that the Oklahoma bill 
may be taken up, that every gentleman who is absent for one cause or 
another shall be summoned to this Capitol by telegraph, and that if 
he does not come he shall be arrested and brought as a criminal before 
the bar of the House. I do not believe that it is the judgment of this 
House that there is such an exigency pressing. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] has suggested that the 
situation is the same as when we passed a similar resolution some time 
ago. I submit that this is not a parallel case. Then there was an ap- 
propriation bill before the House, and a bill that was necessary to be 
passed before Congress could adjourn. If we reach a period when gen- 
tlemen determine that rather than the House shall adjourn without the 
disposition of the Oklahoma bill no appropriation bill shall be passed, 
and the machinery of the Government must stop, we will then have 
reached an emergency when such a resolution as is now proposed may 
be proper, and when our associates who are absent will feel that it is 
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where the action of members of Congress in going ¢ r con- led 

stituencies in this great exigency of politics has been criticised. 

has not been criticised in my district by th ry Vi *m bers hat 

the opposition. It has not been criticised when a large number, al 

an equal number of gentlemen composing each party, made their aj 

pearance in the contested State of Maine during the last two weeks o 

the campaign. I heard nocomplaint whatever. Totell youthe truth 

the people of the country are positively more interested in the issue of | of 

the coming campaign than they are in what will be done by a litt I 

unselfish, faithful, perspiring band of patriots whochoose to remain he: \ ( 

in Washington. [Laughter. } ( l 
Now, Mr. Speaker, there is another suggestion, and I make it fort 

benefit and commend it to the consideration of members on the other | ent ) 

side of the House, and that is, that there is vastly more danger of in- | a t 





jury to the public welfare in the passage of bad legislation at this time 
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I do not think the gentleman ought to consume 
a fairly long speech already, and I have 
ily about five minutes. 


made 
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idered the issue 
m telling the gentleman what I meant 
When the people of this country were ready 
great question and one great issue, and that 
a fig for any other, it was a supplemental pleading 
i the United States, after the Se )p- 
gitimately under their constitutional right, had rejected a 
as, I say, a supplemental pleading on the part of the Pres- 
t to formulate a bill of particulars such as he sent to Congress and 
ertake in that way t a new issue, and to seek to create 
ussion of a question of war or peace with England and a 

tion of retaliation and all that. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Did it hurt? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, And the result of it is that the American peo- 
ple unde and laughin the face of the man who talks about 
any issue of retaliation in this campaign. 

Ir, TAULBEE, I believe there we 
1 volt on the passage of that bill. 
ir. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I object to interruption. I can 
talk against a brass band, a steam-boat whistle, or the voice of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE]. [| Laughter. ] 

Again, Mr. Speaker, when the House of Representatives and the 
Senate of the United States, acting jointly, passed a bill upon the sub- 
jectof carrying into effectan existing treaty between the Chinese Empire 
and this country, and when that bill was lying upon the table of the 
President ready for his signature or hisdisapproval, and the exigencies 
rm in one of the States of this Union madeit necessary 

should bedone to retrieve the falling fortunes of the 
party to which the President belongs, it was a supplemenial pleading 
that was sent in here from the State Department with the approval 
of the President, as is fully admitted everywhere, a bill to be passed 
into a law revoking and abrogating a treaty and undertaking te p 
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upon the table of the President at the same time two bills, oneof them 
to carry into effect a treaty and the other toabrogate atreaty. It cre- 
ated a condition damaging to the wisdom and the honor of this country. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Why did you not vote against it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I was not here. 

\ MemBer. He wasin Maine. [ Laughter. | 

Mr. GROSVENOR, 
against it, and I w 
the honor of the American people. It was one Senator in the Senate 
of the United States who dared to lift up his voice in opposition to it, 
and to point out the terrible stultification into which the Administra- 
tion was projet 
American Senator who moved to reconsider the hasty, injudicious, and 
almost revolutionary act by which that bill was passed. The answer to 
the whole proposition is that to-day there is not a Democrat on that 
side of the House, nor a Democratic Senator, nor the President him- 
self, nor any member of his Cabinet, who will stand upand say that he 
wants that bill to become a law. 

and ‘‘ We all want it!’’] 
.NOR. They have been crying out with a Macedonian 

» come and save the people of the United States from 
1e supplemental pleading which the President filed in 


cry for some one t 
the disgrace of t 
hat case. 

That is what I mean by supplemental pleading. I mean an attempt 
to turn aside the people of this country from consideration of the 
blunder committed in introducing and passing the Mills bill. From 
one end of the country to the other the response is coming. It is not 
coming from the Republican States of the North alone. There are in- 


[Cries on the Democratic side of 
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But I will tell the gentleman who did vote | 
ill tell him who it was that came to the rescue of | 


ting us—J OHN SHERMAN, of Ohio; and it was another | 


| Ohio that he would give me five minutes. 
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| dications of an uprising in the South, and I can say to some of the gen- 


tlemen on the other side who think that they are secure of their seats 
that possibly before the frost comes some of them will be found going 
home to look after their interests as members of the next Cong: 


38 ol 


the United States. 


rhe sound comes up from Kentucky. nes from the State of Ar- 
kansas, where 36,000 majority was cut down suddenly to about 13,000 
It has come from everywhere; and I predict to the n on the 
ther side that when they get back here in December they will have to 
1unt around forsomebody they know among those who have been elected 
on that side to the Fifty-first Congress. [| Lau 
Mr. Speaker, I say the duty of the hour does not 
Hall men who have to be at home attendin 
lies in the direction of closing up the busin 
3 possible; and then let the Democratic 
vn on their knees 
rciful to us sinners!’’ | Laughter and applause. | 
yield to the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. GEAR] 
Mr. TAULBEE. 1 would lik 
a little time. f 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, I am 
vho have asked leave to be abse 
done so for reasons which are evidently suflicient t 
was granted by the House; and unless 
absolutely require their presence here, it aj 
violation of good faith if we should undertake 1 that leave. 

I wish tosay a word in reply to the remarks of my friend 
Georgia |Mr. BLouNtT]. He criticises the Senate as being responsible 
for the delay in the termination of this session. I want to call his 
attention to the fact that it took (to be accurate) exactly seven months 
and nineteen days for the ‘‘ dark-lantern committee’’ to formulate, 
introduce, and pass the Mills bill. Not a single man in all this coun- 
try representing the laborer or the manufacturer was invited to be pres- 
ent before that committee to submit any ment in reference to his 
side of the case. The right of petition, a right dear to the American 
people, was denied by the action of that committee. Mr. Speaker, it 
is just fifty-four days since that bill went to the Senate. Are we tosit 
here now and criticise the Senate because of the fact that they are giv- 
ing to the manufacturers, the wage-workers, and to all the people the 
right to be heard on a question which is fraught with great good or 
great evil to the country? Itseems tome not. I think the position 
of the gentleman from Georgia, in criticising the Senate, is not well 
taken. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkans 

Mr. GEAR. Idonot yield. Thegentlemancan talkin hisown time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I know the gentlemen does 
not wish to be unjust. 

Mr. GEAR. Ido not yield. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman on the other side says it is time for us 
togo home. Why does not the Committee on Rules report the resolu- 
tion for final adjournment which was offered here theother day? They 
have the power to do so. Why do you not report it, gentlemen, and 
give us an opportunity to vote on that question? Then we will tell 
you whether in our judgment it is time tu go home or not; and if that 
resolution should pass here and go to the Senate that body will give us 
their opinion of it very quickly. It is,in my judgment, bad policy and 


It come 
gentlem 
1 
I 
ghiter, | 

. Ira 
in ara 
Ilr DUSINE 
100 as 


members of this House ge 


their constituents and cry out, ‘* Lord, 


lie 


g to the 


His 


it 
It 


ss of this sess soon 


do peiore 


rtley n 
nveman 


the ge 
oppose 
rentiemen 
public necessity shot 


ears to me it would be 


eave 


to rescint 


iro 
if l 


argu 


| bad politics for my friend from Georgia to criticise the Senate for the 
| delay connected with thissession when gentlemen on the other side have 


taken seven months and nineteen days for the framing and considera- 
tion of one bill. 
Mr, Speaker, I yield back the fl 


oor to the.gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 


| GROSVENOR }. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I believe I had the promise of the gentleman from 
| Laughter. | 
Mr. GROSVENOKR. I yield my time to the gentleman from linois 
{Mr, CANNON]. 
Mr. TAULBEE. 
minutes, 
Mr. CANNON. 


Now let the gentleman from Illinois yield me five 


Mr. Speaker, in the ten minutes remaining of to- 


| day’s session I can hardly say what I want to say. 


1 


Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker {Cries of ‘‘Regular order !0’ 

Mr. TAULBEE. I only ask the gentleman from Illinois to yield me 
enough time to ask unanimous consent that the session be extended 
five minutes in order that I may be heard. [Laughter and cries of 
** Regular order !’’ | 

Mr. CANNON. Why does the gentleman from Kentucky insist on 
wasting my time? I want to say a word in reply to my friend from 
Georgia [Mr. BLouNT]. He says it is notorious that the House could 
have adjourned (if it had desired or been ready for adjournment) weeks 
ago. Well, I suppose it could; but it did not. Three times, if not 
four, have the general appropriations for the service of the Government 
for the last fiscal year been extended into this year. 

A MEMBER. [our times. 

Mr. CANNON. I have been very anxious during all these weeks 
that we should close up the business of the House, provide for the pub- 
lic service, and then, if the House did not signify its readiness to ad- 
journ 
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[ Mr. CANNON] inorder that he may answer. Laughter and: 
Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute of 
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which | 


| signed the following enrolled bills; 


praying that a pension be granted to Miss Anna Ella Carroll; 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
JAMES BRIDGER. 

TEWART, from e Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
fer the bill (S. 480) for the relief of James Bridger or his legal repre- 
seu es, reported the following resolution; which was considered by 
unan consent, and agreed to: 

] ved, That the claim of James Bridger for the value of the improvements 
‘ land consts ted by him at Fort Lbridger, and the rent of said premises | 
by t United States Army. situated in Green River County,in the Territory of | 
Utah, appropriated by the United States to its own use, be referred to the Secre- 
ta f War, who shall investigats the justice rh wa | of said claim, and re- 
po amount and value of such improvements used and occupied by the 
Ur ! ites Army, and ui mn? r what circumstances, contracts, and agreem 
said premises were taken and used by said Army,and also whatamount, if any, 
has been paid for the same; and that he also report what amount of money is 
equ y due said Bridger, or his heirs, on account of said claim, together with 
th em for the con ration of the Senate. 


BILLS 
ed a bill (S. 3549) for the relief of John A. 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Ir. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3550) 


INTRODUCED, 


MIy CULLOM introduc 
LR m 
) i ClsS, 


granting a pension to 


Lovenzo R. Whitlock, of Albany, Oregon; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ife also introduced a bill (S. 3551) granting a pension to Miss Anna 
Viatt; which was read twice by its title, an i, with the accompanying 
] , referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mir. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3552) to abolish rents for the 


use of Potomac water for domestic purposes in the District of Colum- 


bia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

r. BLODGETT introduced a bill (8. 3553) granting a pension to 
Joseph J. MeIntire; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
» Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPRINTING OF A RESOLUTION, 


On motion of Mr. BLAIR, it was 
Ordered, That the joint resolution (S. R. 86) proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States respecting establishments of religi ind free 
publi h reprinted 
THE COPPER TRUST. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 


resolution submitted by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLAtrtT] 
coming over from yesterday, the title of which will be stated. 

The Cuier Clerk. A resolution directing the Committee on Fi- 
nance to inquire whether a foreign syndicate or trust cantrols the pro- 
duction of copper in the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. VEST. I believe it was upon this resolution that the Senater 
from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] made some remarks yesterday on the 
strength of a publication in the New York World. I would prefer that 
that Senator be present when I make a statement in regard to the 


same mn Atte r. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution can lie over, if the 
Senator desires, until the Senator from Massachusetts comes in. 

M I 7. I should prefer that course. 

The | SIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over for the 
pres 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 

Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill ( H. R. 8367) to pro- 


vide in certain cases for the regulation of railway companies chartered 
by the United States by the several States and Territories in which the 
railways of such companies run and are operated; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 
The message also announced that the House requested the Senate to 
furnish it with a duplicate copy of the engrossed bill (S. 320) for the 
relief of John D, Adams. 
The message further announced that the House requested the Senate 
to return to it the bill (S. 1988) granting a pension to H. R. Blakiston. 
The message also announced that the House had passed the joint res- 
olution (S. It. 102) appropriating $200,000 to suppress infection in the 
interstate commerce of the United States. 
the message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,’ 
approved February 4, 1887, with amendments in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 
rhe mes also announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1604 
to change the time of the sessions of the circuit court of the western 
division of the western district of Missouri. 
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sage 


RECORD—SENATE. 


| ing in order, 





ne 


and Railway 


MSEPTEMBER 14, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message further announce e that the Speaker of the House had 
and they were thereupon signed by 


the President pro tempore: 


\ bill (S. 212) for the relief of Patrick H. Winston, jr 
A bill (S. 1506 for the relie ef of Addie Bell; 
A bill (S. 2252) to incorporate the Georgetown Barge, Dox I 


ae 


\ bill (S. 2576) granting a pension to Richard ee: 






g 

A bill (S. 2750) to increase the pension of Samuel A. Tate; 

A bill (S. 2913) granting a pension to Mary Sturgess; and 

A bill (8. 3186) granting a pension to Christian Winkel. 
FORT MORGAN MILITARY RESERVATION. 


7 rhe PRESIDE ENT pro temp If there be no further morning busi- 
s, the first bill on the Calendar under Rule VIIT will be stat d. 
Mr. MORGAN. I ae to ask the indulgence of the Senate to take 

up House bill 10679, Order of Business 2025. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. TheSenatorfrom Alabama willa 

the first bill on the Calendar to be stated, when the Chair will! recog- 

nize him. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Order of Business 1986, a bill (S. 3193) direct- 

ing the commissioners of the District of Columbia to convey to Willian 

Brown a part of an alley in square 120, in the city of Washington, on 

certain conditions. 

Mr. MORGAN. The bill which I ask the Senate to take up pro- 
poses to grant the right of way through the military reservation at 
Fort Morgan, on the spitof land that runs out from Florida. It would 
be a very great advantage to the Government to have the road there, 
and the officers of the Government have surveyed and located it ac- 
cording to the necessities of the military as well as the commercial 
situation. The bill was passed by the House of Representatives. I 
ask that the Senate consider it at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII be- 
the Senator from Alabama asks unanimous consent that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10679) to 
grant the right of way through the military reservation at Fort Mor- 
gan to the Birmingham, Mobile and Navy Cove Harbor Railway Com- 
pany, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. By not only the rules of the Senate, but b 
agreement, as I supposed, of gentlemen on both sides, without making 
any more definite reference to it, it was agreed that we should proceed 
to the business of the morning hour in the ordinary way under the rule 
except where appropriation bills and certain other bills should be taken 


the 


; up by a vote of the Senate. 


Mr. MORGAN. When was that agreement made? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was made two or three weeks ago, but 
been lost sight of by the interposition of the Chinese question. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was not here when any agreement of that kind 
was made, otherwise I would not have presumed to violate it. At the 
same time this is the first request I have made of the Senate on a ques- 
tion of this kind. The passage of the bill I have called up is a matter 
of no concern to me at all, but itis important to the Government. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not wish to object to the bill, but I wish to 
remind Senators of what occurred a week or two ago. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was not aware of any agreement of that kind. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was the understanding, but I have no ob- 
jection to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator 
to the consideration of the bill ? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Ido not think it is my business todothat. Ido 
not care to object against bills which Senators desire to call up, but | 
have stated the agreement and I think we ought togoonunderit. The 
Senator’s bill will probably be reached in due order. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President 

Mr. MORGAN. No, it will not be reached this session. 
chance for it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT. Istepped out of the Senate a moment since, and when 
I came in I was informed that a resolution which I offered yesterday, 
and which I supposed would have precedence before we go to the Cal- 
endar, was taken up and was laid over because I was out of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChair laid the resolution before 
the Senate, when the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] stated that he 
desired to make some observations in reply toremarks made yesterday 
by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] on the resolution and 
preferred that that Senator should be present when they were made, 
whereupon the resolution was informally laid aside until the Senator 
from Massachusetts should come in. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not want the resolutiog te Jose its chance this 
morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the consider- 
ation of the bill moved by the Senator from Alabama? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R, 10679) to grant the right of way 


has 


from Ohio object 





There is no 


The Chair will hear the Senator 
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through the military reservation at Fort Morgan to the Birmingham, | when he diseu made by emp of t ‘ 
Mobile and Navy Cove Harbor Railway Company, and for other pur- | that an Amer t 
poses to any y* litical I l 
Mr. SH disposed of—for I do not wish | ernment, o1 ess 
to takea again call the attention of the Sen- | « l ch ut 
ate tot 1 the regular order of bus weig , t s 
ness Senat ’ ny ess | 
The PRESIDENT » tempor rhe ¢ ir of course desires to en entiments of t i 1 his right to take his 
force any understanding, but such an understanding is not in the recol money and t ‘ is a! ) 
lection of the Chair. tor legitim: 
Mr. SHERMAN. The Chair was not necessarily advised of the or Mr. HOA pardon me, I w ate t e to- 
der. It was an agreement among Senators that a certain line of busi- | tally misapprehends the point of my statement t other day, wv h 
ness should be pursued. of course is my fault and not his, because the Senator is a pe 1 whose 
Mr. MORGAN. It was not made in open Senate. I do not know | keenness of apprehension nobody would question 
of it. [I stated the tirst time I called attention to the bill and to the remark 
Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not object to the bill now before the u- | of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES] that I did not at con 
ate. | cur with him in the view which he ent d. I merely stated itas 
» PRESIDENT pro tempere. If there be no amendment to the | an illustration of what I considered a wholly unreasonable : 
bill as in Committee of the Whole, it will be reported to the Senate } sound view of civil-service iI stated then that I tl 
he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | office-holder or no office-holder, any American citizen had a ri ) 
{ reading, read the third time, and passed. | express his opinion, make arguments to his fellow-citizens to engage 
THE COPPER TRUST. eee a a 3 and “ ee a a - ‘ . whethew he was = 
PRESIDENT i? be Mgt The Chair calls the ati ntion of the 7 " on offic I of ib nk ow » wslivendl 1 hat is my opinion ' fe 
enator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] to the appearance of the Senator If Tam not abusing the Senator’s patience I will sav that the first t 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. The Chair lays before the Senate | 7.1 2 tute balk ond emenen of an Ceatee tne Teiionsn 
the resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from Connecticut to how that he in his vi w of the civil-serv ce reform thoug! 
(Mr. Pratrr], which will be read. | a thing for which the executive officer should be sent to the 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: should be dismissed from office, and should be renderec 
Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and is hereby, instructed to holding anv officein future. Yesterdav mv allusion to it 
if quire whether a foreign syndicate, combination, or trust controls the produ S a. dae ~ E Ds 7 
} tion of copper in the United States, and has thereby largely increased the pri x of certain matter from the New York World was in refere1 
of all articles made therefrom to the consumers; and if so, whether any legis charge made on the other side of the Chamber that thet 
] m can be devised to relieve the people of the United States from su h i connection between the Republican party and the great trusts or mo- 
sus effects of the operation of such foreign combination, trust, or syndicat : I} ENE te sear aa a a aa ae : ia 
and report by bill or otherwise. i PCAG LUA SLA Cu PIE Wi A SUP puseu was an eu ne - 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have nothing to say in regard to th D sonnei authority and then had read { mn the resend Wass ray 
merits of the resolution. I have no obstacle to interpose to its adop Mr. Scorr will not det y—ol course we accept his denial absolutely in 
tom ; ré | to this matter—his own statement, or the statement furn ed 
Yesterday the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] read fro ay Se SO te We Direct o! Cenetass wes = 
the New York World a statement to the effect that several Democrats | Y®°" Tread control, if 1 | . } . ' 
had made contributions amounting to $120,000 to the campaign fund larg tude or ol — = i <a ns thing 
of the Democratic party. It has been the fashion with our friends « < a COPwal 4 es 
the other side of the Chamber, for several days past, to make a sp SECROFI c ' se . 
attack upon Hon. WILLIAM L. Scott, of Pennsylvania, and his na IOWSVEE, SEE + Coreen oe 
has been brought here in many connections that are not at all com a [ do not thin hy" that 
f plimentary to his character as a public man. I have a dispatch 1 er charge, Dut rat a 
: Mr. Scorr, which in sheer justice to him I desire to read to the Sen in as : ection 1n an 
: ate. He telegraphs to me as follows, being out of the city —— a Intor : that : F wep . 
a There is not a word of truth in Mr. Hoar’s statement a f . see E a a 2 
i WILLIAM L. SCOT! a eee eee See: 
rhe statement was made upon the authority of the New York World waa Nicaea — 9 Ss ; a , : 
nd it was made by the Senator from Massachusetts, accompanied with a Aa ae oo en eee ] . 
the allegation that it comes from a Democratic newspaper. a a ee ee ee : 
it is but just to the Democratic party to say, without pretending a ae are ; : 
3 upon my part to make any attack upon the New York World, that it aieaaaed Se ee ee .* ; ea 
is not in my judgment strictly a Democratic paper. That journal ¢ ald Sr . Ca pine pee ss aa 
ercises the liberty, which it unquestionably has, of supporting the ad t} > oe ee = oe ae ; 
ministration of Mr. Cleveland or not supporting it. I do not unde eae ss . ; 3 
stand that it is a Democratic paper within the proper meaning of -erstatoepeed war! ssetrpsangdl Saas de na ee 
term. Sane arene en ny i a. : ; a : : 
[ have from other gentlemen whose names are mentioned in this | \"% 12 the nece: ie 23cee : a 
editorial the statement that there is absolutely not the slightest fou ve pitt a Ce ce ee ek daa 
4 tion for the allegations made in this publication, aa ye ei 
; Mr. HOAR. What is the statement in regard to Mr. Scorr which a eee — — ; . : ; ‘ } 
; the Senator from Missouri considers untrue and wishes to correct, _ Soe » Snes ; i 
; will allow me? i 
Mr. VEST. I gave Mr. Scorr’s statement in regard to it. ; d 
statement as made in the editorial read yesterday by the Senator ' 
Massachusetts is as follows: : 
President Cleveland is not alone in his contribution to the campaign fu ; 4 
a His cheek for $10,000 on Riggs & Co., the Washington bankers, has been “ seen 
Ss by Chairman Brice, who “ goes” him $10,000 better, and Congressman WILLIAM s t that 
ie L. Scorr does the same thing fr 
That is, Congressman WILLIAM L. Scott is stated here to hay t that he d f 
scribed $20,000 to the campaign fund of the Democratic party. Mr.| Mr. HOAR. LI said sot! 
; Scott in his telegram states that there is not one word of truthin that Mr. VEST. The legitir 
: statement, and it is but just to him that it should be made public that statement is that if t only Mr. Scot t Mr. Whitney had 
The Senator from Massachusetts arraigns these prominent Democrats | made a contribution, or if the President had m 1 contributio€® 
who are not present in the Senate for having made these voluntary c made himself, in the judgment of t] ¢ ym Mass tt 
tributions to the campaign fund of the party to which they belong, and | amenable to the punishment whic! fixed in t ] 
he makes as the groundwork of his complaint a billintroduced by th: Mr. HOAR. Oh, no; that I did t sa 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES], which proposed to punish, nd they could not be amenable to it 
the Senator from Massachusetts alleges, for I have never read the bi! Mr. VEST. Of course not, but it. uplya 


a contribution by any executive officer of the Government to the can I presume, on the part of the Senator from india the dre 
paign fund of any political party. that bill himself or whether he offered it here asthe prod 
I understood the Senator from Massachusetts to state the other day | ymmebody else, I do not know. I have never dit. | 
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read a publication from the New York Tribune, a partis paper, and | I shall not violate what I consider to be roper pri e of action it if | 
I have nev 1as much delight upon that side of the Chamber, as | 2#¢ my wa; mit 6, 5 wots put 0 peng tay le Fe rate 
: ifrv a ef t t Mf rb es tothe s 
ich me t ich hilarity as when that document was read. | ate there will be s : ied cee aed 
i nato ym ii lire requ ea e Secretary of the senat these ] o ha while tine ted t I ) 
to handle it tenderly, lift it with care, and return it afterwards to his | P®tty 4s ; ut 
| I ne t ne 3 
ale eepil | ' 
: ind i socia to dete La 
I HOA ent 1s ) 1is ca . over iy tio ‘ i ut st ; 
V | I Ne it ‘ if rf th »v t ry id t \ 
| 
| here ‘ r 
i x t 
P oO « ti n . it t | rER f 
aco ‘ ‘ ym La ‘ iset F 3 bno- | Mr. VES ii was g1 a gn } ut 10n the ot I l 
torious fact to-day that the n irers ¢ i lntry, 1 £0 | of the Chan when the Nena { i Ne Ha lire had i 
protected ma wcturel ul itributing larg to campaign i | article nt New York Tribune tl ther dav which presented the y 
of t Hee can p ? I ask the cretary to read the do 1€1 | Pres of the United States inadual per ir. Hyd id I 3 
I i to t d I know nothing about the high Republican au- | Jeky I wanted tl ticle read ‘‘ trippingly on the tongue,”’ i I 
thority that named in it, but it is an authentic document, with fac- | to present the duality of the Republican party as between the speech of 
imile signatures to it, and shows that contributions a now being | the Senator from Massachusetts yesterday attacking prominent Dem- 
coerced from the protected manuiacturers of the country for campaign | ocrats for voluntary contributions to the campaign fund of the D 
purposes of t Kepublican party. ocratic party and that instrument coming from the chief officer of tl 
Che Chief Clerk read as follows: | largest Republican association in the United States. 
Confidentia I wanted it read for another purpose. We are told that the tar 
NEW YORK, May 25, 1888 tax is paid not by the consumer but by the importer. [ should like to } 
My Dear have been requested to submit the inclosed communication | know where the “‘ fat’? comes fro n chal s now gathered upon these 
to you il »% t reatest pleasu With my owledg pract > ’ : : ; ' + 
cal p l ‘ y say that this 1ost tant undertaki: , | Pennsylvania manufacturers. I should like to know where those mill 
the car ‘ il tident m your prompt indorsementand | 10n8 come irom ol ch l Ie} puoh 1 Senator m is spoken to Mr. 
assistance. Will y ae ITIasy i 1 the inclosed subscription list | Foster, that have been gathered up for years under the tariff system 
to! il as ea y in } wet al st work is outgrowing the resour 3 | or ; ae } *. . ’ . . cn es yan 
of the League, which now contains ov ve thousand eclul itha mem hin and which he demands now shall b expends i in ‘the in rest of the 
of half a million voters? Republican party. 
Very truly you oe } s a matter of course it we ae be imp ‘rtinence in me to undertake 
ALDEI DAC + . . = 
** | tosay from whom that statement which is quoted by Mr. Foster in g 
Confide : the circular emanated I do not share 'the confidence of the Re pub r % 
HEADQUARTERS oF THE Repvanrcan Leacvi | lican party and have norightto make anyassumption. The Mills tarii , 
or THE UNITED STA | bill came from the House of Representatives, I think, on June 21 [t 
New York, May 25, 1888 has been before the Finance Committee of this body since that date. 














My DEAR $ The Republican L ie * the United States desires to brin Mr ALI ISON. July 93 

you face to with the start ng fact that the coming Presidential electi un cradoreces ry a tal eat oi Tle o2 by 
ot ht on the old party lines which heretofore divided Den Ir. VEST. Well, I will acc pe tHe al iment, July 23. It has 
crats te icans, but upon the direct issue of free trade versus protection before the Finance Committee of this body ever since. I well re 
arti at 3 atiiaeiaee tot dees wed og sary 5 ee ee tis bo | member that the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
of practical litical worke > ha in .onths enrolled an army « or whose public character I have great regard and for whose ability I 
it against British free le ideas, Brit ave unfeigned admiration, nas time and again stood in this Chamber 
Se ee ee ens D d told the Democrats, ‘‘ Bring your tariff bill here from the House 
ether} ave hereto 1D and we will take it up at once and dispose of it.’’ The REcoRD will 
latforms of words car say t pa that that Senator has taunted us for four long years with the fact 
7 - protection under disad\ the ny oye majority in the House could not and would not 

ner cent. of the Federal « sace | : a tariff bill and send it here for the action of the Senate. 

ally to the hoped-for success of the f1 Ve d pass such a bill. It was brought here on July 23, and 

trade oF “tariff-reform” pat here is it to-day? What has become of the promise of the Repub 





in party in their last platform that they proposed to reform the in- 








ng t hing | never keeping their promises, It has already « eualities of the tariff? Whoisthere now upon that side of the Cham- 
more than y other political organization ever attempted before the Pr« } xN +h wiie thoeae aliti thich his party vledeed itself 
dential candidates had been placed in the field. As our patriotic volun ver who will speciiy th inequalities which his party pledged itself 





| 
intry’s defense when secession threatened its destruction, s | | bliely and sole mnily to reform ? 
the callof the League vast armies have been enrolled to fight the thousand | No bill has been brought forward, and I doubt very much whether 














times more dat erous foe 


o the country’s continued prosperity, free trad tny bill will be reported back from that committee to the Senate. 


We will w this fight if vou will do your shareand help us to finish what \ - : : 
have begun; we want money, and want itatonce. Weare overwhelmed w it when it comes I am anxious tosee this knight armed in proof wh 9, 
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0 as to practically sweep away the tobacco 
yricultural production free and fair play in 
repeal all that can be properly removed of 
internal-revenue laws. And we will 
uties on important articles which now pay 
he heaviest burden to the consumers of the 
> and 
in due time will be submitted at our own good 
Until 

glect of our daty. 
' be careful. They know what the Democratic 
party threatens, ‘They expect us to give them a measure in the oppo- 
ite dir Je intend to do it, but we will take our time about it, 
and if the House of J 
that tariff bi reported they will wait until we are ready to report 
it, and we intend to do it as soon as it can be properly done after full 
hearing of every man affected by it. After this detailed consideration 
y the subcommittee it will be reported to the Finance Committee, 
ufter being subjected to its revision it will be reported to this body. 
and not until then, it will be open to free and full consideration 
provision contained in it. Then, then, and not until then, 
be ready to contrast the merits ofa tariff bill framed upon the 
principle of protection with the Mills bill, framed upon the principles 

trade 
It the nator ¢ 
it; but isit not astrange idea that the Democratic party, which has been 
twelve years 
influ 
to eight 
delaying the consideration of the tariff measure, when the Republican 
party has framed and formed every tariff law since the year 1861, and 
has from time totime changed and modified duties and taxes, gradually 
reducing their burden from time to time, and which in 1883 passed the 
last tariffact? We will pass the next tariff act, because I believe that 


ol ire 


when our bill is reported it will so command the intelligent judgment | 
of Congress that our Democratic friends will no longer desire to press | 


the Mills bill, but will accept the Senate amendment as the firm basis 
of our tariff legislation. 

If its consideration should be prolonged until the election in No- 
ber next we shall then know if the people of the United States 


vet 


have made up their mind to take the road toward free trade by the re- | 
In thaf event it would perhaps be 
better for Congress to administer a dose of the medicine prescribed by | 


election of President Cleveland. 
the Democratic party, and thus to test the ideas and acts of that party. 
But if not, 


this country and will be approved by them. If not, we shall have a 
President in the executive chair who will give it his approval if Mr. 
Cleveland declines to do it during the short period of his term yet re- 
maining. 

Mr. President, I did not want to enter into this political controversy; 
I do not think it is wise; but how can we help it? 
from Missouri appeals to me personally for holding back this tariff bill. 
1 do not happen to be on the subcommittee that has had the honor and 
the labor of this great work. My friend from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALprici], the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. JONES], the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], have 
had this sphere of hard and exacting work to perform. 
course there are three Democrats on the subcommittee. I have noth- 
ing to say about how much they havedone. Thatisnotforme. There 
are eleven members on the Finance Committee. I claim no credit for 
what is done except that I occasionally look in and see what is being 
done. As the acting chairman of the Committee on Finance I am com- 
pelled to answer this unreasonable complaint. 

I say, therefore, that these gentlemen wisely and as rapidly as other 
public duties would allow—for they are all pressed with other impor- 
tant public duties, especially the chairman of the subcommittee | Mr. 
ALLISON |], who has charge of appropriations—in season and out of sea- 
son inthe committee-room, right within the door, almost, of yourSenate 
Chamber, have been carrying on this work. They have listened to 
witnesses, they have listened to Senators on both sides of the Chamber, 
they have taken testimony precisely like a master commissioner, have 
been hearing, analyzing, and arranging that testimony, and I have no 
doubt will in due time present their report to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, and then only a few more will add their judgment to the gen- 
eral consideration given to the bill by the subcommittee, and then it 
will be reported to the Senate of the United States. 

Then will be the time for the Senator from Missouri, if he desires, 
to make the contrast between these two measures. One will be a pro- 
tective tariff yielding alsoenough revenue and only enough to carry on 
the operations of the Government. 
looking only to money for the support of the Government and not to the 
good or the interest of the people of the United States. There is the 
difference. Thatstriking contrast, no doubt, is already being discussed 
before the people of the United States. 
circulated in great numbers everywhere, and is being read and com- 
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then our constituents will not reproach us | 


‘epresentatives wish to prolong the session until | 


n trying to prepare a tariff bill, and that now under the | 
nee of the President’s message bas taken at this session from seven | 
months to prepare this abortion of a bill, should taunt us for | 





and General Harrison is elected, we will then be able per- | 
haps to convince cur Democratic friends that the measure we propose | 
as asubstitute for the Mills bill will be satisfactory to the people of | 


Here the Senator | 


As a matter of 








‘The other will be a revenue tariff 
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mented upon. While I am speaking probably hundreds and thousands 
of men are canvassing and discussing in all portions of the country this 
vital difference between the two great parties—carrying on the great 
debate that was commenced in the House of Representatives. 

As to the letters that have been read here, as to the biographical 


| sketch of Mr. Scort, as to the rumors in regard to partisans giving or 
other propositions have been weighed | 


not giving money for the election, these are not worthy of discussion 
here, as it seems tome. Ido not propose at least to indulge in it. 
We all give, no doubt, to help forward our views. A man would be 
foolish who would notin a proper way support his opinions by his 
money, who would not bet, if he bets at all, on his own horse. Cer- 
tainly we shall all contribute as far as we think it proper and right. 
If President Cleveland gave his check he only did what I believe he 
had a right to do, and I have no criticism to make either as to the 
amount or the fact that he gave money. 

It is no worse to give money towards aiding in a proper way a good 
cause than it is to give work. It is no worse to give money to aid in 
missionary work than itis to do missionary work. If the work is good, 
itis well. If the work is bad, it is ill. But the motive is the same 
whether it is money or labor that is contributed to a cause. No doubt 
both parties may commit errors, foolish letters may be written, and 
much folly and demagogism may mingle in the conflict. These all 
are but the incidents of a popular canvass, but after all the real ques- 


| tion to be decided this fall is whether the industries of this country 
in make anything out of this statement let him do 


are to be maintained and supported upon an American basis or by 
gradual steps to be reduced to the European basis, and the instincts of 
the people will, I trust and believe, lead them to maintain the policy of 
the Republican party. 

Mr. VEST obtained the floor. 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘The Senator from Missouri kindly yields to me for 
the purpose of calling up the interstate-commerce bill, which has to- 
day come from the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
message from the House of Kepresentatives. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope before that is done the pending resolntion 
will be referred to the Committee on Finance, so that it may not be 
called up again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri has taken 
the floor on the pending resolution and yielded to the Senator from 
Illinois. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I beg pardon. 


INTERSTATE 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2851) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,’’ approved February 4, 1887. 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives, and ask for a conference thereon. 
‘The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. CULLoM, Mr. 
PLATT, and Mr. HARRIS were appointed. 


COMMERCE, 


THE COPPER 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution submitted 
by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the Senator trom Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
does me injustice when he states that I am anxious for a political de- 
bate. I am anxious to go to the people of this country upon the issues 
already made up, and I am detained here with other members of the 
Senate by the delay of the Committee on Finance in regard to the Mills 
tariff bill. Now, the Senator tells us that attheir leisure they propose 
to report that bill, and that after taunting the Democratic party with 
having delayed for years, with the political power in their hands, to 
formulate such a bill and send it here from the House of Representa- 
tives. Sir, there is a celebrated case reported in the Court of Appeals 


TRUST. 


| Reports of the State of Kentucky, I think in 13 Ben. Monroe’s Reports, 
| in which a man named Haggin figured conspicuously, and who has 


gone down to posterity in our profession as a party to one of the causes 
célebres, In that Commonwealth Mr. Haggin gave a promissory note 
with the following remarkable language: 

Twelve months after date I promise to pay Richard Jones $50 with interest 
at 6 per cent.; but it is distinctly understood that the said Haggin is not to be 
hastened, 

[ Laughter. ] 

After two years Mr. Jones thought it was time to hasten Mr. Hag- 
gin, and he sued him in the circuit court of the State of Kentucky and 
obtained judgment, but Mr. Haggin took it to the court of appeals, 
which in that State is the highest appellate tribunal, and the court 
gave it as its opinion that Mr. Haggin ought to be hastened. 

Now, the Senator from Ohio tells us that the Finance Committee 


| and the Republican party, although it has taunted us and dared us 
| and challenged us to bring a tariff bill here from the House of Repre- 


sentatives, is not to be hastened. I propose, if I can do it, to hasten 
the aforesaid Mr. Haggin and to compel the Republican party to make 


| good what they have challenged us so often to do—to meet them face 
Already the Mills bill has been | to face upon this tariff issue. 


Why, sir, it is most astonishing that the Senator from Ohio should 









1888. 
































ouse. hey ti ipon t ‘ i the Dp t } y l i 
The Senator say ills bill is a free ’ s [am Jedintor frosa Ohio po i. hat i 
here to discuss it now; I have not the oy rtunity to a sit ro to the country ut | M ( ; ind 


{ want to do so at the proper 






it in oth by itor from Alissouri | Mr. Vest] and the } tor 














! Jhio [Mr. SHERMAN | to the « luctof the subcommittee of th« 
( +1 i nanan which ] nolemam a@iaabing @haa 4 
mittee on Finance, of which chairman, alfecting the tariil 
Ir. H as t! ty D will | bill, 1 think perhaps I ought to say a few words. But before speaking 
» political sp h here, except in answer to « | of that subject 1 want to call the atteution of the Senator from Mis- 
i I} ever seen the day or the hour, and never will so | souri to the fact that he is not waiting here for this tariff bill. It so 
mentally able to stand mm my feet and | happensthat the mostimportant of all the appropriation bills, that which 
ly ly n do itl e or elsewh W hen t] | gathers into its folds more of the public se rvice of this country thanany 





tach 1 us are we to sit quietly and placidly and to | other individual bill, has not yet become a law, and if the tariff bill 
make no reply i are to vilify us, and murder and arson and all | was in the farthermost part of the earth, we are not yet in a position 
ts of crimes are to be charged upon the Democrats of the South, and | to adjourn these two Houses of Congress. We are compelled to remain 
nothing is to be said in reply. The other day when a harangue was | here until the appropriation bills shall pass for the carrying on of this 
made here, outrageous, in my judgment, in the Senate of the United Government for this current fiscal year, which began nearly two months 





States, against the uthern people, the Senator from Ohio sat with a | and a half ago. Only yesterday there was read at the Secretary’s desk 
mile upon his impassive countenance like an arctic sunbeam playing 1 joint resolution from the House of Representatives amending a joint 


ros mf hter.| That was all right, that was all proper; | resolution which amended a previous joint resolution amending a 
but as soon » Democrat undertakes to defend his party, in which he | former joint resolution to extend the appropriations of the last fiscal 
1 sincerely as that Senator believes in his, then | year to the 25th day of September. So, then, the tariff question, as 




















j d 0 vou e draggi tics into the Senate.’”’ respects the convenience of Senators, cuts no figure in the prolongation 
Itishi { t Oy »« } x1 to his mother and said: ‘‘ John | of the session. 
wil y ni} m on the head, mother, and you ought to make | We are compelled to remain here because the House of Representa- 
him stop La r.] The Democrats ought to submit, no matter | tives, which has primary control, under the universal custom of the 
how hard they are struck, and the minute we undertake to retort and | two Houses, of the general appropriation bills, has not yet finished 
how tl tle 1 that they themselves are amenable to thrusts and | these bills so that we can adjourn the Senate if we are ready to do so. 
blo to spear-} vnd sword-thrust, that very minute they get upon | Now, I want to say a word or two respecting the implied censure of 
a& pedestal t We do not wan: any po we are statesmen !’’ | the Senator from Missouri as to the conductof the Committee on Finance 
| Laughter | respecting this tariff bill; and first of all I say to him that if there is de- 
The rp of the Mugwumps, the Pharisees. Yes, there lay as respects this bill on the part of the Republican majority of this 
! le abo hos ntlemen [ have seen it in mod- | body, it is a delay of less than sixty days as against the delay of three 
d thev stood pon the orners of the street with years of this Administration, and it is a lelay of the Democratic irty 
‘ rses ¢ he Scripture 1 their foreheads. and | in the House of Representatives, as the Senator from Ohio has said, 
thanked God not like unto the poor publica and so to-day | of more than fourteen years. 
e fr n pedestal in t country. ‘‘ thank Go rhis ‘* infamous’’ system of protection, as it is characterized by the 
i oor, ignorant, ¥ cy-drinking Democrats.’’ | Senator from Missouri, has been on our statute-book absolutely un- 
\ | changed, except as it has been changed by the Republican party, as it 
We 1¢ irty. whatever i ilts iv b tirks | Was changedin 1883. He characterizes this ‘‘ infamous ’’ system as a 
no r vs whether t Democratic party is willing | System winch the Democratic party now proposes to get rid of. Why 
to meet th sue fairly and squarely. ‘The President of the United | have they not gotten rid of it before when they have had for somany years 
rt if | I l 1 to ulk behind s 1e other issu could have the control of the House of Repre sentatives, the only piace where such 
heen re le ed Pr nt with a unanimity unparalleled in the history a question can b« first considered ? Why did t ley not get rid of it 
@ ht | \ , honest, and true n he sent his mes- | during the two years from 1879 to 1881 when they‘thad the control of 
age to ( which struck with steely point the shield of this in- | both Houses of Congress? I merely suggest this in answer to the par- 
famous prt stem: and because he has done it he is now de- | tisan flings of the Senator from Missouri. 
. I 1 


nounced here and we are denounced as if we attacked the whole pro Now, what is the situation as respects tariff legislation? I suppose 


tective system of this country from beginning to end. there is no man in this Chamber who has given any attention to the 


Mr. Cleveland said in his message, and the Democratic party has re- | Subject of the revision of the tariff who does not know that it is so com- 
ly over and over again, that we do | plicated and delicate in its details that if touched at all it must be 





ited it individually and collective 








not propose to in any industry in this whole country or any interest. | touched with care. If it be true, as the President says, that not only 
We | roposi to do what the Kepublican party pledged themselves to do ery duty is added to the price, but in addition thereto that every 
nd will not do. to reform the inequalities of the tariff. ‘That is all | single domestic article produced here has also added to it the duty on 
we propose now, and upon that issue we are ready to go to the country. | the foreign article—if that absurd statement be true, then surely it is 

Mr. HOAI Will the Senator answer a question ? also true that if we are not to wipe out absolutely the existing system, 


Mr. VEST. Certainly. if we touch it at all, we must touch it with care. 
Mr. HOAR. Doesthe Senator understand that the Democratic } What 1 complain of the Democratic party and the President of the 
United States is that he did not exercise the power he had to call Con- 








propose to overthrow what hestyl d just now ‘‘theinfamous protect 


system,’’ or do they propose to retain it-—which ? | gress together in extra session a year and a half ago. Instead of doing 
Mr. VEST. We propose to overthrow the oppressions of the | that, he allowed nine months of this Congress to pass away before a 
tariff syste tariff bill could be touched at all. We met here on the first Monday 
Mr. HOAR. That does not answer my question. The question is | of December last, and one whole month of this Congress passed away 
wheser he propo o overthrow what he styles the ‘‘ infamous protect ithout the committees of the other House being organized, so that 
month of January of the present year arrived before Mr. MILLS be- 





ive system j a 
r VEST. Ye sir: the infamous part of it I do: that part of it | came the he ad of the Committee on Way s and Means. | His tariff bill 
1ich collects monev from one man in this country to enrich another reported to the House about the Ist of May—lI think the 22d of 
out anv necessity for the collection other than to enrich cla | April, perhaps. It came to the Senate on the 23d day of July. The 
and individuals; that part of it which pretends to protect labor and | House of Representatives had seven months to consider that bill; five 
does not do it, but protects the manufacturer; that part of it which |-™onths of the time practically it was in Committee of W ays and Means, 
takes money out of the pocket of one citizen in order to put it into | aud always under the control of the House of Representatives. That 
for | bill was sent to us, and no Senator could know practically what that 
bill was to be until it came here, because under the system of the House 
Representatives (which I will not characterize, but which is well 
changes and amendments were made in that bill from the time 
ported until the day of its final passage. Nobody could 

util the bill finally passed the House. I say, then, 















the pocket of another and then hypocritically cries out, ‘‘Oh, but 


this labor would be stricken down and the interests of this country 
destroved.’ I do not propose, and have so said over and over again, | ©! 
to assail the interests of any portion of this country fairly and honestly | S2°0W 
existing. The President has said so, and the Democratic party has | 0 3 


I 
Li 














declared sé rand over again; and yet to-day the Senator from Ohio | tell what was there ui ae ; ' 
taunts us Vv h 1 ra free-trade party when we propose a 1 duction | tat the Senate wo ld be derelict in its duty, as would its committee 
less than 6 per t. on the average of the taxation under the existing | having charge of this great subject, if it undertook to bring into this 

1" | body a crude and imperfect measure. 

Mr. ] lent, Iam sorry that I have detained the Senate so long, | | believe that it was the duty of oursubcommittee of the Committee 
and I wish simply to conclude by reading what a brother Senator has | 00 Finance in examining this question to give it all the care and atten- 
called m ttention to in connection with the original cause of my | tion that it was possible to give it. As was truly said by the Senator 
saving anything at all. I quote from the New York Herald of this | from Tennessee | Mr. Harris], we have not conducted this business in 


morning, September 14, in its correspondence from this city: | thedark. This committee has been a committee composed of members 
. | of bot! iain The testimony th , ' ken by the 
Mr. Whitney adds with reference to the use of his name in the Senate in con- of both political parties. Che testim ny that has been taken by one 


nection witb the Standard Oil Trust: “I have never owned a doliar in it nor | Committee has been taken by both parties practically. It istrue that 
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first the then Senator from Delaware, now Secretary of State, as the 
minority of that committee, and the present Secretary of State went 
conference room and sat with the conferees at several 
sittin and then, through some arrangement which I never could 
comprehend and do not even now understand, he came into this Cham- 


ning and declined to further serve upon that conferen 


< 
¢ 
A 


into that joint 


committ a most extraordinary proceeding under the circumstan« 
nd h 1 ion was accepted, and the colleague of the Senator fi 
Kentucky |Mr. Beck | was put upon that conference in his place. 

Phe PRI Vi pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar 
rived, pursu the order of the Senate, the Chair lays before th: 

> the | Hf. It. 11336) a supplement to an act entitled ‘‘Ana 

to execut rtain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,’’ approved 
the 6th day of May, 1882. 

Mr. STEWAKT. I ask unanimous consent that the vote on that bill 
be postponed until the Senator from Iowa concludes his remarks. 

Mr. ALLISON I shall not occupy a great deal more time. 

Phe PRESID P pro tempo Is there objection to the requ 

Mr. STEWART We can take the vote after the Senator from Iowa 
‘ cludes, 

Mr. HOAI I understand a vote is to be taken, which will « ! 
. very shor I hope the Senator from lowa will have unanimous 
consent to finish his remarks now, and then the vote can be taken on 
t! nese | nd then the matter which has been pending can b 


)ENT pro tempore. The Chair has no power to enforce 
rreements of the Senate. It is for the Senate to decide 
what shall be done to-day. Unanimous consent is now asked that the 
The Chair hears 





nator from Iowa may proceed with his remarks, 


no objection 
Mr. PLAT And that the vote be taken after the conclusion of his 
re arkKs, 
Lhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. If unanjmous consent be given f 
at purpose, it can be done. 
j PLATT. I understood that was the proposition. 
Ir. STEWART That is the proposition. 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. ihe 
x from Iowa will proceed. 
Ir. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky [M: 


Bi BURN] diverted me from my line of thought on the pendin 
question. I wish t 


0 say one further word as respects the conference 
port on the tariff bill of 1883. 
Che colleague of the Senator [ Mr. BECK hy for whom I have th 


est esteem, declined to serve upon that conference committee, and 


the nate was either compelled to abdicate its powers or appoint three 
} {} the Republican party, as no Democrat would serve upon that 
conlere : committee. 

ir. BUTLER I think it is due to this side of the Chamber that 








should state the reason why we declined to serve upon that 





{ ‘ t 
‘ ference co! iittee 
ALLIS I will yield to the Senator to give him the privi- 
Istati it 
r. BUTLER. I remember distinctly that the presiding officer of 
nate at that time, Judge Davis, of Illinois, did make a number 
intments of Democratic Senators to serve upon that conference 
‘ ttee. IL wasoneofthem. I declined to serve, and declined for 
ihe reason that the friends of that measure had packed the jury, so to 
peak; in other words, it was the invitation of the spider to the fly, 
aud we declined to go upon that conference upon that ground and that 


) that the jury was packed. 
M \LLISON. They declined to serve, tl 
] + majority of the Senate. 

. BUTLER. Oh, no. 
I ALLISON, 


n, simply because the 


And because the Renublicans had a majority in 


1 ilouse, 
ir. BUTLER. Oh, no. 
\I ALLISON. How else? Here was the House of Representa- 
{ . with two Republicans and a Democrat as its conferees, and here 
the Senate of the United States, with two Republicans and a Dem- 
t as conferee Did the Democratic party want to reverse the 
i of this body and of the other House to secure a majority on this 
c nee committee in order to make a report to suit themselves? 
‘4 te the proposition as stated by the Senator from South Carolina 
everse everything that has ever been done in this Chamber. 
he Senator from Missouri [Mr, Vest] asked whether we can call the 
} bill af trade bill when it only reduces the existing duties 6 
per cent.on anaverage. TheSenator reiterated that two or three times 
as though there was no great alarm. Why, Mr. President, the Mills 


bill dees not touch silk or liquors; it touches sugar very lightly and 
tenderly; and if you take the three schedules that I have just named, 
which are left untouched practically, the ad valorem rate would be 
about 75 percent. So the Mills bill, where it touches, practically 
touches to destroy. It destroysindustries. It puts upon the free-list 
articles produced by great industries of our country. Therefore, when 
the Senator says there is only an average reduction of 6 per cent., in 
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order to make that average he takes schedules which are not touched 
by the Mills bill and all of which comprise duties ranging from 50 to 
» or 90 per cent. So that is no argument at all. 





But I donot intend to be drawn into a discussion of the Mills bill, 
and I only make thisstatement for the purpose of showing that whereve1 
that bill has touched our industries, it has touched them either to 

tly embarrass and cripple them or to absolutely destroy th: 
to say one word more, and then I shall have done, as respects 
the necessity for the bill. As Istated only a few daysago, taking the 


revenues of this year and the appropriations for this year and the neces 
iy expenditures for the sinking fund, there is but twenty millions of 
irplus. So the exigency, the haste for this bill is not as great as itv 

met here in December, because we have appropriated mo 

nt of leaving a surplus of only 


when we 
h exhausts our revenues to the e: 
), 000,000. 

1 I say this I ought to say in connection with it that when thi: 
measure comes into the Senate Chamber it will come with a reduction 
from $60,000,000 to $70,000,000 in our revenue, because I believe, 
{ I think it is the universal opinion of the Committee on Finance, 








gc 
. 
I 


ot 
that we can reduce the revenue at least $60,000,000 without detriment 
to the country in any sense. When that bill will come in it is impos- 
sible for me now to say. I will only say for myself, and I think I can 
for my colleagues on the subcommittee, that at the earliest practicable 
day we shall report the bill to the Committee on Finance for its con- 
sideration, and whether it shall be considered for a longer or shorter 
time by the whole committee will settle the time of its being reported 
to this Chamber; but that it will be reported I give the Senator from 
from Missouri absolute assurance. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator from Iowa sits down I would like 
to ask him in regard to a matter which I do not know that I under- 
stand. He says that the surplus revenue is only about $20,000,000, 
and the reduction proposed by him will be about $60,000,000. How 
does he reconcile those statements? 

Mr. ALLISON. I thank theSenator for calling my attention to that 
point. I will explain it briefly. The revenues for this year are only 
about $20,000,000 in excess of what must be expended this year accord- 
ing to our appropriations, but there are included in those expenditures 
some thirty or forty million dollars that ought to have been expended 
last year and that properly belong to last year’s expenditures. In ad- 
dition to that, there is, according to the message of the President, 
$130,000,000 of accumulated surplus in the Treasury whith has been 
accumulating there for some years. According to the Secretary of the 
Treasury there is an accumulated surplus of $106,000,000, and under 
any tariff bill that may be reported, before the exigency will arise de- 
manding additional revenue, that needed revenue will come from the 
tariff by reason of additionalimportations. The tariff of 1883 reduced 
largely the revenue from what it was in 1881 and 1882, but when that 
tariff came into full play, as it did in 1886 and 1887, the revenues from 
the tariff were larger than ever before. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had receded from its disa- 
greement to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R.{8752) pro- 
viding for the establishment of an additional life-saving station on 
Nantucket Island, and agreed to the same. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the concurrent resolution of the House to print 
the President’s message and the accompanying reports and the major- 
ity and minority reports of the Pacific Railway Commission. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill (H. 
R. 11388) to withdraw certain public lands in the Territory of Wyo- 
ming from sale or disposition under the laws of the United States, and 
for other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask now that we may take the vote on the Chinese 
bill, and the discussion that has been going on can proceed afterwards. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the bill 
by title. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 11336) a supplement to an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chi- 
nese,’’? approved the 6th day of May, 1882. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The question ison the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘The yeas and nays have been ordered, I believe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘Che yeas and nays having been or- 
dered, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called), I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowEN], but by the consent of his colleague 
the pair has been transferred to some one else. I will therefore vote 
‘*vea,”? . 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I desire to state that my 
colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
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nt.? J repeat, that the average reduc 


ory D . yy cm re} 
by t Mills bill of protection given to thes industries which n« al 
protected is 40 per cent. I notice it has been given out to the countr, 
that the reduction is 6 or 7 percent. Itisa 40 per cent. reduction, Mr. 
President, and no less. 

It is very easy to juggle in respect to a bill of this character. You 


may put one-half of the items you touch upon the free-list, and may 
maintain a high enough tariff on the remaining articles, as the Mills 

bill does in respect to sugar and a few others, so that when you make a | 
per cent, of average of reduction it will not be more than 6 or 7 per cent. 
on all the articles affected by the legislation. This is one of the pe- 
culiarities of the bill which has been sent us and referred to the Fi- 
nance Committee, and for which we are preparing a substitute. 

As has been said here, the bill touches all the schedules of the tariff | 
Jaw, unless itis the liquor schedule. I insist that the Republican 
party is committed toa revision of the tariff; but in that revision it 
is to look to it that ample protection is continued—extended, if neces 


sary—to every American industry that can be successfully prosecuted 


| 





upon American soil. In that revision the Republican party is charged 
to insure an American market for the prodacts of American factories 
and of American labor. It ison that line and no other that a revision | 
of the tariff would he affected or attempted even by the Republican | 
party. 

We have |] 1, of working days, I suppose about forty days on this | 
general revision of the tariff. i 

Mr. SHERMAN Will the Senator allow me, in the line of his ar- 

iment, to read a letter attributed to tl Senator from Missouri? | 
hat Senator can say whether he is correctly reported—a letter read at 
a Democratic club in St. Louis, in which that Senator writes as follow 

Mr. Cleveland, by his message, for which I sincerely honor him, has ec) 
lenwed the protected industries of the country toa fightofextermination. 1 
i s to the death 

I read that to show that the Senator from Missouri did not contem- 
plate the Mills bill as a simple slight reduction of the tariff, but asa | 


destruction of the industries of the country. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President 
M HISCOCK. Will the Senator from Ohio tell us the date of the | 
letter? 
Mr. SHERMAN, rhe letter is published in the New York Tribune 
of August 31 | 
Mr. VES ) the Senat w York permit me to Ly 
word ? | 


Mr. HISCOCK,. Certainly. } 

Mr. VEST. ‘There happens to be, fortunately or unfortunately, a | 
club in the city of St. Louis 

Mr. CHACE. We can not hear the Senator from Missouri. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has repeatedly requested 
the Senate to be in order. Business will be suspended until Senators 
and others are seated and conversation ceases. 

Mr. VEST. Iam obliged to the Senator from Ohio for having had 
that statement read. I have received several letters in regard to it, 
but I did not think that my personal opinions were of enough impor- 
tance to intrude them upon the Senate even in explanation of a mis- | 
statement. There is a club in St. Louis which, fortunately or unfort- 
unately, bears my name—the ‘‘ Vest Democratic Club.’? Some time | 
since 1 wrote to an intimate friend, Mr. Charles N. Napton, who hap- 
pened to be the secretary of that club, not specially on any political | 
matter, but in regard to some matter of business about which he wrote | 
me, in which letter he asked me generally about the campaign, as the | 
constituents of Senators generally do. I wrote him a letter—it was | 
written hurriedly, without any idea that it would ever be published, 


| the preparation of the substitute for the House bill revising the tariff, 
and the work that that subcommittee proposes to do in the future in 
| the preparation of a substitute. 


complete he: 


| considered and perfectly prepared, before the people, those interestec 





or that it would ever be subjected to any public criticism—but I wrote 
it as one confidential friend would write to another. 

{ used that expression that the President in discussing the issues of | 
the campaign had challenged the protected industries to a war of ex- 


terminat or words to that effect; but if the Senator from Ohio had 
felt enough interest in the cause of justice, or in me personally, to have 
read the context of that letter, he would have seen that in the next 
sentence I made evident my meaning by stating that the protected 
manufacturers, who were accumulating their immense fortunes unde! 


desperate struggle. Asa matter of course I can say frankly that Iam 
not an idiot, and that the Democratic party would not, in the teeth of its 
platform and of the publie and private expressions of all its members, 


attack the industries of this country; I had no such meaning. Al- 


though the letter was addressed to Mr. Napton from the Senate, he 
took the liberty of tearing off the heading and read the letter in the 





*club, and it has been a matter of public comment from that day to this. 
If I had thought that that matter would be made public I should 
have written more carefully; but I wrote it here in the Senate, in the 
midst of a debate, and my meaning is perfectly clear to any one who 
does not wish to take partisan advantage by misconstruing. 
Mr. HISCOCK. In that connection, Mr. President, if it were nec- 





the present system, would not surrender their large profits without a | 


| 


rv} ’ 
nm made th y 3 {r. ( ‘ 
y tot t 
i 1} t} - 
t ny « t in this w 1 that the avera Texan yuld 
! r u - of his way to kick and kill and destroy, it is a pro tive 
tariff 
But, Mr. President, I will not diverge from the line of remarks which 


I proposed to submit when I took the floor. I was addreasing myself 
to the work which is being done by the subcommittee having in charge 


4 general revision of a tariff has never been accomplished by any 
party in two, three, four, or five months; it is too vast a labor, and 
when revision is to be attempted in the direction of protection the 


| labor is much increased above what it is when it is to be revised in the 
| direction of free trade and opening our markets to the commerce of the 


world. 

As I said, my time has been devoted, with the exception of two o1 
three days when I have been necessarily absent from the city, to the 
consideration of this subject. As I have also said, I have the honor to 
represent, in part, the largest manufacturing State in the nation, and 
it is my intention—I speak for myself here—before the bill shall be 


| submitted to the Senate that every industry in this country, every in- 
dustry in my State that is entitled to protection shall have a fair and 





ring before that committee if it wants to be heard. 

I say again for myself, and I speak for myself alone, that I do not 
propose to join in the report of a bill as a political exigency. There 
is something above party exigencies—the good of the country—that 
must be first looked to, and while in my opinion that can be best 





achieved by the administration of the Republican party, yet even for 

| the Republican party, as a political exigency, a bill revising the tariff 
should not be presented to the Senate or the country before it is well 

1 


in the question, have submitted their views and necessities, 

We have been in session since December last. Republicans on thi 
’ the Chamber owe it to themselves, to their party, and to the 
y to give to this bill all the attention and all the consideration 
necessary to insure that it shall give expression to the views and the 
opinions of our constituencies, to the platform and the policy of the 
party we represent. 

For myself, sir, I am entirely willing to stay here from now until 
December in the preparation of the substitute; and I say that at the 
very earliest moment when it can be prepared I for one shall favor 
its report to the Senate if it shall be the will of Congress to remain 
here. But Iam entirely unwilling to be crowded into incautious speed, 
into a hasty consideration which may force upon the country an ill- 
prepared, an ill-considered measure. We may be able to bring it be- 
fore the Senate soon, but not to-day, to-morrow, nor next week. 

Che committee, as said by the honorable chairman of the subcom- 
mittee, has devoted itself incessantly to the responsible duty with 
which it is charged and to performing the great labor imposed upon 
it and will continue to do so; and whenever that duty is fully dis- 
charged, whenever it is ready and the labor well done, then it will re- 
port its work for the consideration and approval of the Senate and for 
the consideration and approval of the country. 

Think of it, Mr. President, and Senators! Forty days exhausted in 
the preparation of a tariff bill! Forty days in considering the repeal 
of provisions of the internal-revenue laws, and forty days only, and the 
Senator, and other Senators probably growing impatient at the delay, 
and arraigning a committee because it has not acted speedily enough ! 
Why, sir, we are to take into consideration the amount of revenue to 





| be reduced; we are to take into consideration the provisions of the 


present law, and whether to amend or to repeal to produce that re- 
duction. When has it ever been done or accomplished in forty days ? 
Who are they here, in private consultation by themselves, five, six 
ven, eight, nine, or ten gentlemen in the interest of the industries of 
our country, will undertake, within forty days, or one hundred days, 
to present a scheme to the country which will preserve its industries 


according to the policy of the Republican party and make the required 


| reductions ? 


We will reduce the revenue, Mr. President, and insure protection. 
It is not a difficult task, but it must be a painstaking and somewhat 
tedious one. We agree with the gentlmen on the other side that the 


| revenues should be reduced. More than that; the bill which will be 


reported to the S nate will, in my opinion, carry many millions of re- 
duction more than is carried by the Mills bill, and it canbe accom- 
plished without disturbing the industries of the country. More than 
that, it will be accomplished in many instances—I speak for myself 
only—by increasing the protection to the industries of the country that 
require it, increasing it when adequate and diversified capacity for 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 
Mr. PAYNE 
Some remar! 

from Massachusetts 

this morning. 
The Senator from Massa 
I think, however, neither that Senator nor the Senator from Ohio [Mr 

PAYNE|—whom I saw in his seat a moment ago, but I do not see now—in what 

he said yesterday will succeed in removing from the mindsof the people of this 

country the belief that the managers of the Standard Oil Company, the two men 
who notoriously control its concerns and whose vast fortunes are notoriously 
the result of that monopoly, contribute largely to the treasury of the Demo- 
cratic party and are largely the directors of its councils. 

And again the Senator from Massachusetts said further down: 


I suppose Oliver Payne is the chief manager of the Standard Oil Company,a 
gentleman whom the Senator from Ohio, who seemed to know all about it, 
f the Democratic managers of that company. 


affirms was one of 
I meet that, Mr. President, simply by saying that there is not one 
word of truth nor an atom of foundation for that charge. I have said 
no such thing here or anywhere else as the Senator from Massachusetts 
undertakes to affirm. it was only when with a curiosity that might 
characterize some curious old lady the Senator insisted on knowing the 
names of the two Democrats that I referred to as among the stock- 
holders, that I gave him the names, One was my son, Colonel Payne, 
and the other, Colonel Thompson, of New York. I did not say that 
they were directors. If I did I should have toldan untruth. Myson 
was treasurer of that company until three or four years since, when he 
resigned, 
the company, so that there is not one particle of foundation for what 
was said by the Senator from Massachusetts; and there I leave it. 
But, Mr. President, I want to goonestep further. The Senator from 
Massachusetts, in a disingenuous, dishonorable, unbecoming way, has 
several times insinuated—it would be so much better in a manly way 
to make a charge—that Mr. Whitney was the representative in the 


I rise to a question of personal privilege. 
were made in this Chamber vesterday by the Senator 
{[Mr. Hoar] which I only read in the REecorp 


husetts said: 


Cabinet of the Standard Oil Company, and this without a particle of 


authority, borrowing it from his own diseased imagination and nothing 
else in the world, perhaps for a party or personal purpose. 

Now let me read to the Senate what Mr. Whitney says on this sub- 
ject, and upon a question of veracity between him and the Senator from 
Massachusetts, I think among all who are acquainted with both of 
them there will be no hesitation as to which one should be awarded 
credit. Mr, Whitney says: 

I have never owned a dollar in it, nor ever had any relation to it Every 
oflicer or director of the trust is, I believe, a Republican, and so are nine-tenths 
of its stockholders, 


Now, Mr. President, whether the instincts of honor or propriety or 
decency will lead the honorable Senator from Massachusetts to make 
an apology for, and retraction of, that is for him to determine. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the style of speech in which the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE] has indulged belongs rather to a bar- 
room or grogshop, to a place where ruffians and their companions 
congregate, than to the Senate of the United States. The attempt to 
mingle in the debate of the Senate this style of coarse and gross per- 
sonality, to undertake to raise comparisons in regard to personal credit 
or qualities when political or other questions come up, and to divert 
the attention of the public or of the Senate from them is one which 
nothing in the character or history of the Senator from Ohio will en- 
able him to carry through. 

I made neither charge nor insinuation against anybody further than 
this: A Senator on the other side of the Chamber in an elaborate writ- 
ten speech the day after a public address of a distinguished gentleman 
of Maine, formerly a member of this body and at one time the Repub- 
lican candidate for the Presidency, proceeded to discourse on the sub- 
ject of trusts and to attack that gentleman for an utterance which he 
quoted and to attack the Republican party and its platform for being 
connected with great trusts and monopolies injurious to the public in- 
terests. ‘That was followed by a very remarkable proposition on the 
part of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEoRGE] that where the 
President of the United States should become satisfied that any trust 
existed in this country that raised prices of articles he should have the 
power immediately to proclaim its existence, and therefore, no matter 
hew many hundreds or thousands of honest manufacturers or honest 


Colonel ‘Thompson, I believe, has never been a director of 
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| been called to my attention by personal letters. 


| courteously, and within my right as a Senator. 


Mr. PAYNE. 
occasion had said that the 
in Congress 

Mr. HOAR. 
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But the Senator in a yj 
Standard Oil ¢ 
That is the oc rf. 

Mr. PAYNE. That was the first occasion. 

Mr. HOAR. That was the first time I referred to the subject, and 
I inquired whether that Senator would inform the country if he knew 
whether that Standard Oil Company was represented in the Senate or 
in the Cabinet. That is the extent of what Senator calls a distinct 
charge or assertion. 

Undoubtedly, I alluded to what was the general public belief, what 
has been a newspaper charge on that subject. I alluded to what has 
[ have one on my 
desk now charging that theStandard Oil Company is under Democratic 
management, and that those of its managers who have been Republic- 
ans in the past are gathering to the support of the Administration now, 
and that a great danger to the Republican vote in the city from which 
this man writes grows out of 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the Senator read that letter? 

Mr. HOAR. I will not read that letter. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I guess you will not. 

Mr. HOAR. I guessI willnot. Iamstating what the contents are. 
I do not propose to have that Senator change or transfer the issue. I 


sion I speak ¢ 


1, 
Li€ 


| will not undertake to use the words ‘‘ disingenuousness ”’ and ‘‘ dis- 


’ 


honesty,’’ which he so flippantly used in that connection. I do not 
propose to permit that Senator to change my position on this subject. 

I say there is a wide-spread public belief that the trusts which I al- 
Inded to are trusts which are controlled and managed and exerted in 
the interest of the Democratic party, and that the men who have made 
their money by them are the contributors to its campaign fund; but I 
did not make the charge; I did not indorse the charge; I did not say 
anything which by any fair mind can be construed intoa charge, an in- 
sinuation, or a hint. Iam not in the habit of insinuating or hinting. 

I put the question, to be answered by gentlemen who had understood 
the subject, to give an opportunity for an explanation to the public in 
regard to the belief, and that is all, a thing which was done properly, 
If either of the dis- 
tinguished gentlemen whom the Senator has named disclaims there 
being any foundation for this public understanding, no man will more 
promptly or more cheerfully or more gladly accept their explanation 
than myself. 

The question remains unanswered in regard to fiveorsix. JT 
are matters of notorious public concern; they are matters upon which 
the price of the necessities of life, the control of the great transporta- 
tion routes, and large public policies depend; and when these men are 
found set forth in the principal Democratic newspaper of this country 
as not only contributing to but heading, among the first dozen, the 
subscriptions to the Democratic campaign fund, I think it is an en- 
tirely proper subject, when Democratic Senators are discussing the 
trusts, to ask them whether there is an explanation for these matters, 
and let us have it. There is nothing in the proceeding which warrants 
the suggestion that it is an insinuation or a charge or anything but a 
direct demand for the explanation which the circumstances of the case 
require. 

Mr. President, I am not very much moved to any feeling which de- 
serves to be described as indignation or anger or anything above the 
feeling of contempt by the utterances which have come from the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE]. ‘The history of that Senator’s accession 
to this body is fresh in the memory of his countrymen, A Senator 
who, when the governor of his State, when both branches of the Leg- 
islature of his State complained to us that a seat in the United States 
Senate had been bought, when the other Senator from the State rose 
and told us that that was the belief of a very large majority of the 
people of Ohio without distinction of party, failed to rise in his place 
and ask for the investigation which would have put an end to those 
charges if they had been unfounded, sheltering himself behind the 
technicalities which were found by some gentlemen on both sides of 
this Chamber that the investigation ought not to be made, but who 
could have had it by the slightest request on his own part and then 
remained dumb, I think should forever after hold his peace. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. President, the matter last alluded to by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts I suppose he should be the last man in the 
world to bring to the recollection of the Senate, for taking his own 
challenge and expressions, they condemn the action of the very small 
number in the Senate who had, no doubt, reasons satisfactory to them- 
selves. I should suppose the Senator from Massachusetts would be the 
last man to bring that matter up, for I am sure he is the one who suf 


he se 





























































1888. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, S605 








fered most in reputation by his conduct in thatregard. So I shall not 1eerfully accept his denial, and if I have anywhere aflirmed the 
dwell upon that point. But upon the other point, that the Senator trary I will very cheerfully ret the affirmation. I do not r 
too perfect a man to be disingenuous, that he is never disingenu mit ever toh uf Lit. Ihave put the question several times 
that in partisan discussion he is truthful and reliable, if he has tl 1 in de} t W h ertainly believed 
E conceit in his own brain I think it is confined pretty mu o hims t ( but to speak of the 
; The Senator says when a matter is denied that if it shal ) t we s t w + matter dishon 
F amalicions or false charge he is willing to retract it. was t > t: ) to be t ent f und 
= distinctly, and he knows that he can not contradict it, that nin ‘ ty of tl nat He rose just now to stat t 
tenths of the stockholders of the Standard Oil Company and all the bt is an tleman « ut 
. officers of that company are Republicans and had never contributed 1} recently the treasu of that ry 
E vote or a dollar for the election of any Democrat to office. Does] M t did 1 ‘ 
a withdraw his charge? Does he acknowledge that he has made a fa Mr 1 
: charge, one that any man with the instincts of honor would apo M 
for and recant? Not at all. M J lhe Senator t | i 
Then as to Mr. Whitney, the Senator seems desirous to avoid that | had been withina few years ti rer of that co t id that an 


for some reason, but on half a dozen occasions he has insinuated that | other gentleman, who is unde vod to have been one of his most in 

Mr. Whitney in the Cabinet was a representative of the Standard Oi! te political friends, Colonel Thompson, was a manager orastockholde 
Company, and now when there is the most unequivocal denial, whet 1 the npany. That he said the other day. Suppose I had made 
he declares in his own name (and I say he is not to be questioned b that icharge. Suppose I had made it without found I 
anybody) that he never has had any interest in nor any connection wit p I had failed to re t it when I shonld have retracted Wha 
that company and that nine-tenths of the stockholders are Republica : i char gainst t gentlemen which is in the 








and all the officers are Republicans, how does the Senator retract? Lik char of anything \ h lishonorable or imprope Wh that 
amanofhonor? That is all I need sayonthe matter. He can d t | it i ult to M etary Whitney to make the mistaken 
that, and he is welcome. charge that he sust: t this moment a charact h M ) 


; Mr. HOAR. Mr. Whitney’s denial of that matter never had | by the sta ent of his father does hold What is 
brought to my attention until to-day, I never heard of it before 3} y to tigmat las ma ra charge ! 
read it in the papers this morning. "i stands high in ng that he holds stock or is a dir 

Mr. PAYNE. It was in all the papers this morning. or ti re lanag fa certain corporation in this count 
Mr. HOAR. There does not seem to be any occasion for the S« ' htheS o1 Ohio admits his d est and best frie: 
tor’s interposing to reaffirm what I said. I said just before he 1 ld 
+ that I had read it in the papers this morning. If I had made a hich |] l not, but merely referred to the 
Mr. PAYNE. I donot believe you did. Let me ask the Senator beliet lerat t for an explanation from men who 
as a question of candor, have you not read that declaration of Mz presence of t! f Ohio himself, ana if it had l 
Whitney’s this morning? { a take, it wv i » more than if I had iMr. AB 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I think this style of behavior on th: 1 one chair tin ier. The point of what I] ) Say 
part of the Senator from Ohio had better stop. LIrose and stated t ! hing to do ivthing ch was in 1 least ] da 
the Senate, before the Senator interrupted me the first time, that l gatal l hom 
never heard of Mr. Whitney’s denial until to-day, and that I read it | 1 from the New York World that of ten subscribers t 
in the papers this morning. What I said is on record unquestiona id of the D cratic | y, | had already said that I in 
Fr Mr. PAYNE. I do not question that. l 1 a contribution to a campaign fund from a tor or f ne 














Mr. HOAR, It willbe found there. Now the Senator gets up and 1 holding an « utive office an impropriet M : tot 
says he wants to ask me, as a matter of candor, if I did not read it in | bill and the remarks of the Senator f 1 Indiana [ Mr. \ 
he papers this morning. I said so, er day, I alluded to them to that I did not th t I 
Mr. PAYNE. Have you made a retraction as you said you w 1 | had said a dy this mornu ina rtotheS 1 Misse 


> if you were satisfied the charge was not true ? ‘fr. Vest] th proposed to « t ct t I f t 


Mr. HOAR. When the proper time and place come to make tent of 1 ‘ t lb et ( 

retraction I shall makeit. I accept the disclaimer of Mr. Secreta s I hav in the p. 

Whitney very cheerfully—— We were not talking about any ter into whi inyth 
Mr. PAYNE. Do it like a man. mal dishonor ent ! We wer t talking about anytl 
Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Ohio is disorderly and insolent be it well known i 1¢ by} I f the highest charact 

yond bounds in his style of interruption. If he has rin both politi part and i ll parts of the count 


Mr. FARWELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. talk about a Democrat rraigument of trusts, a charge tha t 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachusetts | reat business enterpris this country are things w h ought to 





i” the floor. put down by law, and I asked the honorable Senators to tell 
Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Ohio has anything to say. let him | 1 popular | ef was or was t tr that the tv to w 
rise in his place and in order, and when he has the floor say it. long got in a large measure its « m funds and its dire i i 
Mr. PAYNE.”* I can do that without your permission, I suppo its assistance and its counsel from men who are eng 1 in the 
I want to. just as when the Senator from Indiana proposed to make a « 
| 2 Mr. HOAR. It certainly is not becoming in him to ask my indul- | tion to a campaign fund by an « itive oflicer a penal off 
| @ gence and courtesy for an interruption of this kind. That st of | miss from office the man who did that, to make } Ica 
f language belongs to the grogshop rather than here. ng public office in the f i perfect! 
3 Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I call the Senator from Mass l ttention to the fact that if the leading Dem g 
setts'to order. Is this style of debate in order in the Senate? try were to be trusted the President of the Unites a 4 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is not. of his Cabinet and men standing high int of the I f 


Mr. BUTLER. Then [ hope the Chair will enforce the decorum | part: I 
which is certainly due the Senate? | TI accompanied it with a sta nt that I did et ht , 
Mr. HOAR. If I have said anything out of order, I withdraw it itor from Indiana in the idemnat but the point ¢ urs 
I desire to ask the Chair whether this style of interruption is to be | was that the policy of that pro 1 stat WAS ¢ neous and 


ahey 





tolerated ? i ¢ nles of tru ; . ‘ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The whole colloquy has been « | tl e assistant librar of t t ‘ 
: orderly from the beginning. | his man was inconsist with the 1 ' 
Be Mr. HOAR. I shall endeavor to proceed in order. | civil-service reform I think that office: la per tr f 


The PRESIDENT protempore. TheChair has no observation to make } he did. 
about either Senator; but the colloquy has been disorderly. | When I was saying that, and that ll that has happens 
Mr. HOAR. Iam willing to abide under the strictest principles of | letter in my hand charging that the members of t Standard Oil Co 





parliamentary Jaw by my recorded language anywhere. I have been | pany everywhere are active on the side of the D rati t et 
interrupted again and again when I was speaking, by taunts and in- | ter written to me by a well-known citizen of this « try, a man 
sults, by demands that in the name of candor I should do something or | ing his name, a stranger to me, the S tor from ‘ yasks 1 1a 
say something which I had just said, and I thought it was within the | sneer if I will read the letter. It him Ido : ( se to re 
limits of parliamentary discussion to say that that style of interruption | and he guesses I will not. 
did not belong to the Senate, but belonged to another place which I Mr. President, I donot make any invitation to a comparison « 
have mentioned. If that be ont of order, anybody may make the most | propriety of conduct or political integrity with that Senator « 
of it. else, but if that Senator desires to have that comp n ins ‘ 

If Mr. Secretary Whitney, as he is represented by a newspaper in- | tainlyshallnotshrinkfromit. I know very well that the matt i 
terview, has denied a connection with the Standard Oil Company, | | [have alluded, the complaint of both houses of the Legislature of Ohio 




























































bill (11. R. 3447) amendatory of ‘‘An act relating to postal crimes 
and amendatory of the statutes therein mentioned,’’ approved June 18, 


1888, and for other purposes; and 


Joint resolution (S. R. 102) appropriating $200,000 to suppress in- | 

fection in the interstate commerce of the United States. 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Mr. PLUMB. I now move thatthe Senate proceed to the considera- 
he bill (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the powers and duties of the 

of Agriculture, and to create an Executive Department to 
partment of Agriculture. 
n was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
| ted from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 








es witi ents, 

Lhe nendment was, in section 2, line 3, to strike out ‘‘and’”’ 
before ‘‘ who;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Ss Phat th hall be in said Department an Assistant Secretary of Agri- 





culture, to be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, who shall perform such duties as may be required by law or pre- 
seribed by the Secretary. 





The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 3, line 1, after ‘‘shall,’’ to strike 
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» enlarge the powers ‘ 
es of t I urt it of Agriculture, and to create an Executive } 
Departn 1 as the Department of Agriculture. RD SEEVICS, SAA CONINGS A6 GS preset 
if SAW ie I ask the Senator from Kansas to yield to me fora ‘ = - the c Tremere ot ene , r : Bias, 
it la to make a report from the Committee on Post- shall receive an annual compensati 
) i Post-Roads and to have immediate action on the bil] | lent, by and with the advice and con 
‘ ee 4 ’ r 4 j Ss er of the Army, in additi 
J il i { I 0 be ule, and I reserve the right to | ned to the charge of the Weath 
1 the Pi and confirmed by the 
Mr. SAW well I report favorably, without amend- | adhe. rs ie ee aoa 
ment, from ‘ : ittee ¢ Post-Offices and Post-Roads, the bill (H > di I lt und r the direct on of th 
I 91) to I master-General to advertise for and pur- | Se¢ ee ke 7 i ‘ dateknanin : 
; ale 1 | ihe Secretary « ’ Ss author and dir ec vithin thirty davs aller t 
= — e sa m1 . nd keys there! wr, and I ask that passaye of this act, to appoint a board of three pena“ esdeaggen cantatas f 
it ut t Signal Officer shall be a membe1 rhe duty of said board shall be tomakea 
| P Ip! c 3 . The Senator from Wisconsin asks | v« itory of all property now in the control and possession of the Signal Servic 
mous « en ub ti ~ bill may be now considered. Does the eenieeatinn ee ae Maan need aes one tet Seemtahhe den t ; 
ri eld that purpose | work of the Signal Ser > Weather Bureau. The remainder of the proj 
] I ld. 1} ot to displace the Agricultural Depart- | shall remain in the control of the Secretary of War. 
1 l h to |} before the Senate Mr. HARRIS. I desire to ask the Senator from Kansas in cha 
‘ t, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, | of the bill why the fifth sect 1 1S propo d to be stricken out if 
proceeded to « ler the bill (H. Rt. 11391) to authorize the Postma seems to me that the Weather or Signal Service Bureau is more impor 
ter-General to advert for and purchase improved registered-mail | tant to the agricultural interests of the country perhaps than to any 
loc} L ke ti other of the great interests, and that being true it appears to me that 
Mr. VEST. 1] yuld like to ask the Senator—I am a little igno- | there is absolute propriety in putting that service under the controi of 
rant on the subje what is the necessity for this special appropria- | the Department of Agriculture rather than to continue it under the 
tion Is. there not a general law on the subject which gives the Post- | Department of War. I should like to] vy why the committee recom 
master-General authority to purchase these locks? mend the Senate to strike out that section which proposes to subject 
Mr. SAWYER The law now authorizes him to purchase certain | the weather service to the control of the Department of Agricultu 
locks for istered-mail matter. The Department find that they are | which the bill designs to create? 
defective Chis bill was drawn at the Post-Office Department. 1 went Mr. PLUMB. In reporting the bill in its present shape I acted 
there and vy the Postmaster-General this morning. Hesays itis very | simply as the organ of the committee. For myself, I agree entirely 
important t the Department should have these locks and have them | with the Senator from Tennessee. I believe that the Department of 
ib once fol I ifety of the registered-mail matter. I could give the | Agriculture should not only have the Signal Service because it belong 
Senator all the details, but the Department do not want to make the | there for the reasons so cogently stated by the Senator, but I believe 
matter publi Chat is the amount of it. The bill is strongly urged | it ought to be there because this Department has room for it, and it 
by the Post-Office Department. would help to give to it that importance and dignity which it should 
Mr. VEST. That is satisfactory. have. 
rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to There are many other reasons why I think it should go there, but the 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. committee thought otherwise, not, perhaps, as an ultimate thing, but 
MESSAGE FROM TITE HOUSE. because of certain ideas which prevail on the part of certain members 
ha a . : 7% > fae ha raneter +¢ hea e yr ~ ¢ 
4 messa from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. Tow! S, “ oe ee . ~ ng : - — ao ce bic pene _. 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 576) Pe) ervies . = — ee aoe ee ae ee 
for © re fofSemon Bache & Co. -_ sot — Bufean re ee . . 
For myself I can say that I believe it ought to go there for the ben- 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED efit of the Department and for the benefit of the bureau. Inever have 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed | been able to reconcile myself to the idea of having a bureau which has 
the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and they were there- | in charge measurably at least the productive interests of this country, 
upou signed by the President pro tempore: which relates to agricultural productions, under the control of that 


Department which represents destruction. Why agricultural interest 
real or remote, should be under the charge of the War Department i 
one of those things I never could see any reason for, and that I neve: 
agreed to except under compulsion. So faras Iam concerned, how 
ever, Iam willing to have this bill with this much taken off, if the 
Senate should so vote, rather than not to bave it at all. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ifthe Senator will allow me I will state that I quite 
agree with him; if we can get no more I am quite willing to take tl 
bill with the fifth section out. But I want to ask the Senator fron 
Kansas if he has scrutinized the various provisions of the fifth section 


° 


other than the one which provides for the transfer of this burean to 
the Department of Agriculture, so as to be satisfied that they are in 
themselves proper, because Iam strongly inclined myself to voteagainst 
agreeing to the committee’s amendment with the hope of retaining th« 
fitth section as a part of the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no doubt that the fifth section if adopted 
would prove operative in the direction of at least maintaining the pres- 
ent efficiency of the Signal Service Bureau, if the effect would not be 
to increase its efficiency. I do not mean to say by that that I think 
by the adoption of this provision we should carry into the Agricultural 
Department as thoroughly equipped a Signal Service Bureau as we 
ought to have. The change will undoubtedly require other moditica- 
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Mr. BUTLER. 
the bill 

Mr. BLAIR. 
Monday 

Mr. PLUMB, ‘That will oceur at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘This is a House bill, and if passed without amend- 
ment it will become a law with the signature of the President. On 
the contraay, if we amend it it must go back to the other House. 

Mr. BLAIR. A conference committee could be asked and obtained 
very soon, I imagine, and the House would probably agree to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BUTLER. We know the difficulty of getting anything through 
the other House. There is rarely aquorum there now, and if anybody 
should be opposed to the bill there he would have no difficulty in de- 
feating it. 1am so anxious to have the bill become a law that, in my 
judgment, unless there is some very strong reason controlling otherwise, 
the Senate ought to pass the bill as it came from the other House. As 
to the matter of detail in the arrangement of the Signal Service Bureau 
under this new Department, I think there will be no trouble about that. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think we had better have a vote anyway, and sce 
what the temper of the Senate is in regard to the amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask the Senator from South Carolina whether he 
has examined the fifth section of the pending bill? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PALMER. Undoubtedly if he has examined it he sees that it 
involves a thorough reorganization of the Signal Service Bureau. My 
opinion is that it is of such vital importance that this great agency 
should be protected that the matter should come in as a separate bill 
and receive a separate discussion, detached entirely from the pending 
measure even if we do transfer this bureau to the Department of Agri- 
culture. Iam not prepared to say but that [ should be in favor of it. 

I am very anxious to have the Department of Agriculture created; 
and I do not think this is the proper time to transfer the Weather 
Bureau by a section of the pending bill where more consideration is 
given to the aim to be arrived at in establishing that executive depart- 
ment than to the methods which may be involved in the fifth section. 
I think it is a matter which requires very careful scrutiny and that 
we should have the Signal Service Bureau officers before us and get 
the pros and cons before we take this very decisive step. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Michigan allow me to ask 
him if in creating a department he does not think it proper to assign 
to it the various duties which should legitimately belong to it? 

Mr. PALMER. I think so, but Ido not think there should be hasty 
or inconsiderate action on this particular matter. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator not think that this particular 
bureau, the Signal Service Bureau, would be more properly assigned 
to the Agricultural Department of the Government than to any other 
one of the Executive Departments of the Government ? 

Mr. PALMER. As to that Iam not prepared to answer now. At 
first blush I should say no, and I have no doubt I could bring ten 
arguments to the gentleman’s one in supportof my position. I am not 
taking the ground that the bureau should not be attached to the De- 
partment of Agriculture, but I think that the subject should be con- 
sidered separately and have mature deliberation and examination. It 
is better for us to go slowly and build up this department as it should 
be built up, without detracting from its powers by doing something 
irrelevant and foreign and attempting to make all the provisions which 
possibly will be madein the future. Ido not think we should attach 
the Signal Service Bureau now and reorganize it, as it is reorganized in 
this section, without regard to the wants of commerce or of agriculture. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not understand that the fifth section proposes 
to reorganize the Signal Service Bureau. It simply proposes to trans- 
fer the bureau. 

Mr. PALMER, 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PALMER. Does the Senator know what the present otganiza- 
tion of the bureau is? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, I have some information on that subject; but 
the fifth section proposes to transfer the organization of the Signal 
Service Bureau to this new executive department. Ican not see why 
there should be any friction in that transfer, inasmuch as the second 
paragraph of the section provides for a reorganization of the Signal Serv- 
ice Bureau. It does not disturb any vested rights. If any oflicer of the 
Army, or soldier, or non-commissioned officer has a vested right, it does 
not disturb the vested rights of anybody in the Signal Service Bureau. 

Mr. PLATT. It takes the force away and transfers it. 

Mr. BUTLER. It transfers the force to this new executive depart- 
ment, but thatis all. Then the second paragraph provides that within 
thirty days after the passage of this act the Secretary of War shall ap- 
point a board of three Army officers, of which the Chief Signal Officer 
shall be a member, for the purpose of such a reorganization of the bu- 
reau under the Agricultural Department. I can not see what harm or 
injury or injustice can result to anybodv by the transfer. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Senator from South Carolina, as he 


I think that course would facilitate the passage ot 


The Chinese restriction bill is to be voted upon on 


Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question? 
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has the bill betore him, if when the commission created by the second 


| clause of the fifth section shall have investigated and shall have de- 


| 
| 


termined upon what it may think the best policy it will not have to 
report to Congress, and Congress will then take action determining 
upon the wisdom or unwisdom of the recommendations of that board ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Clearly Congress has jurisdiction and control of the 
whole subject, and the mere transfer to this new executive depart- 
ment does not disturb it, as I understand. 

Mr. HARRIS. As I understand the Signal Service Bureau as now 
organized, that organization is simply and bodily transferred to the 
new department by the fifth section, and Congress will deal with it 
hereafter in respect to its reorganization or non-reorganization as Con- 
gress may choose, 

Mr. BUTLER. That I understand to bethe case. In fact, the fifth 
section so provides distinctly. I call attention to lines 6, 7, and 8 of 
section 5: 

Until otherwise provided by law, the present organization of the subordinate 
force of said bureau, including the second lieutenants now in service, sha!l con- 
tinue as at present. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask the Senator if he understands that the board 
is composed of three Army officers, of which the Chief Signal Officer 
shall be a member? 

Mr. PLUMB. What board is that? 

Mr. PALMER. The board proposed to be created by this bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. But that board is simply to make an inventory of the 
property and determine what is necessary to go with it and what is 
necessary and proper to remain under the custody of the War Depart- 
ment, 

Mr. PALMER. 

Mr. BUTLER. 


Very true. 
Certainly, that is all of it. 

Mr. PLATT. I hope the Senator in charge of this bill will permit 
it togoover. Itis very evident that there is not a quorum here this 
afternoon. I think he can scarcely expect that this amendment will 
be voted upon without a call of the yeas and nays. I am certainly in 
favor of the amendment—that is to say, I am in favor of striking out 
that part of the bill which proposes to transfer the Signal Service Bu- 
reau to the Agricultural Department. ‘There seems to be a very great 
incongruity in transferring the force which is now a part of the mili- 
tary establishment of the United States, second lieutenants, sergeants, 
and enlisted men. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that the 
enlisted men are under the same penalties for desertion that the men 
in the Army regularly are. 

Mr. PLATT. Exactly; and it seems to me that there is a very great 
incongruity in transferring that force, both the men and officers, and 
putting it under the control of a civil department of the Government, 
for that is just what it is, and nothing else. 

Mr. PLUMB. There are several incongruities. The one the Sen- 
ator speaks of is no greater than the one that exists now in having a 
bureau, which has relation to nothing of a military character what- 
ever, entirely under the control of the military establishment. That 
certainly is as incongruous as it would be to have for the time being 
a few lieutenants and enlisted men under the command of a mili- 
tary officer, remember, as the Chief of the Signal Service would be 
until we reorganize the bureau by law, himself put under the control 
of a civilian head of a department, which is just what he is now, be- 
cause his superior oflicer at present is the Secretary of War, who is a 
civilian. So if there is any way of measuring incongruities, the in- 
congruity is longer and broader as it exists now than it would be if 
this transfer were to take place. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘There is an old maxim that it is better to— 

Bear those ills we have, 
Than fly to others that we know not of. 

If it be true that there are incongruities in the present system, it 
seems to me to be no reason for this proposed transfer where, I submit, 
with all respect, the incongruity will be greater than itis now. It 
simply proves to my mind thatif we are going to pass this bill we ought 
to pass it with this amendment which is proposed by a majority of the 
committee, and that then we should deal with this subject hereafter as 
an independent matter, as the chairman of the committee suggests. 

It may be well to entirely reorganize the system by which the pres- 
ent Signal Service is carried on and disconnect it entirely from the mil- 
itary system, but this section does not propose to do that. It proposes 
to retain the military features of the service and transfer it to the con- 
trol of a man who it may be expected has great knowledge of farming, 
the distribution of seeds, looking after cattle plague, and all that sort 
of thing. 

While Iam not prepared tosay, and do not say, that there are not in- 
congruities in the system as it now exists, I think this hasty and ar- 
bitrary, I will not say reckless method of transferring the Signal Service 
to the Agricultural Department to be created ought not to be pursued. 

I trust the Senator from Kansas will allow the matter to go over. If 
he insists upon a vote now, there is another view of the subject that I 
should like to present at this time, but I prefer to have it go over. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ona consideration of the lateness of the hour and 
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the tact that the Senate is thin, I have no ection to the gr } ) Dep t, but t 
over, provided there can b in understanding that Ss nie value 
immediately at the close of the morning business on M¢ not MAR 10 I 
displace, however, the existing order in regard to the Chin resti M TEWA Six s 
tion bill. $16 or $17 an 
Mr. PLATT. I have no objection to that cour M [OAI t ul uk the 
Mr. STEWAR I no objection to such an understanding pro- s ! wi ls 1 fi a 
vided that if the Chinese restriction bill should be reconsidered we can t I t s 
go ahead with that. e 
Mr. BLAIR. It might be well to suggest, in connection h what M VK lan é 
has been said, that amendments have been adopted which will compe Mr. STEWAR ] 1 ) : q 
the return of the bill to the other House, and to its being sent to a Mr. COKI pa . M y 
ference committee, so that the objection of the Senator from South } the > e of Te »t ed + ‘ | ed 
Carolina as to the adoption of this further amendment would seem to | ¢ 1 of ‘ $s i ws 
be without point for that reason. ( epu x a t 
Mr. BUTLER. Yes; my attention has been called to one provis | States 
of the bill which is to go into operation the first day of July, 1888 ) Mr. STEWAI ] ed 3 
course it will have to be amended in that particular. lw ‘ t t id 
Mr. BLAIR. Several other amendments have been adopt é 
Mr. HARRIS. Several verbal amendments have been already ag vv 
to, and are proper. M EVARTS i as menate to proceed to ( I i n of 
Mr. BLAIR. I have nodoubt a conference committee would dispose | pyoyse bill 925. Orde1 Business 2009. for the relief of Matthew W 
of the bill with promptitude. Berryman, which was reported from the Committee on M A fairs 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the consid- | },y the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. BATE] without amend rl 
eration of this bill as the unfinished business will be resumed on Mon- | ,¢, bill is simplv a p : 
day at the conclusion of the routine morning business, not to interfere | ,), ympensation f a ‘ i 
with the assigned order already for the vote upon the motion to recon Arn ring the relx : 
sider the Chinese restriction bill.  sert eal t 
Mr. HARRIS. Is this agricultural bill the unfinished business ' . $ } “ Or : 
The PRESIDENT protempore. It is the unfinished busine 1 ft me ¥ 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. M1 yns bill (H.] ‘ M 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLEs, v . ee 1 Lom “4 = 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed | T 1c | p er or t iry to pa Mn ; 
the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 221} to continue the provisions | — . : _ 
of a joint resolution entitled a ‘‘ Joint resolution to continue the pro- oe 7 : , yo ' 
visions of a joint resolution entitled a ‘ Joint resolution to provide tem- wOm ike th J 
porarily for the expenditures of the Government;’ ’’ and it was there- | '©€?S, m the _s — 
upon signed by the President pro tempore. a an 5 . 
ARBITRATION OF RAILROAD DIFFERENCES. eee ae ge - 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consid —, shi 1s 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8665) to create boards of arbitration or com- 
nission for settling controversies and differences between ra ud « Mr. BROW? I as 3 é t - 
porations and other common carriers engaged in interstate i he considerat f 38 
torial transportation of propérty or passengers and their employ: there being rye bill (Hf 
by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of \\ L. Bradw was considere s in ¢ V he 
proceeded to consider the bill. Che bi \ rted 1 the ¢ ( i M 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The first five sections of this b a endme ) 
transcripts of the bill that passed both Houses in the Forty i Cor “three sert line 
gress, but failed to be enrolled for want of time. The latter s t ke out 
the bill confer upon the President the power to appoint a commission rd i s t 0 
whenever a disturbance occurs in connection with the interstate-com e the bil ud 
merce transportation, etc., to make examination and report l 
Mr. CALL. I was going to ask the Senator if he did not think a 
Senate was rather too thin to consider so important a bill, b ] llics 7 ; P i 
not do so, as the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] is anxious for its 
passage. G ' n 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That is the only explanation tl [ deem | , ' t 
it necessary to make at this time. The Senate has passed upon tl t ry} inet nd1 3 wel eed to 
five sections already in the last-Congress. The other sections merely hill wv rted sen { 
provide a method of examination which may be of very great practical | ,, - 0 
importance in cases of disturbance such as we have had in vari i smendn . 1 to heeng ‘ 
States and Territories in the past few years. . tim 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, order oO bi l d it ’ : } 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. BROWN mo it the Se i ; 
HEIRS OF HENRY VOLCKER. ‘ t 
Mr. COKE. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate, proceed to | mot é 
the consideration of Order of Business 2170, House bill No. 2996. I Preside n yas a i to t tl ynferes 
There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 2996) te confirm the t ( pa i Mr. H Ir iMr. B N i 
of the heirs or legal representatives of Henry Volcker, deceased ppo ‘ 
certain tract of land in the Territory of New Mexico was consid 1 
as in Committee of the Whole. i : 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. scp * 3 “ cs : ' 
Mr. HOAR. I should like to know what the value of this la Blew aes ae Be. GUST) 60 : : 
Mr. CoKE rose. I ou ng In the ¢ ww an A 
Mr. STEWART. I made the report in the case. It is a very straight aa _— 
case and was reported upon by Mr. Benjamin some thirty-odd years ago, | PTOCeSCee & - a 
The certificate referred to was one of the certificates issued by the gov- ee 1 “ ~ yee: = _ 
ernment of Texas before she was admitted into the Union. It was lo- | *' eT == ee , 
cated in New Mexico. Afterwards by the act of 1850 the lin« eI 
changed, and territory claimed by Texas was ceded to the United States Mr. STEWA la ) to ¢ up O of J 
and made part of New Mexico. That is the way thatit happened to be | iness 1987, House bill 1 
left out. Chere being no objection, the bill (H. R. 1216) for t gation 
Mr. HOAR. My question was, what is the present value of the | of the mining-débris question in the State of California wa ! 
land ? as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. STEWART. Itis not very valuable. I inquired into that and The bill was reported from the Committee on Mines and Mining with 





XIX 539 














an amendment, in iine G6, alter the words can be, to strike ou ae 
r) i and 1D t devised; » as to read 
r Lereby authorized and directed to detail three 
offi from the ] r Corps of the United States Army as a commission 
for t purpose of making a thorough examination and investigation of the 
min débris question in the State of California, for the purpose of ascertain 
iug ether + e plan can be devised whereby the present conflict between the 
mois ‘ 1 fa ng tior be adjusted and the mi g industry rehabil 
itated, ct 
re IPREINENL, ry — sit a 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore Che question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committ 
. . sad oa . ‘. 
I PEWART lhe amend immaterial. It is a mistake 
in the engro rhe two wv ls are pretty nearly synonymous, 


>and so I will withdraw the endment. 
The bill will have the same meaning with either word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can not withdraw the 

7 


amendment, it having been reported by a committee. 


Mr. STEWART Chen I ask that it be disagreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pyro tem; rhe question is on agreeing to the 
amendment It is possible that the engrossed copy is right. It had 
better be compared, 

Mr. STEWART. Both words really mean the same thing, and I 
ask that the amendment be voted down anyhow. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment lered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PREVENTION OF CONTAGIOUS DISEASI 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senate to proceed at this time to the con- 
sideration of Order of Business 2203, being the bill (S. 3467) to prevent 
the introduction of contagious diseases from one State to another, and 
for the punishment of certain offenses. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proce ded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS I ask that the substitute reported by the committee 
Phe SECRI LRY. Che amendment reported by the Committee on 


all after the enacting clause of the 


Epidemic Diseases is to strike ou 


bill, and in lieu thereof to insert: 





That when hall be made to ay ir to the satisfaction of the Pres 
tl olera, yé fever, smal »x, or plague exists in any State or Territory 
or in the District of Columbia, and that there is danger of the spread of such 
disease into ot rerritories, or the District of Columbia, he is hereby 
authorized to cause t Secretary of the Treasury to make or promuigate such 
rules and regula ns as in his judgment may be necessary to prevent t 
spread of h disease from one State or Territory into another, or from any 


State or Territory into the District of Columbia, or from the District of Columbia 
into any State or Territory,and to employ such inspectors and other persons as 
may be necessary to execute such regulations to prevent the spread of such 
disea Andany person who shall willfully violate any rule or regulation so 
made and promulgated shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon 
conviction shall be punished by a fine of not more than $500, or imprisonment 
for not more than two years, or both, in the discretion of the court. 

Sxc, 2. That y officer, or person acting as an officer, or agent of the United 
States at any quarantine station, or other person employed to aid in prevent- 
ing the spread of such disease, who shall willfully violate any of the quarantine 





















laws of the United States, or any of the rules and regulations made and pro- 
mulgated by the Secretary of the Treasury as provided for in section 1 of this 
act, or any lawful order of his superior oflicer or officers, shall be deemed guilty 


of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction shail be punished by a fine of not more 
than $300, or imprisonment for not more than one year, or both, in the discre- 
tion of the court 

Sec. 3. That when any common cat 






ier or officer, agent, pr employé of any 


common carrie: | willfully violate any of the quarantine laws of the United 
Sts or the rul and regulations made and pr< 1igated as provided for in 





section 1 of this act, such common carri officer, agent, or employé shall be 
leemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and ll, on ‘conviction, be punished by a 
fine of not: e than $500, or imprisonment for not more than two years, or 
th, in the diseretion of the court. 


i 
dee 











The amendment was agreed to. 

Che bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ° 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


and passed. 

FORFEITURE OF MICHIGAN RATLROAD GRANT. 

i I ask that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
ar No, 2259, being the bill (S. 947) to declare forfeited certain 
nted to the State of Michigan to aid in the construction of a 
railroad from Ontonagon to the Wisconsin State line, etc. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
pro eeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendment 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 9, after the word ‘‘Pro- 

led,’’ to strike out the words: 

this act shall not be construed as forfeiting lands lying opposite to and 


coterminous with t completed portion of any railroad heretofore constructed 


under authority of said act of Congress, 


and insert: 


That nothing h n contained shall be construed as forfeiting any lands here 
tofore earned bv the location and construction of any portion of said road, nor 
as forfeiting the right of way or depot grounds of any railroad company hereto- 
fore granted. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, to add the followin 








g as a new section 
Sec. 2. That in all cases when any of the lands forfeited by the firs 1of 
this act, or when any lands relin juisoed t or tor any cause resume e 
United States from the grant mentioned 1e firs ection of this act, have 
heretofore been disposed of by the proper officers of the United States or under 
State selections in Michigan confirmed by the Secretary of » Interior, under 





or of the public-land laws, where the consideration received therefor is still 
retained by the Government, and the right and title of all persons holding or 
claiming under such disposals shall be, and is hereby. confirmed: Provid - 





ever, That where the original cash purchasers are the present ow 
shall be operative to confirm the ti nly of such said cash pur a 
d have purchased without fraud and in 









Secretary of the Interior shall be sati 





the belief that they were thereby obtaining valid title from the United S 

That nothing herein contained shall be construed to contirm any sales o n- 
tries of lands, or any tract in any such State ss tion, upon which there were 
bona fide pre-emption or h estead claims on the Ist day of May, 1888, arising 
or asserted under color of the laws of : United States, andall such pre-emption 





aud homestead cl 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senate will remember that when a 
general forfeiture bill came up some time ago there was a very earnest 
controversy between several Senators on one side and on the other, in 
which the Senator from Arkansas {Mr. Berry] and the Senator from 
i Mr. PALMER }|—the Senator from Arkansas as representing 
the committee and the Senator from Michigan as representing so far as 
le important interests among his own constituents—took part on 
one side and I took some part on the other in the interest of some con- 
The bill was subsequently passed by the Senate in 





ns are hereby confi: ned, 











ituents of mine. 


| a shape not entirely conforming to the original proposition of either 


ide, passing, I believe, by the consent of both sides. 

Now, I understand—and I make this statement so that my constit- 
uents who are interested will understand the matter—the Senator from 
Michigan proposes the passage of this special bill relating to Michigan 
alone, but which as he assures me (of course, Iam quite sure he has 
examined it carefully) contains substantially, I do not know but in 
words, the provisions which existed in the bill that passed. 

Mr. SAWYER. The same. 

Mr. HOAR. With that understanding I do not feel it my duty to 


j Oppose the bill. 





Mr. PALMER. Iwill state the only object I have in asking for the 
passage of this bill, although it is included in the omnibus bill re- 


| ported by the Public Lands Committee, in which there were many rail- 


roads North and South involved. ‘There is no prospect of that bill 
getting through the other House, or of the conferees agreeing very 
soon, and this is deprived of many of the objections to the former bill, 
because it relates to one set of interests which can be discussed on their 
merits. 

Section 2 in this bill is the section corresponding to section 9 of the 
bill that was passed, over which the contest was had between the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] and the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPOONER] on the one side, and the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
BERRY] and myself on the other. It is taken verbatim from that bill 
as it was passed. The only difference in section 1 is that whereas the 
Plumb bill forfeited all lands not opposite completed portions of the 
road, in this there occurs this proviso, which effects the same thing: 

That nothing herein contained shall be construed as forfeiting any lands 
heretofore earned by the location and construction of any portion of said road, 
nor as forfeiting the right of way or depot-grounds of any railroad company 
heretofore granted. 

[t is identical essentially with that part of the bill which pertains to 
this interest. 

Mr. PLATT. Is section 2 the same as in the bill passed ? 

Mr. PALMER. I thinkitisidentical. If not I will move a recon- 
sideration on Monday. 

Mr. PLATT. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

TIMBER ON PUBLIC DOMAIN. 

Mr. TELLER. 
dar No. 2173. 

Mr. PLATT.: I should like to give notice that when this bill is con- 
sidered I shall move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. TELLER. It is a very important bill, but a local one. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. 2877) authorizing the citizens ot 
Colorado, Nevada, and the Territories to fell and remove timber on the 
public domain for mining and domestic purposes was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 7, after the word ‘‘ Idaho,’ 
to strike out ‘‘and’’ and insert ‘‘or;’’ in the same line, after the word 
‘* Montana,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and all other mineral districts of the Uni- 
ted States;’’ so as to read: 

That all citizens of the United States, and all persons who have declared their 


I ask the Senate to take up Senate bill 2877, Calen- 
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poses, 


license, conferri: 1 r, 
from any of the public lar les ttle nt, for his own use 
domestic purposes, any tim fuel,and fe terial there 
and under such regu ‘ Y 
such license shall not confer on t exclusive right to fe 


rior! 


timber nor prevent settlements under the laws of the United State 
such citizen, or person who has declared his intention to become suc 


is a bona fide resident of any of the sa tates or Territories herein nan 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
i RIDAY, Seplember 14, 1888. 


The House met at 
D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


12 o'clock m. 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. CurnpBerr, 


VETO Mi AGE—-JESSE M. STILWELL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 


the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the | 


Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 
To the House of Representatives 


I return without approval House bill No, 6371, entitled ‘‘ An act granting a pe 
sion to Jesse M. Stilwell 

On the 6th day of May, 188 twenty years after this beneficiary was dis- 
charged from the Army —he filed an application in the Pension Bureau fora pen- 
sion, alleging that in December, 1863, one year and eight months before his dis- 
charge, a comrade 
his tent preparing for bed and injured hisback. He alleged that the assault was 
unprovoked ard unexpected 

The claim was rejected upon the facts stated upon the ground that any injury 
incurred was not the result of military duty 

Unless the Government is to be held as an insurer against injuries suffered by 
any one in the military service, no matter how incurred, and also as guarantor 
of the good and peaceable behavior toward each other of the soldiers at all times 
and under all circumstances, this is not a proper case for the allowance of a pen- 
sion 

GROVER CLEVELAND 


EXECUTIVE MAN#ION, September 13, 1888 
POLYGAMY, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attor- 
ney-General in reply to the resolution of the House in relation to polyg- 
amy in Utah and Idaho; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

REPORT OF PACIFIC RAILWAY COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of the 
Senate to the concurrent resolution of the House providing for the 
printing of 10,000 copies of the message of the President, together 
with the reports of the majority and minority of the Pacific Railway 
Commission. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
to the Senate amendment. 
copies of these documents for the use of the Senate. 
lution provided for only 10,000 copies for the House. 
an additional number of copies for the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate amendment was concurred in. 


I ask unanimous consent that the House agree 
It simply provides for the printing of 5,000 
The House reso- 
This simply adds 


JOHN D. ADAMS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGERs] asks 
that an order be made requesting the Senate to supply the House with 
a duplicate engrossed copy of the bill (8. 320) for the.relief of John D. 
Adams, that sent to the House having been lost or mislaid. 

There was no objection, and the order was made as requested. 


II. R. BLAKISTON,. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. O’NEILL] 
requests that an order be made asking the Senate to return to the House 
the bill (S. 1988) granting a pension to H. R, Blakiston, the object 
being to correct the name of the beneficiary. 

There being no objection, the order was made as requested. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. MCSHANE 
indefinitely, on account of important business, and to Mr. HAtTcH for 
two weeks, on account of important business. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

4 bill (S. 212) for the relief of Patrick -H. Winston, jr. ; 

\ bill (S. 2252) to incorporate the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Eleva- 
tor, and Railway Company; 

\ bill (S. 2913) granting a pension to Mary Sturgess; 

A bill (S. 3186) granting a pension to Christian Winkel; 

A bil} (S. 2750) to inerease the pension of Samuel A. Tate; 

A bill (S. 2576) granting a pension to Richard Hudson; and 

A bill (S. 1506) for the relief of Addie Bell. 

Mr. LANHAM. I demand the regular order. 

LIFE-SAVING STATION, NANTUCKET ISLAND. 

Mr. CRISP. 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[ wish to submit a privileged report from a conference 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8752) providing for the establish- 
ment of additional life-saving stations on Nantucket Island, Massachusetts, 


assaulted him with astick while he was sitting in front of | 
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having met, after full and free conference haye agreed to recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate. 
CHARLES F. CRISP, 
A. lL. ANDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
r. W. PALMER 
J. N. DOLPH, 
Managers on the part of the Senat 


, 


The managers on the part of the House snbmit the following state- 


| ment: 


The House committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on H. R. 8752 submit the following explanation of the report herewith 
submitted : 

The bill as it passed the House limited the cost of the life-saving station on 
Nantucket Island, Massachusetts, to the sum of $5,000. The Senate amendment 
strikes out this limitation, the report agrees to the Senate amendment, and no 
limit of cost is now fixed in the bill. 

CHARLES F. CRISP, 
A. R. ANDERSON, 
Manag rs on the part of the House. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent also, in this connection, that 
a letter from the superintendent of the Life-Saving Service, showing 
the reason for the action of the House conferees in agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senate, be printed in the REcoRD. 

There was no objection. 

The letter is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT 
UNITED States Lire-SAVING SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C., September 11, 1888. 





Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your request of the 6th 
instant for a statement of reasons why the cost of the establishment of life- 
saving stations should not be limited in the acts authorizing such establish- 
ment. 

In reply I would say that I entertain this opinion because: 

First. 1t is impracticable to name a sum which would be a reasonable limita- 
tion for the cost of stations authorized for various localities upon the 10,000 miles 
of coast in the United States where the prices of material and labor greatly differ, 
the cost of transportation depends largely upon the accessibility of the locality, 
and where the amount of engineering skill and labor requisite must be deter- 
mined by the peculiar local features of each gite selected. 

Second. On account of the large difference in the cost of stations in different 
localities the maximum amount which would have to be named asa limit would 
encourage the owners of property upon which stations were to be built to de- 
mand excessive prices for sites which otherwise the Government would beable, 
as now, to obtain at low rates or by donation. 

Third. It would encouragg communities where stations were to be erceted, 
actuated by the desire for local aggrandizement, to press for the expenditure of 
the entire sum fixed as the limit. 

In this connection I would state that the sum of $5,000, which was named inthe 
amendment to certain bills providing for the establishment of stations, which 
passed the House in July last,is entirely inadequate. The accounting officers 
hold that the cost of establishing a station includes the expense of selecting tl 
site; its purchase; the ascertainment of the validity of the title; advertising for 
proposals for the construction of the buildings; the cost of the buildings; the 
cost of supervising their construction, and of final inspection; the cost of equip- 
ment with apparatus, furniture, and outfits of every kind, and, in fine, all othe 
expenses connected therewith. The average cost of the buildings alone in the 
last sixteen stations which have been constructed is $4,831.59; and the aver- 
age cost of boats, apparatus, furniture, and other outfits has averaged $2,581.45, 
The smallest cost of any of these buildings are those erected at South Haven, 
Mich., for $3,814.63, and the largest those now being completed at Galvesto 
Tex., for $9,615. In all cases the lowest bids have been accepted upon plansand 
specifications after advertisement. 

These facts, I presume, will satisfy the committee and Congress that the pro- 
posed limitation of $5,000 is insufficient, and that it would be inexpedient to es- 
tablish any limitation. 

Respectfully, yours, 





uc 





S. I. KIMBALL, 
General Superintendent 
Hon, CHARLES F. Crisp, 
Chairman pro tempore Commitice on Commerce, 
House of Representatives. 

The report of the conference committee was adopted. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded. 
demand for the regular order withdrawn ? 

Mr. LANHAM. I withdraw the demand for the regular order for 
the present. 

Mr. KILGORE. 

WITHDRAWING PUBLIC LANDS FROM SALF. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I ask to make a privileged report, and I 
ask present consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 11388) to withdraw certain pubiic lands in the Territory of Wy- 
oming from sale or disposition under the laws of the United States, and for 
other purposes. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 
consideration of the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That from and after the passa‘ve of this act all public lands 
in townships 20, 2], and 22 north, of range 116, an:! in townships 19, 20, 21, and 22 


Is the 


I demand the regular order. 


I am directed by the committee to ask 
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the Secretary of the Treasury pursuant to the authority herein conferred s} 
be med iilty of a misdemeanor, punishable by a fine of not less 
and by imprison t for a period of not less than one year, 


Mr. BLOUNT. I would aes to ask the gentleman from Florida how 
large an amount of the appro 
hand ? 
Mr. DOUGHERTY. Very little. 
mand exceeds the amount on hand. 
The resolution was ordered to be read a third time; and it was ac- 


cordingly read the third time, and passed. 


The telegram states that the de- 


Mr. DOUGHERTY moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- | 


lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. SPRINGER. IfI had any idea that there would be a quorum 
in the House to-morrow I would oppose this motion; but believing 
that there will not be a quorum present I hope it will be adopted. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the motion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

TheSPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Texas, dispensing with the morning hour. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 
ollowing reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 





JOHN SWEENEY. 
Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10947 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 


vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


rTALLMOND GRAY. 
Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill ( R. 8223) granting a pension to Tall- 
mond Gray; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 


on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 


to be pri ted 
MRS. LOUISA’ HUMPHREY. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- | 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11333) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Louisa Humphrey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 








for the relief of John Sweeney: | 
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JESSE J. CLARK. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
t 


ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9654) granting an increase of 
pension to Jesse J. Clark; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 


rt } 1 ¢o } ted 
' printed, 


1 





MARY K. RICHARDS 


Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
. ‘ oO \f 
Bt 





ted back favorably the bill (H. R. 3 granting a pension to Mary 
i ! ird \ ch w ré red to the ¢ mittee of the Whole House 
m the Private Ca lar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re ported 

k with amendments the bill (H. R. 5807) granting a pension to 

loh wn Mc ‘Cool; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 

‘on » Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed 


CHARLOTTE AYRI 
Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
rted back with amendment the bill (H. R. 11316) granting a pen- 
ion to Charlotte Ayres; which was referred to the Committee of the 


| Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 


report, ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES E. SCOTT. 
Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 


| ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4867) granting a pension to Charles 


E. Scott; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 


| the Peivate Calendar, and,with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
LEMUEL A. WHEELER. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H.R. 8911) granting a pension to Lemuel 
A. Wheeler; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 


| . 
to be printed. 
ition that has been made is still on | 


ELI J. YAMGHEIM, 
Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 


| ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2236) granting a pension to Eli J. 


Yamgheim; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. ANNA LEACH, 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10109) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Anna Leach; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY J. FOSTER. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3030) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Foster; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

KATE ¢. VAN ARNUM. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 3422) granting a pension to Kate C. Van 
Arnum; which was referred ‘to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 

Mr. HERMANN, from the Select Committee on Indian Depredation 

Claims, reported back favorably the following cases; which were sever- 


| ally referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 


|endar, and, with the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed, 
namely: 

A bill (H. - 
bill (H. 


R. 2823) for the eet ot Sia y Elliff; 

A R. 655) for the relief of P. C. Davis; 
| A bill (H. R. 2831) for the relief of I. B. Nichols; 

A bill (H. R. 38 27) for the relief of George 8S. Comstock 
bill (H. R,. 3831) for the relief of James Bainter; 
bill (H. R. 2817) tor the relief of George Engle; 
A bill (H. R. 2828) for the relief of Rev. John Wesley Miller; 
bill (H. R. 2818) for the relief of Michael Riley; 
bill (H. R. 2829) to pay the heirs of George W. Harris and his wife, 
y A. we and their daughter, Sophia Love, deceased, of Oregon; 
bill (H. R. 2835) for the relief of John P. Walker 
bill (H. R. 2837) for the relief of Vitz Schulz; 
bill (H. R. 2830) for the relief of B. B. Bishop; 
bill (H. R. 2824) for the relief of W. C. McKay; 
| 
1 


‘ 





»ill (H. R. 2813) for the relief of B. F. Dowell; 
ill (H. R. 583 1) to provide compensation to Isaac Bailey, of Doug- 
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r the 
tain claims for stores and supplies taken and u ed by the Army 


i ‘ 
United States as reported by the Court of Claims under the prov a : 
. of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which OM oo eet zt 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the ' 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany 


} ~ ‘ 


ordered to be printed. 














NICOLLET ISLAND. FH ro a : : 
Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, from the Committee on the Pul a A 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6286) granting to t anneunt . 
Minneapolis, Minn., certain described tracts of land bordering on } 
ollet Island; which was referred tothe Committee of the Whole |! , 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 1 rf Mr. HOLMA? 
to be printed. report y 
m the S« , by Mr. McC 3 Secretar . 
had passed without amendment the jé 
» to continue the provisions of a int resolution « 
on t con nui tne pr sota resolu ; 
resolution to provide temp for the « 
nt ? ‘ < 
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( N 


Ir. LANHAM. I move that the House »] i ; : 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. urly { 
The motion was a ed to. ( 3 
r Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speak = 
The SPEAKER. The House ! : ito go int 
E the Whole. 





i The House accordingly resolved itself i Co 
¥ Mr. DocKERY in the chair. : 
*? The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of t 
5 on the Private Calendar. The Clerk will report the fi1 i 
a Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent that the roll of me S 
y be called, and that gentlemen present, as their 1 al 
sk he ro may be allowed to cal) upeach one bill. J e . 





many private bills on the Calendar that will provoke but litt! 
sion, and I think that by adopting l ; 
enabled to dispose of a considerable 


hand, if we take up the Calendar in its regu 








pusiness. Onti 





LI orde rwe shall i 


fronted at the outset with some bills that strongly « 
and the probability is that the day will be d without 





business being dispatched. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from cas [Mr. LANHA 
unanimous consent that the consideration of bills on the 
endar be had to-day in the order usually observed at th 
ing sessions for the consideratio of pension business—that is, that 
roll be called in the regular order, and that each member pres: : 
name is called shall have the right to call up one bill for consid eT. vane er ee 
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to take and did take testimony without notice to the claimant, contrary to the 
universal rule of taking evidence 

While questioning the propriety of considering testimony so taken (covering 
the dates between February 4, 1874, and February 19, 1874), yet this testimony, 


fairly weighed, detracts nothing from Samuel T. Carrow’s claim, but rather 


antiates the justness thereof and establishes his loyalty. The loyalty of | 


I, Carrow can not be questioned after an impartial review of the testi- 


1 


y (taken in t informal manner), for it appears that of the twenty-four | 


‘ { 


8 of ine luals and firms given in the anonymous letter, cighteen were | 
mined Of that number twelve witnesses, among them political and war } 


raaries, testify that claimant Carrow was loyal and trueto the Government 


he United Stats during the late civil war; two of these witnesses are in 


oubt as to what were Carrow’'s sentiments, and only four openly and directly | 


> him with disloyalty, Of those who maintain that Carrow was loyal 
Brown says ‘‘that he (Carrow) was loyal to the United States.” 
lb. Myers says his (Carrow’s) sympathies were with the Union,” and that 
he was thoroughly loyal tothe United States Government, as shown by let 
ters written by him to friends and captured during said war.”’ ; 
fhomas Sparrow says that Carrow’s * sympat! 
entire war, from beginn ng to end, were in favor o 
war 
W. H. Patrick says “ he (Carrow) sympathized with the United States Goy- 
ernment and denounced secession.’’ 
John W. Blount says “he (Carrow) was regarded as a Union man.” 
Churchill Bright says Carrow “was in favor of the Union against the Con 
fvuderacy, and believes his Union feelings grew stronger all the while after the 


State went out 


f the 


idinund 8, Hoyt says Carrow “‘ was opposed to the secession movement and 
was looked upon as being disaffected toward the South. 

John McDonald says that Carrow’s*' general reputation was that of a decidedly 
loyal man to the United States Governinent. 

W. A. Blount says that Carrow’'s general reputation “ was that of a very loyal 
man to the United States Government during the war.”’ 


Dr. David T. Taylor says that Carrow’'s “general reputation was that of a | 


truly loyal man to the United States Government during the war.”’ 

John C. Bragonier “regarded him (Carrow) as disloyal to the Confederate 
fgoovernme nt 

John Albert says he “ was intimate with him (Carrow) during the war, and 
knows he was opposed to secession.’ 

It also appears when it came to the knowledge of the said Carrow that Special 


Agent Nelson was proceeding to take testimony or would take testimony, Car- | 


row, through counsel, asked opportunity to cross-examine witnesses, the clerk 
of the Commissioner of Claims replied to Carrow’s counsel, saying: 

We also sent an agent to Washington, N.C., to see the persons named in the 
anonymous letters and find out how much truth there isin the charges. Mean- 
time we have not touched our report and the papers in the case before the War 


Claims Committee. If it becomes necessary to go into an investigation, of | 


course you are to have every opportunity of rebuttal; but if this preliminary 


investigation endsin sustaining the findings already made, what is the use of | 


troubling Carrow or yourself? 

Signed, yours, Chas. F, Benjamin.” 

Chis isan extract from a letter dated at Washington, D.C., February 13, 1874, 
pending the taking of testimony by Special Agent Nelson, above referred to 
it demonstrates that the Claims Commission treated this investigation as pre- 
liminary, and the evidence taken of no greater weight than any other ez parte 
testimony. Afterward, on March 31, 1874, Carrow, by counsel, asked the special 
agent, H. E. Nelson, to recall certain witnesses examined by him during pre- 
liminary investigation, which special agent did; and in addition thereto ex- 
amined some ten or twelve other persons, and the examination of the testi- 
mony given is substantially as elicited in the preliminary examination, and of 
the eleven persons who testified at the subsequent or second and more regular 
taking of testimony, all testify to the undoubted loyalty of Samuel T. Carrow 
(now deceased) to the Government of the United States, witn but a single ex- 
ception, and that person was simply unable to state whether or not said Carrow 
was a loyal citizen, 

After this additional testimony had been taken and submitted to the Com- 
missioner of Claims they returned their original report to the House of Repre- 
sentatives without modification, thereby ratifying and reconfirming the same, 
the award and allowance of $3,596 to Samuel T. Carrow (now deceased), on ac- 
count of his claim as hereinbefore set forth; which report was referred again 
to the Committee on War Claims, January 9, 1880, where it failed to receive con- 
sideration, and all papers in relation thereto atthe expiration of the Forty-third 
Congress found their way intothe files of the House of Representatives. 

Your committee deem this a case of peculiar merit which has been subjected 


to singular hardship, and as in some measure repairing the injustice occasioned | 


by tardy recognition of the rights of a loyal citizen’s claim, who has passed 


away, leaving this claim as a legacy to his family, believing that an honestand | 


just Government will discharge its valid obligations to the widow and orphan, 


submits herewith the bill (H, R. 8979) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie H. Carrow, ex- | 


ecutrix of Samuel T. Carrow, deceased, without amendment, with the recom- 
mendation that the same do pass, 


Mr, HOLMAN. I wish to make one inquiry of the gentleman re- 
porting this bill. If the Southern Claims Commission, after the supple- 
mental examination, reported favorably upon this claim, how did it 
happen that it was not paid? I have no recollection of any claims re- 
porved by the Southern Claims Commission not having been provided 
tor by the current appropriation bills. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I will yield to the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Srone], the chairman of the Co..mittee on War Claims, who 
wll answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The explanation may be made very 
briefly; in fact it is all set forth in the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My inquiry was as to the reason of the failure to 
allow this claim heretofore. Theseclaimscame in at each session of Con- 
gress and wefe reported in one bill in the same way as the 4th of July 


claims; and if this claim was favorably acted on, how did it happen | 


that it did not go into the general bill, as those general bills were 
passed from year to year, up to 1880? 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. This claim, asis stated in the report, was | 


originally passed at $10,870; the court allowed $3,596. After that 
allowance, and after the bill had been reported to the House, this 
anonymous letter was received undertaking to impeach the loyalty of 
this man Carrow. Hence this claim was omitted from the general bill. 
Before further testimony upon the question of loyalty had been re- 
ceived the Ist of January, 1880, had passed. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I understand from tne reportas read that this sup- 
plemental proof was taken in 1874 or 1875, which would be five years 
before the last report on these claims. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The supplemental proof was taken at 
that time, and was filed with the papers in the case; but, as the papers 
themselves show, the matter was left untouched and nothing done with 
it. The claim was not included in the general bills subsequently re- 
ported. In 1880 some one representing this claimant secured the in- 
troduction of a bill for the payment of this claim, and the bill was 
referred to the Committee on WarClaims. In the various vicissitudes 
which attend claims before Congress, this claim has slumbered there 
until the present time. The Committee on War Claims found this 
| state of facts existing, found nothing had been done by Mr. Carrow or 

Mrs. Carrow which should deprive them of their right to this money; 
| hence the committee could do nothing else than report that the claim 
| ought to be paid. 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman tell us what the claim isfor? The 
report does not state that. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The papers show it. I do not remem- 
berthe circumstances. The papersshow clearly the nature of the claim. 
It was for such supplies as were furnished to the armies of the United 
States, and claims for which were considered and allowed by the South- 
ern Claims Commission, this claim having been filed before that com- 
mission and allowed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ishall not object to this bill; yet I am apprehen- 
sive that the whole facts have not been ascertained by the Committee 
on War Claims. I had the honor to be a member of that committee 
for a portion of the time when this matter was pending before the com- 
mittee. I remember that thisclaim was withdrawn on account ofsome 
question having arisen; but how it happened (the claim having been 
reported back in 1875) that no appropriation was made for it in any 
| general bill is what I can notunderstand. I apprehend something has 

transpired which is not now before the House; but not being able to re- 
call all the facts, I do not feel justified in raising objection to the bill. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 

| mendation that it do pass. 





W. W. WELCH, 


The Clerk called the name of Mr. BAcon. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I was present in 
the House and did not hear my name called. 

The CHAIRMAN. In viewof that statement the gentleman will be 
recognized. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I call up for consideration the bill 
(H. R. 2557) for the relief of W. W. Welch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to W. W. Welch, of Meridian, Miss., the sum of 
$103.86, on account of services rendered from February 10, 1872, to April 12, 1872, 
both dates inclusive, as local mail agent at Meridian, Miss.; and the said sum 
is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, 

Se. 2. That this act take effect from the date of its passage. 


The report (by Mr. SHAW) is as follows: 


Your committee find from the records of the Post-Office Department that the 
claimant was duly appointed local mail agent at Meridian, Miss., on February 
10, 1872, at $600 per annum, and served in that capacity until April 12 following, 
when his services were discontinued upon the recommendation of Robert E. 
Leachman, then postmaster at Meridian, as no longer needed. Although the 
service was rendered, the claimant received no pay therefor, the postmaster at 
Meridian not being authorized to pay for such service. There is due him, there- 
fore, according to the auditor of the Post-Office Department, the sum of $103.58, 
and your committee would recommend that the bill be amended by striking 
out the word “eighty-six,” in line 6, and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
“fifty-cight,” and as so amended the bill do pass, 


Post-OFrrice DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 
Washington, D,. C., March 27, 1888. 

Sir: Ireturn herewith a letter personally handed to me by you from Hon. 
FRANK T. SHAW, makinginquiry regarding the nature of the services performed 
by W. W. Welch, appointed local mail agent at Meridian, Miss., February 10, 
1872, salary $600 per annum, and discontinued April 12, 1872, and asking further 
way his services were discontinued, why he was not paid for services performed, 
and who was the postmaster at Meridian, Miss., at that time. 

In reply I would state that the records of this office, so far as the date of ap- 
pointment and date of discontinuance of Mr. Welch, agree with those given by 
| Hon. Mr. Suaw, namely, appointed February 10, !872, at $600 per annum, and his 
services discontinued April 12, 1872, upon the recommendation of the post master 
| at Meridian, Miss., stating that his services were not necessary. 

Local agents are usually appointed at important railroad junctions, and their 
duties are to see that the mails are properly transferred from one road to an- 
other, keep a record of the arrival and departure of trains, and attend to any 
other businessassigned them by the Superintendent of Railway Mail Service in 
| whose division they may be located. 

The name of the postmaster at Meridian during 1872 was Robert E. Leachman. 

I inclose herewith a copy of a letter from the Auditor of the Treasury for the 
Post-Office Department, dated June 19, 1880, upon the same subject, which may 
have a bearing on the case, 

Very respectfully, 
T. E. NASH, General Superintendent. 
Hon, A. E. STEVENSON, 

First Assistant Postmaster-General, Washington, D. C. 





JUNE 19, 1880. 
Sir: In reply to your leiter dated April 22, 1880, in regard to the claim of W. 
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W. Welch, local mail ag dia Miss 872, I hav I 
form you that the follow ive scert ‘ 

Mr. Welch perfor i a ruil age t g s 
February 10 to April 1872, ar c no pas 4 - 
at Meridian not having been authorized to pay such « : 

Mr. Welch having been a d at $60* annu } entitled to $ 
for this gervice, but can not be paid until Cong es an priat 
that purpose 

Very respec 
TM McQRI ‘ 
Hk SAM L. SAWYI 
Bl Rep ’ 

The amendment reported hy the Committee on Claims, striking « 

in line 6, ‘‘ 86 cents’’ and inserting ‘' 58 cents,’’ was read, and a 


> reported to the hi 


NEHEMIAH OSBUI 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. I call ry 
relief of Nehemiah Osbu 


f 


granting the same relief, which was reported favorably by the C 





consent that a 





mittee on Claims in the Forty-ninth Congress, be considered in 
this bill. The bill of the Forty-ninth Congress was reported with t 
preamble struck out. My object is to avoid the necessity of res 


that long preamble. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ido not understand the gentleman’s reque 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It is simply to substitute for the | 
I have called up from the Calendar a bill of the Forty-ninth Congr 
granting the same relief, but which does not contain the long pre: 
embraced in the bill of the present Congress. I desire to save th 
cessity of reading that long preamble 

Mr. KILGORE. Is not this the same bill which was beaten h 
one night? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It is a bill which was consider 
the House at an evening session. 

Mr. KILGORE. Was it not beaten? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. No, sir; its consideration was wit 
drawn under an arrangement then made. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think the bill ought to be read as it is 

Che CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KiLGore] 
jects to the request of the gentleman from New York. Does the ge 


ailii 





tleman from New York desire to call up the bill he first indicated ? 

Mr. BAKER. Yes, sir; let its consideration proceed. 

The bill (H. R. 464) for the relief of Nehemiah Osburn was read. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, the bill which has just been read is 
likely to provoke a great deal of discussion and opposition. My object 
in asking the order which has been made in regard to business to-day 
was that we might get through with as many bills as possible not in- 
volving large appropriations. I ask now to modify my request, so that 
only bills to the consideration of which no objection is mad I 
considered to-day. By the adoption of this order we shall be e1 
to dispose of some business. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move to amend that order so as to provide tl 
bills not objected to by three members may be considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment can be entertained; the order 
can only be made by unanimous consent. . 

Mr. LANHAM. I make this request with a view to dispatchin 
much business as possible. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] : 
unanimous consent to modify the order already made, so as to cons 
only bills to which there is no objection. ; 

Mr. McCREARY. Is it understood t 
bill which is ob 
bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatwould betheruling of theChair. Ist 
objection to the order requested ? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I object. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask unanimous consent that no bill be consid- 
ered which is objected to by three persons. 

Mr, PERKINS. Say five persons. 

Mr. BLAND. Yes, that would be better; that is in accordance with 
the old rule. 

Mr. WHEELER. I accept the suggestion. I ask unanimou 
sent that no bill be considered to-day which is objected to by five } 
sons. ; ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHE! 
asks, by unanimous consent, to modify the order so that no bills s | 
be considered to which five members may object. 

Mr. STRUBLE. That is after an explanation of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, after the reading of the bill. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. That request is made. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I wish to make a remark or two bet 
I pass upon that point. [Laughter.] I wish to make a remar] 


ade ma 








it if a member ca 


h 
n 
cted to he shall have the right to cal! u an 





serving the right to object, and what I wish to say is this: This same 
bill was considered during an evening session, A number of friends 
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Mr. FARQUHAR. The same case here, exactly; 


are members who will come in later in the day andask the same thi 
Mr. MACDONALD. I would like to ask » gentleman from | 
is } own bill? 
Mi DERSON, of Iowa. It is not. 





ONALD 


r 





; t y . . 
: eft |i ) rly in October, 1819, for t i t Falkland Islan i BAI R, o Ali £, i ¢ | upt l ylil H,. ] ») tO Col 
= 7 ee - u i ‘ upon the Court of Claims to he l ¢ nine the « 
capta ‘ ‘ tleme as he ipposed, on one of the said islands i : t +] 4 Cs 
ina aie t 1a Lhe menut had been removed; he there procutr i ™ : . 0 il 2 e | i , 
Ls ill se r \ ‘ and with that boat went to the place where the ship! l 1e bill was read, as follow 
t n Ww l. e hef ifi . n, with nothing to susta n them « pt it enacted, etc... That jurisdiction is ‘ nfer l upon the Cou 
w tl A I ‘ p : tno mean i€ pe * i Claims to hear : t 1ine the claim of David Ryan, of Alton, IL, agai: 
ev f é ito iad been resc . ° T 
“ of th “y aad | wpe tas" to the Phil aad : | the United States, ra work, if any, do by him for the United States u; 
‘ P a4 the ' ‘ ‘ ¢ 1 i 0 ic hii I ‘ i [ } ; — > ‘ ? : 
The a sagged = alam oa d isl a <—igrasiiacaail aici | the national cemetery road at Springfield, Mo., and torender judgment there« 
he snip was cieven at anc &b Said isianc 3 | 28 in other cases, with right of appeal to each party to the Supreme Court. 
The dista e sailed by iid petitioner from said ship to whe ie in’ ss an ; ne - . a 
men isa t501 The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 


. 


It does not appear what detained him for t! space of 
what the expense of the litigation at San Francisco was. The petitioner 


nine day It does not 








ow ed one-tenth of the vessel 
J suitin the city of New York was commenced by the petitioner in th« 
nar of a third party against the owners of the vessel Philena, for wagesas | 
ry er and pplies The defense was that the petitioner had deviated from | 
his course with the ship, whereby the owners had suffered injury to the vessel 
and cargo j 
rhe suit was discontinued in 1882, the plaintiff for the claimant herein rel 
ing the defendants from all claim for wages, and the defendants releasing to | 





c 
ciaimant all their interest in the claim against the United States because of t) 





rescue and cet 
In January, 1851, the petitioner terminated his connection with the Philena, 
and at that time the owners owed him $3,000 for wages and supplies. 

IX. | 

The ship Philena was held at San Francisco until the 18th of May, 1850. T! 
captain had arranged to go to Panama after a load of passengers, and after the 
release did so, but in consequence of the delay at San Francisco he was com- | 
s | 
pelled to return to said place with only five passengers, when he could have | 
carried two hundred. | 
j 
i 





When the ship arrived at Panama the passengers, except as above, had left 
It does not appear that he had any arr ement as to a specified number of 
passengers from Panama, nor does it appear what number he would have re- 
ceived if he had been at Panama, as he contemplated at the time of detention 
at San Francisco. 
he expense of the said ship while detained by said attachment as aforesaid | 
wer $3,000. | 
rhe services in making said rescue, including time and damages to said Phi- 
lena, were reasonably worth the sum of five thousand dollars ($5,000 } 
By the } 








nd and affixed the seal of the 





y whereof I have hereunto set my hs 
t] i6th day of } 





f I tl vember, 188 
Al JOHN RANDOLPH, 
{ssistant Clerk: of Court of Clair 


; | 
Your committee have also looked through the evidence in the case before the | 
Court of Claims, and they are of the opinion that the findings of fact by said | 
court are fully sustained by the evidence, and recommend that the bill do pass. | 
| 

—_— - . a wr ‘ i . . ° . Pat . | 
Che CHAIRMAN. Isthereobjection totheconsideration of the bill? | 
no objection, and the bill was laid aside to be reported | 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


‘There w 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. At the moment my name was called I 
was temporarily out of my seat, and I ask now consent to call up the 
bill I send to the desk. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I would like to have some understanding about 
this matter. Ido not like to object exactly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa states that he was 


te vorarily out of his seat, and asks consent to call up a bill. 
Mr. BLAND. Is it the gentleman’s own bill? 
Mr. MACDONALD. I think, Mr. Chairman, that I shall have to 
object to this | 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has stated that at the moment | 
his name wascalled he was absent from his seat. 
i 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I have been in the Hallall the morni: 
but did not hear my name called. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. When that rule was adopted it was the under 
standing that we would live up toitand make noexceptions. Idonot | 
object in the pi nt instance, but I do object to these 2 and 3 o'clock | 
members who may come in here after the A, B, and C list has been | 
passed over and ask to go back to their names. It is unfair to those of | 


arrival. 


Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to inquire if this bill was mtroduced 
by the gentleman from Illinois himself? 
SAK ER, of Winois. It was. 

ae es 


rRUBLE. I have no objection. 
HAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that any gentleman has t! 


| right to call up any bill he desires on the Calendar, and the order d 


not confine him to bills introduced by himself. 
‘here being no objection, this bill is before the House for considera- 
During the last Congress I reported this bill from 
ttee on Claims, and unless gentlemen desire a further ex- 
planation, I will say briefly that it involves a small amount and only 
allows this gentleman to go to the Court of Claims to have it adjudi- 
cated. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois the same 
question that was asked by the gentleman from Minnesota a few mo- 
ments ago. Is this your bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; it belongs to the gentleman from Illinois 
{[Mr. BAKER]. 

Mr. JACKSON. Does it repeal the statute of limitations? 

Mr.SPRINGER. No; it does not. It relates to work done by this 
gentleman in constructing a road to one of the national cemeteries. 

Mr. JACKSON. But does it come within the terms of the statut« 

Mr. SPRINGER. The statute has nothing whatever to do with it 

Mr. JACKSON. Would the statute bar theclaim without the bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No. The court has no jurisdiction of the claim. 
This simply gives it jurisdiction. 

Mr. COBB. Let the report be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Alabama demands the read- 
ing of the report. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Yes; what is it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It simply allows him to go to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. COBB. Iam informed as to the contents of the report by the 





| gentleman from Lilinois, and shall not insist upon the reading. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 

House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I have been in the 
Hall all morning, but did not happen to hear my name wien it was 
called. I now ask unanimous consent that I may have the right to 
call up a bill for consideration. 

Mr. BLAND. Iwould like to ask the gentleman the same question 
vhich has been propounded to other gentlemen this morning, if this 
bill he now desires to call up is one from his own district? If itis 
not, and belongs to somebody else, I shall object. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. It is not my bill. 

Mr. BLAND. Then I do not think it is fair to other members. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I object. 


WILLIAM B. PAYNE. 








Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Then I offer a billof myown. Icall 
up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 7634) for the relief of Wili- 


; ve =“ ovne 
us whose names are lower down on the Jist. | iam 5. Payne. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I have been here for ten months, and 1 
want to say to the gentleman from New York that Iam not a3 o'clock 
' 


Che bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $7,805 is hereby appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to enable the Secretary of 
War to pay the account of William B, Payne, of Virginia, Cass County, Illinois, 
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Mr. HOLMAN W t L t named in the I 
5 ' ANDER ‘ TI) ‘ ] } 
Ir NDERSON, of Lllinois. seven isand ei 
ae Mr. A . ¢ 
% five dollars. 
Mr. HOLMAN. A single word j 
ie CHAIRMAN. Che first question i | he l $1 
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sou “1 I 
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tior , 
Mr. ANDERSON. of ] \ } r id 
Tt t strav oldic l t ! t 
po 
e CHAIRMA { object ) consid 


ir. COBB. I believe I will not object; but I 
it comes up for consideration. 


HOLMAN. We will take a vi 


» 
BLY 





3 rhe CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will ask all gent] 

f T Dili to 1 e 

4 Mr. COBB. Mr. ¢ n, a] ta 

¥ j The CHAIRMAN i oe itl 1 Will 

: Mr. BLAND. I did: unde nd that e rule that ) 
tions would be nec« prevent consideration was i t 

: I understood the gent! 1 from New York [ Mr. Ba R] obje 

3 the time it was offered. 

The CHAIRMAN i entle ( >| Mr { , 

LOR] objected to tl L < el 

4 his obje« ym 


the House for a vote. 
The CHAIRMAN Cer i 
Mr. COBB. Right th ld L] men BAI 


‘ Mr. BLAND. And the gentle from New k TM ' 
£ also objected. 
’ The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule adopted. it 1 
tions to prevent the consideration of a bi 
Ir. HOLMAN. I] on be m 
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é 


I do not object. fS. E.s 
The CHAIRMAN. Th 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, et Phat the Secretary of the Treasury be, and be is hereby, di- 
recited to pay to S. B. Scarborough, out of any money inthe Treasury not other 
Wise appropriated, the sum of 291.08, that being the amount of money illegally 
collected of him by the Un | States marshal for the southern district of 
Georgia and paid into the Treasury of the United States 

Sec, 2. Phat the sum of $91.08 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated from 
the Treasury of tl United States for the purpose of enabling the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay said claim 

Mr. SPRINGER In view of the fact that this bill is for less than 
$100,and that it would cost less than the exper e of getting a quort m 
I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. BARNES J am obliged to the gentleman for his wit. 

The CHAIRMAN Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? The Chair hears none. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House with 

the recommendation that it do pass. 
NICHOLAS J. BIGLEY 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask consideration of Senate bill 3074 for the relief 
of Nicholas J. Bigley. It is a substitute for the one on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN, That can not be done by the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman can call up the House bill and 
when we get into the House he can ask to substitute it; but it is im- 
possible to take up in committee a bill that is on the Speaker’s table. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, « Phat the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay Nicholas J. Bigley, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $42,611.50, being for four barges sunk 
and destroyed, worth $1,600 each, and 70,638 bushels of coal of the value of $21.- 
211.50, and the value of the tow-boat Hercules, $15,000, as found by the Court of 
Claims 

The CHAIRMAN. 's there objection ? 

Mr. COBB. Let us have the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I would state that this bill was re- 
ported on adversely in the Forty-fourth Congress, and I object to the 
consideration of the bill. The reports are very lengthy. 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like unanimous consent to make a brief 
statement. The Committee on War Claims of the House reported a 
bill for the relief of Captain Bigley, putting the amount somewhere in 
the neighborhood of $40,000, for coal delivered and accepted by the 
United States, and also for the value of the steamer which was burned 


at Memphis, where this coal was delivered. The Senate cut this down | 


to $21,000, eliminating the value of the steamer Hercules, but allowed 
for the value of the coal. That coal was delivered by Mr. Bigley to 
the Government of the United States, and he is entitled to be paid for 


it. The bill was reported unanimously, I believe, from the Committee | 


on War Claims of the House for the entire amount, but the Senate, as 
I have said, cut it down. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

fhe CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded. ‘The regular 
order is the announcement of the result of the vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make a correction in my own statement. 
I think this matter was reported adversely in the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress. it may be that the adverse report was a minority report; I will 
not be positive about that; but I know the subject was fully discussed, 
and I examined every paper in the case over and over again. 

Mr. BAYNE, Iwill ask the chairman of the Committee on War 
Claims whether this bill was not reported unanimously ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It was a unanimous report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam speaking about the Forty-fourth Congress. 

Mr. BAYNI We have nothing to do with the Forty-fourth Con- 


I Eleven gentlemen have objected to the consider- 
ation of this bill, and it is not before the committee. 


Mr. BAYNE. Eleven gentlemen have objected to paying this honest 
debt of the Government! I hope they pay theirown debts. [Laugh- | 
tex 


SEMON BACHE & CO, 


Mr. BELDEN. Tcall up the bill (S. 576) for the relief of Semon 


lhe bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, et That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
nuthorized to pay to Semon Bache & Co., of New York, the sum of $3,562.56, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose 
of refunding the duty paid by said firm upon glass from imported stock fur- 


nished to the National Museum and the New Orleans, Louisville, and Cincin- 
nati expositions for exhibition cases 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, during the last Congress I had the 
honor to report this bill from the Committee on Claims. The claim- 


il 
aunts are citizens of the State of New York, and the claim is for a re- | 


fund of the duty paid upon glass which was imported for the use of 
the Smithsonian Institution and for the New Orleans, Cincinnati, and 
Louisville expositions. The glass was used by the Government for 
making show-cases in the Smithsonian and for those expositions. Pro- 
fessor Baird certified the claim to the Treasury Department for a re- 
fund, and the Department put it in the estimates and sent it to Con- 
gress. The Committee on Appropriations, however, had the matter re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, under the new rule requiring such 
reference, avd I reported the bill from that committee. The Treasury 
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| Department regards the claim as a proper one to be paid, and, as I 
have saic, Professor Baird certified that the importation was made by 
his order for the use of the Government, and with the expectation that 
the duties were to be refunded. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


J. PRESTON BECK, JR 


Mr. BLAND. TI eall up the bill (H. R. 4554) for the relief of the 
heirs of Preston Beck, jr. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the sum of $6,565 be, and the same is hereby, appropri- 
ated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
|} payment of the judgment of the Court of Claims in favor of the estate of Preston 
Leck, jr.; and that the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, author- 


| ized and required to pay the same to the heirs of said Preston Beck, jr., in con- 
| formity to the last will and testament of said Preston Beck, jr.,executed at 
Santa Fé, N. Mex., on the Ist day of April, A. D. 1864, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. My object in calling for 
the reading of the report is to ascertain when the judgment was ren- 
dered, for itseems to me almost incredible that a judgment of the Court 
of Claims should have remained unpaid all these years. 

Mr. BLAND. No doubt it ought to have been paid yearsago. <A 
bill for the payment of it passed this House in the Forty-third Con- 
| gress. Most of the claimants are in the gentleman’s own State; there 
| is only one of them in my district. This claim passed the House once; 
it has been reported here unanimously, and there is no question that 
it ought to be paid. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I will state that I investigated this 

case fully myself. It was originally referred to the Committee on 
Claims, but, for want of jurisdiction in that committee, it was after- 
wards referred to another, I believe to the Committee on Indian Dep- 
redations. 
} Mr. HOLMAN. I can not account for the fact that this judgment 
has remained unpaid all these years, when every year for the last 
twenty years we have been appropriating to pay judgments of the 
Court of Claims. 

Mr. BLAND. In this case the administrator of the estate died and 
another was appointed—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Was not the judgment rendered before the war? 

Mr. BLAND. I think not. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman from Indiana think that if this 
judgment has been paid the Treasury Department will pay it again? 

Mr. HOLMAN. lam not assuming that it was paid, but I am rais- 
| ing the question whether there was a judgment of the Court of Claims. 
I ask for the reading of the report. 

‘The report was read, as follows: 

The Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, to whom was referred 
House bill No. 4554, beg leave to report the same favorably and to recommend 
lts passage. 

This claim is based on the following opinion and judgment of the Court of 
Claims, to wit: 





“IN THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 
“J. Preston Beck, administrator, vs. The United States. 
* LORING, J.: 

“The petitioner is administrator de bonis non of Preston Beck, who was surviv- 
ing partner of Brent & Beck, merchants, of Santa Fé, in the Territory of New 
Mexico. The petitioner claims indemnification by the United States for a herd 
| of mules, ete., of which Brent & Beck were plundered by the Navajo Indians on 
the 12th of September, 1849, and the claim is made upon the statute of 30th June, 
1834, as that is explained by the joint resolution of June 25, 1860. 

“ The facts shown are, that about the 12th of September, 1849,a band or herd 
of mules, mares. etc., belonging to Brent & Beck, were pastured by them under 
the charge of herdsmen on the plains or mesa in the county of Santa Fé, and 
about 12 miles from the city of Santa Fé; that a body of Navajo Indians seized 
them and drove them off into the Navajo country. Thaton the 29th of Novem- 
ber, 1851, Brent & Beck made application to the Superintendent of Indian Af- 
fairs, and filed with him their claim for indemnification for the animals stolen 
and the proofs of their loss, under and according to the seventeenth section o 
| the statutes of 1834. The claim was not paid or allowed, and since it accrued 
| no annuity has been granted to the Navajo Indians. The petitioner claims to 
| be paid out of the Treasury of the United States the sum of $8,710, with inter« 
thereon from one year after filing his proof. 
| ‘The act of June 30, 1834 (4 U.S. L., 729, sec. 1), defines the Indian country, and 
| the seventeenth section provides that if any Indians in amity with the United 
| States shall pass from the Indian country into any State or Territory inhabited 
by citizens of the United States, and there steal horses or other property belong- 

ing to any citizen or inhabitant of the United States, such citizen or inhabitant, 
| or his representatives, may make application to the proper superintendent, who, 

being furnished with the necessary documents and proof, shall, under the direc- 
| tion of the President, make application to the nation or tribe to which the In- 
i 
| 





| dians shall belong for satisfaction; and on refusal or neglect of the Indians to 
make satisfaction for a reasonable time, not exceeding twelve months, the su- 
| perintendent is to make return to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, that such 
further steps may be taken as shall be proper, in the opinion of the President 
to obtain satisfaction for the injury. ‘And in the mean time, in respect to th« 
property so taken, stolen, or destroyed, the United States guaranty to the party 
so injured an eventual indemnification.’ 
| “The section then provides that the injured party shall not seek private sat- 
| isfaction or revenge, and that his claim shall be deducted from the nextannuity, 
if any, payable to the Indians; and, if none, then be paid from the United States 
| Treasury. 
“We think the claim of the petitioner is within this section. 
“It is true that New Mexico was not comprehended within the Indian coun. 
try, as was defined in the act of 1834, for New Mexico was not acquired by the 
United States until the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, February 2, 1849, when it 
became-the property of the United States and subject to its jurisdiction. 
** But after that, and on the 9th of September, 1849, a treaty was made between 
the United States and the nation of Navajoes, in which it was recited that by 
the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo those Indians were placed under the exclusive 
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I I 
the t i€ a i s 
D sty 
s t . 
, at s 
bet we the « t g par 3 . I 
! ~ 
tior ‘ i t be i t 3 
i wil i trea 
Thus the S } ‘ the 
‘7 > ~ t 
{ 1 t - t i Sta 3 ‘ 
5 I \ i vente is ‘ ‘ S34 
| tt es ia mals ta g i X al 
the ! I I \ iw ink i y ‘ € } 
Astot er mals ta it Mont Says page 8 xt 
a hundred head;’ D ul ho ‘ ! the | 1, says, page 
about « mules, sixteen ~ la hors < 5s, a Kasse 
thus € erates ninety-eight a s V 
taken, it sho i be, at s xtel i t I i 
ng one handred and ons I ils 
Phen, as to the average value of t s. Dus 1 Estes stat 
per heac J... Ce 1S, a « r pet st i 
prices for mules that year w ab t > to 350, and the t ners 
filed by them before end n support of thei Lin 
the yroduce here, st value of the ar ils to be | t 
we think the fair conclusion as to the alu ithe evidence; and 
dred and one animals, at $65 per head, give a of $6,565 
he laims interest on the g it the seventes . 
the act rovides for the party injured ‘an eventual 
i but by the express terms of the statute such eventual indemnification 
| respect to the property so taken, stolen, or destroyed 
These words must have some meaning hey would not have be 
and if any effect is allowed th it n restrictive, and then t 
sentence does not of its own force indicate e than the value of t t 
taken, ete., or create an obligation on the p: of t Unit tates t 
est for the default or delay of the Indians in satisfying, o1 the 
Government in enforcing, the claims of the parties injured, 
‘On the whole case we are of opinion that the petitioner is entitled 
in the sum of $6,565, for w h a bill will be reported to ¢ ss 
J It will be observed t! » facts are all i toin the 1of t 
hence the committee has been re ved of the necessity « cay 
i 
' py of the last will and testament of Pres 1 Be ! s here i 
{ he testator died soon after executing this will, and tl state 
nistered upon and all debts paid, so t at t llowan t! Col 
is due to the heirs in the n ) i t wil 
his committee theref rend t passag t 
' LAST WILL A} rESTAMI OF I STON | 
\ Know all men by these presents, that I, Pre i 
city and county of Santa Fé and Territory of ma 
uncertainty of life and th ability to sudd tl 
1 acce giy dol by ma ind decla s tol y W 
ment 
It is my will that all my just debts be paid a \ lass 
ently my executor can pay and discharge t 1 after my death, and I 
t el z ind manner of so doing to my ex itor hereinafter ime 
My interests in business of the fi < and P. Bex tely con 
Boonville, Mo., and Lexington, Mo s that of o1 rd y 
1 the bu ss a <,in t lerritory of Ne Mexi 
t thirds; and of S nd PLB ze h in Misso ind 
‘ ico, was composed solely of my bi r, Simpson Be deceased, and 
Before any divisi pr ts he firm of S i P. Becl t] 
7. tory of New Mexico, are made, as stated in third parts, the estate of S 
A 1 Beck is to have $5,000, and I am to have $5,000, which said sums « 
‘ to be drawn out of « 1 of nmediately after the debts of said f 
nd before any division of the profits 
i ‘ [ give, devise, and dispose of my estate, real, perso 
; scription if may consist (« pt what shall be neces 
the following manner 
é I will and vise that all my estate, real, personal, and of whatev 
; tion, shall be given to, r« ved, and enjoyed t following-1 | 
areand share alike, th s to say, to my nephew, James P. Beck 
niece, Elizabeth C. Be hildren of my brother, Lewis Beck), and 
William P. Beck, and my nieces, Anna D. Beck and Elizabeth Beck (ch 
o my brother, Simpson Beck), and my brother, John Jeffrey Beck, and n 
4 Preston H. Lee, and my nieces, Mary Ann Cracraft and ] ibeth 
2 children of my sister, Martha Beck), all taking share and share a 
enjoying the s: without any dispute or difference aft my st debt 
paid, 
I hereby nominate, const yint h T rev } ‘ 
ecutor of this my last I r osin i ever . 
fidence that he will execute it according t n tention and ce 
expressed 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and seal l pu 
declare this writin o be my last will and testament, at the city « s 
this ls day of April, 1854. 
: Ri 1 


















the 9th day of April, A.D. 1858 








New MEXIco, 


County of Santa F 


TERRITORY O1 





d exom: 


I, the undersigned, clerk of the probate court a: io recort 

the county and Territory aforesaid, do hereby 

and correct copy of the last will and testament of 

of record in book “‘C”’ of wills and testaments, pages 
Witness my hand and official seal at Santa Fé, N. 

vember, A. D, 1887. 
[sEAL, ] 





certi 


y that the for 






9 and 60. 







MARCELINO GAR¢ 
Santa Fé County, Neu 






Probate Clerk and Recorder, 





Preston Beck, jr., as : 


Sioned, sealed. published, and ured by the said Preston Beck as] 
will and testament in pres e of us, who have hereunto subscribed « 
as Witnesses thereof, at the request of the testator and in the presence 
tator and in the presence of each other; and the testator acts with ft 
will, soundness of mind, and entire judgment 
R. H. THOMPK 
M.GIDDIN(¢ 
H.W.SMITH 
Recorded by me in accordance with an order of the probate court 


Mex., this llth day 
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number. lhe bill is before the Committee of the Whole for considera- | the House a duplicate engrossed copy of the bill (S. 320) for the relief 
tion. of John D. Adams. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Iéeall for a vote. | The message further announced that the Senate disagreed to the 
The question being taken on laying the bill aside to be reported | amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2851) to amend an act enti- 
favorably to the House, | tled *‘An act to regulate commerce,’’ roved February 4, 1887, asked 
The CHAIRMAN said: The ayes seem to have it. a conference with the House on t! eing votes thereon. and had 
Mr. HOLMAN. I call for a division. | appointed Mr, CuLLomM, Mr. PLArt, Mr. HARRIS managers on the 
The question being again taken; there were—ayes 46, noes 1. | part of the Senate. 
Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. The Committee of the Whole 1 1ed its session 
Mr. LANHAM I hope the 1 1an from Indiana will not make } ‘ — 


that point 





The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes the point} Mr. BOOTHMAN. I call up for pre t 1 the bill (H 
that no quorum has voted. ‘The Chair will appoint as tellers the gen- | R. 520) for the relief of John M. Higgin 


tlenan from Indiana| Mr. JIOLMAN | and the gentleman from Missouri The bill was read, as follows: 




















[M . BLAND}. Pedt enacted, etc I » proper account xy office t i ] nd 
' HOLMAN. I wish tosay a single word. I have not seen the | hereby are, direct to id pay to John M. Higg i : of 
' - 4 : Co many J h y-t t Ohi olunteer 3 a t 
act of 1834; butif that act sustains the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. oe A, I ; ae Vol Infa : . 
: 7 “5 ; againstthe Governm asl h id 1 er irt ‘ i I 
BLAND] and this report, I will withdraw opposition tothe bill. [Cries | dismissed the servi en hon y rged I 
of ** Reguitar order! rnin : . . 
et a aa ae ‘a | Mr. COBB. Let the report in that case be read. 
Mr. BLAND. Ihave this to say to the gentleman from Indiana. | |, , . ooo 7 
; at F td oa ; j The report (by Mr. CRousE) was read, as follow 
[ Re lewed cries ol heguiar order | If this bill goes to the Senate | = 
and the gentleman can establish there the facts which he claims, all | ,, Te Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the | H. R.520) f 
aieks Inet te Bot @ hill be held 1 ‘ } ; | dow the relief of John M. Higgins, report the same back, after due considera l 
rig : ro (0 4€0 this Dili De . vack 10r Gays and Gays a thereof, with the reeommendation that it do pas andin support of this action 
Mr. HOLMAN, I am nat asking t t: lam simply ;¢ cing that it | hereby adopt and make part hereof, as contair in the case, th 





be pa 1 ovel til the next bill shall be considered. port of Te SRS OS TOS Claims of the 
. > . ’ . Forty-ninth Congress, which is as follows 
Mr. BLAND I object to that. The gentleman is not acting justly silos. : ee he ‘ ; 
' » ont : . . ‘ - 4 House Report No. 1131, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. 

toward this bill, or toward the parties interested, or toward my self. a . 2 : ae 
roy 00 Shieaballien. 50% ? ‘ That the bill authorizes and directs the accounting offic of the Treasury 
ag CS UO: Oe ar ord eS J 5 , : | Department to audit and pay to John M. Higgins, late a lieute t of Compan; 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I hope this matter will be compro- | A, Thirty-third Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry, his accounts against the 
mised in some way. I understand the gentleman from Indiana is en- | GOveT™ment, the same as if he had never been court-martialed and dismissed 
{ lv willing to let this} ili go to the H with the aed ;; | the service, but had been honorably discharged therefrom. 
rely MIDE VO 200 CHS DIL BO VO the s1OUSE vith the understanding ** ltappears from the proofsubmitted that this oflicer was mustered into servi 
that if the t of 1834 is as he claims it to be a quorum shall be re- | as second lieutenant, Company A, Thirty-third Ohio Volunteers, August 27, 1861, 

’ 














in the House. With this understanding busi- | 24 is reported promoted to first lieutenant, same company and regiment, May 

° 6, 1862, that he was tried by general court-martial and sentenced to be dismissed 

ness Can £0 on. the service for absence without leave, with loss of all pay and allowances, which 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave only asked that the next bill be called up | sentence was promulgated in General Orders, No. 86, April 20, 1563, Department 

and disposed o! and I say that in the mean time I will look into this | of the umberland ; o ——. "goes made oe War De Sa in 1s71 

4 ~ ‘ . as could be ers et » case, anc ereupon, by rection of 

law, and if it is as stated by the gentleman from Missouri—— nt. ne deadlier tamabibees toone Rdmahaaiuaee a se lenalh Eedetaes 
Mr. BLAND. ‘The gentleman can have time for that examination | 25, 1871. 

ten lid not oper 


. » ° ‘Tis samnawe the dia ‘lite cons . oan inn oo 
until the bill is reported to the House to-day. When the bill comes | Phe t ul of the disability consequent upon the si 
: ins the pay forfeited by the 


qui) d to pass the bil 






for ch re 


the Presid 






to restore to Lieutenant Hig 


y ha 1, . ] MmvA > io val £ > ic ‘ | > - . 
up in the House he will have the right to object and make his point. | declared him qualified to re-enter the service in the futur 

The CHAIRMAN rhe Chair suggests to the gentleman from Indi- ‘‘In speaking of the case of Lieutenant Higgins, his colonel, Col. Oscar F. 

s9 ° _ ? » Thirty-thir , inteer a letter nox > , he ° 

ana that if the bill be now laid aside to be favorably reported, the gen- Moore, of the Thirty-third Ohio Volunteers, in a letter now on file in the Wat 


. . sam on Jepartment, says: 

tleman will have the right to oppose the bill inthe House and demand Dy Tioutennes tiie 1s, prior to the battle of Perryville, had been a gallant, faith- 

the vote of a quoruni. | ful oflicer, and in that fight was wounded and came home. While at home } 
Mr. HOLMAN. [understand that: butthe proposition I have made | kept upa correspondence with the second lieutenant of his« ompany, with whom 

ea Te i joie el Ra ee sO ca oa eas he had been on friendly and very intimate terms. This correspondence was not 

is « fair one, and I ask that it may be complied with. very chaste. * * * Lieutenant Higgins was quite young and thoughtless, 
Mr. BLAND. ] prefer that the bill shall go into the House, and | and having confidence in the party with whom he was corresponding that his 

l 








‘ 
then the gentleman will have plenty of time to fight it there if he de- letters would not be exhibited, he wrote, as he says, with the utmost freedom 
; ” - and in such style as to make him ashamed of himself now. The party, desirin 

sires to do So to secure his place, betrayed him, and upon the strength of these letters charges 
ir, HOLMAN. My request is that this bill be passed over infor- | were preferred and the trial and conviction followed. The party who thus be- 
mally until another bill is considered, and in the mean time I will look | *@ye4 his companion and availed himself of the letters written in confiden« 
Te ye to obtain the dismissal of Higgins in order to secure his place turned out badly, 
into the law. and in the battle of Mission Ridge acted so cowardly that he was put under ar- 
| rest and would have been dismissed in disgrace, but was permitted by General 
if he wants it Carlin to resign and go home. The letters written by Lieutenant Higgins, and 
* eas = on account of which he was dismissed the service, were no doubtin very bad 

Mr. HOLMAN I have made a very reasonable proposition, which | taste, * * * and very unbecoming an officer; but his youth and the fact that 

] they were written in confidence, and that confidence was betrayed from selfish 
motives, afford at least some excuse for the act. He served the Government 





Re 





Mr. BLAND. I object. The gentlemancan havea votein the House 





I think ought to be accepted. 








ne TRAM A ~ ee eae ee a 
he CH os MAN, The tell will take their places, the point of faithfully up to the time he was wounded at Perryville, and is, I think, at least 
no quorum being made entitled to his pay.’”’ 
Ir, BLOUNT I wish to make a suggestion to my friend from Mis- “This letter was written February 11, 1867. Lieutenant Higgins was not 
yur ; : twenty years old when the occurrences upon which the charges against him 
AY oT ANT . s J a > es La . were based took place. : ? ; 
Ir. BLAND. Tosave time I will withdraw my objection. ‘Thedisabilities imposed by his sentence—the substantial part—having been 


CHAIRMAN. he objection being withdrawn, this bill will | removed, it seems to your committee that the Government ought not to retain 
be laid aside informally until the next case is disposed of. | the pay earned by faithful and gallantservices, it issubmitted that the nature 
’ of the offense and the severity of the sentence are such as appeal, certainly after 
this lapse of time, to the sense of justice in any impartial tribunal. 
** Your committee, therefore, in view of the foregoing statement of facts, rep 
in favor of the passage of the bill.” 


W. 8S. BRANTLY. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 3469) pro- | 
li i payment of $450 to W. 8. Brantly, executor of J. H.| TheCHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
Brantly, for damages to property by United States troops in 1865. the bill? 


bill follow Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I desire toinquire upto what time this 
ena é That the sum of M50 be and the same is hereby, appro- pay is to be allowed? 
p ted, out « y moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise Mr. BOOTHMAN. Up to the time of his dismissal. 


appropriated, to pay William 8. Brantly, executor of J. H. Brantly, for property 
of J. H. Brantly destroyed by the § ond Brigade, First Division Cavalry, and 
t corps wagon train, the value of which was ascertained by a board of sur- 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. KILGORE. I give notice to the friends of this measure on the 
other side that I will appeal from the objection here to the point of no 
a eae pai aanal  a | quorum on this bill. 
emenenany diacaateceadiigueess (x-¥ | Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. Will the gentleman permit a sugges- 
| imittee informally rose; and Mr. BURNES having taken the | tion in this connection ? 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Mr. KILGORE. It is simply a waste of time. 
McCook, its Secretary, announced that the Senate had passed without Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I think if the gentleman would hear 
amendment the bill (H. R. 10679) to grant the right of way through | a short explanation of the case he would not object. 
the military reservation at Fort Morgan to the Birmingham, Mobile Mr. KILGORE. I listened to the reading of the report and listened 
and Navy Cove Harbor Railway Company, and for other purposes. carefully, and made up my mind upon the facts therein alleged. 
Also, that the Senate returned to the House, at its request, the bill Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. This is a case with which I am thor- 
(S. 1983) granting a pensicn to H. R. Blakiston; and also returned to | oughly familiar. 


vey, in pursuance of special order. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


men n t] it do pass. 








This young man lives in my town, and I am con- 
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The CHAIRM 


T ROW ELI 


Mir. 


( 
the Gover 
Court of ( 


vish to1 


», and he {s here! 

I gate the claim of e Albemarie and Chesap« 
Canal Company, i eing for tolls on vessels transporting naval supplies, : 
award such sum as he may find equitably due, not to exceed the sum of § 
said award being in full payment of l 8 of said company against the Gov- ‘ I 
ernment, and for the payment of whatever su » Secretary may award, as \ ief of the half-breed ba 
aforesaid, appropriation is hereby made, out of the sasury, payable out of y he gin and character of said 
moneys not otherwise appropriated. , 


asking thatthe clai 
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and others were led to b« ve thatthe payment of about $15 per head in Jan- | 
vary, 1878, would be continued at substantially that sum. In that belief] ad 
vised H. & Co. to give the Osages a credit for half the sum, knowing that it 
would greatly : ommodate the Indians, and believing it would be entire! 
gafe; but the cons t payment and later ones, instead of $15, have been but 
little over $8 per head Their present needs absorbed this small sum at ones 
eo there has been no time at which it was possible to pay a debt made in good 
faith, and of which they reaped the full benefit. Knowing their ability to pay 
their debts, and grateful for the ommeodation, the honor and self-respect of 
the Osages is concerned in the quick and full discharge of the debt 
Ihave the honor » be, your obedient servant, 
SAMUEL BEIVNEW, 
ITead Chief of Half-Breed Band 
Witness 


J. H. TIspaus 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill? The Chair hears nons 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to 
mendation that it do pa 

BENJAMIN F. RICHARDSON, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
(H. R. $276) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin F. Richardson. 

Mr. CRAIN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Arkansas 
whether that bill is one that he has introduced or whether it was sub- 
mitted tohim by some gentleman whose name comes lower in the list 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I introduced the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


the fiouse with t 


I ask consideration of the bill 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Quartermaster-Gencral of the United States is 
hereby authorized and directed to examine the claim of the estate of Benjamin 
F. Richardson, deceased, late of Jefferson County, Arkansas, for stores and sup- 


plies belonging to said Richardson allegea to have been taken by the United 


States, or the armies thereof, in Jefferson County in the State of Ark 
ing the war of the rebellion: and he may consider the evidence heretof 
on said claim, so far as applicable, and such other legal evidence as n 


insas dur 








etaxken 
v be ad- 





by the Quartermaster-Genera! 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 

mendation that it do pa 
DESTRUCTION OF PROPERTY IN CYNTILIANA, KY. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 8640) to direct the Secretary of War to appoint a commi 
sion to ascertain and report the facts concerning the destruction of 
property at Cynthiana, Ky., on July 17, 1862. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
appoint a commission, to consist of three officers of the Army, to ascertain and 
report the facts concerning the destruction of property at the battle at Cynthi- 
ana, Ky., on July 17, 1862, between the forces of the United States under the 
command of Colonel Landrum and the Confederate forces under General Johia 
H. Morgan, and the value of the property there destroyed, ascertaining the 
names of the owners thereof, the value, and description thereof, which report 
the said Secretary of War will transmit to Congress as early as practicable 

Mr. McCULLOGH. I would ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
the object of the bill; and reserve the right to object. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The object of the bill is sim- 
ply to enable the Secretary of War to appoint a commission who shall 





ascertain the facts. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. Was it for destruction of property caused by 
two forces at war? The ultimate object is what I ask. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The ultimate object is that 
if the commission reports there ought to be any award the amount 
would be reported for appropriation by Congress. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. Was the destruction caused by two opposing 
forces in a state of war? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The facts, so fur as I under- 
stand them, are that in the town of Cynthiana, in the State of Ken- 
tucky, during a battle in the streets of the town, there was a destruc- 
tion of property—— 

Mr. McCULLOGH. The object that I have in rising is to inquire 
whether this damage was done in an act of war, between two opposing 
forces at the time at war. We have the same case at Gettysburgh, in 
Pennsylvania, where opposing forces were in actual war, which the 
House has refused to recognize. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
having the facts ascertained, so that if it does not come within any 
proper rule nothing further is heard of it.. I desire to amend the bill 
by changing the names and the date. I desire to strike out lines 6 to 
9, ‘‘July 17, 1862, between the forces of the United States under the 
command of Colonel Landrum,’’ and insert ‘‘on July 11, 1864, between 
the forces of the United States under the command of Col. Conrad Jervis.’’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not desire to oppose this bill, but ask how 
is the expense to be incurred in this matter provided for? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There will be no expense, 
because the officers of the Army are employed now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Unless there be an appropriation the bill can not 
be exeeuted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The Secretary of War says 
it can, and that is the form of bill recommended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pags, 


duced before him in behalf of the claimant or in behalf ofthe United States, and | 
shall report the facts to Congress, to be considered with other claims reported 


This is for the purpose of | 
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JOHN F. ALSUP. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Icall up the bill (H. R. 3494) for tl 
relief of John F. Alsup. 

Mr. CRAIN. I will ask the gentk 
bill was introduced by himself? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. No, sir; it was not. 

Mr. CRAIN. Wasit handed to you by a member lower down on the 
list, to be called up when your name should be reached ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I] 
ask to have read the order of the House in regard to the presentation 
of bills for consideration to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Crisp). The present occupant was not in 


| the chair when the order was made, but he can state his understand- 
| ing of the order, which was that when the name of a member was 


called by the Clerk he should have the right to call up any bill on the 
Private Calendar 

Mr. CRAIN. I will ask whether it was not the intention that that 
should apply only to bills in which the member himself was interested ? 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. CRAIN. Iam asking for information from the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course the Chair can not say what was the 


| intention of the House, but the present occupant of the chair would 


not hold —— 

Mr. CRAIN. I had not finished my inquiry, Mr. Chairman. It 
seems to me that it is unjust to members of this committee that gentle- 
men whose names happen to be far down on the list should therefor 
have the opportunity to present two bills for the consideration of the 
committee. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
it will not be done in this case. 

Mr. CRAIN. What is done in this case, however, gives precec 

to this bill over others, for example over a bill which I may desir 

to call up for consideration but which may not be considered at all to- 
Cay owing to want of time, and therefore it is unjust. I understand 
the spirit of this order to be that each member as his name is called 
shall have an opportunity to present a bill in which he is interested, 
and if he has no bill it is just and right that he should not respond; 
because if the rule of procedure adopted by the gentleman from Indiana 
is to be followed by every gentleman whose name is called, then some 
members will havean opportunity to presenttwo bills each for consider- 
ation in case their names are called to-day; or, if that does not result, 
| at least gentlemen whose names precede them, and who have priority 
| on the list by reason of their names happening tocommence with letters 
| earlier in the alphabet will fail to be reached and their bills will be 
| left behind. 

| I donot think it is the intention of the House, or of the committee, 
| as the case may be, that gentlemen should be permitted to take bills 
| from members whose names come later than theirs in the list and pre- 
| sent them to the committee for consideration to the disadvantage of 
I give notice now that in every case I shall object to the 


I, too, think that would be unfair, and 


} 


icenee 


| other bills. 
} . . . . . . . 
consideration of bills brought up in that way, and I begin by objecting 
to the consideration of this bill. 
| Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Well, that is something that may be 
; done by one gentleman as well as by another. 
| The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the consideration of the bill 
called up by the gentleman from Indiana? 
| Mr. CRAIN alone objected. 
The CHAIRMAN. Not asufficient number, and the bill is before 
| the House for consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That John F. Alsup, late first sergeant of Company B, Thirty- 
ninth Illinois Infantry Volunteers, of Leroy, Ill., be paid, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the full pay and allowances of the 
captain of said Company B for the period of five months, he having acted as 
captain of the company for that length of time, less any pay received by him as 
sergeant. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

H. L. NEWMAN. 


I call up the bill (H. R. 766) for the relief of H. L. 


| Mr. BUNNELL. 
Newman. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay, out of any money that may hereafter be appropriated for the use 
and benefit of the Arapaho and Kiowa Indians, to H, L. Newman the sum of 
$3,450, which sum shall be in full satisfaction for claims against said Indians for 
property destroyed. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
ST. JOSEPH COMMERCIAL COLLEGE, ST. JOSEPH, MO. 
Mr. BURNES. I call up House bill 5426. 
Mr. CRAIN. I will ask the gentleman the same question that I 


asked the gentleman from Indiana. 
Mr. BURNES. The answer is that this is my own bill. 


Jo. hill. 





It isaSt. 
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The bill was read, as follows: Mr. BUTLER. This is a claim \ h « 














Be it enacted, ete., That there be paid to the trustees of St. . nmercia trict 
College, in the city of St. Joseph, State of Missouri,out of any money in the Mr. CRAIN. If the bill comes from the gentleman’s « 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $20,000, in full cor 2 | all richt 
for the use and occupation of said college and the land thereunto appurtenant | “") "= vt TRY N he a > 4] 
during the late war by the United States troops and for damage to the same by The CHAIRMA Che Clerk will read 
aaid troops Phe bill (H. R. 6047) for the allowance of certain clai i stores 
The report (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) was read, as follows and supplies taken and used by the United States Arm is reported 
The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred House bill 5426, being | by the Court of Claims under tl visions of t t of March 3, 1883 
a bill for the nee of Joseph Commercial College, of St. Joseph, Mo., re- | known as the Bowman act. was read 
: spectfully report as follows \ ‘ . ae ; 
__ ’ np ' is I ( Or interrupting the read i (hall I ris¢ 
| In the year 1861 the Christian Brothers College of St. Joseph, now known by ir. M ULL rH errupung . »< 
the name of the St. Joseph Commercial College, was erected and completed at | to make a& request for the purpose of savi 1 ihe gentie in 
a cost of $15,000 for school and educational purposes. From the year 1861 until | fron, Tennessee [Mr. BuTI ER] desires to h | 1 but one of the 
near the close of the war, in 1865, said college and its grounds were under ©! 4] een mpentiemall im Chin lenatine bb : : ao ; 
' control and in the occupancy and possession of various commands of United ees MCU gp a’ ‘ 
States troops. out prejudice to the other claimants me! t t 
The actual occupancy was not continuous during the whole time, but was at | , nacting clause, e) cept the part in w hich the 


intervals, having the effect necessarily of preventing the owners of the pro; <— : or as 
erty from using or enjoying it for the purposes for which it was constructed or | 5€© 35 interested, be laid on the table ; ; 
held by them. Sometimes it was occupied by infantry and sometimes by cav The CHAIRMAN [The Chair takes the liberty of ivrrvesting t 
























airy, and when occupied by the latter class of troops their horses were stabled | the action proposed w auld verv materially damage the interests 
in the college basement The floors (except a part of the floor in the fourth ieee cas ae ae = 
F story), the doors, windows, and window-sashes, and glass were wholly, or | Ot#er Claimants in this pul. : 
nearly wholly, destroyed. Mr. McCULLOGH. I think not; th wt 
At one time during the war when the college buildings were for a few months | fy)» 7 
unoccupied by soldiers, the owners, hoping such occupancy was at an end, pro ‘] > mm ! 14 ‘ 
r+] ' ’ : Cl r coul a ny i en 1 tbe 
mu ceeded, withthe aid of the community, d repaired the buildings and grounds Phe ¢ H AIRMAN. Che HALE Ce an _. 
with a view to the opening of the college for the reception of students; but such | proposition until the reading of the bill is « 1 
repairs were but little —_* An fir minaal wine eines Sreceeee Cae’ nite ee Mr. McCULLOGH. It will take a long time to read it 
needing quarts rs came and retook possession Of sale Ul dings so repairec an ia eels an wa i Dd at 1: Piha hi 
occupied them until the condition of the property was made worse by such ox Che Clerk concluded wan reading of the bi 
= ; ’ 
cupancy than it was before the repairs. The owners of the property could do Mr. HOLMAN I call for the reading of the repor 
nothing but quietly abandon it and all thought of a school, until after the « The CHAIRMAN The report will be read. 
plete close of the war. ; | 
In 1866 and 1867 the college buildings and grounds were again repaired and | 0Y)& 
improved, and its occupancy for college purposes began six or seven years after r} report was r¢ 
its first completion as a college I CHAIRMA ' . ‘ ‘ ; 
he testimony shows that the repairs made, as before stated, cost betwee P 
5 5.000 and $7,000, and that a fair rental value of the property was from $1,500 t D ; 
$1,800 perannum. Although the owners of the property were deprived of the | ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I desire t } ent 
use of their property for six years, the committee have not been disposed to | 4, ¢}. } me 
’ 5 t I 
allow them for any t e after the close of the war Say four years, at $1,500 per : is . 2 
, ‘ } . . The CHAIRMAN he question ¢ the msi t the nil 
year, and for the actual cost of the repairs made, say $5,000 - aul Ask . = i“ ‘ ‘ . Ss ‘ 4 
Wherefore your committee recommend the allowance of $12,000, and that the I st first he determined 
bill do pass, with an amendment striking out in the sixth line of the printed M WILSON. of Minnesota. M Chairman. itis —e e for u 
, bill the word “twenty "’ and inserting in lieu thereof the word ‘twelve 7 
( rFautr gy TOs day ) 1 ( é ints 
Che amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to ; : 
ao oe ees as nd so large an amount ¢ th 
Ihe bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House wit . pe 
. 1% Ie nished to-day. 
the recommendation that it do pass. , Ey — : : 
: I Mr. LANHAM. I hope the gentleman from 1 oe will « 
CLAIMS UNDER THE BOWMAN ACT. draw the bill 
Mr. BUTLER. I call up House bill (H. R. 6047) for the allowance Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. This House « l 
of certain claims for stores and supplies taken and used by the United | itself by permitting s vitl S 
States Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions fhe CHAIRMAN 
‘ of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act: and I ask hat a Senate bill whi | ed 
unanimous consent to substitute for the House bill Senate bill 97. stitute for this bill in the House is nov 
The CHAIRMAN. The request of the gentleman can not be ent: t ill should be reported, and the Senate 
tained, because the Senate bill is not on the Private Calendar, b would be to it all t uims not 
till on the Speaker’s table. The ¢ for t 


My. BUTLER. I ask that it be taken from the Speaker’s table. lennessee 
he CHAIRMAN. That can not be done in Committee of the Whol Mr. LANHAM, I hope the gentleman withd 
U 
J 











] rLER. Not by unanimous consent? Mr. BUTLER. Ido not want to prejudice anyb 
The CHAIRMAN. No. The House bill can now be considered by time un ssarily Allid ed was to] 
{ the Committee of the Whole and reported to the House, and when the h embraces only the claims about which | 
bill is in the House then the gentleman can ask imous consent to Ir. STONE, « centucky. I suggest that if the t 1a re 
substitute the Senate bill for the House bill. specially to pass the Sen t i » ae lish the 
Mr. BUTLER. I will take that course. nose: that is to withd: this bill now, informing the comm 
Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire whether this bill comes within he will not eall up another bill here, but w n the House ask una 
the spirit of the agreement, which was that each member when hi mous consent for the consideration of 1 Ser ] ‘ 
| named was reached might call up a single measure? ye of these claims. 
Mr. BUTLER. This House bill is an ‘‘omnibus bill,’’ embracing Mr. BUTLER That will mee pprob 
with many other items, one paragraph which is the same substantially Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I! 


r as a Senate bill, which is all that I desire to pass. der the constitution fixed by t House, can not do 
i Mr. HOLMAN. You are proposing to pass a bill of one item. gested. 
if Mr. BUTLER. That is all. Mr. STONE, of Kentucky | ! ' 
e The CHAIRMAN. Does the ge ntleman from Tennessee desire to der W nh we are acting i 3 th ( 
‘i call up this bill? tior Che House can. by vit is consent, « | which 
3 Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. t plea The gentleman from Tennessee } mply e not 
Mr. HOLMAN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. This isa bill | that in the House he will ask unanimous consent for the consideration 








4 i i , i ‘ 
A containing many different appropriations. The question is whether it the Senate bill; 1 I do not think the House re! t. Tam 
3 comes within the spirit of the order made by the House not suggestin unusual procees or anyt ‘ 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that it comes within the Mr. BUTLER. With tha tan [ 

terms of the order, which was to consider, when called up by a mem fhe CHAIR \ rl ema 
a ber, any business on the Private Calendar except pension bills. This | nounces that lin the H 
‘ bill appears on the Private Calendar. sideration of the Senate bill which i d ed 
si Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I think I can explain what my friend Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mer ice here in comm ( 


from Tennessee [Mr. BUTLER] desires. The Senate has passed a bi I thing w 
for the payment of a certain claim in accordance with the finding of the The CHAIRMAN Certain not: the gentleman ! i l 3 


s Court of Claims. The House committee has reported a bill which em- | that he will make the request 
4 1 
i 


o consent to any 








4 braces that claim with a number of others. The gentleman from T: Mr. LANHAM. The gentleman from Ala a [| Mr. I 
gy nessee wants such action of the Committee of the Whole as will indorse | sires to submit a conference report on an appropriation 
3 the particular claim in regard to which he is interested, so that when | that the committee rise for that p 


this bill comes up in the House he may have the Senate bill substituted he motion was agreed to 

Mr. CRAIN. I willask the gentleman from Tennessee whether this lhe committee accordingly rose; and Mr, Cox having taken the chair 
bill which he calls up is one introduced by himself, or whether he calls | »s Speaker pro-tempore, Mr. Do :Y reported that the Com 
it up at the request of a gentleman below him in the alphabetical list. | the Whole House had, ac » order, had under cons slion tne 
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lar, and had directed him to report to the House sundry 
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jilJs with various recommendation 


DRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 








Ir. FORNEY submitted the following privileged report. 
if Cle read as follows: | 
The con ttee of conference on the d ng votes of the two Houses « 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R, 10540) making appropria- 
tions for sundry « expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30,1 i for other purposes, having met, after a full and free « fer- 
ence have eed to recommend to their respective Houses as foll 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 106, 107 222 
235, 236, 238, 239, 243, 244, 248, 254, 255, 256, and 257 
Phat the H se recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
ate numbered 240,and agree to the same | 
Amendment numbered 105: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 105,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follow In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert 
£95 OOO andthe Senate agree to the same. j 


Amendment numbered 110: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 110,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following 

For continuing the construction of the building forthe Library of Congress, 
and for each and every purpose connected therewith, including the cost of all 
professional and other personal services that the Chief of Engineers of the Army 
inay deem necessary for the prosecution of the work, and shall specially order | 
to carry into effect the appropriation of money made forthe construction of the 
said Library ilding, and to be paid from such appropriation forthe construc- 
tion of the western front of the building and reading-room, and the book repos- 
itories connected therewith, asshown by sketch termed ‘ Plan No. 1’ on fileinthe 
office of the I arian of Congress, $500,000. This appropriation and all appro- 
priations hereafter made, and all sums available from appropriations heretofore 
made for this purpose shall be expended under the direction and supervision o1 
the Chief of Engineers of the Army, who shall have the control and manage 
of ail of said work and the employment of all persons connected therewith. 
itracts for the construction of said buildiog, or any part thereof, shall 
be made by the Chief of Engineers ofthe Army, and so much of the first section 
as provides fora commission, together with the eighth section of the act entitled 
‘An actauthorizing the construction of a building for the accommodation of the 
Library,’ approved April 15, 1886, are hereby repealed, and the 
duties of said commission under said act are hereby devolved upon the Chief of 
iengineers of the Army, who shall annually report to Congress at the com- 
mencement of each session a detailed statement of all the proceedings under 
the provisions of this act, and hereafter, until otherwise ordered by Congress, 
be done in the construction of said Library except such as is « 
templated on the sketch or ‘Plan No. 1’ herein referred to, and all contracts 
for work or materials outside of the space covered by said plan are hereby re- | 
scinded And all loss or damage occasioned thereby or arjsing under 
tracts, together with the value of the plan of said Library building s1 
to the joint ect committee on additional accommodations for the Li 
Smithmeyer in the Italian renaissance style of a 
ure, may be adjusted and determined |t the Secretary of the Interior, 
paid out of the sums heretofore or her appropriated, All sketches, 
ns heretofore made under the commission created by th 











nent 
nent 





And all cor 


Congressional 


ho work sb 


said con- 





Congress by John L 









and computat 
April 15, 1886, or hereafter made respecting said Library buildings 
shall be the property of the United States. 

And so much of said act entitled ‘An act authorizing the con 1.ofa 
building for the accommodation of the Congressional Library, approved April 
15, 1886,’ as authorizes the construction of a building for the accommodation 
of the Congressional Library and as provides for plans for the same, excepting | 
h of said building as is shown by the sketch termed * Plan No. 1,’ 


fice of the Librarian of Congress, be, and the same is hereby, 








of the same, 
structior 





only so mu 
on tile in the 
repealed.’ 

And the S ute agree to the same. | 

Amendment numbered 119: That the Senate recede from its disagr 
the House to the Senate amendment numbered 119, and agree to the same with 
andamendment as follows: Add at the end of the matter proposed to be inserted 
be the House amendment numbered 4 the following: 

* Provived, That the President may at any time in his discretion by a proc- | 
lamation open any portion or all of the lands reserved by this provision to set- 
tlement under the homestead laws.”’ 

Amendment numbered 121: That the House recede from its disagreement to | 
the amendment of the Senate nuu.bered 121,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named insert ‘‘ $502,000;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 127: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 127, and agree to the same with an 
amendmen’ asfollows: Add,after the word * industrial,” the word primary ;’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 128: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 128, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $40,000;"’ and the 


Senate agree to the same 


ment of 











Amendment numbered 221: That the House recede from its disagreement to | 
| 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 221, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$20,000;’’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 234: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 234, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted insert the 
following 

“Catalogue of 
gress to continue the 
$5,000," 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 242: 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 242, and agree tothe same with an 


the Congressional Library: To enable the Librarian of Con- 
work upon the catalogue of the Congressional Library, 


That the House recede from its disagreement to | 


| tion of 


| ate forbidding the useof m 


| on which to ere 





amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$2,067,000; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 
WILLIAM H. FORNEY, 
JAMES N. BURNES, 
THOMAS RYAN, 


Managers on the part of the House. 
W. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
FF. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 





The following statement, under the rules, accompanied the report: 
The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 

votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 

10540) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government sub- 
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mit the following written statement in explanation of thea yn which has be 
rreed upon by the conferees on said amend 
On amendment numbered 105: Appropriates $25,000 for payment tothe wid 

of the late Spencer F. Baird ll ation for th esand expenses 





n full compe 


















of the said Spencer F. Baird during his administration of the office of Co 
sioner of Fish and Fisheries 

in amendments numbered 106 and 107: Strikes out pt osed appropria 
of $100,000 uternational b ndary su 5 é t { is i 
Mexi 

On amendment numbered ILI Appropriates $509,000 for continuing the « 

iction of the building for the Library of Congress substantially in the t 4 
proposed by the Senat xcept that so much of section 1 of the act authorizing 
the construction of the building as provides a commission, together wit 


| 
section 8 thereof, and all that portion of said act which authorizes the constru 
aid building and the preparation of plans therefor, except as is show 
by the sketch termed “* Plan No.1, 
On amendment numbered LIS: Strikes out the provisio 
y appropriated for expenses of depositing pul 
moneys in invest ting any y person In the mini: 
United States for cutting, for mining or domestic purposes 
unfit to be sawed or hewed into lumber of commer- 





1s repealed. 
1 inserted by the Se 








ase or prosecutin Ln} 





regions of the 
dwarfed or scrubby timb 
cial value. 

On the amendments of the House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
119, reducing the appropriation of the Senate from (),000 to $100,000 for investi- 
wating the ctentto which the arid region of the United Statescan be red i 
by irrigation, the committee agree to recommend that the Senate accept the 
proposition of the House, adding thereto the following: 

‘ Provided, That the President may at any time, in his discretion, by procla 
mation, open any portion or all of lands reserved by this provision to s 
tlement under the homestead laws. 

Orn amendment numbered 121: Corrects a total. 

On amendments numbered 127 and 128: Appropriates 
000 for industrial and primary education in Alaska. 

On amendment numbered 221: Appropriates $20,000 instead of $40,000 for s; 
cial counsel to be employed by the Attorney-General 

On amendments numbered 222 and 223: Restores the provi 
be stricken out by the Senate prescribing how eertain prosecutions under t! 
internal-revenue laws shall be commenced. 

On amendment numbered 233: Strikes out appropriation of $10,000 for pur- 
chase of works of art by the Joint Committee on the Library. 

On amendment numbered 234: Appropriates $5,000 instead of $18,000 to en- 
able the Librarian of Congress to continue the work upon the catalogue of the 
Congressional Library. 

mendment numbered 236: Strikes out the appropriation of $15,000to pr 
chase from B.F. Stevens the transcripts from certain st and historical pa- 
pers. 

On amendment numbered 238 




















$40,000 instead of $5 





ns proposed t 















Strikes out appropriation of $4,500 to] 


- | the library of Professor Guyot. 


239: Strikes out appropriation of $1,500 for 


On amendment numbered 





chase of the unfinished paintin; y Benjamin West of the ace com missioners 
of the treaty of Paris 
On amendment numbered 240: Appropriates $3,000 to pay for the work done 





in preparing the index to Congressi 


:al documents. 
i ‘ 


On amendments numbered 242, 243, 244, and 24 Reguires the Public Printer 
to do printing and binding up to the sums allotted to each of the Departments, 
and strikes out the proposed increase of the sum for printing-of Congress from 
$502,000 to $952,000, 

On amendment numbered 2534: Strikes out the indefinite appropriation to 
purchase the square of ground between E and F and Eighih and Ninth streets, 
ta public building for the city post-office and other Gover: 










ment purposes, 

On amendment numbered 255: Strikes out the proposed indefinite appropri- 
ation to purchase additional ground for the use of the Government Printing 
Office. 

Onamendment numbered 256: Strikes out the proposed appropriation of $20°, 
000 for the establishment of a zoological park in Washington. 

On amendment numbered 257: Strikes out proposed appropriation of $15,000 t 
purchase that part of Battery Island at the mouth of the Susquehanna Rive 
now occupied by the Fish Commissioner as a fish-hatching station. 

The bill as agreed upon appropriates $26,245,454.82, being $2,261 ,544.72 less than 
as it passed the Senate, $2,913,048.52 more than as it passed the House, $3,858,915.86 
more than the law of last year, and $2,497,240.44 less than the estimates sub- 
mitted for 1889. 

W. H. FORNEY, 

JAS. N. BURNES, 

THOS. RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a joint resolution of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 221) to continue the provisions of a joint 
resolution entitled a ‘‘ Joint resolution to continue the provisions of a 
joint resolution entitled a ‘Joint resolution to provide temporarily for 
the expenditures of the Government.’ ”’ 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I now move the adoption of the con- 
ference report which has just been read. If any gentleman desires any 
further information other than that covered by the statement of th 
House conferees, I shall be glad to furnish it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CANNON, I would be glad, Mr. Speaker, to be recognized at 
this time. 

Mr. FORNEY. 
of my time. 

Mr. CANNON. I would prefer to be recognized in my own time. 

Mr. FORNEY. Very well. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
nized. 

[Mr. CANNON withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 

Mr. FORNEY. I now ask a vote, Mr. Speaker, on the adoption of 
the report of the conference committee. 

Mr. PAYSON. Before that I wish to make a suggestion to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama. 





I will yield to the gentleman, if he desires it, a part 


The gentleman from Illinois is recog- 





















































































































° YAN. 
Nir. AYSON. 


r BILAN 


ay 
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repeals so much of the 
t] which is provided for h 
Mr. PAYSON. Certainly 
which is authorized o 
lan 
Mr. RYAN 
to it and all plans 
Mr. FORNEY. 
building. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the prediction of 
vill be verified it the House 


1 few days oO n 1e snl 


old ] 


next December. Iam inclined 
was clearly in favor of that proy 


i 
plans, and then let the matt 
meeting of Congress next winté 


be made except the $10,000 prop 
t 
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Mr. FORNEY. ‘This is a very important matter. ‘The Senate is 
now in session for the purpose of receiving this report and taking action. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker,*the Senate will wait then till next 
week. This measure will not pass without debate by unanimous con- 
sent, because it ought not to. I believe, sir, there are not ten mem- 
bers of this House who understand the proposition that has been pre- 
sented, and I do not think that there will be any material time lost in 
having the matter debated as it should be. 

Mr. FORNEY. I believe every gentleman understands it. 
ter is to be left with the Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let me say further that the gentleman from Ala- 
bama[Mr. ForNEY] entirely misapprehends my puint, if he thinks that 
J am making a question as to an honest accounting for the expenditure 
of the money for the proposed building. That is a secondary matter 
altogether at this time. I propose to address myself now to the funda- 
mental question whether or not the House intends to adopt this Smith- 
meyer plan or apy integral portion of it atall. It goes to the founda 
tion. 

Mr. FORNEY. The report proposes to adopt the plan which is now 
on file, and which embraces the west wing. 

Mr. PAYSON. And which is only a portion of the whole plan, as I 
will explain. Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope to be recognized in my own 
right, and I agree in advance to take no more time than is necessary to 
express the ideas I have on this subject. I do not hope to speak con- 
nectedly, as I had nota moment’s notice that the report was to be called 
up; but Ff will, [ trust, be understood. This scheme, the proposed ac- 
tion of the House this afternoon, may involve an expenditure of from 
twelve to fifteen million of dollars. 

Mr. FORNEY. Oh, no. It will not go beyond four millions. 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, I will explain to the House why it may, and 
the gentleman will agree with me when he shall have Heard me. 

Mr. FORNEY. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, the proposition submitted by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] is open to the same objection as 
the report made by the committee. I hold in my hand the plan which 
has been agreed upon for the erection of this entire building. At the 
outset, I disagree entirely with the observation made by the gentle- 
man from Indiana that when this plan was adopted it was adopted 


The mat- 


inconsiderately or without due investigation or discussion on the part | 


of members of the House. There never has been a proposition sub- 
mitted to Congress since I have been in it that has had a mure earnest, 
sturdy, and vehement opposition than the erection of this public Library 
building. 

It began as long ago as the Forty-sixth Congress, and the measure 
was reported time and time again. Various plans were submitted, the 
principal ones among them being for a proposed enlargement of this 
Capitol building so as to afford room for the accommodation of the 
rapidly accumulating mass of books, maps and manuscripts, etc., in 
the Congressional Library. One plan was to extend it eastwardly; 
another was to extend it westwardly and make it five or six stories 
high, and the result of them all was that in the Forty-sixth Congress 
a committee was appointed, consisting of the Architect of the Capitol, 
a gentleman named Esty (if I recall the name rightly), and Mr. Smith- 
meyer, to examine, as scientific men and as experts in this business, 
these various schemes and report to Congress some plan to meet the 
necessities for the growth of the Congressional Library. 

These gentlemen submitted individual reports, which I have upon 
my desk, but which are too jong for me to take time to read now. It 
is enough to say that all three of these architects agreed that the en- 
largement of the Capitol building was impracticable; that it would in- 
teriere with the architectural beauty of the building; that it would 
injure the stability and security of the dome, and all that sort of thing, 
and they all concurred in saying that the proposed enlargement would 
involve an expenditure, upon a minimum estimate, of over $4,000, 0U0. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Four million two hundred thousand dollars was 
Mr. Clark’s estimate. 

Mr. PAYSON. Four millions of dollars, in round numbers, was the 
lowest estimate made for the enlargement of this building for the pur- 
poses of the Library, and all three of these gentlemen agreed that the 
way out of the difficulty was to erect a separateand independent build- 
ing. ‘Then controversy arose as to what site should be selected in case 
Congress should decide to erect a separate building, and that matter 
was discussed in the House here, the general idea being that Judiciary 
Square was the best place. A point was made as to the stability of the 
foundation there, it being alleged, as I remember very wel!, that a large 
portion of that territory was ‘‘made’’ ground; and a detail of engi- 
neers was sent from the War Department to investigate the matter, and 
their report was that Judiciary Square was not objectionable so far as 
the stability of the soil was concerned and its suitableness to carry 
the weight of this great building. 

But an important factor in connection with the proposition to enlarge 
the Capitol building was the item of expense. Mr. Clarke submitted 
a plan and estimates for the erection of a building for a public library, 
the cost of which, in round numbers, was to be about $5,000,000. Mr. 
Esty’s plan would cost nearly $4,000,000. Mr. Smithmeyer did sub- 
mit a plan, which, as to the ground plan, was substantially the same 
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as this which I have in my hand. However, the style of archi- 
tecture was Gothic, covered with expensive turrets and towers and 
ornamentations of that kind, and because of the expense that plan 
and style was regarded as not suitable to be adopted. The question 
was discussed and statements were made here as to the enormous ex- 
pense of that kind of a building, in Gothic, and finally a detailed 
statement was made with reference to the cost of a building of the 
present adopted plan, modified as to ornamentation and style, exclu- 
sive of some iron shelving to be put in the numerous alcoves, as in the 
future they might be required, and for which shelving the estimate 
was about $700,000, and which, in the plan of Mr. Smithmeyer, was 
distributed over fifty years, and the total cost of the proposed building, 
as stated by him, was to be two million three hundred and some odd 
thousand dollars, completing the entire structure ready for shelving 
one million books, all complete, except a portion of iron shelving, ete., 
to be supplied in later years as needed, as I have said. 

Mr. ROGERS. Where is the evidence of that statement? 

Mr. PAYSON. iam comingtothat. Thestatement has been made 
here time after time. Mr. Smithmeyer undertakes to deny that he 
ever made any such statement. and has saidso under oath. He hasso 
stated to members on this floor. I knew that I had seen such a state- 
ment in print, and so said when this matter was up two weeks ago. I 
knew such a statement had been made by Mr. Smithmeyer and I now 
appeal to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] to confirm my 
recollection and statement that a pamphlet, with reference to the cost 
of this building, was published over the signature of Mr, Smithmeyer, 
and headed, *‘ For the information of Congress’’—a pamphlet printed 
at the Government Printing Office and distributed among members of 
the House, stating the cost of this building to be what I said. 

A copy of that pamphlet was, within the last week or ten days, in 
the possession of the gentleman from Indiana as chairman of this in- 
vestigating committee, which we appointed with reference to the trou- 
bles growing out of the foundation of the building. The gentleman 
from Indiana and I have botk made diligent search for the pamphlet 
in the committee-room to-day, and it could not be found. I do not 
like to say that it has been taken away in any mysterious manner; but 
such a document was in existence; it was printed as a public docu- 
ment at the Government Printing Office, and was headed, ‘‘ For the 
information of Congress;’’ and it contained the statement I have cited 
as to the cost of this building over Mr. Smithmeyer’s signature. I ask 
the gentleman from Indiana to verify my statement with reference to 
this matter. 

Mr. ROGERS. 
published ? 

Mr. PAYSON. During the Forty-eighth Congress, I believe, just 
prior to the time when this report was adopted. In corroboration of 
that statement, I refer to the fact that Mr. Singleton, the chairman of 
the House Committee on the Library, made in this House the official 
statement that this was to be the cost of the building; and when the 
bill was pending in the Senate, Mr. MorRILL, who was chairman of 
the Senate committee, made the statement which I will read: 

The estimate of the architect, for the building constructed with limestone or 
sandstone with three hundred alcoves, or sufficient for 800,000 or 1,000,000 yvol- 
umes, with the heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and other fix- 
tures, is $2,323,600. When fully completed there will be seven hundred addi- 
tional alcoves which will cost $700,000 more— 

Those are the iron shelving to which I referred a few minutes ago— 
alcoves made of iron on which the books are to be placed— 
and the entire completion of the whole interior, including the basement, will 
require a further sum of $239,000. This is a carefully revised estimate, and 
shows that the building may be put into a condition of readiness to be occu- 
pied with very large accommodations, at an expense already mentioned 

That is the sum of $3,323,600— 
and when it shall be hereafter completely finished, with acapacity to hold over 
3,000,000 books, with facilities for even largely increasing even this vast stock 
when absolutely necessary, in addition to all of its other extensive and im- 
portant accommodations, its ultimate cost will be $3,262,600. 


There is the statement which was made by the committee based on 
Mr. Smithmeyer’s formal paper. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Is that Mr. Smithmeyer’s estimate? 

Mr. PAYSON. It is Mr. Smithmeyer’s estimate; it was also em- 
bodied in the statement of Senator MORRILL, who was chairman of 
the Senate Committee on Additional Accommodations for the Congres- 
sional Library. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. 
mate since? 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Smithmeyer now concedes, at least he does not 
deny, that the entire building will cost upward of $10,000,000, and 
that to build simply one wing, which is a kind of ten-pin ailey struct- 
ure, will cost $4,000,000. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, rose. 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not desire to be interrupted further. 

Now, that this matter was not inconsiderately acted upon by the 
House, that the House did not act without fall information is evident 
from another fact. The report which was made by Mr. Singleton, 
chairman of the House committee, proposed that the appropriation to 
pay for this building shouid be divided into three installments, the first 
of which, if I recollect aright, was about $800,000-—— 


Will the gentleman state when the pamphlet was 


Has Mr. Smithmeyer changed that esti- 
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ter I o 
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Ino ry t pub I 
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¢ ¢ ‘ ) i¢ . ‘ 1 ‘ 
‘ . h 10 0 } j ORNEY Iw to vet 
stor preserving, et V 
Mr. HOLMAN. 1 ft] ’ , 
i PAYSON. Ye Iw ing to ym that he made t 
to Europe under th ispices of the Senate Cor ttee on A $ ) r $ 
Accommodations for the Library. Every gentlen 
rember of t Forty-ninth Congress well understands that ¢ ; Ge rary 
ted with ct and explicit information on this subject that | ratir that ) 
As I stated the other day, I was opposed at the beginni by t g K 
to the time of the passage of the bill to the adoption of this sche rs are themselves t to 
y way. I knew, as a matter of fact, the information comit V » towel d t ‘ t 
from men in whose statements I had the utmost confidence, 1 Mr. HERI th It ought to be « 
large frontage of the land which was afterwards condemned for t M PAYSON. Excepting a little « 
pose of. this I ibrary had been bought up by a syndicate of gent oO n iy if the propo n } 
some of wh had lately been in public life) for the purpose of u t Forty th Congres 
loading it on the Government. That did not tend to convince met et cost $4 
the project was a good thing to enter upon. but that is all past nm this Hou & expense 
My opposition to the present measure is not based upon anything « 3 thor Ca i i 
that kind I was o7 pose d to the plan, believ ing that anothe1 pl I 
better; but this House did not agree with my ideas, and uctan leparture and to 
I ceased my opposition to the bill upon the personal a i of ¢ ibs 
eral Singleton, with whom I had served on the Commi on ¢ ! r 





Weights, and Measures, in the Forty-seventh Congress, a gent t ¢ : batt é 
than whom I do not believe a more conscientious legis! ' ’ ‘I 








under this roof, that these estimates were carefully guarded i t ! 
the building im its entirety, from the grout that covered the « t sint | the ( 
the basement to the vane upon the topmostspire of the build | end t t 
not exceed the amount of money named. Everybody else s ‘ 
stood. ; nenditure of t 
Now, what have we? We havea proposition to « ynstruct a! i r I Mr. Sy 
which, in the observations I made the otherday, I pronounced an ar money would have b 
tectural monstrosity; and if there is aay way of emphasizing tl 1 il 
guage, I would be go id to do so. Here | € xhibiting a diagram \ t Lil ry ( 
is proposed —to erect a partol the building as shown by t t ' t} Ce 
459 feet long, 60 feet in width across there | illustrating it its Capit AI ( 
place at the corner, and only 44 feet wide most of the distance nd | the ntle 
then there is to be this central tower. Here is the building that this | pe nf 
committee proposes to construct for the accommodation of ou public 
library, as a piece of architecture in reference to which you and I are | ¢ . 
expected to feel proud that we had something to do with it; and } 





is to cost not exceeding $1,000,000. Are members of this House 

pared to embark on that proposition? In its proportions thisstructure | i rf 
is, as I have suggested, an exaggerated ten-pin alley in appearance. I | for that ] 
am not an architect, but since this matter was up the other day I have \\ 
talked with some half dozen architects of this city with reference to 

this matter, and I am convinced their critic 
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11S not the resu 





professional jealousy as between themselves and Mr. Smit eye! y 
They all agree that it would be a disgrace architecturally to attempt | less thar 

the erection of anysuch building. An inspection of this pla é h | seum by t f 

to satisfy any one upon this question ‘ ent 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Where are they going to put t 
behind? 

Mr. PAYSON. The tower is to be] 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. So I thon: ‘ 

Mr. PAYSON I hope this plan which I hold in my hand i t neregated 
the view of every member. Here is a building 459 feet long: 1 vers some 6 or Sa 





[illustrating] is the width of it—44 feet—and it is to be 70 feet hig devoted exclusive 
The chairman of the conference committee [Mr. FoRNEY] does not I metropolis of Lond 
know himself whether these connecting corridors are contemplat by lay but for generations to « 
the plan, but doubtless this is one [illustrating]. All the rest of the Mr. GROSVENOR. That 
original plan is abandoned; the law originally authorizing the constr Mr. PAYSON. Or but litt 


tion of the building is to be repealed and is to be as though it the city of London. ove! 


never existed. This plan comes to us n yw to put $4,000,000 in KI vy) became so eloquent 
building and that tower; and everything else in connection with e | an example to us d argu t 
original plan is to be repealed. prosperous. should not be o 

Mr. RYAN. Here is the plan that is proposed. Mr. Speaker, this matte 


Mr. PAYSON. Those corridors are omitted from his plan [sit | mav rest assured that it will be 
pretended that is proportionately accurate? [Referring to plan } le I will be y 
to him by Mr. Ryan. ] now and fortified by the record 

Mr. RYAN. Yes, sir Here the hammer fell 

Mr. PAYSON, It does not look like the plan Mr. Smithmeyer cir- Mr. FORNEY. I had hoped, Mr 
culates to us. report adopted to-night, but us there 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it is not proportionate. That is clearly | part of many to discuss the question 


erroneous, | and as it seems to be the desire of th: 


re pared to snbmit so 
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itt¢ i ( rn ove ) i 
n¢ it ru) 

AT PAYSO I hope the gentleman will withdraw it and | ) 
over, as | ! is. Let the consideration of it be resumed on Mon 
day when the House again meets. 

Phe SPEAKER pro tempor The gentleman from Alabama ! 
teen minutes of his time remaining. 


Mr. FORNEY. Ithink the matter had better go over, then, unt 


Monday, as I understand gentlemen want to resume the consideration | 


of the Private Calendar to-day. 

Mr. WEAVER. Let us understand this matter first. This is not 
to interfere with a suspension of the rules ? 

Mr. FORNEY. 
gets through 

Mr. WEAVER. Then it is still subject to the right of objection. 
Now, we are not ready to accede to the suggestion of the gentleman 
that it shall go overuntil Monday if it isto interfere with other matters 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But this isa privileged report, and the 
gentleman can call it up at any time. 

Mr. RYAN. Ishould dislike to have this interfere with some bus- 
iness which I understand is to be called up on Monday, the Oklahoma 


bill; but I suppose, being a conference report, it is a question of privi- , tee of the Whole without amendment, were severally ordered to be 


lege, which can be taken up at any time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempor: undoubtedly. 

Mr. WEAVER. Then let us agree upon some time to be taken up 
on Monday. 

Mr. RYAN. Yes, we might limit the debate on it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest an hour anda half, after the read- 
ing of the Journal on Monday. 


The SPEA 





\KER pro tempore. Is there objection to the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Indiana? 
Mr. BILOUNT and Mr. PAYSON objected. 


Mr. RYAN. ‘Then how much time do you want? 


It will have to interfere with everything until it | 


| 
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sider the vote by which this Was pas 1, 10! the p pose I COr- 
cting the name of the benef 
here was no objection. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Now I move to insert the name 
Henry’’ in place of the first initial, ‘‘H.;’ so that it will read: 


‘Henry R. Blakiston. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BILLS PASSED. 

Mr. LANHAM. A number of bills were favorably reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House to-day, and I ask that they be now put 
upon their passage. 

Mr. GEAR. Is not the regular order to go on with the call of the 
roll? 

The SPEAKER. 
mittee of the Whole. 

Bills of the House of the following titles, reported from the Commit- 


The House is in session now, and not the Com- 


engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed: 
A bill (H. R. 8979) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie H. Carrow, deceased; 


A bill (H. R. 6404) for the relief of Charles F. Swain, master of the 


| bark Philena; 


\ bill (H. R. 8356) to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims 


| to hear and determine the claim of David Ryan against the United 


BLOUNT. , I may not want any time at all, but this is a matter | 
of too much importance to be pressed through in that way. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Well, say two hours, to be equally divided. 
Mr. RYAN. Will two hours be satisfactory to the gentleman? 
BLOUNT Ido not think there should be a limit fixed to it 


I Ww » pro tempore. 


[Indiana that two hours be devoted to the consideration of this report 
on Monday? 

Mr. PAYSON. There is objection. 

Mr. RYAN. It seems to me that an hour anda half ought to be suf- 

( certainly two hours is ample. 

Mr. ROGERS. Why fix the limit toitnow? We have 
Mr. PAYSON. 
at prese nt. 

Mr. WEAVER. There should be a limit fixed to it because there 
are other matters pressing. 

Mr. ROGERS. They will have plenty of time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suggest, then, that the hour for the recess to- 
day be extended, say for an hour, and let us dispose of this to-night. 
if this bill is disposed of to-night, it can become a law so as to render 
ary to put in operation the joint resolution just passed ex- 
naing tbe appropriations. 

Mr. PAYSON. It can not be done to-night. 
Suppose we extend the session of the House this 


it unnece 


Mr. FORNEY. 
evening for an hour ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. PAYSON, 


If that is done, we can dispose of this bill to-night. 
You can not dispose of it to-night. 

Mr. SPRINGER. .We can extend the time this evening. 

Mr. CANNON. But we have a pension night. Why not take it up 
to-morrow morning ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. This will not interfere with the pension night, 
and besides we have adjourned over to-morrow. However, that order 
may be rescinded. 

Mr. RYAN. It ought to be rescinded. 

Mr. WEAVER. ThenI ask unanimous consent that the order by 
which the House agreed to adjourn over from to-day until Monday be 
rescinded. 

Mr. PAYSON, Mr. BLOUNT, and others objected. 

Mr. WEAVER. Then I sabmit a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the House agreed to adjourn over. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion has already been made 
and laid on the table. 

Mr. WEAVER. Then I give notice that if they intend to crowd out 
Oklahoma by this agreement I will require a quorum to pass this bill. 
| Cries of ‘* Regular order!’’ | 

Mr. FORNEY. I withdraw the report for the present. 


H. R. BLAKISTON. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1988) granting a 
pension to H. R. Blakiston, returned from the Senate. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to re- 


The Chair will submit the question to | 
the House there objection to the suggestion of the gentleman from | 


plenty of 


[ shall be entirely unwilling to agree to any limit | 





tates; 

A bill (H. R. 8469) for the relief of Michael Pigott; 

A bill (H. R. 10633) for the relief of Dr. J. B. Read; 

A bill (H. R. 2059) for the relief of S. E. Scarborough; 

A bill (H. R. 3469) providing for the payment of $450 to pay W. 8S. 
Brantly, executor of J. H. Brantly, for damages to property by United 
States troops in 1865; 

\ bill (H. R. 7799) for the relief of the Albemarle and Chesapeake 
Canal Company: 

A bill (H. R. 4554) for the relief of the heirs of Preston Beck, jr.; 

A bill (H. J 
J. M. Hiatt, « 

A bill (H. I 
ardson; 

A bill (H. R. 3494) for the relief of John L. Alsup; and 

A bill (H. R. 768) for the relief of H. L. Newman. 

Bills of the House of the following titles, reported from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House with amendments, were severally taken up, the 
amendments agreed to, and the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed 
and read athird time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read 
the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 2557) for the relief of W. W. Welch; 

A bill (H. R. 5426) for the relief of the St. Joseph Commercial Col- 
lege, of St. Joseph, Mo.; 

The bill (S. 576) for the relief of Semon Bache & Co., reported from 
the Committee of the Whole House without amendment, was ordered to 
a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LANHAM moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
various bills were passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

DESTRUCTION OF PROPERTY AT CYNTHIANA, EY. 

The SPEAKER. The next bill reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House is the bill (H. R. 8640) to direct the Secretary of War 
to appoint a commission to ascertain and report the facts concerning the 
destruction of property at Cynthiana, Ky., on July 17, 1862. 

The bill and amendments were reported. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not think that bill ought to pass. I take it 
for granted that when the House is in possession of all the facts they 
will not lay the foundation fora claim against the Government. Itis 
for spoliation in the midst of war. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him ? 
The gentleman from Kentucky [| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] who called up this 
bill is not present, and I suggest that the bill lie over until next Fri- 
day, when he can be heard. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the bill will be passed 
over informally and not lose its place on the Calendar. 

BILLS ON CALENDAR. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that there are a number of 
bills on the Calendar heretofore reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House which, unless disposed of in some way, must lie over 
until next Friday. There are some pension bills on which a quorum 
has been demanded, with perhaps one exception. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask that they be passed over informally. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, they will be passed over 
informally. 


2. 9724) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, administrator of 
leceased, and for other purposes; 


1 


’. 8276) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin F. 


Rich- 





: 
; 
u 
i? 
oa 
>» 






























Ady, 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives f Unil S $ ‘ 
ica in Oongress assembled, That the phrase present low-water ma - . 
fi river and harbor bill of August 11, 1388, in the paragraph refert z i to prevent 
% Harbor, Ohio, is intended to mean the 1er shore-line represented on ! the: i 


the report of Chief of Engineers of | 


Mr. GROSVENOR. This joint resolution is sent here by the ¢ 





% of Engineers in order to make plain certain rather indefinite lan 
4 in regard to the line in the river and harbor bill. : ace be 


; Mr. SPRINGER. Has the Committee on Rivers and Harbors fl ' ‘ ut 
, this under consideration ? 1 Mr 

Mr. GROSVENOR. l 

consulted and have given their consent. It changes nothing « t 

that it defines the line. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the conside 


lution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. nto tte 


»m bers of the committee present hav: 





The resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
ingly read the third time, and pass 


Mr. GROSVENOR moved 























LLED 3 SIGN 
Mr. KILGORE, from the ¢ e on Enrolled Bills ported t 
they had ¢ camined nd four rolled a bill and t re 
tion of the following titles Spe eI ned the same 
A bill (S. 3147) am lat act lating to postal « ( 
j amendatory of the sta < eil oned, approved J 
a for other purpt 
int ution t. 102 ) ng 9g ) ) to 
/ n nterst ( im e of the United § es t 
LEAVE TO PRINT 
p M Si NI Yb unani 3 con bt, opt l ive to 1 ‘ 
in the D upo the L(H. 1 8190) tod ne and y 
jurisdiction of the United States « s 
EA U \ . l ( i i 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: t 
To Mr. GEAR, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his fam 
To Mr. WILKINSON, indefinitely, on account of important bu 3 
To Mr. BowDeEN., for « eek f i the 17th instant, « oO ‘ 
\ rtant bus sa ry ( 
NES SU 3 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gent t 
from Texas [Mr. LAN '] that the House now 
Committee of the Wh 
Mr. SHAW. Ire the gentleman to withdraw that : 
order that I may ask consent for the consideration of a bill to 
duty paid upon a clock and a chime of bells for a church. o> anneenes 
Mr. LANHAM. I will yield to the gentleman. os 
; 











gi ‘ ¥: . : . 7 ni wit 1 
§ Mr. COBB. Pending that I move that the House, und ( a seers a ' 
i order, take a recess until 8 o’clock. ’ ; 
Mh, at — ; ~ 24 on 1 +h | Mr. Of Ad . 
rhe motion was agreed to—ayes 34, noes 26; and the Hous eae 
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 34 minutes) t itil 8 p. m a : 
7 J | 3119 
a | # } CHEAT 
*, nm . : : ‘ : [r. KILGORI ‘ 
; ihe recess having expired, the House was calied to ord M ‘ 
* STONE, of Missouri, who directed the reading of the follo . O NTT Ay 
% munication: VI IL 
r i IN ALS 


Mr. CHIPMAN. I move that the House now resolve itself into : ; 
nittee of the Whole for the consid« of bills under the s1 t . gp. 


der. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerk l Mr. KI 
nounced that the Senate had passed, without amendment, bills of the | ] ina 
House of the following titles: Mr. O’} 





























CONGRESSIONAL 


M KILGORI If the gentleman from Missouri 1 reduce the 
amount t 0,1 ( ject 
\I 1} \Ti ) () I de yt tt} nk t ‘ nt mar muerht to 
do that 
Mr. CHEADLI iy to correct the staten t of the gentleman 
f 1 Te Mr. Ki Hle said he understood I had objected to 
i | 0 ‘ e wa fa qu lL didy 
Mr. O’'NEILL, of } uri. Iwill accept the suggestion of the gen 
i i fro i ¢ Mr. | mi ] to me 1 ti il} 
0 , } 1 i? 0 With this ar I I 
hope there v Lt I lu ré clion 
Th ’ ‘ ; urreed 
he billa n led was lered to a third ading, read t third 
The in ] nassed 
Mr. OONEILI f Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill wa pa i 1d also moved that the motion to rs onsid r be 
laid on the table 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINES 
Mr. CHIPMAN. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House for the consideration of business under 
the ec l« el 
ihe motion is eed to. 
Che House x rdingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, Mr. DocCKERYy in the chair. 
Mr. CHIPMAN I ask unanimous consent that we now proceed to 
call the roll of member eginning where we left off on last Friday 
night, and that each member as his name is reached be permitted to 


i! up a bill 

(he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Co1pMAN | | 
} consent that business be continued this evening under 
he last Friday-night session; that is, that the roll be 
e the cail stopped on last Friday night, and 
that each membe 3s his name is reached, have the privilege of call- 


ubanimMoeu 


| 


ihe order of t 


led commencing whe 


ng up a bill for consideration. Is there objection? The Chair hears 

none, and it 1s so ordered, 

The Clerk yp eded to call the roll. 

if MARY MORRISON ELLIOTT. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ieall upthe bill (S. 2951) granting a pension to M1 
Mary Morrison Elliott 

The bill was read, as follows: 

I enacled, ¢ Phat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
utions of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Mary Morrison Elliott, who 
as a volunteer nurse during the war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension at 


“ 


the rate of $12 per month 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 
The committee beg leave to report that they have considered this case and 


ndopt the report of the Senate made in this case as their report, and report the 
bill back with a recommendation that the same do pass. 


SENATE REPORT. 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2951) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Mary Morrison Elliott, have examined the same, and report 

Chis is a bill to pension Mrs, Mary Morrison Elliott as an army nurse, at the 
rate of $25 a month 

ller identity as a nurse, and a very efficient one, is established by testimony; 
in the possession of the committee 

H. A. Buttorph, who was superintendent of the Trenton (N. J.) State Lu- 

t she left that institution soon after the commence- 
uest of Miss D. L. Dix, to engage as a nurse undex 





natic Asyinn, cert es th 


ment of the war, at t! req 
é 
Y 





her direction in the case of sick and wounded soldiers. 

Dr. Walter Ure certifies to her faithful, devoted, and efficient services at W 
chester (Va.) Hospital! and ~ the field, while he was assistant surgeon in char 
in 1864. From the certificate of Dr D. R. Good, acting assistant surgeon, United 
States Army, it appears that she was on duty at United States General Hos; 
Camp Letterman, near Gettysburgh, in 1863, from which she was transferred to 
officers’ hospital at Georgetown, D. C, 

The committee is satisfied as to the extent and value of her service. She is 
now seventy-seven years of age, and physically and financially helpless. 

fhe billis reported favorably, with an amendment substituting the word 

twelve’ for ‘“‘twenty-five”’ in the eighth line, with a recommendation that it 
do pass 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
FRANCES H. PLUMMER. 
2091) granting a pension to Fran- 





Mr. RICE. I 
ces H. Plummer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and 
provisions of the pension laws, the name of Frances H. Plummer, widow of 
Brig. Gen. Joseph B van United States Army, and to pay her a pension 
of $100 a month in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out ** $100” and insert “ $75,” 

Mr. CHEADLE. I shall cail a quorum on every bill of this kind. 
I have said this so often thatit is very singular to me gentlemen should 
undertake to pass bills of this kind in this way. 

Mr. RICE. I will ask, then, that the bill be reported to the House 
with the usual understanding in such cases. 


call up the bill 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests to the gentleman from Mi 
nesota [Mr. Ricr] that, with no quorum now in the city and with t 
like lihood that the re may ui rt b , his billis in a more satisfactory con 
son the Caler ‘than it could possibly be if reported 





fre ttee ot the \ hole with such an understanding as he 
Then I ask that the bill be passed over informally, re- 
t > on the Cabenda: 
here being no objection, it was ordered accordingly 
PIERRE BOTTINEAU 
RICE. I now call up the bill (S. 2713) granting a pension to 
TT 


> Bottineau. 

> bill was read, as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 

ed to place on the pension-rol!, subject to the provisions and 

limitations of the pension laws, the name of Pierre Bottineau, and pay him a 
nsion at the rate of $25 per month. 


The report (by Mr. BLIss) was read, follows: 

rhe Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2713) granting 
a penson to Pierre Bottineau, have considered the same and report it back to 
the House, recommending its passage. 

George W. Sweet, a prominent citizen of Minneapolis, Minn., states 

‘TL have known Mr. Bottineau for a period of forty years, and during that 
time have often met him upon the frontiers, where he has been acting as gui 
to both military and civil expeditions, and from what I a ave seen I believe | 





t enacted 








faithful services, frequently rendered at great personal risk to himself, dese1 
recognition at the hands of our Government. Shoul t it be the policy of 





country to pension those engaged in putting down the hostile Indians, then 
has well earned and dese rves a pension. 7 

Hon, W.H. Sibley aiso states 

‘T have known him for fifty years past as a reliable, fe 
who has rendered much valuable service to the Government, and richly 
to be provided for in his old age.’ 

in addition to the above, your committee invites attention to the report of the 
Senate committee upon this matter as follows 








y rithful guide and scout, 






[Senate Report No. 1008, Fiftieth Congress, first session 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred a petition of | 


| tineau, guide and scout, praying for a pension, have examined the same and 


report: 

1 he memorial of a large number of the most eminent citizens of Minnesota 
represents that Pierre Bottineau, who for rs has been employed by 
tary officers of the Gov rardous enterprises, in 
al knowledge a 


t of scout and guide, but 
and unbending rectitude, is now,in his old age, broken in 










ng not me he sy 
it 


health and poor. 











rhe committee, appreciating the value serv lere 
granting the pension prayed for, and rece and its passage 
The memorial follows id is made ay rt of this report 
Sr, PAU! Mrywn., Mar } 1879, 
PETITION, 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Repre 
f the United States Congress asse 


The memorial of the undersiened citizens of the United States resident i: 
State of Minnesota respectfully repres ents that the y have been for many 
Pierre Bottineau, an old and « xperienced gui 


s-out, and known that he has been long employed in that capacity by ci 





| military officers of the Government,and has rendered important services, at 


| 
| 
| 
% 
\ 
| 


' 
i 
| 
| 








| gent public servant 


great risk to his own life from hostile Indians. 
Your memorialists further respectfully represent that the said Pierre } 
neau is now advanced in years and physically disabled from supporting 
elf by manual labor, and is withal reduced to poverty. There is app« 
1ereto a list of some of the duties performed by said Bottineau, connected with 
the public service during a long series of years, which is made a part of this 
memorial and will serve to show that much of the prime of hi I 
oted to the Government, and that he has been a faithful, efi 


> 
} 








in \ view of whieh facis your memorialists humbly pray Congress 
nth for: 





special act for his benefit, granting him a pension of $0 a me 
t! tir 16 of his natur 





And your memorialists will ever pray, ete 
Wm. R. Marshall, late colonel Seventh Regiment Minnesota Volun- 
teers,and ex-governor of Minnesota; Henry H. Sibley, late brevet 
major-general United States Volunteers; W Preauder, stat tres 
urer, late colonel Second Minnesota V nteers: N. W.K A mena 
Tames Gilfillan, late colonel Eleventh nesota Volunteer In 
fantry, now chief-justice supreme court of Minnesota; J.S. Pills- 
bury, governor of Minnesota; David Day, postmaster, St. Paul 
H. P. Van Cleave, adjutant-general of Minnesota; R.N. McLarer 
| 


M 
resota Cavalry Volunteers, brevet bri 





















N 








te colonel Second Mi1 
nadier-general of volunteers, now United States marshal; Geo. W. 
Moore, deputy collector customs, St. Paul; D. A. Robertson 
Henry M, Rice, ex-member Congress, Minnesota; C.C. Andrew 
Jate colonel Third Minnesota gadier and brevet major 
general United States Volunteers; Edmund Rice,Wm Lockren, 
hk. B Langdon, F. Beebe, R. P. Russell; Eugene M. Wilson, ex- 
member Congress Third Congressional district, Minnesota; Chas. 
E. Vaudeburg, judge district court Hennepin County, Minnesota; 








and 














R. M. Babcock, ex-judge of probate, Hennepin Cou ;, Minne- 
sota; N. R. Thompson, sheriff of Hennepin County, nnesot 
Chas. A, Pillsbury, Rev. D. B. Knickerbocker, D. rector of 
Church of Gethsemane, Minneapolis; R. J. Bald.wi 3. C, Gal 


C. W. Nash, late captain and assistant quarter 
L. Fletcher, Geo. K. Shaw, D. Blakely; I ; 
commissioner; L. P. Plummer, late Sixth Minnes 
J. K. Sidle, president First National Bank, Minne 
J.B. anaes L. L. Baxter, late colone! First Mint 
Artillery; ¢ ey A. Bracket, surveyor-general Secor 
Minnesota; R. E. Comell, assistant justice suprem 
Henry O. ee judge of probate, Ramsey County, Mi: 
Wm. Crooks, late colonel Sixth Minnesota Infantry Volunteers. 













LIST OF PRINCIPAL PUBLIC SERVICES PERFORMED BY PIERRE BOTTINEAU. 

First. In 1357 he was employed as guide and interpreter to the commissioner 
to make a treaty with the C hippewa Indians, at Red Lake. Hon, Alexander 
Ramsey, Government commissioner. 

Second, In 1853 he was employed and acted as guide to Governor Stevens iz 
surveying route to the Pacific. 
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The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follow 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred ths ~ 
granti a pension to Mrs. Br ret Hackett, beg leave to report 
They h e considered e I i that i wing two 
made to the i by tl tt t oO 1e be ivora 
and the othe 
No. 173 I ( firs 5eSS 
“The Committee 4 vi r dthe bill (S. 2 
ing a pension to Mrs. Bridget Hack« ha I cal ed and r nsidere 
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reau of Pensions, but in a letttr to t 
r 18, 1887, she states that her husb 
which he claimed a pension; t 
s large fi ] I 


mily of small childre 





support 
“In her affidavit executed January 21, 1888, claimant states th 
band was injured in his right eye by a splinter striking him duri: 


1 
I 





ment of the gunboat Cincinnati with the enemy in front of Vicks! 
May 27, 1863, and that said injury resulted in a cataract, greatly impairing the 
vision of the late sailor’s right eye; that her husband died September 26, 1884 
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ple « ‘ ‘ l ) iting with United States forces, That while en 
n such se « l in the line of his duty, on the 17th day of December 
e was thrown from his h e on his back across a rail and severely in- 
ired, so that he vomited blood and passed blood through his urine, from which | 
y he has never recovered Phat he is unable to perform manual labor on 


! 
‘ ount of such injuries without great pain, and at times he is unable to work 
nal all from eaid injuries, although he has no other means of making a living 
than by manual labor 

About the 25th day of April, 1864, while engaged in said service, the company 

as fired upon by the Confederates, and said Holdridge S. Sayre received a 
gunshot wound in the right hand, causing the loss of the use of two fingers, 
and making it impossible to close the hand. 

After the expiration of his service of scout, he recruited a company for the 
United States service, but was himself refused muster on account of disability. 


He was a sound man at the time of entering said service,to which fact three | ; ae eivae 
| One hundred and twenty-one because soldiers’ disabilities or deaths 


members of his company testify, and that they were w with him at the time he 
received his injuries and wound, and alsothe effect they had upon him. Two 
physicians testify to the continuance of and increasing disability, now almost 
total, arising from said injuries and wound. 

In view of the facts that his injuries were received in the service of his coun- 
try, and that by reason of them he was unable to be mustered into the United 
States Army when he applied for that purpose, your committee are of the opin- 
ion that relief asked for in the bill ought to be granted. 
favorable report, and recommend the passage of the bill with the following 
amendment, to wit, strike out after the word “rebellion” where it occurs in 
the bill the words “at the rate of $24 per month,”’ 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the work accomplished 
by the Pension Department and why certain pension bills were not 
approved by the President can be obtained in the annual report of the 
Commissioner of Pensions, a perusal of which reveals interesting and 
instructive facts. Within the last quarter of a century the pension 
systein has developed from an inconsiderable office to a great bureau, 
whose o yperations reach out into nearly every hamiet and township of 
the nation. Its clients are legion, and its bounties and disbursements 

urpass the most generous dreams of the founders of the American pen- 
sion system It shows that there were during the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1888, 60,252 names added to the pension-roll (the largest an- 
nual addition in the history of the bureau), making a total of 56 





pensioners on the rolls at the close of the year. 

One million one hundred and sixty-six thousand nine hundred and 
twenty-seven pension claims have been filed since 1861, and 737,200 
claims of all classes have been allowed since that date. The averag 
annual value of the pensions at the close of the year was $125.20, The 


regate annual value of the pensions is $56,707,220.92. There were 
received 2,698,000 letters during the year. Sixty-five thousand seven 
hundred and four applications for original pensions were filed. The 
highest number of claims received was from Ohio; Indiana follows 


next; then New York and Pennsylvania; the least number of claims 


came from Montana, and from South Carolina none were received. 

The Adjutant-General of the Army removed 1,110 charges of deser- 
tion from the military records of that many volunteer soldiers of the late 
war, the most of which referred to pending pensionclaims. Twenty-six 
thousand five hundred and eighty-oneclaims were filed under the Mex- 
ican pension act. 

The work of the final adjudicating boards is practically up to date. 
The roster of the medical officers of the late war, with their post-office 
addresses, is nearly completed, and makes a record invaluable to claim- 
ants in their efforts to obtain necessary evidence. The work of restor- 
ing to claimants fees improperly obtained by attorneys is very grati- 
fying. The spirit of the bureau is, no compromise with those willfully 
or intentionally guilty, and no prosecution of those who sin through 

gnorance or without motive against the pension laws and who are 
willing to make restitution when the same is demanded of them. 
Special examiners submitted an average of eleven reports and fifty-six 
depositions per month, at a cost of $12.40 per report, an increase of 
nearly one-half report per man and a decrease in the cost of one-fourth 
in each case. 

Over 88 per cent. of all pensions are paid by the pension agents 
within 10 days aiter the quarterly payments are due, and payments can 
not be made more rapidly without multiplying agencies. One hundred 
thousand cases of increase of pensions under recent legislation have 
been settled without expense or delay to the pensioners. 

A new and unique feature of the report is a discussion of special pen- 
sion acts and their relation to the administration of the general pension 
laws. It shows the various stages through which a special act passes 
from its receipt at the Executive Mansion to its receipt by the pen- 
sioner. 
special pension acts which have become laws since 1861, as follows: 








1861-65 (Lincoln)... ceveeco padeese seveupeccecesnncooesesnenepauessepctues seacauentetees ecoues ° 41 
Rr IIIS... onicsreutsnncdedeasnenintnnntteicnentinndimasemeiiiniianmamnnnesiitenn iam 431 
1869. o (Grant 490 
1877 (Hayes)... Suntmaenaet ° o 303 
1881 85 Garfield and Arthur paqnnseesnenndipepenaesesetteeenasesesipmiphosdmantnnenttioonsaband 736 

rotal . se ceveecvensnvstenpenteccqusneoniietbegscosiauteonbunieesbanehendes » 2,001 
188 88 (Cleveland woensen ove o= seeeeccosooess 1, 369 

RIE SOE BI on nncereeen 20400509 een enedialeneeamieiaadl p-scenpbenmnmnnevenneneees 3, 370 


It appears that while during President Cleveland’s administration 
thirteen hundred and sixty-nine special acts became laws, while one 
hundred and ninety-one were vetoed, of this number seventeen were 
vetoed in the interest of claimants, because they would be entitled toa 
greater amount under the general law. These seventeen cases were 


In addition, a table is furnished showing the total number of 
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7,249 more than they would have received had the special ac 
Twelve were vetoed because the charge of desertion or dis- 


afterwards allowed by the Pension Bureau, and saved the pen 





come laws 


heoemaes disch: arge stained the military records of the soldiers. Two 


dependent fathers’ claims were vetoed because the fathers abandoned 
their sons while said sons were infants and never resumed the care and 
custody of them, nor did they manifest any interest in them until after 
their death, when these fathers became applicants for pension. Two 


| cases because they were duplicates of precisely the same special acts 


| already approved by the Executive and in full force. 


| tinct therefrom. 


Seven because the 
death cause was suicide and had no connection with the military service. 


were in no wise due to the service, but arose from causes entirely dis- 
Seventeen because the cases were pending in the Pen- 
sion Bureau, where they were being properly investigated. These cases 
also involved arrears. Nine because the special acts fixed no rate and 


We therefore submit a | th Claimants were now receiving pension commensurate with the dis- 


ability found to exist by competent boards of surgeons, and a special 
act would be of no benefit. Two more dependent cases because no de- 
pendence was shown by the evidence on file. One because the Presi- 
dent refused to set aside the limitations fixed by the law of 1879, gov- 
erning arrears, and one because the beneficiary was dead at the time of 
the passage of the special act. 

Ninety-three of these vetoed claims had been rejected by the Pension 


| Bureau prior to July 1, 1885, and fifty-four subsequent to that time; 











| 


three were rejected before and after that date; thirty were pending un- 
settled in the Pension Burean, and no applications under the general 
law had ever been filed in eleven. 

In connection with the foregoing it may be interesting to state tha 
in the fiscal years from July 1, 1882, to June 30, 1885, there were is- 
sued 191,221 certificates of all classes; to June 30, 1888, 359,537; mak- 
ing an increase for the last three years of 168,316. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on laying the bill aside. 

Che bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

MARY JANE JELLY. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. I call up for present consideration 
the bill (H. R. 10825) granting a pension to Mary Jane Jeily. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and 


restrictions of the pension laws, the name of Mary Jane Jelly, widow of Frank 


Trask, late a private in Company F, Eighth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer 
The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10825) granting a pension to Mary Jane Jelly, have had the same under consid- 





| eration, and beg leave to submit the following report: 


Mary Jane Jelly waa the widow of Frank Trask, who was killed in battle of 
Antietam September 17, 1862, while serving as corporal of Company F, Eighth 
Regiment Connecticut Volunteers, and on account of whose death she drew 
pension until her marriage with one John Jelly, December 10, 1868. The sol- 
dier also left surviving him a minor chiid, who drew pension after the widow’s 
remarriage until June 23, 1877, when it terminated under the limitation of the 
general pension laws. 

Mary Jane Jelly continued to live with her second husband until about the 
lst day of May, 1869, when a separation became necessary because of his intem- 
perate habits, and never thereafter until his death, March 20, 1874, did she live 
with him as his wife. 

From medical evidence before your committee it appears that the proposcd 
beneficiary has for many years been and is now a complete invalid by reason 
of hemorrhoidal and uterine troubles, recovery from which, in the opinion of 
the attending physician, is improbable because of age. She has no income from 
any source, and is consequently dependent upon others for support. 

The case comes clearly within a well-established rule of the House, and as the 
necessities for Congressional relief are so wellshown by the evidence submitted, 
your committee unhesitatingly return the bill with the recommendation that 
it do pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

WILLIAM M. DEAN. 


Mr. RUSSEL 1 of Massachusetts. I ask the present consideration 
of the bill (S. 2862) granting a pension to William M. Dean. 
The bill was ak as follows: 


Re it enacted, etce., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William M. Dean, late a member 
of Company G, Fifteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, and | Pay hima 
pension of $72 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (S. 2862) 
granting a pension to William M. Dean, have had the same under consideration 
and beg leave to submit the following report : 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is as follows: 

‘hese facts ere satisfactonily established in this case: That theclaimant was 
asound man when he entered service; that during service he suffered from chills 


and fever, chronic diarrhea, and from measles, which occasioned disease of 


throat; and that for these combined disabilities and their continuance he was 
pensioned first at $2 per month from April, 1862, at $6 from September, 1865, and 
at $12 from February. 1878. 

‘A mental aberration, of which he gave occasional indications after his army 
service,and which affected him particularly after attacks of chills and fever, in- 
creased upon him until he has become insane. The difficulty in the case before 
the Pension Bureau is in connecting the insanity pathologically with the diseases 
for which he is pensioned. Butthere is a large amount of testimony, too volu- 
minous to be abstracted, which shows that while in service he was reduced to 
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of « 
committee tn lindingt : ty to Db i ultimate result his i sx 

‘The cla t's wife has \ gfors e years 3 gua 
are utterly destitute of | perty, and subsist on the charity of friends and 
organizations with w h he was co ected in his better days His san 
of a harmless type, but, wi 3 feebleness stant wat $ 
and care, and the necessity o endance on his wife from ea 
ing anyth 

It is as} eived, and, with the reasonable pres 
tions offerec e committee do not hesitate to recommenda 
passage of the bill 

A careful examination of the evidence discloses the fact that soldier 
nearly three vears honorable and faithful service, became broken d 
health, and grad rally his mind failed, until now he is unable to take é 
himself. While the 10t be sufficiently positive to permit 
Pension Bureau to a ion as sequential to the diseases adm 
to be chargeable to nost thorough special examina 
failed to discover an In the absence of any 
dence your committee are of opinion that the relief asked for should | ant 
and therefore return the accompanying bill with the recommendation t 
do pass, amended, however, by striking out the words “seventy-two i 
5, and i fifty slso by striking outt rds ‘* W 
M. De ft therein stead 
words 

The n ittee were adopted 

The bill as ame laid aside to be reported to the House 
tI e recommendat do pass. 

JESSE SPENCE! 
Mr. RYAN I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 9663) ; 
ing a pension to Jesse Spencer. 
bill was read, as follows 
‘ l, et T the Sec: ry of > I ] 3 
d direct » place upon the pensi« ctto they 
a 1itations of the pens iws, the 1 necer tea] 
of ¢ 1p M,S id Regiment of Penns} 

The report (by Mr. MogRILL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill H. R 
hav id the same der 1 ou, and submit the following repor 

rhe claimant enlisted as a privat Company M, Second Pen 4 

Iry, October 1, 1861, and morably discharged October 1, 1864 

In application filed Fe he alle s t while in lin f 
Philadelphia, Pa., he ¢ 1 1 measles in Fe + result n 
of heart 

rhe « m 1s ect on the g ind lof i disease « 
nor any ¢ etent ev ‘ < nect sa W 1 
meas h claimant had i vice 

Che evidence ts co lusive that 
Wa r. he al ym mh “al 1 tree 

‘ ant alleges that the first 
in Cherry Street Hospital, Phil I 
treatment, for the reason he had dise 
He res that he has been in tri } 
char om the Army, and has t t 
ma or, and ice 188 iss cely iyt 

Lewis Kirk testifies 

rhat he has been inti ly acquainted with claimant for twenty-five y« 
has been a frequent visitor his house, and knows that since he returned f 

Army he has been regularly afflicted with heart disease. He has w 

h him at many different 4 an attack would come on, alr t 

tely prostrating him for h ifitting him for labor sé 

5, A y sudden exerti« g x.” 

Lieutenant Ferguson 

“Has known claimant many years. During the service he sometimes « 
plained of something wrong, but was never off duty Since the war he } 
known him ¢ the time, sees him often, and knows that he is troubled w 
what is said to be heart disease. He is no doctor, but derives his informat 
from hisown knowledge and what he has been told by those who ought to kr 
He has often to lie down during spells of pain about the heart.”’ 

Isaac Spencer, who has been intimately acquainted with him since the 
knows that plaintiff is suff 1 with heart disease contracted while 

rmy, making it impossible for him to perform hard labor. 

Others testify toabout the same state of facts, and the committee believe that 
itis established beyond a reasonable doubt that the claimant was sound priot 
enlistment; that the heart disease for which he asks relief was incurred w 
in the line of duty, and that said disability has continued to the present t 

rhe committee therefore submit a favora report and recommend the 
sage of the bill. 

rhe bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom 
mendation that it do I 
i MARY M. . 
[ call up for present consideration the bill (S. 2663 





of pension to Mrs. Mary M. Ord. 
1e bill is as follow 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secret 
thorized and directed to place on the } 
limitations of the pension laws, the 
late General E. O. C, Ord, and to pay her a pensi 
in lieu of the pension she is now receiving 


r be, and he is hereby 





Mary M. Ord, widow of 
at the rate of $100 pern 








The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follow 





Committee on 
wan ine 
ation ¢ 
rhe ben 
Ord. 
Upon the death of G ul Ord sf ; order was issued by tl 
Department: 7 


lid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S 
f pension to Mrs. Mary M. Ord 


leave to submit the f wing 





ve had the s: 





conside ort 


1e late Maj. Gen. E. O. ¢ 





“ HEADQUART 3 O1 A A rANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE 
Washington, July 24, 188 
“WwW ith profound sorrow the Ger ft irmy announces the death at Ha 
vana, Cuba, at7 o’clock on the ever g of th 1 instant, of Maj. Gen. Edward 





QO. C, Ord, retired, and lately brigadier-general and brevet major-general on the 
active list. 


* General Ord was graduated at th my and appointed second 





i, subject to the provisions and 
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which caused r husband’s death wer connected as results with his w liltary 


| 
Bervice. } 
| 








Dr. J. W. O'Harra, the physi 1 who attended the soldier during his 1 


ness. testifies that 














“The remote « e of his death was a hernia contracted in the Army, the } 
hernia J ] g « e constipat and strangury, thus producing apo- | 
ple ts ng tl ‘ ilation of b ! f lly paralysis, of which | 
died. ‘He was of an apoplectic diathesis isit was March 30, 1881; April | 
4.7,12, l¢ 12 ¥ i was the last visit, then having little encouragement, be- | 
ing hopeless! l. Had not much acquaintance with him previousto his | 
last illness arned from the far y that his health had been failing for some | 
time, having had at ks of apop y He complained much of constipation | 
and impairment of the secretions, no doubt from paralysis, accompanied by va 
cant stare, slow, full pulse, flus! ce; in fact, all the apoplectic symptoms | 
* The only evidence against the stimony of the attending physician is the 
opinion of med referee, which, in the opinion of the committee, should 
not cause a rejecti« of the claim 

The committee therefore submit a favorable report, and recommend the pas 
sage of the bi | 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


NNA BOPPELL. 
Mr. SHIERMAN. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 9784) grant- 
ing a pension to Anna Boppell 
mm 


lhe bill was read, as follows: 


J enacted ia 


rected to pla yn the penston-re 


mendation that it do pass. | 


at the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, di- | 
subject to the provisions and limitations 








o e per 1 lar the name of Anna Boppell, widow cof Martin Boppell, late 
of Company E, One hundred and filty-third Regiment New York State Volun- 
teers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

The beneficiary named in the bill is the widow of Martin Boppell,who served 
as a private in Company E, One hundred and fifty-third Regiment of New York 
Volunteers, The records of the War Department show that Martin Boppe!l en 
August 22, 1862, and was discharged November 28, 1864, 
n consequence of the sutation of his right arm, caused by a gunshot wound 
received September I i, at Winchester, Va., while in service. The soldier 

is pensioned therefor March 15,1965, and drew pension until the date of his 


listed in said company 





‘ th, July 25, 18 The widow's claim has been rejected by Pension Office on 
‘ | that soldier's death is not due toservice, Soldier's arm was ampu- 
tated « to the shoulde: Phe evidence shows that he had several times 


n cor quence of the loss of his right arm, by which he was more or less 








’ |. It shows that on the evening of July 15, 1582, he tripped and fell, strik- 
non a broken bottle, receiving a severe and serious woundin his back, and 

it e fall was » way the result of bad habits or the use of liquor. Med 
«| was summoned, but despite the efforts of two physicians blood poison- 

i é I wil h he died July 25, 1 2. The evidence describing all the 
} t { idinjury clearly shows that had the soldier had bis right 
ild not ha received the injury that caused his death. The widow 

mother of three children, two of whom are under sixteen years of ag 

; re itt believe the claim is meritorious and recommend that the bill 





The bill was laid aside to be rep wrted to the House with the rex 
mmendation that it do pass. 
NANCY J. COTNER. 


[ call up the bill (H. R. 10888) granting a pension 





B enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au 
horized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Nancy J, Cotner, 
ependent sister of Thomas Cotner, late private Company E, Thirteenth Regi- 


ent Indiana Volunteers, at the rate of $12 per month, 
Che report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 


Naney J. Cotner, the applicant, was the sister of Thomas Cotner, who was a 











ember of Company E, Thirteenth Indiana Volunteers, and was killed in battle. 
i aid applicant was the daughter of George Cotner, some time since de 
ceased, and who, at the time of the enlistment of the said Thomas Cotner, was 
am of feeble health and very limited means, and, being about sixty-five years 
oft , was dependent toa great extent for his subsisience and that of his daugh- 
t the claimant het n upon | s said son 


! 
It is shown by evidence at said Nancy J. Cotner was from childhood of feeble 
mind and very poor health, and has continued in that condition to the present 
time. Jt also appears thatshe has no means of support excepting her father and 
brother, and that since their death she has been thrown upon the charities of 
her neighbors and friends, and now has no means whatever, and is totally un 
able to support herself here is no widow entitled to pension, 
It seems to the commiitee that this is a case which strongly appeals for Con- 
ressional action, and we therefore submit a favorable report and recommend 








the passage of the | 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 


FRANCIS DE FREITAS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 2051) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Francis De Freitas. 

Che bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to all the conditions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Francis De Freitas, who was a 
private in Company G, One hun tred and fourteenth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $45 per month from and after 


the passave of this act 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


That the claimant is now drawing a pension of $8 per month for gunshot 
wound in right breast. Department refuses increase on ground that disability 
is not total. Antonio Vasconcellos testifies that he has known claimant thirty 
years; that the wound in his breast has broken out afresh; that it is now a run- 
ning sore; that by reason of said wound he is totally disabled, and at times he 
requires an attendant 

John Stirling Nimens testifies 

“ Thut he isa near neighbor of claimant; that he sees him daily and helps him 


in the care of his wound; that said wound isarunning sore, requiring constant 
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attendance, and that by reason of said wound claimant is totally disabled and 
unable to care for himself without assistance. 
Dr. David Prince, of Jacksonville, I!1., testifies 
rhat claimant is now totally disabled, and it is probable tha 
or any physical labor is permanently impaired 
Your committee conclude from the testimony i: 1 
entitled to the increase of pension asked, and we therefore respectfully recom 
mend that the bill do pas 
Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend that bill by adding the words 
‘*in lieu of the pension he is now receiving.’’ 
Mr. SPRINGER, There is no objection.to that. 
The amendment was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to th 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
LEAMAN L, 
Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 
relief of Leaman L. Bowers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Re ti enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, autho: 
ized and directed to place the name of Leaman L. Bowers, late second sergeant 
of Company H of the Tenth Regiment of Pennsylvania Reserves, on the pen 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. WALKER) was read, as follows 








BOWERS, 


R. 10433) for the 


[ call up the bill (H. 





nn 


is mustered as second sergeant of Company H, Tent 
nia Reserves, on July 21, 1861. He was captured at the 
battle of Fredericksburgh in December, 1862. He was greatly exposed and sub- 
jected to many bardships on the march to Richmond asa prisoner. He was in 
Libby Prison from December, 1862, to April, 1863 

rhe evidence clearly shows that claimant was sick of inflammatory rheuma- 
tis during his imprisonment, from which he suffered terribly during the 


His heart became involved as a resultof the 







leaman L. Bowers w 
Regiment of Pennsylv 

















greater part of his impr 
disease. These facts abun 
and Union. 

rhe testimouy shows that his heart has been diseased ever since his discharge 
from the service in 1864. The medical testimony shows that this heart diseas« 
has become so aggravated as to practically unfit him for manual labor. 

There can be no doubtthat claimant should be pensiore 1 if the disability from 
which he is suffering wasincurred in the line of duty whilein the service. Th 
claim was rejected on the sole ground that claimant had had inflammatory rhe 


lantly appear from the records, both Confederate 





wi 











matism before his enlistment. Thatis tru rhe claimant, who made a frank 
and manly statement of his whole case, said that in 181s 1849 he had an attack 
of inflammatory rheumatism from which he soon recovered. Thatthe attack 
at that time was confined wholly to his lower limbs. He was never troubled 


ynment in Libby 





with it before that time nor afterwards prior to h s impr 

fhe testimony shows that atthe date of his enlistment he was a strong and 
Vigorous mah. 

James Lish testified that he and claimant were raised in the same county in 
Pennsylvania and that he had known claimant well up to the date of his en- 
listment. Mr. Lish says: 

‘Tle (claimant) was known as the stoutest and toughest young man in tl 
Vhen he enlisted in the Army he was as sound and healthy as h« 
[ saw himin the Army several times. I saw him again soon 
He seemed to mea perfect ! 





ounty. 
ever had been. 
after the war and found his health very bad 


wreck 





so much so that he was entirely unable to make a support for himself anc 
family by manual labor, and has continued in that condition ever sinc« [ have 
been at his house frequently since the war and know this to be tl ct 

There is testimony of other witnesses to the same effect, In , there is no 








testimony, medical or otherwise, to the contrary. 

Dr. Amos H. Caffee, examining surgeon, says he has ex 
finds him suffering from chronic rheumatism, resulting in chronic 
disease of thie heart, and, in his opinion, claimant was entitled to be ra 


imined claimant and 
valvular 


ted at $8 








ptr month. : 

Drs. Underwood and Ackason, who also cxamined claimant, concur in saying 
that they consider his condition dangerous, so much as to make life very 
uncertain. They say his condition is such as to untit him for mu 
exertion. 

There is no conflict in the testimony. We are at alossto understand why the 
claim was rejected. The statement of the revie is that it was rejected be- 
cause claimant admitted he had an attack of rheumatism in his legs in 1848 or 
isi”. The rejection is predicated wholly on that statement But, since that at- 
tack was slight and claimant had so entirely recovered from it that he was 
regarded as an unusually strong and healthy man at the date of his enlistment, 
and since it clearly appears that the attack of inflammatory rheumatism which 
he suffered in his arms and breast in 1862-’63 was the direct result of exposure 
and hardship while a prisoner of war,and that he has never recovered from 
that attack, your committee think Mr. Bowers is entitled to a pension, and re- 
port the bill back accordingly with a favorable recommendation. 


| The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 





h physical 



























j MRS. MARY ANN CROSS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. STRUBLE, I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 5985) to in- 
crease the pension of Mrs. Mary Ann Cross, Mrs. Minnie L. Gardner, 
and Mrs. Lillie May Pavy to $30 per month. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place the names of Mrs, Mary Ann Cross, widow of Sergt. 
| William H. Cross; Minnie L. Gardner, widow of Sergt. Hampton S, Gardener, 
and Lillie May Pavy, widow of Dr. Octave Pavy,on the pension-roll at the rate 
of $30 a month each, in place of that of $12 a month now allowed; the said Will- 
iam H. Cross, Hampton 8S, Gardner,and Octave Pavy having served in the late 
Arctic expedition under Greely and lost their lives in consequence. 
| Amend the title so as to read; “A bill to increase the pensions of Mrs. Mary 
i 








Ann Cross, Mrs. Minnie L. Gardener, and Mrs. Lilla May Pavy to $30 per 
month,” 

The report (by Mr. RUSSELL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5985) in- 
creasing the pensions of Mis. Mary Ann Cross, Mrs. Minnie L. Gardiner, and 
Mrs. Lilla May Pavy to $30 per month, have considered the same and report as 
follows: 

Mrs. Cross and Mrs. Gardiner are the widows of the late William H. Cross 
and Hampden S. Gardiner, of the general service, United States Army; and 
Mrs. Pavy the widow of Dr, Octave P. Pavy, late acting assistant surgeon 
United States Army. These soldiers were members of the Lady Franklin Bay 
expedition into the Arctic regions under Lieut. (now General) A. W. Greely, 
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Mrs. Cross has d iding upon her a family of child and ar ivalids lie 4 
{ id | 3 of subsis sa salary and her pension Mr ; Ol Was 1a) — —. , “7 . 3 
i Pavy is likew lependent upon r daily labor, and, as she has expressed it me lation that it dv pa 3 
Dares t ‘ iliness oftentimes threatened from overwork 4 
Your con tte re of the opinion that the peculiar circumstances surr9 I ae : . a id 
the cases of these widows warrant the grant xy of the relief they see Mr rURNER, « iN sas < ior tl , t i %Y 
rhe b st ore reported back with tl ndation that it do pa S 13 granting a pens t t cW - 
amended, however, by changing the wo ind ** Lillie,”’ whereve rhe wn seed = fallen 4 
they appea the bill, to “ Gardiner I a,’ respect BO isl Wee Se, a we 
The amendments reported by the committee were agreed ti ; rh < 3 
" Mr. STRUBLE. There is another : nt which should b 3 Aws p : \\ . a 
norted = a N 5 ‘ 
Che ¢ x 1 follows [ report vy Mr. M s read. as 
i ! ! O} to al nd the l se atl ew I ( tee ¢ I t i $ 4 
: ve tl rds “‘and seventec g gal >I 
q Che amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid a le , — q 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it d 
Da ' W hh, the 4 ant 1 ! ¢ - : 
. United § es Navy,a lis ( ‘ : 
LIAM R, RODGI . y sion Felt ury 5 e¢ | : I 
5 rT’ LT 71> . +? } } ts « he it act t cs 5 
Vir THOMPSON, plo. l ( tne ii ( H. d . a aww Denartees ae ‘ . ; 
11362) for the relief of William R. Rodgers. aur Ovieans. Jule 86. with the se : . ( 
rhe bill was read, as follows 365 Hle was ex ler date « th : - a 
Be it en rhat the Secreta of the Int - be, andis hereby, auth I 6, F . es rm ‘ y 
‘ s 4 ‘ ‘ ‘ 4 “ 
} ized and directed to increase the ri oO ns now allowed to William R a setts . cael fates int te S i rhe . 4 
Rodgers, late a private of Company PF, of enty-seventh Reg ent of Oh ; : gee ac aa oe : ; : Y aes : 
Volunteer Ir ntry, war of 1861, under certificate numbered 2 from t . aa : a al ; 1 . i a “= : ; ; 
sum of $8 per month to the sum of QU per month, . ' sl test ’ .; ‘ i y ‘ b , 
The report (by Mr. THoMPsoN, of Ohio was read, as follows ect a pos is to the } é iness of i gq 
rhe Committee on Invalid Pensi 1 was referred t I I 7 ree : ; ; me 7 7 a 
rranting a pension to William R aving sidere« sa a <i, ee ; ; 
porta ws G 
! las a private F, Ty ty Reg aad ‘ 
of ! lun r antry, war of I t, 1 . , 8 
w ir 4 yl LS6. On tl l ‘Vv Else. M . . . g 
m aa ; 4 
. “ r sALC O11 M S I H , 
er ( i S t st ( 
hy Ont i exa 
een his lot - 
* ii ; : iv’s : 
t s bil iness was due to his m tary service, or to an Injury to his right en ‘ Dt 
received in November, 1875. The case excited a great deal of discussion in . wee as 7 
Pension Office id it was maintained there on the one hand that the inju ; eee are , 4 
the right eye not only caused the loss of that eye, but through sympathy s . a a 
lk of the left eve also; while on the other hand it was claimed that the dipeas« was laid aside to b rted tot ! _ 
he result of measles cor vwted in the service) was of a character that w ‘ a tit d . 
sult in total blindness, and that the injury t eye simply is aia 7 
{ resu Finally all doubts were resolved soldic ind | wa GE i 
£ la pension of $8 per month for “disease of eyes,’’ but was refused the ‘ . rn I ‘ < 
rate « per month for total blindness baNUS A ASK Consid = & pay 
: wit nal application for pension was base 1 rheumatism and diseas | n to We o \ \ { [ t ( 5 
eyes, a ecial Examiner is 1 his report on this applicatio it Ve inteer 
which he recommended the the elaim for a portion of the dis Ltt 
b > says: | vill is read yXA 
My reasons, which I think will be sustained by the evidence of sucl t ! That the S« 
witnesses as had intimate personal knowledge of the claimant, are as fo l toy e « t sic ‘ t i ( 4 
|) The soldier contracted measles while in service and line of duty 2 ‘ Sixt ( é 
pairment of sight followed and was consequent upon measles so incurr € t s4 
that the impairment of sight and partial disability were continuous ry | MI pr. , } " 
was virtually blind in t left eye (being unable to distinguish « ects, tl i repo! ) Vi Ky I ead 
able to discern us early as | 4) that the right eye was impaired, | i ( ! tee on Inv i Pens tow ‘ ‘ 4 
while yet useful, its sight was destroyed by an accident in the fall of 1875. y rease of pens to ¢ ve A. \ 
r In speaking of the type of measles from which the soldier suffered th it \ ‘ have had sa ‘ S A 
aminer says 4 t following re} 
in * His f ily took one of his « his eldest son suffered w I ttee have exa t f a 
bad eyes on count of it, and shor nant returned he e in 18 t it ss 4 
son’s left eve burst, and its sight was forev« % part . t,t ‘ 
Afterwards, in an additional report made s months later on a further ¢ 
fmination of the case, he says as J 
My opinion as to the justice of the claimof William R. Ro igers ! } rey t es te ¢ a 
changed one iota. That opinion was formed from knowledge of th . 
which the witnesses received their impres ns as well as from tne « - Ss] ‘ an o 
self. I beg pardon in advance for any violation of the new rule 28 - t oe 4 = oe 
summaries, but would prefer to risk a reprimand rather than to see so wor ‘ s name on the nt t the rave of $100 pe 
and so needy a claim rejected without entering my earnest protest To do less i testim y of Dr. C.S. Ma nd A.S. War surge 
appears to me dereliction of duty. * * * That except the immediate loss gi me side i by 1 t t 
the then failing sight of the right eye by accident in the ore bench t cla I was i ved tha 
disabilities are due to and consequent upon his Army service; that - hee dit iat tha suffe f i 5 ) ‘ 
honest, simple-minded man, who will not intentionally make a false teme the } $, sacru 4 
and that he isa worthy applicant for pension ida of another pers 
* As evidence of the state of doubt in whi« offi of the Pension O | : t ‘ as : a 
found themselves we quote from Dr. Hood, then me referee, who. Oct r | affida, filed August ane. les B.1 30. ¢ that 4 
14, 1884, addressed Colonel Clarke, Acting Commissioner, as follows j ' e past two y _ t « ‘ i to 3 
“That the soldier suffered from disease of the eyes as a sequel of meas u ot w 3 ~ - i 
there seems to be no question, but it is ossible to say with “T : y ths 4 d t 
what would have been the ultimatum of the condition. The probability ist 1 to leave his 1 f tof : J 
entire loss of vision would not have resulted, since, though many cases of « ] This testimony is cor rat the stim Dr. ‘I 
junctivitis, ete., and other diseased states of the eyes follow upon measles, it I {cl 1, of Aik ( 4 
very rarely that loss of vision follows. But there is another view of the « lidavit ex ted June 2 32 J) 4 TEA Cs 
and that is stated in this questior Is it probable that the condition of the ey« t cla int is suffering f ) severt r t 4 
resulting from the attack of measles, particularly that of the left eye, was t and kidney trouble. caused by a gunshot wound . 2 / 
as that the injury incurred (of right eye) was destructive in its effects? It is t cla unt is table to perform an. at tte ; 
r judgment that giving the doubt to the claimant that question must be answ« 4 ss, but requires t const ' 


affirmatively. A diseased condition exists; more than that, a diseased condit 
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1 J ., 1868, Dr. Bb. F. Wyman, of Aiken, 5. ¢ testi 
fies 
j ‘ at « imant is a physical wreck, w! b 
care for his the constant aid and attendance of another pers 
ave i nted by the facts in the case.and your committe 
the the wore the bill, with the following amendment 
d’ in tl xth line and insert the words 
l to } yrted to the House with t f ! 
‘ ‘ 
i 
ry ( ( ] I »< 1 ll wi I 











| IPSON. of Californ It is not 
Mr. J , 
MYRA NCLATI 
Mr. WAI i ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 10488) granting | 
a 
| re is follow 
n Phat the S etary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
lan ‘ to} n the pe on-rolithe name of Myra Sincla L 
< er i r a her the sum of $25 a month from and 
oe | 
rey \ ER) was read, as follow 
Com e Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred e bill (H 
14> ranting ay ) mm to Myra Sine submit the following port 
v i i mmittee shows clearly the following facts 
the eneticiary is no s widow and upwards of seventy-four years of 
ag vin en a widow for about thirty years; that she is now poor : 
pendent up thers for support 
Chat in October, 1862,she entered upon her duties of nurse as nurse at t 
G ral Hospital, West's Building, Baltimore, Md., where she remained unt 
Mat 1864; that she acted as matron of that hospital 
Chat she discharged her duties in a very faithful and satisfactory manner 
Her faithfulness as a nurse and her kind discharge of her duties are fully 
shown by the certificate of Mra. Dorothy L. Dix; Capt. 8. A. Day, of U.S. Army, 
and « number of others who were cared for by her while acting as such nurs« 


r committee believe that this faithful nurse, now old and poor, is fully en 
titled to relief, and therefore recommend that the bill do pass with an amend 
in the sixth line, and inserting in 








ment striking out the words “twenty-tiv 
lieu thereof the word “twelve 

Mr. WADI I move to non-concur in the amendment offered by 
the committ : 

Mr. SPR iBLE Let the amendment be reported. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. What is the amendment? 

Mr. WADE. The amendment offered by the committee strikes out 
$25 and inserts $1 \ number of these bills have passed—one to 
night—for $30 Chis woman is just as worthy as the woman who gets 
$30. I know the character of the service she rendered, and it was 
just as valuable service as that of Mrs. Couzins, who to-night has been 


allowed a pension of $30 
r. CHEADLI I hope the amendment of the committee will not 
be concurred in. There ought to be some uniformity in these bills. 
[ ries of ** Vote!’’] 
rhe question was put; and there were—ayes 21, noes 15. 
So the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 
.CHEADLE. Imove tostrike out ‘‘$12”’ and insert ‘‘$20;’’ and 
I make that motion for the reason that we have passed a bill to- night 
g a pension to a nurse at the rate of $30 per month. We have also 
passed others giving $25 a month. 
Mr. MAISH. I rise to a point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. MAISH. We have already adopted the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. CHEADLE. 


givin 


The point of order is well taken 
I move to make an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Butthe committee has already fixed the amoun 

Mr. STRUBLE. You can move to reconsider. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move to reconsider the vote by which that 
amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I wish to state that the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions have carefully examined these cases, and have 
fixed the rate at $12 where it is shown that a nurse received full pay 
for the time she served; and where they did not receive pay, and did 
not incur any disability in the service, they have fixed it at $12. But 
where it is shown that the nurses served without pay, and rec eived in- 
juries, we fixed it at $25. And we have in four or five cases fixed it 
at $30. There are twenty-five or thirty cases where it is fixed at $12. 
I regard any increase in this case as a reflection upon the committee, 
after they have carefully examined the merits of the case. [Cries of 
** Vote !’’] 

Mr. CHEADLE. I want to be heard a moment. I do not mean to 
make even a technical reflection upon the committee; but I think that 
in this tribunal of the people we ought to legislate upon some uniform 
plan, and upon some system as applicable to one as to another. This 
woman is seventy yearsof age. She was in charge of one of the hospi- 
tals and rendered valuable services to her country. 

Mr. MAISH. Mr. Chairman, I rise to another point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
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Mr. I ask whether a motion to onsider is in order in 
m ie Whole. 

The ¢ HAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of o : 

Mr. OWEN. I thought the gentlen ! ym Indiana | Mr, CHEADI 
proceeding by unanimous consent. 
eral MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Regular ord 

Mr. CHEADLE. It is too late to make t point of order. 

fhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order mad 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. | Cries of ‘* Regular order! 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on ordering the bill as amend 

to be laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 1 




















I object. Let us have a vote. 
Che question was put, and there were—ayes 32, noes 1. 
} } ] 7 . | a | 4 } : ‘ ‘ 
» the bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
Mi ALMIRA LOWNER 
[; a een ap Ce H. R. 1090 tin L} 10h to 
AT x wher. 
Che bill x was r¢ i. as follows . 
Be it « , elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he } 
zed and directed to place on the pension-roil, sul t to the provisions and 
ations of the pension laws, the name of Almi J. Towner, depend 
ther of Seth S. Towner, late a private in Com; yA,S nd Regiment I 
n Volunteer Cavalry, 
nm 
rhe report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read follows: 
Che Committee on Invalid Pens 18, to wh i was referred the | HH 
anting a pension to Mrs, Almira J. Towne submit the lollow 
port 
ra J. Towner, the beneficiary, is the mother of Seth S. Towner, who wa 
private in Company A, Second Liinois Volunteer Cavairy Regiment, and who « 
listed in said regiment September 25, 1862, toserve three years, anc id edattheS 
Louis Hospital, New a ans, December 16, 1864. He was admitted to the 
eral hospital at Baton Rouge, La., October 11, 1564, from Camp Baton Rou 
with chronic d urrhe u jand dropsy, and was transferred December 9, 1864, to and 
was received at . Louis Hospital, New Orleans, La., December !0, 1864, with 


parotitis, and d ed of that disease December 16, 1864,as appears from the rep 


of the Surgeon-General of the date of July 














fhe papers in the Pension Office show that the soldier left surviving ! 
neither widow nor child, never having been married. and that the claimant 
the mother of the soldi that her husband, the soldier's father, died Septe 
ber 15,1868: that he 1 t phys an,in poor h th id having ite 
practice. The mother filed her cla ry ul tl same was rejectedin 
18si— 

‘On the ground that claimant was not dependent wholly or in part up 
oldier for support at the date of his deat! Husband's income was suilicient 











to and did furnish her a comfortable support 

rhe evidence furnished the o as t husband's inability to suppert tl] 
family was not conclusive. The evidence would appear to show that the so 
dier, previous to his enlistment, contributed of his earnings to the support of 
the family, and while in the Army sent ho for the same purpose. 

The evidence on file and furnished th mimittee shows that the mot! 
now and has becn for yearsin very poor and d ite circumstances and who 
blind. 

The committee, believing that th 3 a just and meritorious claim, 1 


favé®ably upon the bill and recommend its passa 

There béing no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 

House with the recommendation that it do pas 
CAPT. WILLIAM J. DULEY. 

Mr. WHEELER. I call up the bill (A. R. 9310) granting a pension 
to Capt. William J. Duley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William J. Duley, chief of scouts, 
with the rank of captain, in the Army of the Northwest, Maj.Gen. John Pope 
commanding. 

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (HI. R. 931 
granting a pension to Capt. W. J. Duley, have had the same under careful con- 
sideration, and find that the proposed beneliciary of the bill was badly wounded 
himself and his family grievously outraged and oppressed by the Sioux Indians 
at the time of their outbreak in Minnesota in 1562. The facts in the case are 
found to be as follows: 

Captain Duley’s settlement at Lake Shetek, Murray County, Minnesota, was 
attacked by the Sioux Indians August 21, 1862. Captain Duley heroically de- 
fended himself and his neighbors, killing the chief, Lean Bear, in the combat, 
but was overpowered after being badly wounded. Three of his family were 
massacred, and his wife and two of his children taken prisoners. 

Immediately upon recovering from his wounds sufficiently to enable him to 
do so, Captain Duley volunteered his services as scout in the campaign under- 
taken by General Sibley to punish the Sioux for their outrages previously re- 
eited. General Sibley accepted Captain Duley’s offer,and he proved to be both 
brave and sagacious, and as a recognition of the distinguished services rendered 
by Captain Duley, and toafford him the personal gratification of bearing a pe 
sonal part in the punishment inflicted upon the savages through whom he had 
suffered so crueliy, both in person and in his family, he was ordered to superin- 
tend the details of the execution of the thirty-eight Indians who were hanged 
at Mankato, December 26, 1862, and the murderers were hanged under his im- 
mediate supervision. 

Captain Duley enjoyed in an unusual degree the respect and confidence o 
his commanding officers while in the service, his strictly moral and temperate 
habits rendering him thoroughly reliable for the most arduous and perilous 
duty, and was also highly esteemed by his neighbors and acquaintances. 

Maj. Gen. Henry H. Sibley, subsequently governor of Minnesota; S, P. Jen- 
nison, late lieute nant-colonel of the Tenth Minnesota Volunteers, en; gage ad in 
the pursuit, capture, and punishment of the Indians in 1862-63; William C ‘rooks, 
late colonel Sixth Minnesota Infantry Volunteers in same expedition ; William 
R. Marshall, late colonel Seventh Minnesota Volunteers in same expedition ; 
ex-Governor L. F. Hubbard, and other citizens of Minnesota who had personal 
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tung at said city of Mankato on tl 
personally saw said William J. Duley 
which said Indians stood at the time 
were suspended until they were de: 
and assisted in the erection 
Dated Mankato, Minn., Fe l 
DANIEL BUCK, Al/torne 1w G. C. BURT 
JOHN WILLIAM HOERR pric LARK KEYSAR 
tor of American Hous ant Company I 
JOHN F. MEAGHER Infantry. 
JOHN ©. WISI CHARLES BENNETT. 
J.T. WILLIAMS GEORGE H. MARSH 
CHARLES A. CHAPMAN DAVID DACKINS 
S. F. BARNEY. Attorney-at JOHN PAGE 
H. P. CHRISTENSON, Insura FRED BOEGEN. 
Agent JOHN W. LEWIS 
A.C. BARNEY, Insurance Ager GEORGE PAYOR. 
W. J. MARTIN, 


TI »ymmittee find further that Captain Duley was 
tered intothe military service of the United States, and theref 
ing his wounds and services, can not claim a pension under the pensio 
that he is now, in his old age, poorand infirm, and still suffering from 


of wounds and exposure in his fight with and pursuit of the Indians 
In view of all the facts and circumstances of Captain Duley’s case, 


mittee rd it as one eminently deserving of Congressianal interferen 
r 


‘ 
t 


grant the relief otherwise obtainable, and they therefore report the bil! 
without amendment, and recommend its passage 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to] 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
ELIZA S. GLASS. 
Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I call up the bill 
@ pension to Eliza 8. Glass. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretar 
thoriz nd directed to place the n 
roll of i States, subject to the 
laws, she beir : idow of R all 8. ¢ 


of the la ir and a member of npany 
Ohio Vol 


he report 
Co 
grant 
submit the f ving re] 
Soldier enlisted December 
geon’s certificate of d ; 
both together prodnci lame 
He filed a claim for pension Dece 
February. 1861, while drilling at 


1S 





S640 CONGRESSIONAL 
The report , 
at 


enth Ke 


LANE) was read, as follows: 


was referred the bill (H.R. 
nsio » Joseph W. Filler, submit the following report 
find that Joseph W. Filler was lieutenant-colone! of the Eley 
linois Volunteers in the late civil war, and that he was se 
verely injure le in the service, and that he made an application for a pen- 
sion inthe Per n Office, but the same was 
injury did not occur in the service and in line of duty; but the committee have 
fully examined the records and the evidence therein, as well as the additional 
testimony filed with the committee, and we tind the facts to be as follows: The 
soldier while in the from his horse, striking his left 
from which leveloped, at first slow growth, but 


very he was compelled to have the tumor 


ommiitte nvalid Pensions, to whon 


ti rT t« 


gran 


comn 


service was thrown 
injury a tumor 
rapidly in size, 


on 
shoulder 
finally increased 
cut out 

Dr. John N 
Volunteers 

That he irgeon who cut out such tumor, and that it was necessary 

to save the soldier's life; that the soldier was totally disabled from such inj 
for over five years, and that he will neverbe able to perform manual labor, ar 
that the tumor came from the injury the soldier received in being thrown from 
his horse.’ 

Dr. A. W. Heise, surgeon of the Eleventh Illinois Volunteers, testifies 

“That in May, 1561, he was riding with the claimant, being then on duty near 
Camp Hardin; the claimant was thrown from his horse, and, falling, struck a 
stump with his left shoulder, rendering him at the time insensible,and cai 
a large contusion on the left shoulder."’ 

There is the testimony of a number of comrades that before the soldier en 
listed he was a sound, healthy man 

The committee are forced to the conclusion from reading this testimony that 
the soldier received the injury complained of in the service and in the line of 
duty,and that he is now disabled from the performance of manual labor, and 
the committee therefore recommend that this bill do pass 


of 


intil } 


Grones ants we 
testilies 


yn of the 


Ninety-eighth Regiment Illi 


was thes 


ising 


} } 
i to the 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to he report« 

House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
ANN 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. 
ing a pension to Ann Bryan. 

Che bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol!, subject to the provisions and 


tations of the pension laws, the name of Ann Bryan, widow of William 
tegiment of Illinois Infantry Volunteers, 


BRYAN. 
I call up the bill (H. R. 8613) grant- 


itti 
ryan, late of Forty-sixth 
The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 
rhe Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
613) for the relief of Ann Bryan, submit the following repert: 
William Bryan, the soldier in this case, enlisted November 20, 155], 
harged January 24, 1866, and died June 2, 1885. 
the soldier drew a pension in his life-time for chronic diarrhea, and the widow 
de application for pension, which was rejected for the reason that chi 
irrhea was not the cause of the soldier's death. 
Ine testimony in the record is abundant to show that the soldier contracted 


(H. R. 


was dls- 


L110 


chronic diarrhea in the Army, and the granting to him of a pension is a confes- | 


ion on the part of the Government that he was so diseased, and the only ques- 
tion remaining is whether or not that was the cause of his death. 

William Howell testifies that he knew the soldier for ten years prior to his 
death, that the soldier was affected with chronic diarrhea, that he was there on 
the day of his death, and that in his belief the cause of death was diarrhea 

John R. Murphy testifies that he knew the soldier for twenty years, that he¢ 
had chronie diarrhea, and that was the cause of his death. 

Other witnesses testify to the existence of chronic diarrhea in a severe form 
at the time of his death, that he was quite sick the evening before his death, and 
that he died suddenly at night. 

Mhere is no claim in the record that the soldier was affected with any other 
“ase at the time of his death than that of chronic diarrhea, and the commit- 
tee think it more reasonable to believe that the soldier died from this cause, for 
which he was pensioned, than to believe that he died from some disease with 
ich he was not affected. 


vw! 


The widow is old, blind, and very poor, andthe committee think that the tes- | 


timony warrants the conclusion that the soldier died from chronie diarrhea, 
contracted in the service of his country, and the committee recommend that 
this bill do pass 
rhere being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
IRA E. BALDWIN. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
ing a pension to Ira E. Baldwin. 
Ihe bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Ira E, Bald- 
win, of Ada, Kans., dependent father of Alphonso Baldwin, late of Company I, 


Lighth Vermont Infantry Volunteers, subject to the provisions and limitations | 


of the general pension laws. 


‘The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10V11) granting a pension to Ira E. Baldwin, having had the same under con- 
sideration, submit the following report: 

Che claimant in this case is the father of Alphonso D, Baldwin, late private 
in Company I, Eighth Vermont Volunteers. The soldier enlisted December 
1), 1861, when only sixteen years of age, and served until June 22, 1864, 
died October 22, 1854. The mother of the soldier died in 1858, 
soldier's death is given as spinal difficulty, which originated in the Army. 


came home in feeble health and continued so to time of death. 


help from his son 


fhe Pension Office can not allow the claim without fuller and clearer proof | 


showing the connection between his service and his death. 
is unable to obtain 


This the aged father 
The facts as they appear from the evidence are that this 


boy of scarcely sixteen enlisted in the Army early in the war. -erved until June, | 


1864, enduring all its privations and hardships, returned to his home in feeble 


health, continuing so until, four months after, he died of some obscure disease | 
The father is now seventy-eight years | 


which the doctor called spinal trouble, 
old, feeble, and utterly destitute. It is a case which calis strongly for Congres- 
sional action, and your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


rejected for the reason that the | 


vd | 


I call up the bill (H. R. 10911) grant- | 


He | 
The cause of the | 
The | 
hospital records show that he was treated in hospital for chronic diarrhea afew | 
months before being mustered out, and the lay evidence is conclusive that he | 
Itis also shown | 
that the father was poor and infirm at time of soldier’s service and received | 
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There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JAMES M’DONALD. 
I call up the bill 


Ss 


Mr. ARNOLD. 
James McDonald. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
1nd directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James McDonald, assistant wagon- 
master, Quartermaster’s Department, whose invalid pension claim, numbered 
163621, was rejected in the Pension Office on the ground that applicant was a 
civilian employé when he received the injury which caused the amputation of 
his leg, and to pay him a pension at the same rate as if he had beena regularly 
enlisted soldier 


. 2938) granting a pension to 


thorized 


The report (by Mr. MorRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2938) 
granting a pension to James McDonald, having had the same under considera- 
tion, submit the following report: 

In this case the files at the Adjutant-General’s Office fail to show that claim- 
|; ant was regularly enlisted, though it seems to be shown by evidence submitted 

to your committee that he was sworn in and armed when he was placed in 

charge of a train of supplies accompanying a detachment of the Army. 
The claimant was assistant wagon-master of the Second Kansas Cavalry in 
June, 1862, when that regiment was en route to New Mexico with a detachment 
of troops and as escort toan Army paymaster. While the train was crossing 
the Arkansas River the mules in one of the wagons became unmanageable, and 
| the claimant, dismounting, in his efforts to save them from drowning was 
| knocked down and trampled upon by them, injuring his left leg soseriously as 
| to require amputation some twenty daysafter, whileonthe march. These facts 

are properly attested in the record by the major and surgeon of the regiment. 

There is little in the incident to create enthusiasm on the score of devotion 
to duty, but the fact is apparent that the wagon-master might have saved his 
leg without dereliction. He chose to apply him-elf to the emergency instead 

| of ordering a subordinate, and lost his leg in a faithful and courageous effort 
to save the Government property. The committee do not think that the Gov- 

‘nment or the service will be injured by the appreciation of such spirit and 

duct on the part of employés, and they recommend the passage of the bill 
which places the claimant, in his pensionary rights, on the footing of an en- 
listed soldier 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

HENRY F. KAISER. 
Mr. ATKINSON. Icall up the bill (S. 124) granting a pens 

Henry F. Kaiser. 

The bill was rea 

| Beit tc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry F. Kaiser, late a private in 

| Company E, Forty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 

The report (by Mr. LYNCH) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 124) 

| granting a pension to Henry F. Kaiser, have considered the same, and submit 
and adopt the following report: 

The claimant, Henry F. Kaiser, enlisted April 17, 1861, and served until July 
29, 1861, in Company B, Twenty-fifth Pennsylvania Volunteers. He again en- 
listed August 6, 1861, and was discharged January 5, 1863, having served as a 

| private in Company E, Forty-ninth Pennsylvania Volunteers. He first filed an 
| application for a pension August 31, 1877, and again April 9, 1878, alleging that 
|} at Camp Griflin, Virginia, December 25, 1861, from cold and exposure he be- 
| eame disabled so that he lost the sight of left eye and partial sight of right eye. 
rhe claimant has on file the original discharge, dated January 5, 1863, at camp 
| near White Oak Church, Virginia, stating that it is because ‘‘the said private 
has been blind of one eye for the last six months, and the other has become so 

| affected that he is not able to see after night at all.’’ 

rhe claim was rejected March 9, 1885, on the ground that the alleged disease 
existed prior to enlistment. 

It appears also that the soldier enlisted again at Harrisburg, Pa., in the Vet- 
eran Reserve Corps, December 29, 1863, and was mustered out December 23, 1865, 
Disability at date of enlistment in Veteran Reserve Corps, partial loss of sight 
of left eye. 

The certificates of the examining boards show that in 1881 he had lost the 
sight of the left eye, and the right was very weak; June 8, 1883, totai loss of 
sight of right eye, and can barely discern the light with the left eye; June 27, 
1883, totally blind. 

The claimant testifies that he can not furnish medical evidence showing his 
physical condition prior to and at the date of his enlistment, for the reason that 
he wasa sailor on a merchant vessel for nine years prior thereto, and there were 
no doctors employed in the merchant service. 

The testimony in this case is very voluminous, and the case has been several 
times examined by special examiners in the field. There is no question as to 
| the existence of the disease in the service, and its continuance in a more severe 
| degree and increasing intensity ever since, In addition to his own testimony 
| there is the evidence of several comrades who served with him in his first three 

months’ service that he was then sound and his eye-sight good. The only evi- 
| dence of any prior difficulty is very meager and indefinite in its character. 

Your committee are of opinion thatif the disease was not in its first incep- 

| tion due to the service, of which there seems to be little doubt, that it was cer- 
tainly much aggravated thereby, and that after the Government twice accepted 
this man as a good soldier, and he rendered long and valuable service to his 
country and was discharged for disability, that the weak and unsatisfactory 
evidence here presented of some slight previous weakness of the eyes should 
not prevent this poor blind soldier from now receiving a pension. We there- 
fore report back the bill and recommend that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
FREDERICKA LIESEGANG. 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. I call up the bill (H. R. 11317) grant- 
ing a pension to Fredericka Liesegang. 
The bill was read as follows: 


He it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Fredericka Liesegang, widow 
| of Ernest Christian Liesegang, late of Company H, Seventy-eighth Regiment 

New York Volunteers, 


on to 


d, as follows: 


enacted, ¢€ 



























1e bill was laid aside to be reported he House wi 














mendation that it do pa os Tes 2 
§ Mr. CHIPMAN 1 move that tl mmittee rise. ' : 
4 The motion was agreed to hn See ae ; a 
bs The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. SToNE, of Missouri, } _ : 4 
ing resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DoCKERY reported | , ae % 
hat the Committee of the Whole House, having had under consid: . : 
tion the Private Calendar, had directed him to report sundry pen 3 
; bills with various recommendations ue : 
eu ORDER OF BUSINES 
x Mr. LYMAN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. On last Frid ) 
3 evening Senate bill No. 3018 was considered so far as to reach tl nua nen . 
question of third reading, when it went over, the hour for adjournm wed 
having arrived I wish to ask whether that bill is not now th ; 
business in order? ‘ 3 
Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest that the bil h the gentlema Che bill was order to 4 
fers 1s on the Calendar of unfinished business, and should not int r engrossed, it a I 
b with the bills just reported from the Committee of the Whole H« Mr. CHIPMAN 


} 
Mr. LYMAN Very well; let this bill go over until next Frid 1 and that t 1 the ; 











‘ ening t 
‘ H SILLS PASSED t uM é 
j House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 7 
the Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered to b I \f PET] ~ sk una B 4 $60 yr resen 7 
; grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were a of the bill (H. R. 206) granting a pension to Wi 1 if 
’ ingly read the third time, and passed here being no obiection. the Ho to ( 
4 A bill (H. R. 10825) granting a pension to Mary Jane Jelly; of the bill: which was read. as follov 
E A bill (H. R. 9663) granting a pension to Jesse Spencer; ed a. e Geeretary of the } ; 
A bill (H. R. 5740) granting a pension to Anson Ward; e of \ late a privat D, Eighth I 3 y 
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Volunteers, « ( ! bject to the provisions and limitations of the | citizens of Pickaway County, Ohio, for a bill granting every soldier 
- eee , Mt : ‘oll 160 acres of land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Tha renort Mir RIL! 3$as 1 W | Par - NW ; 2 . . . e oe 

cept ihe flies PORRILAs) 50 HS TON | By Mr. NEAL: Papers in theclaim of Oliver M. Thurman, of Warren 

Claimant w vt iber of ¢ ete a ae i Illinois Infantry, and filed | County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 
] pplication for pension on October 10, 1582, alleging injury to drum of left a \ , > TNIPD. Desiti oN } . . } 
a concussion at Shiloh, Tenn., and injary to back caused by explosion of By Mr. RAY NER: Petition of George D. D. Decker, for an original 
a shell at Vicksbur liss., in May, 1863. pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Phe Pe Office calls for — ame of an officer as to inc urna e and By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Thomas J. Freeman and 
Bir i as to treatment for deafness of left ear, which claimant savs he is un- 1 . “o% ‘ 4 

, : J : ithers. citizenso » ty gc or re-enactt f« arent. 
able to obtai Ile hi filed affidavits of two comrades as to incurrence, show otners, CIUIZENS ¢ i edat ( ount) , Mi wares for re nactiment of arreat 01 
ing that imi liately after the battle of Shiloh claimant complained of deaf- | PC! mm act to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ne 1 his left « One of the witnesses, J. M. Honey, ina letter to the Com- | 
missioner of Pensior i reply to inquiries of the Commissioner, says | 

I never heard his hearing calied in question until after the battle of Shiloh, | 
From that tit un my discharge (in August, I think, 1864) I always unde: om. 

Starr his | injured there, * * * I got my information th SIN SA : 
lirst irr always claimed after the battle that his hearing was injured } on ; , ats , 

there Second, I was rred until my nose bled, and am deaf in ear when | VIONDAY, & ptember Li, LSSS, 
i have a cold, fever, or take medicine,andcan not distinguish the direction of 
ound when I hear it rhird, we were to the right a little, and were in front of Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 
some heavy there, and the firing was terrific. They opened the battery 1 ; ’ me : : 

: : : : urna the roceedines of |] lay st w ead Yn A})- 
very sudden, and we were jarred and shook up generally. Il was there, and I Ch J —T tee . , : ale by 4aSt was read and me 
know Stat t proved. 

I el N.O n, ther comrade, corroborates the above. Both of these REEITURE OF MIC] AN RAILROAD GRANT. 
wilt sf i is rr able ! Claimant can not furnish medical aa - . i ' . ‘ : 
evidence of nent, a juired, never having been treated; he was exam- Mr. HOAR. Irise toa privileged motion. I desire to enter a mo- 
ined by Dr. I nso Denver, Colo,, who could not giveany treatment bene- | tion to reconsider the vote whereby the Senate passed the bill (S. 947 
{ il to } ; ' . . . < ™ > . :. 2 
. s ahaha nas Ceethie A a " Mend to declare forfeited certain lands granted to the State of Michigan to 
erala i ul I bors : y toc iant soundn 3 prior » oe 
‘ n his left ear, and has been din the construction of a railroad from Ontonagon to the Wisconsin 
rg ih { medi« < miners at Wichita, hans., rey ton ily State line, ete 
{ a a ' . . : : : 
’ vith " ee ' a When that bill was passed on Friday the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
e fin ca I i me, with resulting total deainess, as sho »» ‘ » . > . : . > 
ure to hear tick of watch or id conversation on closing right ear PALMER | s iid it if on examination it turned out not to be a literal 
Stelios Saag yo yey ety n deaf in his } free trom deafness up to | and exact copy of a certain modification of the general bill which had 
the battle « loh, and that he has been deaf ir is left ear ever si 1 . Ale : 
; —. hel een deaf in his left ear ev passed the Senate, being somewhat of a compromise of different views, 
Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill A ». eat t aa . . 
an : : - : See as he would consent that it might be reconsidered. The Senator from 
Che bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being » ag ote ; "eh e : z 
Michigan informs me this morning that he has found that without his 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


- wle . re was a slic} “e ] change fron he ] ‘ vce whicl 
Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was knowledg there was a slight verbal aange from th language wich 


had been contained in the old bill. 


passed: and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on th ae ; a . : sd ‘ . 
: a Phat was, I am sure, without the knowledge of the Senator from 
tabi i> Bk ene ? j ] A ‘i 3 1 a ie eg = . 
. ie | Michigan, and I am also reasonably sure that it is a mere change of 

lhe latter motion was agreed to. ls } . oe : : ’ . 
| phraseology, not in the least atlecting the substance, so that the sub- 


stance of the assurance which the Senator from Michigan made to the 
rand precisely true and well 


GEORGE W. BARR. 
Mr. LAIDLAW. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- | Senate on Friday is doubtless absolute! 
eration of the bill (H. R. 935) to grant an honorable discharge to George | founded. 
W. Barr from the Army. | I am not familiar with this matter myself. All that I knew about 
Mr. DOCKERY. ‘That bill can not be considered under the special | it when I engaged in the discussion before had been recently pumped 
order for this evening’s session. | in, I might almost say, by some constituents of mine who had an in- 
Mr. KILGORE. I move that the House adjourn. terest in the matter. I desire out of abundant caution to have the 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 29 min- | motion to reconsider entered, and let it stand a day or two until I can 
utes p.m.) the House, in accordance with its previous order, adjourned | refer the matter to them. I have no doubt that at the end of two or 
until Monday next three days I shall withdraw the motion and allow the bill to be passed. 
. . |} Mr. PALMER. [shall not oppose the reconsideration, if the Senator 
PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. | from Massachusetts desires it. I would state, however, that when the 
uder the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced bill left my hands section 2, which was intended to be identical with 
ind referred as indicated below: | section 9 of the general forfeiture bill, was the same, but it was reported 
Ry Mr. BLOUNT: A bill (H. R. 11432) for the relief of A. VY, | back with a slightinterpolation, making it a little more particular. It 
Toole—to the Committee on Claims. | does not affect the sense at all, but I thought under the circumstances 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11433) for the relief of William T. Maynard—to | i¢ was my duty, as long as I had assured the Senator from Massachu- 
the Committee on War Claims. | setts that it was identical with the other bill, to state the circumstance 
Ry Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 11434) for the relief of James D, | t° him this morning; and he now entersa motion to reconsider, that he 
Maclay—to the Committee on Patents. | may take advantage of it if he thinks it affects the particular features 
By Mr. CHIPMAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 11435) granting an | Of the bill. 6 Se as 
increase of pension to Mrs. General Ward B. Burnett—to the Committe: Mr. HOAR. My own belief is that they are identical. 
i Mr. PALMER. I have no doubt of it. 





on Pensions. 
By Mr. GOFF: A bill (H. R. 11436) for the relief of the heirs of Phe J RESIDE! pi mpore. The motion to reconsider will be 
ae 1 ’ ~” . y ¢ . j i 
Brittan Marshal Odam—to the Committee on War Claims. entered. 
REGISTERED-MAIL LOCKS 


By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 11437) granting a pension to Wm. | 

C. Bowman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Mr. PLATT. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: A bill (H. R. 11438) for the relief of Joseph | House bill 11391, which was passed by the Senate on Friday. It was 

Wilburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. reported by the chairman of the Post-Office Committee [Mr. SAWYER], 
ll 


‘ 
| ‘ 
By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 11439) to provide for the final set- and passed without being printed. I desire to examine the bill further, 


I wish to enter a motion to reconsider the vote upon 


and to understand, if I may, what the object of the bill is. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be state 
The Corer CLERK. A bill (H. R. 11391) to authorize the Postma 


tlement with the Mexican Pottawatomie Indians of Kansas in accord- 
ance with certain treaty stipulations—to the Committee on Indian Af- 











iAiTSs, 

By Mr. RAYNER: A bill (H.R. 11440) granting a pension to George | ter-General toadvertise for and purchase improved registered-mail lock 
D. D. Decker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. and keys therefor. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: A bill (H. R. 11441) for the relief of M. J. | The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Connecticut moves 
Edwards—to the Committee on War Claims. to reconsider the vote—— 


Mr. PLATT. I wish to enter a motion to reconsider until I can 
have an opportunity to examine the matter. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Connecticut mcves 


PETITIONS, ET 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, ; : ; ed “ey sta cs 
under the rule e 1 referred nai : | to reconsider the vote by which this bill passed the Senate. The bill 
ake ‘ at AA + « ia a ate S. | . ~ P > 43 o ; . 

Ry Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Petition of Mrs. Rachael R. McMullan | }@ving gone to the House of Representatives, the motion will be ac- 

y if, ° a ive IN: i S. ua a ve J A Man | ~ > . >> ° i a . 
| companied by a request to the House of Representatives to return the 


and of John McGuire, of Alabama, for reference of their claims to the | 
Court of Claim to the Committee on War Claims. i . : 
By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Petition of John Wilson, for relief Mr. PLATT. Very well. 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. ATTORNEYS’ FEES. 
By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of Henry Simmons, for relief—to the Com- The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
mittee on War Claims. | tion from the Department of Justice, inclosing a letter from the oflice 
By Mr. KENNEDY: Petition of William H. Tipton and 29 others, | of the First Comptroller of the Treasury, transmitting a list of accounts 


bill. 
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act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the construction, re- | 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
’ approved July 5, 1884; which was read twice | 
npanylpg papers, the Com 


and for othe se 


by its 


purpe 
with the 
mittee on Commerce. 
GEORGE (by uest) introduced a bill 3964) for the relief 
He which was read twice by its title, and, with 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

st) introduced a bill (S. 3565) for the relief of Allic 
itrix of W. W. Neeley, deceased; which was read 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the 


title, and act referred to 


eq a < 


i 
vil j 


of Caroline C. 
th 

He al 0 by requ 
V. Askew, administt 
Dy its tith 
tt C] 


accompany I 


‘ 
WwW 
wice 


i and, 
Comm -O ims 


I[ENDMENTS TO BILLS. 
VARI 
him to the | 


vmns 


ubmitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
H. R. 8990) to provide for the adjudication and | 
payment « arising from Indian depredations; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. CHANDLER, and Mr. PALMER submitted 
amendments intended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the gen- | 
eral deficiency appropriation bill; which were referred to the Commit- | 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


by 


ne 


i 


s PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to give notice that on Thursday morning | 
next, immediately at the conclusion of the morning busine [ shall | 
ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the resolution offered | 
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to refer the President's 
annual message to the Committee on Finance, for the purpose of en- 


ubmit some remarks thereon. 


abling me tos 


SHERMAN 


ATIONS WITH GREAT BRITAIN AND CANADA 


Mr. submitted the following resolution; which 


was | 
read 


j 
a 


4 » Committee on Foreign Relations be directed to inqu 
into and report a next session of Congress the state of the relations of the | 
United States with Great Britain and the Dominion of Canada, with such meas- | 
ures as are expedient to promote friendly commercial and political intercourse 
yuntries and the United States, and for that purpose have leave 


of Congress. 


Resolve Phat oo 


between these c« 
to sit during 


x tl 
Mr. SHERMAN. If it is the pleasure of the Senate to-morrow, when 
resolution will naturally come up for consideration, I propose to ad- 
s the Senate for a brief time uponit, and then will ask its reference | 
the Committee I ign Relations. 


on Fore 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table. 


e rece 


th 
dres 


to 


i 
t 


RE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Chair lays before the Senate, pursuant to the order of the Sen- 
ate on Friday last, the bill (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the powers and duties | 
of the Department of Agriculture and to create an Executive Depart- 
ment to be known as the Department of Agriculture, 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘Theo time to elapse till 1 o’clock, at which hour the | 
Senate has agreed by unanimous consent to take the vote upon the 
Chinese restriction bill, issoshort that I ask unanimous consent that this 
bill may go over now and be taken upimmediately after the final vote 
upon the Chinese bill. That will give some twenty minutes for the 
Calendar and prevent the interruption of the proceedings on the Agri- 
caltural Department bill, which would be, I think, unwise and un- 
necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. There having been some misunder- 
standing about the extent of these unanimous agreements hitherto, the 
Chair asks more definitely whether the request is that the bill shall be 
resumed after the vote on the motion to reconsider or after the Chinese | 
restriction bill shall be finally disposed of? 

Mr. PLUMB. After the bill is finally disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is so ordered, if there be no ob- 
jee tion. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
on indefinitely I shall move to take up the Agricultural Department 
bill, the Chinese bill to the contrary notwithstanding. Ishall not sub- 
mit to its going on for a week or two. 


PARTMENT OF AGRICULT 


Dt 





[ wish simply to say that if the Chinese bill is to go 


MESSAGE FROM THE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its | 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and 
joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 206) granting a pension to William H. Starr; 

A bill (H. R. 766) for the relief of H. L. Newman; 

A bill (H. R. 968) granting a pension to H. 8. Sayre: 

A bill (H. R. 2059) for the relief of S. E. Scarborough; 

A bill (H. R. 2061) granting an increase of pension to Francis De 
Freitas; 

A bill (H. R. 2557) for the relief of W. W. Welch; 

A bill (H. R. 3469) providing for the payment of $450 to pay W. § 
Brantley, executor of J. H. Brantley, for damages to property by United 
States troops in 1865; 

A bill (H. R. 3494) for the relief of John F. Alsup; 

A bill (H. R. 4554) for the relief of the heirs of Preston Beck, jr. ; 


HOUSE. 
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A bill (H. R. 5426) for the relief of St. Joseph Commercial College, 
of St. Joseph, Mo. ; 

A bill (H. R. 5740) granting a pension to Anson Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 6404) for the relief of Charles F. Swain, waster of the 
bark Philena; 

A bill (H. R. 5985) to increase the pensions of Mrs. Mary Ann Cross, 
Mrs. Minnie L. Gardener, and Mrs. Lillie May Pavy, to $30 per month; 


A bill (H. R. 7799) for the relief of the Albemarle and Chesapeake 


> 
te 


> 
- 


| Canal Company; 


7305) granting a pension to Aaron R. Gilkinson; 
for the relief of the estate of Benjamin IF. Rich- 


A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. 
ardson: 

A bill H. 
to hear and 


R. 8276 
8356) to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims 
termine the claim of David Ryan against the United 


R. 
de 


} etates; 


A bill 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H, 


of Samuel T. 


a 
R. 


Rt. 


> ~ 


469) for the relief of Michael Pigott; 

8613) granting a pension to Ann Bryan; 

8979) tor the relief of Mrs. Sallie H. Carrow, executrix 
Carrow, deceased ; 

\ bill (H.R. 9724) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, administrator of 
M. Hiatt, deceased, and for other purposes; 

\ bill (H. It. 10633) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read; 

A bill (H. R. 9310) granting a pension to Capt. William J. Duley; 

A bill (H. R. 9371) granting a pension to Betsy Williams, widow of 
William R. Williams, private Company C, Eighth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteers; ; 
bill (H. 1 
bill (H. 
bill (H. 
bill (H. 
bill (H. 
bill (H. 
bill (H. 
bill (H. 
bill (H. 
bill (H. 
bill (H. 


bill (H. 


. 9385) for the relief of Christian Kunzie; 
. 9663) granting a pension to Jesse Spencer; 
. 9784) granting a pension to Anna Boppell; 
. 10274) granting a pension to Joseph W. Filler; 
. 10433) for the relief of Leaman L. Bowers; 
. 10488) granting a pension to Myra Sinclair; 
. 10825) granting a pension to Mary Jane Jelly; 
. 10881) granting a pension to Nancy J. Cotner; 
10908) granting a pension to Mrs. Almira J. Towner; 
. 10911) granting a pension to Ira E. Baldwin; 
. 11317) granting a pension to Fredericka Liesegang; 
. 11332) granting a pension to Eliza 8. Glass; 
bill (H. R. 11362) for the relief of William R. Rodgers; and 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 223) declaring the meaning of a clause 
the river and harbor act of August 11, 1888. 
The message also announced that the House had elected Hon. SAMUEI 
S. Cox, a Representative from the State of New York, as Speaker p 


> PS PS PP ee Pp > > > > > 


in 


" 


I ro 


| tempore during the temporary absence of the Speaker. 


‘The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill (S. 124) granting a pension to Henry F. Kaiser; 

A bill (8S. 2713) granting a pension to Pierre Bottineau; 

A bill (S. 2938) granting a pension to James McDonald; 

A bill (S. 2951) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Morrison Elliott; 

A bill (S. 3130) granting a pension to Patrick Welch; and 

A bill (S. 3236) granting an increase of pension to George A. Wash- 
burn, late major Sixteenth Connecticut Volunteers. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills with amendments, in which it requested the concurrence ot 
the Senate: 

A bill (S. 2862) granting a pension to William M. Dean; 

A bill (8S. 1988) granting a pension to H. R. Blakiston; and 

A bill (S. 2356) to provide a pension for Mrs. Adeline Couzins. 

WILLIAM BROWN, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII isin 


» 
o 
» 
o 


)) 
» 
») 


| order, and the first bill will be stated by its title. 


The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 3193) directing the commissioners of 


| the District of Columbia to convey to William Brown a part of an alley 
| in square 120, in the city of Washington, on certain conditions 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move that the Senate proceed to the 


| consideration of the bill (H. R. 10907) granting a pension to Henry 


Mitchell Youngblood. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill whose title has just been 


| read being in order under Rule VIII, the Senator from Arkansas moves 


to proceed to the consideration—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is contrary to the understanding. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas that we had 
better proceed regularly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tmpore. The Chair can not entertain debate. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I will withdraw the request as Senators 
are unwilling that it shall be granted. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam not going to object to the consideration of the 
bill, but I think we had Setter go on with the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill moved by the Senator from 
Arkansas will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion of the bill? 


€ 
« 


> 


Ts there objection to the considera- 
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1588. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Ithink the order of business ought to 
served 


be proceeded with. 

















Mr. SHERMAN, Ido1 want to be understood as obj 
the pension bill, and I do not desire to displace it, but I simply o 
to its |} r taken Ip 
rl i (es Ay di t y the con ) i T Dis 
ium 1 to ¢ ve to Wil m Brown 0 ha l } 
In th city of W ishinet ym, on certall t1o was ( 
Committee of the Whol 
Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord 
be engrossed for a third reading, and it was read the third t 
Mr. GEORGE. I should like to have some explanation of t 
It proposes to grant lands to somebod 
EN] ) re. The Senator from We \ 
» reported the b present I 
rhe Secret read th por ibmitted by Mr. FAuv! 
I 
ul { m { e ¢ i Ms of Co i Tu oF T2222 
, ry ca sidered c ir in ‘ I 
co 3 of the District as « ssed e following 
tion 
OFFI rr ( ‘ NERS. DISTI oO ( uM 
i n, July 
SLE Re ring to Senate bill 3193, ‘ directing the commissioners of t is 
t ( bia to convey to William Brown a part of an alley i 
he city Washington, on certain conditions,’ submitted to the « mis- 
s ers at y r instance for t r views, the commissioners are of o] t 
the enactment of this bill w conduce to both public and private conv 
and recommend favorable ac : upon 
‘Very respectfu 
WwW. B Vi 
P eT Com 
Hr Toun J. INGALLS s 
Chair n ¢ nille D j m , Un is S 
1 





HARBOR OF FAIRPORT, OHIO. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 1107) to regulat 
ubdivision of land within the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PAYNE. J ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
oint resolution received from the House of Representatives just 
in reference to the meaning of a clause in the river and harbor bi 

The PRESIDENT Pp te mpore. The Chair has been advisé d that ob 
jection was to be made to the consideration of anything except t 
alendar under Rule VIIT. The Chair does not feel at lhberty to « 
ter ain the request after the agreement which has been made. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam sure there will be no objection to this joint r 
olution. It passed the House of Representatives on Friday. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII 





ing in order, the Senator from Ohio asks that it be laid aside for th 
consideration of a joint resolution from the House of Representat 
which will be read the first time by its title. 


[The Cuter CLERK. A joint resolution (H. Res. 223) declaring tl! 


ieaning of a clause in the river and harbor act of August 11, 1888. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read t] 
» at length. 


second time 
The Chief Clerk read as follow 









ytheS ute and House of Representatives, ¢ , Thatthe phras 


ter mark” in the river and harbor bil 
ing to Fairport Har! , 


» represented on map in the report of Chief of Engineers of 138 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This joint resolution ha 








Ono, 15 Int 





iust received from the House of Representatives, and ret referred 
committee, the Senator from Ohio i|Mr. PAYNI | asks unanimou 

sent that the reference may be waived, and that the joint resol 
may now be considered without a reference. Is there objection? 


Chere bein 


‘he joint resolution was reported to th Senate without amendment 


g no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the W] 
eeded to consider the joint resolution. 
| 
I 

ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY. 
The next business on the Calendar was the resolution submitted 


Mr. CuLLOoM July 25, 1888, directing the Committee on Interstate C« 


of the Minneapolis, Sault Ste. Marie and Atlantic Railway Comp 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the resolution ? 
Mr. PALMER. 
that the resolution go over 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be n 
objection. 


What disposition shall be made 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter « 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting three claims allowed by tl 
Fourth Auditorand Second Comptroller, amounting to $4,445.81, inad 
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merce to inquire into the ownership by the Canadian Pacific Railway 


sy. 


The Senator from Illinois not being present I move 


vertently omitted from the list of claims forwarded to Congress on the 
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reac. Iti t l 1 of the convention r tly 
hel it ¢ 1 
" ( 
( a. ¢ Sent » 10 
Dd Pu \ ) m passed by the State convention of 
yx : } y outh Car na at imbia, 8S. C., on Septembe: ° 
iit oura llowing resolution a t 4 l 
I D>, Fs in { 1, and adopted said convention: 

Resolved, That the Democratic party of South Carolina approves of the r - 
lution offered y Rep entative Hooker, of Mississippi, in the Congr soft 
Ur 1 St 4 he Presid to remit the duties on foreign | r 
Us i ba t dit s upon ¢ rreas the prompt passage ofthe reso- 
jut 1,and tl 4 Cor of this resolution be tran itted by the secretary tot 
Senator il ‘ i 1 South ( phir 

P | T on , 
1.T. ROPE! 
WM. L. STOKES 
j ror ' 
Wash ( 

Mr. BUTLER. I 1 not sure but that a bill on that subject has 
been introduced. 

Mr. HARRIS. There was one introduced in the Senate, 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that this resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance 

i} i agrec l LO 


1ISSOURI JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, 


Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary to 
report back favorably with an amendment the bill (S. 3539) to amend 
**An act to detach the county of Audrain, in the State of Missouri, 
from the eastern and attach it to the western judicial district of said 
State.’ 

In regard to this bill, I would ask the Senate to take it up and pass 
it. It is entirely a local matter, and originates out of a mistake made 
in a bill which passed the House of Representatives and the Senate de- 


taching the county of Audrain in my State from the eastern district of 


Missouri and attaching it to the western district. The bill, by an in- 
advertence, overlooked the fact that these districts are subdivided. 
There are six judicial divisions in the State of Missouri, two in the east- 
ern and four in the western district, and this bill ought to have pro- 
vided that Audrain County should have been taken from the ‘northern 
division of the eastern and attached to the central division of the west- 
ern district. Instead of that, by an oversight the bill simply provided 
for taking the county from the eastern to the western district. The 
term of court is approaching and the judge is anxious, together with the 
bar, to have this mistake corrected, as the county now belongs to nei- 
ther division. I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with an 
amendment, in section 2, line 2, before the word ‘‘ courts,’’ to strike 
out ‘' Federal,’’ and after the word ‘‘courts,’’ in the same line, to in- 
sert the words ‘‘ of the United States;’’ so as to read: 


Se, 2. That all civil and criminal causes or proceedings pending in the courts 
of the United States for the northern division of the eastern district of Missouri 
which originated in said county of Audrain shall remain within the jurisdiction 


of said courts for that division until finally disposed of, and all offenses com- 
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Mr. CHACE (when his name was called I am paired with the 
tor from Georgia | Mr. CoLqurrr]. If he were here, I should vote 
nay.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 

tor from Indiana [M 1 If he were present, I would vote 
‘ I Lv ; 

Mr. FAULK [am paired with 
the Senator fi 

Mr. HARR lave a general pair 
with tl I will ask if the 
Senator n Int with any one? [A 
pause.|] I willf » the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. V hat he is paired with 
any one, I shal _ 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired with the 

nator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘* yea,”’ 

Mr. REAGAN (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER]. If he were here, I should 


vote ‘‘ yea.’ 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAuLsBuURY]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘nay,’’ and I understand he would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson], but the pair is transferred to 
my colleague [Mr. BowEN]. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam paired with the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. 
SAULSBURY]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER] has 
just announced a pair with the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well, then. 

Mr. SPOONER. I announced my pair with the Senator from Dela- 
ware. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ifthe Senator has any arrangement for a pair with 
the Senator from Delaware, I will vote. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam generally paired with the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. WALTHALL], but the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuaH] 
just came to me with a statement that he desired me to pair with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAuLSBURY ]. 

Mr. PUGH. I had just received a telegram from the Senator from 
Delaware asking me to pair him. Iwas not aware that the Senator 
from Delaware had any pair. 

Mr. FARWELL. My colleague [Mr. CULLOM] is absent, and the 
pair may be transferred to him. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well, I will transfer my pair to the Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa desire 


| to be recorded ? 


Mr. ALLISON. I do, as I understand the Senator from Wisconsin 


| has paired the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY ] with the Sen- 


se 


ator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM]. I will therefore vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. SPOONER. Iunderstand, then, that theSenator from Delaware 
is paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] and that Iam 
at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I desire to announce the pair of my colleague 
[Mr. Beck] with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isimply desire to inquire if any pair has been an- 


| nounced with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES] except the 


mitted in said county against the laws of the United States before the passage | 
of this act shall also be cognizable in the United States courts for the northern 
division of said eastern district until final disposition of the same 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate ymended, and the amendment 


was concurred in. 
‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed 
CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


The PRESIDENT prei wore. The hour of 1 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the bill (H. R. 11336) a sup- 
plement to an act entitled *‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations 
relating to Chinese,’’ approved the 6th day of May, 1882. Will the 





Senate reconsider the vote by which this bill was passed? The yeas 
and nays having been ordered, Senators in the affirmative will answer 


‘‘vea’’ as their names are called, and those in the negative will an- | 


swer ‘‘nay.’’ The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when the name of Mr. ALDRICH was called). My col- 
eague [Mr. ALDR1 uw] is paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
r. MCPHERSON]. If my colleague were here, he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
Ir. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
itor from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] on this question. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn]. By arrangement with his colleague 
[Mr. TELLER] the pair is transferred and I am allowed to vote. I vote 


transfer that I made? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. No announcement has been made. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I shall let my vote stand. 

Mr. MANDERSON. My colleague [Mr. PAppocK] is paired gen- 
erally with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If my col- 
league were here, he would vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLODGETT] was 
paired with my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER]. If the Senator from New 
Jersey were present, he would have voted the same way. He would 
have voted ‘‘nay.’’ Iought to say, perhaps, that last week in pair- 
ing my colleague with the Senator from New Jersey I did so by 
authority. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 21; as follows: 








YEAS—20. 
| Bate, Cockrell, Hampton, Pasco, 
| Blackburn, Edmunds, Ha : Pugh, 


j 
| 


| Call, Gorman, 


| 


j 


Blair, Evarts, Hoar, Sherman, 
Jones of Arkansas, Wilson of Iowa, 


George, 
Morgan, Wilson of Md, 


Brown, 


NAYS—21. 


Allison, Frye, Payne, Teller, 
Berry, Hearst. Platt, Vest, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Plumb, Walthall. 
Coke Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 

Dolph Manderson, Stewart, 


Farwell, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
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thing in the correspondence which showed that it had been renewed 
after hi and I in error to that extent. I was not, how- 
ever, in error in contradicting the statement made on the other side of 


was 


tur 
revuryp, 


the Chamber that the treaty was not negotiated before the Senate 
committee acted or before the resolution was adopted. As I stated 


before, the treaty had not been negotiated. Although there had been 
correspondence concerning it, nothing had been agreed upon, and the 
probability of su negotiation was talked over i 


in 
with the provision for the payment of the indemnity to Chinese sub- 
jects. 


cesstul 


ENROLLED BILLS iINED, 

A message the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 1216) for the investigation of the mining-débris ques- 
tion in the State of California; 

A bill (H. R. 10679) to grant the right of way through the military 
reservation at Fort Morgan to the Birmingham, Mobile and Navy Cove 
Harbor Railway Company, and for other purposes; 

\ bill (H. R, 8752) providing for the establishment of an additional 
life-saving station on Nantucket Island, Massachusetts; 

A bill (H. R. 5059) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at the city of Watertown, in the State of New York; 

A bill (H. R. 925) for the relief of Mathew W. Berryman; 

A bill (H. R. 2996) to confirm the title of the heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives of Henry Volcker, deceased, to a certain tract of land in the 
‘Territory of New Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 1604) to change the time of the sessions of the circuit 
and district courts for the western division of the western district of 
Missouri; and 

\ bill (H. R. 8665) to create boards of arbitration for settling contro- 
versies and differences between railroad corporations and other common 
carriers engaged in interstate and Territorial transportation of property 
or passengers and their employés. 

DETAILS OF ARMY OFFICERS TO EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS. 

Mr. MANDERSON. LI ask the Chair to lay before the Senate Sen- 
ate bill 186 as amended by the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair) laid before the 
Senate the following message from the House of Representatives: 

Resolved, That the bill from the Senate (S, 186) entitled ‘‘to amend section 
3225 of the Revised Statutes, concerning details of officers of the Army and Navy 
to educational institutions,’ etc., do pass with the following amendments : 

Page 1, line 6, after the word “ established,’ insert ‘* military institute, sem- 
inary, or academy.” 

Page 1, line 8, after the word “ Army,” insert the words ‘‘or Navy.’ 

Page 1, line 9, strike out the word “ president.” 

lage 1, line 20, strike out all after the word ** population,’ 
to and including the word ‘‘ president,”’ in line 22. 

Page 2, line 3, add, after the word ‘‘ required,’ the following: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to prevent the de- 
tail of officers of the Engineer Corps of tne Navy as professors in scientific schools 
or colleges as now provided by act of Congress approved February 26, 1879, en- 
titled ‘‘An act to promote a knowledge of steam engineering and iron-ship build- 
ing among the students of scientific schools or colleges in the United States ;”’ 
and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to issue ordnance and ordnance 
stores belonging to the Government on the terms and conditions hereinbefore 
provided toany college or university at which a retired officer of the Army may 
be assigned as provided by section 1260 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Agricultural Department bill is 
before the Senate asin Committee of the Whole. The pending amend- 
ment will be read. 

The SecreTaARY. The Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
recommend that section 5 of the bill be stricken out, as follows: 

Src, 5. That the Weather Service of the United States Signal Service Bureau 
ts hereby transferred to the Department of Agriculture, to take effect July 1, 
1888, and shall consist of one chief and such subordinate officers and employés 
as may be necessary to efficiently manage said bureau. Until otherwise pro- 
vided by law, the present organization of the subordinate force of said bureau, 
including the second lieutenants now in service, shall continue as at present: 
Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed as altering or affecting in 
any way the present status in the Army of the commissioned officers of the Sig- 
nal Corps. The chief of said bureau shall receive an annual compensation of 
$4,500, and be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate: Provided, That the Chief Signal Officer of the Army, in addition 
to his strictly military duties, may be assigned to the charge of the Weather 
Bureau until a chief shall be appointed by the President and confirmed by the 
Senate; and the compensation now paid to the employés and enlisted men of 
said service shall continue as now; and the moneys appropriated for said serv- 
ice and hereafter appropriated shall be disbursed under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Department of Agriculture. 

‘The Secretary of War is authorized and directed, within thirty days after the 
passage of this act, to appoint a board of three Army officers, of which the Chief 
Signal Officer shall be a member. The duty of said board shall be to make an 
inventory of all property now in the controland possession of the Signal Service 
Bureau, and shall separate and turn over to the Depurtment of Agriculture such 
portions of the property as the said board may determine to be suitable for the 
work of the Signal Service Weather Bureau. The remainder of the property 
shall remain in the control ef the-Secretary of War. 

Mr. BUTLER. In connection with this amendment I beg to sub- 

-wnit some extracts from a letter which I received awhile ago from the 
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in said line, down 
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president of a State agricultural college, a gentleman of high scientific 
attainments, whose opinion is entitled to very great weight. He says: 
SEPTEMBER 15, 1888. 

Dear Sir: By to-day’s CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp I have been much pleased to 
see your approbation of the transfer of the Weather Bureau to the proposed en- 
larged Department of Agriculture. Permit me to express the hope that your 
efforts to secure the rejection by the Senate of the pending amendment of the 
House bill will be vigorously renewed on Monday, 

There seems to be very general agreement that the Weather service, by itself, 
divorced from the technical signal service of the Army, is more closely related 


| to agriculture than to any other industry or interest; that the proper logical 
| place 


tor its administration is under the Department of Agriculture; that being 
a purely civil service its organization and administration in military form 
throughout is an anomaly—and that even as it exists (as claimed by the Chief 
Signal Officer himself) the service sadly needs reorganization, 

‘The main difference of opinion is, therefore, as to the expediency of entering 
upon @ reorganization at this time and in connection with the proposed rational 
transfer. I know that lam not alone among those outside official circles and 
legislative halls, who have given this subject much attention from a combined 
agricultural and scientific aspect, in believing thata better time and more favor- 
able circumstances for effecting this desirable change, easily, efficiently, and 
economically are never likely to exist. 

Seeing your interestin the subject, and the general concurrence of your views 
and ours, I venture to send some of the reasons occurring to us. 

lirst. If new law is desirable to “‘enlarge’’ the Department of Agriculture, is 
it not well to increase in some other way than by substituting, at almost treble 
cost, a Secretary and an Assistant Secretary to perform the duties already well 
executed by a single Commissioner? 

Second. The House bill amply provides for bridging over the transitory period 
without a break in the service. The agricultural colleges and the newly formed 
or forming experiment stations, constitute a cadre organization upon which the 
new system can be soon developed and perfected at a very moderate cost. My 
own belief is that within a year, practical utility could be increased and the total 
cost actually decreased. The service thus transplanted would be ina congenial 
atmosphere, andin the hands of efficient men earnestly interested in its success, 
At every State college or university with an agricultural experiment station 
attached (and such an institution exists in almost every State) the need is already 
felt of a complete meteorological record, including observations of the physics 
of the soil as wellas of the atmosphere, asan essential part ofthe work. Several 
of these institutions have thought it necessary to establish weather bureaus of 
their own, local or covering theirStates. The efficient State weather service in 
Alabama is organized at and managed by an officer of the State Agricultural 
College. The same is true of Ohio, and applies in a measure to Tennessee and 
Wisconsin. The United States Signal Service depends largely upon these State 
organizations and officers for its localinformation. OtherStatesare atthistime 
arranging for similar service. The Massachusetts experiment station at its ag- 
ricultural college has just procured a meteorological equipment, equaled in 
this country only by those at the Government oflice in Washington, and at Cen- 
tral Park, New York. Only last Wednesday the Associated Press dispatches 
published the details of arrangements just perfected at Cornell University fora 
State weather service and the issue of daily bulletins with predictions or proba- 
bilities. (See New York Times, September 12.) 

It is absurd for the Chief Signal Officer of the Army to express a fear, as he 
did before the Senate committee, that the work would fall into incompetent 
hands if this transfer were made. In almost every State men of scientific at- 
tainments, wei! trained for just such service, are now on duty, and could at once 
assume the direction of this meteorological work. They are fully the peers of 
those who now have the service in charge, and far exceed the latter in number. 
As stated, a good many of them are already the local representatives and agents 
of the present bureau, The local observers, scattered over the country and do- 
ing only civil duty, would be but too glad to escape the unpleasant status and 
disadvantages of being ‘‘ enlisted men’’ and transfer their services to the control 
of these State officials, or a civil chief, at the Agricultural Department. There 
isa man at your own State University at Columbia, now engaged in work of 
like naturé, who has already demonstrated his right to be classed as a meteor- 
ologist equal in ability to any in the Signal Service. Another could be named, 
in Indiana, whose experience and capability fit him to assume at any moment 
all the duties of the Chief of the Army Signal Corps that is or the Weather Bu- 
reau of the new Department of Agricuture that is hoped for without detriment 
to the service. 

Third, (Personal.) It can not be doubted by candid observers that if the 
Weather Service alone were transferred to the Agricultural Department, and 
with a new civil chief, leaving the present Chief Signal Officer to his mililary 
service proper, there would be a great public gain. 

SENATOR BUTLER, 

Of South Carolina, 


Mr. PALMER. I ask the Senator from South Carolina if he will 
give the name of the person who wrote the letter. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have not given the name. The writer requests 
that for the present his name be notgiven. Itis a private letter to me, 
but I will state for the information of the Senate that the writer is one 
of the most distinguished scientific agriculturists of this country, and is 
at present president of a State agricultural college. He is well known 
to the Senator from Massachusetts, and in fact to almost all the scien- 
tificagriculturistsof thecountry. Forsome reason he begs that I will not 
give hisname. Iam quite willing to vouch for him in every particu- 
jar. Ihave simply added that, as he expresses it, as a contribution to 
the consideration of this bill. 

I am not inclined personally to insist upon this amendment of the 
Senate committee being agreed to. The bill will have to go back to the 
House anyhow. Iam very clear, however, that this weather service 
of the Signal Bureau ought to be transferred to the Agricultural De- 
partment, and, for myself, itappears to me that this is about the most 
proper time to do it, and, as this gentleman suggests, it will not pro- 
duce any friction or inconvenience at all. Therefore if I were to con- 
sult my own feelings and wishes about the matter I should vote against 
the amendment of the Senate committee. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, as I said on Friday that I was not 





assured in my own mind that I should not at some future time be in 
favor of this transfer, but what I deprecated was hasty legislation on 
this most important matter, both for the sake of the Signal Service 
and the Agricultural Department, and I think if there was any proot 
necessary to be adduced that we are acting unintelligibly in veting 
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for the transfer of this bureau, it would be fi Sena s y 
from South Carolina and myself this morni nts a : oon hea ed 
from a letter from a distinguished gentleman, and I claim the co : ‘ , i : 
eration of the Senate while I read one from ws t this . . 
‘ 4 
pa icity ol 14eas ind argument inthe S nate upo ly . . . 
question. shes rent ly 
s ar, Orrice, War D1 RTM I i Q ‘ 
i hington Cit Se} ’ 5 . = / 
In answer to your ve il inquiry relative to section 5 of the bill w 
creates an executive department to be known as the Departmentof Agricultu ! s 
I have the honor to state that the bill transfers, in block, the entire Sig S : : , , 
for >the new department, and the proposed legislation is crude and s v3 S$; and it will be 
unmistakable evidence of has without full consideration of the effect which < With it, and thus 
must attend the passage of this bill S 3 3 ‘ 
would respectfully invite your s ntion to the f bure 4 ‘ 
named in section 5 of the bill is not known to law If the meteoro! cal w t u s \ 
ofthe Signal Corps is intended, the intent of the law should be made « t 
adding after the word “‘service,”’ in li l, the word i un L “ 1 
joint resolution approved February 9, .” Ifthes t if there ) vi \ 8 
and transter the varied duties of the Signal Corps ent ? I 1 be 1 ‘ ‘ 
Agriculture, it should specifi lly so provide, but it should be brought tot A eare I ny 
notice of the Senate thatthe o e of the Chief Signa! Officer of the Army ex Lj) t S ul Ser ‘ the ‘ ‘ 1 receives § A 
for ma ars prior tothe Weather Bureau inta t M 
sponsible duties, which -of a strictly milits s hardly tho 3 t i . I 
that Congress intends to impose upon the A nent the ‘ ; 
alous charge of supervising Army signal duty 1 I x u} v ! 
volves on the Chief Signal Officer, I priety of taking this s : aud es ory ‘N ? . ‘ . 

It should also be noted that there is signal property to the value of ) igement of one who Is sf} ally reat l« ‘ i - 
in the Army proper, which, entirely disconnected from the Weather Burea ~ > and, if necessa to f i y fea of t \ 
by law and regulations under the control of the Chief Signal Officer, and t of S or assistant 
section leaves him without a man to care forit. Attention is farther invited i I ~ 
the fact that there is in existence nearly 2,300 miles of n iry telegraph s I s t \ 
which unite military posts on the frontier, and which are entirely disconnected ‘ ‘ 
from the Weather Service. The proposed bill leaves these linesand all: tary pr e 
signal duty unprovided for, and it will be necessary for the Secretary of War to rl ed ce 1s va s tw i 
ask for an additional appropriation of $50,000 for the maintenance of these lin« e al pa the ¢ if I ‘ 
on acivil basis, since the men now operating them are to be transferred ul ‘ t 

» War Department by this bill 3 ace I \ 

**T would ask your careful attention to the provisions of section 5, which tr ; rat ‘ 3. Vv ! <: 
fers this bureau in its present shape to the Agricultural Depar N wil re | new and ‘ 
correcting any of the abuses or inefficiencies which may exist.’ It is prov mi! i scharge the ent i 
that the organization is to remain as at present until otherwise provided by! yuld be in i faith on t ur e! 
If the service is to be transferred, the law transferring itshould state c.earls ng under nlis five y 3 
specifically what its organization shall be. ¢ ; tt ve 3 i la 

The bill provides for the transfer of the entire service toa new departm« vard to the benefits resulting from the | ege they! f i 
with provision that the pay of employés shall remain unchanged. The pres the retired-list after f ty years of ser 
pay is based on time of service and increases with each year of servic t While the SIENA! SCFvice continues Istice 
pends upon the station at which service may be rendered; and, in fact saged in it should be retained during the continuance of the « 
conditions are so varied that there are actually one hundred and twenty diff tract, and any change from a 1 tary Jurisa 
ent rates of pay for the employés of this service. Are these rates to be fixed | by gradual discharge of the present fo iS time of sex ex i 
according to War Department rules and regulations? Are they to continu s | den change would not only work in tice tot! er it 
under the present organization? it willbe seen that this proposed transf s | efliciency of the service. The current Cort ireau we t 
not been fully considered in detail, and that dangerous precedents and the service would be deprived of its x] ‘ ‘ s 
plications must result if the bill becomes a law. ure t included t provis Ss of 

Is the Senate prepared to establish a pension-list for civilian employés, a 3 | returned to the ents and s 
it prepared to furnish medical attendance to such employés? veather forecasts could not b 

Which is the case now in the Signal Service. sional Officer res ae Se 4 

These are privileges which are now secured to the enlisted force of the Sig ) y can afford to be thout tl 1 t pproved 
Service, and which under the provisions of this bill may be considered a part | signaling 
of their present pay and allowance. it is onls ced it not sfer ‘ : La 

It is stated in the report of the committee that the Sig Service may be greatiy ets inefficient, personnel be ¢ ted t thata de E 
extended and that it may be the means of saving millions of dollars’ worth of | civilort tary, be provided f Crude 1 lig i pro ~ 
property. The Signal Service is at present accomplishing what is proposed enera ' ‘ eff 
the committee, and there isnodemand from the people for itstransfer. A year’s ts ‘ ght sick - 
experience with the Signal Service under its present able management sh ttio: 
that no char re is necessary. There is commendation of thisservice from every i m 1 - : , 
section of the country. It is performing excellent work, givingits specia i ‘ " 5 ) I ‘ 
tins to those interested in agricultur For the first time in the history y sed pro \ ‘ I 
or any othercountry can those interested in farm products receive att clos voked ley thie ery ‘ ‘ per 
of each week reliable statements of the weather conditions and the prob ikine t working ind su cting itto part nflues { 
effect of same on the growing crops. This new feature of Signal Sery service is no n-} - Ithe best 3 ) t 
is of recent origin and its benefits are acknowledged throughout th yunt s i be ] < ‘ vavs i 

It is proposed to try the experiment of placing this valuable servic« stment i the standard of the Sig ‘ 4 t t 
hands, chiefly for the purpose of organizing a new department. The Sig iv other branch of the At 
Service is now under the management of one who is thoroughly fami Durin past ve ies | 
it, both generally and in deta one who fully understands its capabilities Mv iS a} irat 4 
preciates its importance to the varied interests of the country, and who hast sted and sent at é 1 st nt str 
knowledge, experience, and determination necessary to make it of more 1 vs that during th i ve 
to the people. By extended travel as a subordinate, the present ¢ ef . ere ; “ t 
Officer has become familiar with the needs of every section of the country Lit ; . ae 
by years of study he has become expert inthe vital work of the service, na t 
the preparation of weather indications, cold-wave, frost, and storm warnings ' : ; tie 
His skill as a signal officer has enabled him to devise a cipher system by mea ; ) mad ‘ 
of which the weather telegrams are sent at a saving of many thousands of d \ D irt nt ' 
lars yearly. mt res nent I 

While extending the service for the benefit of the farmer, he has been abkk tl} 1 ¢ , t ‘ ‘ 
reduce the annual expenses $100,000, and has made recommendations which ~ 
adopted by Congress, will still further reduce the annual expenses $112,000, w Very ' " 
out impairing the efficiency of the service. He has reorganized the office fo ' Faw "E ( : 
and so arranged the ineteorological records as to enable the service to furnis ry ' bas fi 
data for climatic study without delay. Under the old system hundreds; ; ‘ <a > . 
umes and thousands of forms were so badly arranged and so deficient], Mr. Pre ient, as i L be the } t ™ 
dexed as to render it a matter of great difliculty, and practically an impos South Carolina and mvself have to t i ts proa } 
ity, to obtain any consecutive data pertaining to the voluntary stations of t . » thar v lett f 1 ¢ i 
country. By improved methods the Chief Signal Officer was enabled to receive them by | ‘ sfOUL ‘ ae 
pare and furnish promptly, in compliance with resolutions of the United Stat shows—— 

Senate,a most exhaustive paper treating of rainfall in the States and Territories Mr. HARRIS. Who the writ t lett t tted by 
west of the Mississippi River, which will prove of special value to the agricult 4 > 
urists of those sections lator 

Notwithstanding ail this experience, which is so necessary and valua i PALMER. I suppose | m ! i 
the management of a technical service, it is proposed to take it from the mos no object in doing so I p ime | » oblectio ) 
thoroughly qualified man in the country for the work and place it in untried nee 4¢ kenawt | H ii ( ) t eC} ~ () 
hands. Although the bill provides for the present Chief Signal Officer having | '@5 vknown. iJ¢u , ; Sean as 
charge, as director, of the Weather Bureau, temporarily, I am confident that h¢ wrote this letter to the Senator from M issippi Mr. Gt the 
would decline such directorship should the service be transferred without a re- | 7 iest of the Senator from Missis ) rr. ante t 
organization which would provide for the continued service of those assistants ‘A ‘ } ' , 4 
who have proved most efficient, while at the same time freeing the servic« \s I said before, I think we are about to take a very g 

S nY ‘ . : 
those who are incompetent. out due consideration. it was so regarded Com yg 
By the provisions of section 5 the Signal ¢ orps is stripped of its entire for culture. We felt thata though we sn Id 10 


and military signaling wholly neglected. In the org 
Army it was the intention of Congress to have in it : 
service. so that it might be possible to organize 


anizati f the regular , : ' ’ , 
lake contin ae the | ™* nt of Agriculture we should not tam it tag 


| the Signal Service. To me it appears part ipon 











an army complete in all its de- 
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the coast and upon the waters of the Great Lakes the Signal Service 
now has attained a reputation that gives confidence to the mariner and 
is the protector of millions of property and the lives of thousands of 
men. On the shores of the Great Lakes there are over two hundred 
signal stations. No sailor ever thinks of coming into or going out of 
port without looking at those signals. 

I think that to transfer this whole service in block to the Agricult- 
ural Department would at this time be very perilous, and I think 
that if it is going to be transferred it should be transferred on the joint | 
reports, and favorable reports, of the Committees on Agriculture and 
on Milit: iry Affairs. If the Committee on Agriculture had supposed 
that there would be any effort to have the fifth section restored they 
would have consulted the Committee on Military Affairs, or they 
would have reported the bill and asked for its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. Nothing of that kind has been done 
Whatever may be the ultimate legislation in regard to this transfer, 
no decisive step, in my opinion, should be taken now. 

Mr. VEST. DoI understand the Senator to state that both commit- 
tees he named reporte d in favor of the proposed transfer ? 

Mr. PALMER. sir. I say if the Committee on Agriculture 
had been in favor of this transfer it would have felt bound to have con- 
sulted the Committee on Military Affairs; but the committee being 
nearly unanimous against it, we supposed that there would be no ef- 
fort on the part of the Senate to transfer it. 

I think that if the Senator from Kansas really appreciated the Sig- 
nal Service, as far as it relates to life and property upon the water, he 
would be as cautious as any of us in transferring it, without the ut- 
most care in making all the provisions essential to its success. This 
proposed transfer in block appears to me as a very crude piece of leg- 
islation, and I hope the Senate will concur in the amendment of the 
committee to strike out section 5. 

Mr. VEST. Iam willing to make a frank confession that I intended 
to look into this matter, but I have been so busy that I have not been 
able todo so. Ishould like the Senator to state what is the exact con- 
dition of the question now. 


No, 


Mr. PALMER. Has the Senator the bill? 
Mr. VEST. No. I glanced atthe bill and somebody took it off 
my desk. The Senator can state in a very few words what is the 


status of the matter at present. 

Mr. PALMER. The Department of Agriculture is created by the 
first four sections of the bill, and section 5 transfers the weather service 
of the Signa) Service Burean, as it is called, in block to the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senate committee moved to strike that out. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senate committee have stricken that out and 
reported against it. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, unless the agricultural interests of the 
country are to be committed to the War Department generally, there 
can be no possible reason for the service of the Weather Bureau being 
placed under military control. The propositions and suggestions which 
the Senator from Michigan has read relating to the military signal serv- 
ice have no kind of relation to the weather service of this bureau, which 
does not concern military operations in any respect. Theonly advan- 
tage of it is that it confines the appointment of the Chief of the Signal 
Service to the Army. That is the whole of that argument and propo- 
fition. 

It may be that a military government is the best kind of a govern- 
ment. It is perhaps true that the Secretary of War would make the 


best administrator of the agricultural and the Secretary of the Navy of 


the commercial interests of the country; but these are novel propositions 
to make here. It really seems to me that the suggestions upon which 
this retention of the Weather Bureau, designed to give information in 
agriculture and in commerce, under the control of the Army, the mili- 
tary department, with which it can have no possible connection, are 
not entirely worthy of this body. 

This service can properly rest nowhere else but in the civjl depart - 
ment of the Government. You have no need of enlisted men to give 
information in regard to the weather, to operate telegraphs which are 
connected with commercial interests alone. 

There can be no additional strength given to these ideas by the report 
of either one or twocommittees. They are fixed principles in this Gov- 
ernment that the military are to be confined to military matters, to 
matters of war, and the peace establishment is to be confined to the com- 
mercial and agricultural and industrial interests of the country. 

I can see no possible difficulty in making the proposed transfer. If 
the War Department desire a military signal service they should cer- 
tainly have it. If they require preparation in time of peace for the 
efficiency of this service in war, it is easy enough for the Committee 
on Military Affairs to recommend it, and certainly Congress should 
make provision for it. 

Lut this service as it is now established is purely a civil service. It 
has no relation to the signal service in time of war. It makes no prep- 
aration for that work. The great mass of its duties are confined to 
giving information of sudden changes of temperature, to ships engaged 
in commerce, and to the farmers, the fruit-growers, and the gardeners 
more particularly of the country. 
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joint resolution which first established the sc 
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. DAWES. Mr. President, the Senator from Florid: 

re inila us that this bureau has ‘nothing military in its 

is entirely in the service of the agric ultural interest 
Mr. CALL. Commercial and agricultural. 






s of the country. 


Mr. DAWES. To some extent that remark is true. There is noth- 
1g connected with this Government which I take more interestin than 
the signal Service Bureau. The history = it will show the nator 
from Florida how it happens to be « cted with the Army. If I 


may use the remark, I was in at the first. It was on my motion that 
it first had a dollar of appropriation, and it begun with a little appro- 
priation of $15,000 put in an appropriation bill in the House of Repre- 
sentatives of which I had charge, and on my motion. 

It came about because there was an Army officer connected with the 
Signal Service of the Army located on the lakes at Milwaukee or near 
there yho had made this subject a study and who had an idea that he 
could utilize it for the benefit of commerce on the lakes. For tlrat, and 
with that idea alone, with no idea that it ever could be utilized for the 
f: ar ming interests of the country, a friend of his came to those who had 
charge ‘of that bill and suggested that his investigations, voluntary as 
they were, could be enlarged and improved by a little appropriation. 
We asked him how much, and he said that if he could have only $15,- 
000 it would be enough to try this experiment. He said this man had 
of his own accord done very much for the benefit of commerce on the 
lakes by indicating what the weather was to be, and vessels cleared 
from harbors or sought refuge in harbors according to the indications 
which he gave. Out of that grew this great service from year to year. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator will allow me, I desire to read the 
‘rvice, which confirms ex- 
actly what he says. 

Mr. DAWES. It grew from little-— 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to read the joint resolu- 
tion. It will confirm what he says. 

Mr. DAWES. I will. 

fr. GEORGE. February 9, 1870, the following joint resolution was 
passed: 

‘That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized and required to 
provide for taking meteorological observations at ‘the military stations in the 
interior of the continent, and at other points in the States and Territories of the 


United States, and for giving notice on the northern lakes and on the seacoast, 
by magnetic telegraph and marine signals, of the approach and force of storms. 


Mr. DAWES. It was before the passage of that joint resolution that 
the appropriation to which I referred was made. ‘The joint,resolution 
grew out of the success of that appropriation precisely as was the case 
with the Fish Commission. The law establishing the Fish Commis- 
sion which exists to-day on the statute-book grew the next year out of 
an appropriation of $5,000 introduced into a similar appropriation bill. 

I was going to remark that the Signal Service developed from these 
small beginnings and reached out not only for the benefit of commerce, 
but ofagriculture, and very many business relations have availed them- 
selves of it which were not thought of originally. 

It has come tobe true that it is of immense advantage to agriculture, 
and perhaps of more advantage to the agricultural interests of the 
country than to any other. It is of immense advantage to them, and 
no man having the interest of this bureau at heart desires anything but 
to push it as far as it can be pushed in that direction. 

So far as the creation of this Department of Agriculture, making it 
a Cabinet position, is concerned, those who desire the best development 
of this bureau desire also the passage of this measure. It may be true 
(I am coming more and more every year to think it is true) that ulti- 
mately this bureau will be more largely devoted to the interests of ag- 
riculture than to the interests of commerce, where it began. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is the fact now. It is more beneficial to agri- 
culture than it is to commerce. 

Mr. DAWES. There is no doubt about that. The gentleman from 
whose investigations it began and who had charge of it in connection 
with the Signal Bureau in its early years, it has always seemed to me, 
had the most scientific knowledge in reference to it of anybody ever 
connected with it. At any rate it never would have been a success 
had it not been for the clear head and scientific research and ability to 
group together and make a language out of the facts gathered together 
in that bureau like Albert J. Myer. All others followed after him, and 
some of them, I am free to say, a good ways after him. 

But it has come to be a bureau of which this Government ought to 
be proud, which it ought to cherish. It may be that sooner or later it 
ought to be with the Agricultural Department, as it is proposed to estab- 
lish it by this bill; but I for one am not ready now and in this way to 
transfer it all in block without anv preparation for the change. As 
one who has stood by this bureau from beginning and have no interest 
in the advancement or the furthering of the wishes of any man con- 
nected with it, but as one who has seen it grow up and done what he 
could to help it grow up, when it goes to the Agricultural Department 
I want that it shall go there under an organization that will take it 
along as a civil institution in the best way. 

If this new department will content itself by establishing itself in the 
manner provided in this bill until the next session of Congress or the 
next Congress, when this organization can be transferred without fric- 
tion, its best friends will be found helping to contribute to that end. 
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of the committee, and that is that this legislation in section 5 was very 
crude and very imperfect, and such as would disorganize and disarrange 
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| How are you going to arrange that in the Agricultural Department? 
| You will find some trouble in it. 


the whole Signal Service, as well in its Army relations as in its meteor- | 


ological relation. The first provision in the section is: 
That the weather service of the United States Signal Service 
transferred to the Department of Agriculture. 


Sureau is hereby 


There is no line drawn in the statutes of the United States which 
separates and marks with distinctness the weather service of the Sig- 
nal Service Office from the military service; and when you make the 
transfer you have no standard by which you can effectuate it. There 
are appropriations for several purposes, and as to those the division can 
be made; but as to the officers, from the Chief Signal Officer down to 
the privates, there is nothing in the statutes, so far as I have been able 


to learn—if I am mistaken in this the Senators who oppose my view | 


can correct me-—-which designates any particular officer or any particu- 
lar enlisted man or non-commissioned officer for the weather bureau 
as contradistinguished from the military signal service. I ask when 
you make this transfer, how are you going to do it? 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will pardon me one moment, I will 
say to him that my mformation is—a good deal of it has been acquired 
from the letter I read this morning—that the present bureau is de- 
pendent in very large measure upon persons connected with the various 
experimental stations and agricultural colleges in the various States. 

Mr. GEORGE, I will come to that presently. 

Mr. BUTLER. 1 was answering that part of your question. 

Mr. GEORGE, 
you do not transfer them. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam talking about the legal effect of the section. 


The first clause of it provides for a transfer of the weather service of | 


the United States Signal Service Bureau. There is no such thing. 
‘There is a transfer of something that does not exist. Thereis nothing 
in the statutes which draws a distinction except in the appropriations 
requiring the money to be applied in a particular way; but in the or- 
ganization of the personnel of the Signal Service there is no distinction 
drawn between military signaling and the weather service—not a par- 
ticle. How are you going to do that? When you get your board, as 
provided for in section 5, to make the transfer, where are you going 
to run the line of division? Who will say under this statute that so 
many sergeants and so many corporals and so many privates and so 
many commissioned officers shall be maintained to discharge the mili- 
tary part of it, and so many shall be turned over to the weather service 
part? 

So you find in the very beginning that this legislation can not be 
adopted, It is crude; it has not been examined and perfected as was 
necessary to form a new weather service bureau. 

Then again: 

Until otherwise provided by law, the present organization of the subordinate 
foree of said bureau 

What? 
the weather service of the United States Signal Service Bureau, 

Who are these subordinates? If you transfer all, if you transfer every 
private, if you transfer every sergeant, if you transfer every corporal, 
if you transfer every second lieutenant, what have you left then for 
ihe military part of the service ? 

‘Then it goes on and says: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed as altering or affecting 
in anv way the present status in the Army of the commissioned officers of the 
Signal Corps. 

What are you going to do with the sergeants? What are you going 
to do with the corporals? What are you going to do with the privates ? 
The commissioned officers are preserved in their status in the Army; 
but are you going to discharge the others? You have 150 sergeants, 
vou have 50 corporals, and you have about 300 privates. What is to 
become of them? They are all undercontract. TheGovernment has 
culisted them for five years. The Government is bound to feed them 
and to clothe them and to furnish medical assistance to them. Sup- 
pose you transfer them; how is all thisto be done? They are privates, 
they are sergeants, they are corporals, and they are paid in that way, 
paid as sergeants, paid as privates, paid as corporals. Now when you 
come to feed them how are you going todo it? Have you a commis- 
sary departmentin the Departmentof Agriculture? Have you a quar- 
termaster’s department in the Agricultural Department? Have you 
a medical staff in the Agricultural Department? All these men are 
entitled to be clothed, entitled to be transported, entitled to be fed, and 
entitled to medical assistance under their contract. How are you going 
to perform that contract ? 

Let us go on a little further to see how this thing will work: 

The chief of said bureau shall receive an annual compensation of $4,500, and 
be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate: Prori'ed, That the Chief Signal Officer of the Army, in addition to his 
strictiy military duties, may be assigned to the charge of the Weather Bureau 
until a chief shall be appointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate ; 
and the compensation now paid to the employés and enlisted men of said serv- 
ice shall continue as now. 

There are one hundred and twenty-two different rates of pay for 
these men, based upon their length of service and other considerations. 


| made subordinate to the interests of the farmer. 


The measure is crude; it is ill-digested. In other words, it is an 
attempt to transfer and ingraft on a purely civil department a mili- 
tary establishment, and of course when you undertake to do that you 
will always fail to accomplish what you intend to do. 

These are some of the inconsistencies, some of the difficulties which 
attend this wholesale attempt to transfer a part of the military estab- 
lishment of the Government to a civil department. 

But, Mr. President, whatever may be our ultimate determination as 
to where this Weather Bureau ought to go, it is very certain that it 
ought not to gotoacivil department now, and Iam notrightsure whether 
I shall ever be willing to see it transferred. 

Senators talk here about the necessity of having this weather service 
Thatis very nice. I 
am a farmer and I believe every member of the Committee on Agricult- 
ure isa farmer. I know of no exception toit. I have no other inter- 
ests than farming. Will some man tell me right now, leaving out all 
gush, in what respect the service of this bureau can be made more sub- 
ordinate to the interests of farmers thanitisnow? Willsome Senator 
point out to me any defects in the service as now carried on which will 
be remedied by making the transfer? I stated on Friday that so far as 
predictions are concerned it would always happen that the predictions 


| would never reach ninety-nine out of every one hundred farmers until 
| the event had happened. 


They are not part of the Signal Service Burean, and | 


ee 


Mr. BLAIR. 
word here ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. It has been claimed, I think, that great advantage 
would result to the farmers from the head of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment having the control of this bureau, the absolute control of it, and 
in this way: That the adaptation of crops to particular portions of the 
country can be determined better by more systematic and thorough 
meteorological and climatic observations than perhaps in almost any 


Will the Senator from Mississippi permit me to say a 


| other way; and that the head of the Agricultural Department will 


make that the subject-matter of inquiry, the chief duty of the Signal 
Bureau in this weather department. As it now exists, the officer in 
control is a military officer; he is in no wise by law subordinated to the 
authority of the Agricultural Department. He does what he does for 
it rather by permission and consent than by absolute obligation of law, 
and is not subject to the control of an officer who has the development 
of the agricuitural interests primarily under his charge; and now by 
the transfer of the bureau to the charge of the head of that department 
we shall be likely to get all the good that can be got out of it, whereas 
at the present time it is merely an appurtenance to the duties of a mil- 
itary officer, to whom farming is altogether a matter of comparatively 
little consequence. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the statement of the Senator from 
New Hampshire is a little plausible, but it has no relation whatever to 
any duty performed by this bureau which is thus transferred. If you 
want what the Senator from New Hampshire seems to desire, that there 
should be a scientific study of meteorology as to every section of this 
country, not with reference, as now, to predicting storms and forecast- 
ing the weather, but with reference to the adaptation of any particular 
place with its climate, with its rain, with its sunshine and storm, to the 
raising of any particular crop, then you have got something clear out- 
side of anything that is in this bureau and clear outside of any con- 
nection it has—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator, but just there 
is the main purpose, the chief direction in which this bureau can be 
made serviceable to the farming interests of the country, with reference 
to climatology as well as the observation of weather. 

Mr. GEORGE. Thestudy of climatology, the adaptation of soil and 
climate to the production of particular crops, may be carried on prop- 
erly now at the Agricultural Department without reference to or an 
invasion of the duties performed by the Signal Service Bureau entirely 
outside of it. This bureau has nothing to do with anything of that 
sort. It is organized in its civil capacity, leaving out its military 
capacity, mainly, and almost exclusively, with the view of forecasting 
the weather for twenty-four hours, and I want to call attention now 
to the fact that the longest time which they ever undertake to a 
cast the weather is thirty-two hours, and they find as they add an 
hour to the length of the prediction, so is the uncertainty as to whether 
the prediction will be verified. 

Now, let us stop and talk as sensible men about this. What good 
will it do the farmers of this country? They do not live in towns; 
they do not take daily papers; they do not leave their farms every 
morning and go into some village or city for the purpose of ascertain- 
ing how the weather is going to be for the next twenty-four hours. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator allow me a word ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Not now. I do not wish to be interrupted. 

How are they going to get it? I will take Mississippi for instance. 
I am quite familiar with that State, and there are three or four daily 
papers in Mississippi. They are published in the morning. Suppose 
they get these reports. Very few farmers take daily papers. Most of 
them live from 1 to 10 miles from any post-office; and how are they to 
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be put in possession of these predictions until after the period at wi 
the predictions will either be verified or falsified ? 

There is an interestin this country very largely subserved bv 
weather part of t 
in time to control the tions. 
Chicago, in Boston, in New Orleans, a n variou her large cit 





c the \ ¢ th shi ‘ publ s] 
every and if a storm is owners 
ve | rulate their conduct : 





to say to the Sen ite, WI 





aware thatin the respects in which the weather service can be of « 





cial benetit to farmers it hasalready a complished and is now 
ing the best results ever obtained in this country or anywh 
Senators know that on every Sunday a bulletin is issued b: 
Service Bureau stating the weather in all parts of this country for 
previous seven days and its effect upon crops? I have a few of tl 
bulletins here before me, the last two, but I will not read them t 

Senate. I will state, however, that upon an exami 
ports as applied to the State of Mississippi, from w 





nation of those 
hich I have in 
mation otherwise as to the correctness or incorrectness of the reports 
I find that the reports are entirely correct. These reports are m 
oftener than the Agricultural Department make their crop rep 
They make theirs, I believe, once a month, not oftener. 

This bureau issues these bulletins every Sunday morning, and the 
reports are distributed all over the country, and whilst farmers no 
can not have the benefit, from the nature of their lives and the natur 
their business, of conforming their actions to predictions as tothe weat 
they can conform their business and make their business arrangement 
with reference to information furnished weekly by this Bureau. | 
instance, I was informed the other day that a gentleman in New Jet 
sey had a large amount of grapes for sale. A man came from 4X¢ 
York to buy them. He was offered soand so. He said, **! 
until I see the weekly report of the Signal Service Bureau.’’ When 
he saw that, he saw that there had been rain and injury done to th 
crop, and he received 30 per cent. more than he was offered before | 
got the report. 

Mr. President, a good deal has been said about Army oflficers inte 
fering in civil matters; that they are not the proper persons for tl 
business. Suppose we discharge all the engineers of the War Dx 
ment from their appropriate duties in improving rivers and harbors 
how are you going to supply their places? That is a peculiarly civ 
matter. Instead of endeavoring to cut off the Army from any asso 
ciation with the business of the people, we ought toenlist them on tha 
side. Weare obliged to keep an army, not so much for use in 
but as a nucleus for an army in war. There is a large num 
gineer officers competent to build harbors, competent to clean rivers 
and all that sort of thing. 

What are they todo? Thereisno military duty forthemtodo. Is it 
not weil that during times of peace when these men have nothir 
their profes 








n to do. for them to earn their salaries and to serve thei 
asters, the American people, by doing work which they are qualified 
o do, and work which the American people have paid for teaching 
hem how todo? I see no incongruity in that. 

So, Mr. President, in reference to the army signaling. I am 
much of a military man, but I see from what I have read—and I 
peal to other Senators who have more knowledge on that subject than 
I have—that it is as essential now in the present state of the worid 
have a competent signal corps for an army as it is to have an engineer 
corps. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
Mr. GEORGE. 


if you please. 








> > 


Then what—~ 
Let me get through, and then you can reply to 


We do not send out in the present age of the world little arm 
eight or ten thousand men. Armies now amount to hundreds of thou 
sands, and the same army covers a large @istrict of territory Itis in 
possible, even when under fire, that the commanding general b 


courier 


h 
on horseback should have instant communication with all parts 
o! his army. 


resent 


So this is ausctul service, and absolutely essential in the 
ystem of modern warfare. Why? There is a great battle to 
ve fought; hundreds of thousands of men are to be engaged in it: the 
ines are several miles long; it would take hours to communicate 

and forth from the commanding general to the commander of ont 
his divisions. 
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By signaling the communication is instantaneous 
It is now understood, if am not incorrectly informed, that a comp 
tent, faithful, well-organized, and skillful signal service « orps t 
as essential to an army in the field as an engineer corps or any o 
part of it. 
This corps is a part of the Army. Gentlemen sneer at that. You 
have provided forit; it has grown up under the Army; and because the 
people through their representatives, desiring to have acompetent 
nal service corps in the Army when in peace there is very littl 


for 
them to do, see proper to annex to them the discharge of civil duties for | 
which they are specially qualitied, we are told that we are subordinat 
ing the interests of agriculture and of the people of this country to the 
Army! 
Let us see how this thing has grown up, 


The first statute on the 
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within the past three or four years the relief of the old officers detailed from t 
Army has been forced upon the Chief Signal Officer by legislat 
acti In consequence, it followed that the young officers of the Signal Corps 
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in meteorology, have been assigned to this important duty. With the past 
year three officers have necessarily been assigned to indications w vho 








ver before have performed duty of this character. It consequently follows 
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that through restrictive legislation the Chief Signal Officer tinds himself com- 
pelled to permit the new officers to serve their apprenticeship in predicting at 
the expe nse of the whole country. 


So that whenever you have a change, whenever you bring in a man 
without experience, then you have got false predictions, or, at least, 
you have got a large loss in the percentage of accurate predictions, 

Again, on page 44—I am reading from the report of General Greely — 
I find: 


The table of percentages shows that in such proportion as officers of long ex- 
yerience and high standing have been relieved from signal duty, to be replaced 
»y those of less experience and training, just to that extent the character of the 

service, as shown by the verifications, has decreased. If the country is to have 
the utmost benefit which can be derived from a bureau of this kind, it must be 
by insuring that the officers who make these indications shall be men of training 
and experience, with a decidedly scientifie bent of mind. 

Mr. President, where do you get men who have permanency of situa- 
tion in the Departments exceptin the Army? Talk about permanency 
in situation, long experience, and all that sort of thing in the other 
departments here excites theire of allofus. Wedenouncethat. We 
waut our friends in. When the Democrats succeed they want Demo- 

rats in; and when the Republicans succeed they want Republicans in. 

So in the ordinary personnel of the Departments you are liable to have 
changes with every change of administration; and yet the experience 
of this bureau shows that if you want to have accurate predictions, if 
you want to have thorough and good work done, you must retain in 
your Departments for long periods of time the men whoare able to doit. 

What is there in all this? Will any Senator say how he could im- 
prove it? The Senator from Kansas said that the Signal Service work 
was not done well. In what respect isitnot done well? Are the pre- 
dictions false? If that is alleged, I answer by showing you that by 
your own legislation you have required a change of officers, and that 
by this change there was a large decrease in the percentage of verifica- 
tions. Are you going to make it any better; are you going to make 
your predictions better by tearing up this bureau and reorganizing it 
and putting in new men and putting in a man who happens to be a 
friend and supporter of the Senator from Massachusetts, or the Senator 
from Alabama, or some other Senators around; or will you preserve its 
efficiency by putting in men there who can retain their places as other 
Army officers, to be turned out when they are of no account, when 
they do not perform their duties well? 

So, Mr. President, as far as I can see, this section is not only crude 
and ill-digested, but worse than that,it introduces a law which can not 
be carried out; and not only that, but if you make the transfer and make 
it properly and make it under a well-digested, carefully-drawn bill, if 
you take the service from the Army, you arein great danger of having 
a substitute which will not be half as efficient for agriculture as the 


Aid 


bureau that we now have. 
{Mr. PLUMB withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 
Mr. VEST. I do not propose, Mr. President, to make any elaborate 


argument or any studied effort about this bill. I take great interest 
in it as a matter of course, because the State of Missouri is one of the 
largest agricultural States in the Union, and my constituents almost 
always feel the very greatest possible interest in a measure of this kind. 

itseems tome there has been a confusion as to the issues that are pend- 
ing before the Senate in this present legislation. If the question were 
here whether we were to abolish this Signal Service Bureau, or the 
weather bureau or weather division of it, a good deal that has been said 
would be entirely applicable; but as I understand it there is no such 
proposition pending before the Senate. Thesimple question is whether 
ve are to establish an executive department to be known as the De- 
partment of Agriculture, and then whether we are to attach to that the 
Weather Bureau of the Signal Service. That is my understanding of 
the issue that is pending here. 

\ bout the first issue there can be I think no sort of question. This 
Department of Agriculture will be established as one of the executive 
departments of the Government, and the only salient point, then, is 
as to whether this Signal Service Bureau or the weather department of 
it, in the language of the bill before me, shall be attached to this ag- 
ricultaral executive department after we have created it. About that, 

ir, I have the slightest doubt, so far as my own vote and judg- 
ment are concerned. 
tome there is not one single argument why the Army should 
ssion of this Weather Bureau. It is an adjunct, simply 
ely, of agriculture, and of nothing else. The signal part of 
bure: 7 - a simp sly the handling of flags, as all of us who have been 
st and amongst the “mountains have seen over and over 
‘ 1 os officer at some high point in the mountains that has a 
there isolated and alone, from which he signals the con- 
» atmosphere, and changes his flag from one day toanother. 


not 


and sol 
th 
out in the 
again an 
signal service 


dition of the 
t 





I a mere show performance so far as the flag is concerned. It 
amounts to nothing of consequence; and the only possible utility in 
this Signal Service Bureau is in that portionof it which attaches to the 


Weather Bureau and which gives information, not always entirely re- 
liable, but simply approximating to what may be expected to be the 
atuospheric changes in the different localities throughout the country. 

i heartily agree with what the Senatorfrom Kansas has said as to the 
absurd reports that are frequently made, and so long as men are finite, 
so long as human judgment has not arrived to the pertection which is 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ee Eee 


SEPTEMBER 17, 





given to the gods, there must be this inaccuracy, this guessing, fre- 
quently this absurdity. No living man, I care not how much science 
he may have attained, can ever tell over a distance of thousands of 
miles what a partic malar week or a particular day will be in any local- 
ity. That is absurd upon the face of it; but to do justice to this 
Weather Bureau I must say that there are some things connected with 
it which are of the very greatest importance. 

There is no sort of question that science has attained to an approxi- 
mate result as to great and sudden atmosphericchanges. Itis within 
my personal knowledge that cyclones in my State of “Missouri have 
been foretold by this Weather Bureau; not the exact locality, for that 
was impossible; not the amount of damage, for that was equally im- 
possible, but the notice has been sent o ut—the storm- -signal—that a 
storm would proceed upon a certain extent of territory, not in any 
specific locality, but over certain regions, and subsequent events have 
shown that to be true. 

There is not a sensible man in this city who does not know when 
the storm-signal is put up kere over the Weather Bureau that in sev- 
enty-five cases, at least, out of one hundred that storm comes, not al- 
ways in the full force predicted, but in some sort of shape to show that 
science has approximated to the result attained. 

That is of incalculable advantage to the agriculturists. When this 
Weather Bureau can even approximate as to what may be expected as 
to a great convulsion, a radical change in atmospheric currents, that is 
of great value to the intelligent farmer, and for that reason I would 
not vote to abolish this Weather Bureau, but at the same time I am 
clearly of the opinion that not one single argument can be made that 
is anything more than plausible why it should remain under the con- 
trol of the Army. 

If we create this executive department why not give it allthe pow- 
ers that should appertain to it? If we are to make the head of this 
department—it is called a department now in law but itis simply a 
great bureau of the Interior Department—if we are to make the Com- 
missioner of Agricultare an executive officer, we should give to him the 
full powers necessary to subserve all the interests of agriculture in this 
country. It is not a question as to abolishing the Signal Service. It 
is a question where we should put it; and if we conclude to establish 
a great executive department of agriculture we should give it this ap- 
purtenance of the Weather Bureau which belongs to agriculture and 
not to military affairs. It seems to mein that single sentence is the 
whole argument, and certainly the one that will control my action. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ofcourse I do not know how to reply to the pecu- 
liar kind of argumentation of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLumsB], 
in which he undertakes to make me a worshiper of the Army and as 
going back on the agriculturists of the country and all that sort of 
thing. If it is any consolation to that Senator to believe that I am not 
devoted to the agricultural interests of the country, or that I have any 
special interest in the Army, be it so; but I do not believe that Iam 
acquainted with a single man who belongs to the Army. I can not 
call to mind a single officer of the Army with whom I am personally 
acquainted; but if it is any consolation to the Senator to entertain this 
opinion, he is welcome to it. 

I attempted to discharge my duty in the speech I made by showing 
as I thought I showed and I believe I show ed, that as things were now 
and were likely to remain for some time, the agriculturists of this coun- 
try would get more benefit from the Weather Bureau, conducted as it 
now is, than they would by breaking it up, getting new officers and a 
new personnel entirely and transferring it to another department. 

I endeavored to show—and that has not been contradicted by any- 
body—that the predictions as to the weather would not in one case in 
a hundred ever reach the farmers of this country before the prediction 
would either be verified or falsified. I did show that as to the com- 
merce of this country, as to the shipping in the large cities where 
these reports are published every morning in the daily papers, great 
benefits could arise. I did show, also, and there has been no contro- 
versy about that, that as to all that anybody can claim to be the benefit 
which can be derived by the farmers of this country from weather re- 
ports, they already have them under the weekly bulletins of the Signal 
Service Office issued here. Gentlemen, instead of answering these plain 
points, get up and glorify the farmer, talk about the importance of 
agriculture and about the importance of everybody and everything be- 
ing subordinated to it. That is the answer they make to the plain 
statements I made, first, your predictions can not reach the farmers 
until it is too Jate, and, secondly, all the weather information that it 
is possible to give to them is given in an accurate form by the bulle- 
tins every week. 

Then, in addition, the Senator from Kansas seemed to make light of 
the idea that in time of peace we had any particular use for military 
signaling. That may be true. In time of peace we have very little 
use for the Army except as having a body of men and officers prepared 
to go into war, and prepared to act as a nucleus for the volunteer sol- 
diers of the country in makinganarmy. Thatisaboutall. I thought 
it was the policy of this Government to not have a large standing Army 
—and I am opposed to that—but to have a sufficient body of men and 
officers trained in all the various departments of military knowledge 
so that if war should come there would be competent men and compe- 
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tent officers to do every sit Dy 
not the policy of this country, we had better abolish the Army entirely lrue, the engineers 
and abolish West Point. : 1 mana t of 

The Senator says that Army signaling is taught at West Point. ! nt of their ed 
answer that by saying that may be so, and yet like all theoretic know no reflection upon t ; hws +} t] 
edge it amounts to very little unless put in practice. ‘The report of | | tins and 
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General Greely, from which I read, shows that the present state ol made are largely gu ork. lu proposition 
Army signaling ar st those who have not been specially tra Lis Lis to ik yand u i 
very inefficient. 
Mr. President, this is a pla n business proposition. Here is a bur Loft t G 
as I understand, first in importance and in usefulness in the whole | the Coast and Geodet 
world, that has grown up in the Army, under Army officers, to its pres- | t rnmen 
ent usefulness. The Senator from Kansas sneers and makes fun of s r 
bulletins they have issued. I can not reply to anything of that sor rents of 1 d 
Ve do know that as to 80 per cent. of the predictions—and it ha 
as high 
the les 
made by this bureau as to 
That is what the report says. 
knows more about it than 
information on that subj 
Mr. PLUMB. Will theSenator permit mea suggestion? Isu; If a man tior 


that the great storm of last winter, the greatest storm 








as 89 and it fell off when 
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country has ever known, was as totally unknown to any oflicial of ite and charact 12 communie 
Signal Service as to any citizen on the streets. There was no pre ngton; andt the lica ‘ I 
nition of it furnished by that bureau. takes cl yf it, and 

Mr.GEORGE. That may bean exceptionalc The reports sho licator strikes a 
and I hold the report of General Greely in my hand, t 
cent. of the predictions made by that bureau are verified. as 

Then you seek to destroy this. Youstartoutcradely. No manca: th which he de 
take the fifth section of this bill and say who shall go in the Agricult If ] it he 
ural Department and who shall remain. Noone can do that. You l 
make your change suddenly. You makeit without due reflection; you su] l t an Army 
make it without due preparation. You discharge the best and m 1 in the Signal Servi ft A 
experienced men you have, and Ishowed that wherever you discharged | 1 it 3 ne info 
the experienced men then right off that discharge was indicated by a it of and deal wit] So I 
failure in a larger percentage of the verifications of the predictions. iere there is to } 

The Senator assails the engineers of the Army. I do not know how I d change. 
competent theyare. I only know that we have appropriated this y« repeat, Mr. P 
about $22,000,000 to be spent solely under their direction. If they l and whi mei 
are incompetent, the Senator from Kansas and other Senators who be- | whatever on earth except r of ither 
lieve they are incompetent ought to suggest a better means of spend- | Signal Bureau of the Army to ‘ tural Departm t] 
ing that money, ought to suggest a better personnel to superintend | are about 
these immense works for which we pay these large sums of money force of the b 

Mr. President, I do not join in any idolatry of the Army, nor do I | osition in thi 
join in any depreciation of the Army. They are our Army; the ofli- |" ’ 
cers are educated at our expense; and in times of peace I think it is | passed, possibly General Greely will be ined 
fair to them, fair to the country, fair to the tax-payers of this country | it with such subordinate officers as may be ne y t 
that they should perform such civil duties as they are specially quali- | ciency; and those subor 
fied for. j 

Mr. BUTLER. I think, Mr. President, in order to have a just con- 

ption and comprehension of what we are proposing to do it would be 
as well to see what is proposed in the fifth section of the bill as it came 
from the House of Representatives. 

The intimation has been made by the Senator from Mississippi, ‘and 
others who agree with him in this matter, that there is some intention 
to destroy the Signal Service Bureau of the Army. I see nothing of 
that kind in this bill. On the contrary, it says distinctly: 

Sec. 5, That the weather service of the United States Signal Service Bureau 
is hereby transferred to the Department of Agriculture, to take effect Jul 


1888, and shall consist of one chief and such subordinate officers and empl: 
: I 


as may be necessary to efficiently manage said bureau. Until otherwise »p 
vided by law, the present organization of the subordinate force of said bur 
including the second lieutenants nowin service, shall continue as at prese! 
Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed as altering or affecting 
any way the present status in the Army of the commissioned officers of the 
Sig © The chief of said bureau shall receive an annual compensation 
1 be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and con- t the weat . r : ) l 
Senate: Provided, That the Chief Signal Officer of the Army, in ad- . gaa eer ae on eee 
his strictly military duties, may be assigned to the charge of t 7 k ; 53 


be appointed by the President and confirmed j it has t to be rather stupen 3 r, like the 







































In the second paragraph of that section it is said: 
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ecretary of War is authorized and directed, within thirty days after the | @4¢ : : 

sage of this act, to appoint a board of three Army officers, of which the Chief | So does every other bureau of the ¢ tO ' yin tl 

gnal Odicer shall bea member. The duty of said board shall be to make an | ; 
ntory of all property now in the control and possession of the Signal Serv- | 1,3 } . a 

» Bureau, and shall separate and turn over to the Department of Agriculture | I think, perhaps, the importa ee 

uch port > property as the said board may determine to be suitable | Bureau is exagyerated, bu 

r the work eSignalService Weather Bureau. The remainder ofthe prop- li 
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ything in that which proposes to destroy the Signa i 
the Army. On the contrary it remains practically | the Army, in tl 
act, and as has been so properly said by the Senator from Kansas, 
1ere is now very little for the Signal Bureau of the Army todo. In 
ime of war it becomes a very important service, but even that servi 

has been largely superseded by the military telegraph, even on the 
field of battle; and whilst it is true that Army officers are taught mili- 
tary signaling at West Point, and perhaps when appointed from civil 
life they are taught it, that is purely and simply a military duty; Army 
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the Signal Service or Weather Bureau to the Agricultural Department | 


at this time proceeds upon the idea that it is exclusively for the use of 


the agricultural interestsof this country. If Congress is prepared by 
law to put that limitation upon the bureau, this is the way to do it. 
That is the idea of the letters of the two presidents of agricultural col- 
leges which have been read here to-day. That is the idea of every 
communication which L have seen that has been made upon the sub- 
ject. It is the idea that this Weather Bureau is exclusively for the use 
of the agriculturists of the country; and it is proposed now, when this 
department is created, to incorporate it into the active legislation of 
the country, and to appropriate it to that use. 
to that use extinguishe 
for the commercial interests of the country 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me to 
ask him if the Weather Bareau shall be as well conducted under the 
control of the Agricultural Department as under any other Department, 
is there any reason why commerce may not reap all the advantages 
from the reports of that bureau that it can while it is under the War 
Department? 

Mr. DAWES. Ifthe Agricultaral Department shall conceive it to 
be a part of its duty not only to take in the breadth of the agriculture 


of this country and all that pertains to it, but also all that pertains to | 


commerce, all that pertains to the interchange of business among the 
States, and all the other clements of public affairs as well, that may 
be true. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why should it not? 

Mr. DAWES. It may be that it should; I am not arguing the ques- 
tion whether it may not be proper for us to create a department and 
call it the Departinent of Agriculture, that shall take in and swallow 
upall other departments and all other features of administrative policy 
in this Government. Iam not arguing that question. Upon the as- 
sumption of the Senator from South Carolina, why not? It is the most 


natural thing in the world to take this bureau with all other bureaus 


and gather them in this Agricultural Department. 

I protest as one member of the Senate against putting any such limit- 
ation upon this bureau. I protest against putting it where it will be 
assumed by those in charge of it that that is the purpose of Congress 
by this legislation. I have a higher idea of the possibility and the 
comprehension of this bureau. I do not know any interest in this 
country, any pursuit in all the business affairs of this country, that 
does not come properly under the effects and benefits of the proper ad- 
ministration of this bureau. 1 would do everything in the adminis- 
tration of it that would contribute to its efliciency and its breadth and 
its development, in the appointment of the proper officer at the head 
of it, in furnishing him with everything that can make of that bureau 
the marvelous results that have grown out of the small beginning, not 
larger than a man’s hand. 

This proposition is belittling the bureau; and while I say it is be- 


littling it, I do not mean to belittle the great agricultural interests of 


this country or to belittle in any sense the beneticial effects of this bu- 
reau upon the agricultural interests of the country. But the agricult- 
ural interests of this country have no right to appropriate it. They 


have no right to take it as their special bureau, and they have no right | 


to put it where its efforts to benefit commerce and to benefit all other 
transactions of business affairs shall be crippled in the least. 

When this bureau shall be taken from the War Department, as it 
must be, and as it ought to be, early, | want to have it put in such 
charge, on such a foundation, under such men—whether they be in the 
Agricultural Department, or in the Interior Department, or in the 
Treasury Department, or in a new department—put upon such a basis 


7 . . . . : . ' 
and in such a charge as will comprehend in its administration all that 


it is possible to accomplish by means of science and scientific men. 
But to undertake in the creation of a new Agricultural Department to 
pack into its administration this bureau is equivalent to saying that 
the bureau shall hereafter be simply an adjunct and an auxiliary to the 
Agricultural Department and its interests. 

As one who has some regard and some affection for this bureau, I de- 
sire to see it lifted above all such application of it to any narrow and 
circumscribed interest, and that is why I want this question postponed 
to that time, and that time only, to be taken from the War Depart- 
ment, when it can be put upon the broadest and strongest and most 
efficient foundation possible that legislation can make for it. 

Mr. DAVIS. It seems apparent that the pending matter can not be 
concluded to-day. I ask unanimous consent that it be informally laid 
aside, and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of such private 
pension bills on the Calendar as ure unobjected to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that the Senator will defer that until to- 
morrow. It is now 5 o’clock, and nearly dark. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ihave been waiting nearly a week to get this oppor- 
tunity. I do not feel like withdrawing the application. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before submitting that motion, the 
Chair will lay before the Senate sundry bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 
The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 


| Mrs. Minnie L. 
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severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 206) granting a pension to William H. Starr; 

A bill (H. R. 968) granting a pension to H. S. Sayre; 

A bill (H. R. 2061) granting an increase of pension to Francis De 
Freitas; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 


5740) granting a pension to Anson Ward; 
5985) to increase the pensions of Mrs. Mary Ann Cross, 
Gardener, and Mrs. Lilla May Pavy, to $30 per month; 
7305) granting a pension to Aaron R. Gilkison; 
8613) granting a pension to Ann Bryan; 

A bill (H. R. 9310) granting a pension to Capt. William J. Duley; 

A bill (H. R. 9371) granting a pension to Betsey Williams, widow 
of William R. Williams, private Company C, Eighth Regiment Michi- 


A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 


| gan Volunteers; 


1 


! 


| 





A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 


R. 9385) for the relief of Christian Kunzie; 

R. 9663) granting a pension to Jesse Spencer; 

R. 9784) granting a pension to Anna Boppell; 

%. 10274) granting a pension to Joseph W. Filler; 
R. 10433) for the relief of Leaman L. Bowers; 


A bill CH. R. 10488) granting a pension to Myra Sinclair; 
A bill (H. R. 10825) granting a pension to Mary Jane Jelly; 


A bill (Hf. 


A bill (H. 


R. 10881) granting a pension to Nancy J. Cotner; 
R. 10908) granting a pension to Mrs. Almira J. Towner; 


A bill (H. R. 10911) granting a pension to Ira FE. Baldwin; 
A bill (H. R. 11317) granting a pension to Fredericka Liesegang; 
A bill (H. R. 11332) granting a pension to Eliza 8. Glass; and 


A bill (H. R. 11362) for the relief of William R. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 2059) for the relief of S. E. Scarborough; 

A bill (H. R. 3469) providing for the payment of $450 to pay W. S. 
Brantly, executor of J. H. Brantly, for damages to property by United 
States troops in 1865; 

A bill (H. R. 4554) for the relief of the heirs of Preston Beck, jr.; 

A bill (H. R. 5426) for the relief of St. Joseph Commercial College, 
of St. Joseph, Mo. ; 

A bill (H. R. 6404) forthe reliefof Charles F. Swain, master of bark 
Philena; 

A bill (H. R. 7799) for the relief of the Albemarle and Chesapeake 
Canal Company; 

A bill (H. R. 8276) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin F. Rich- 
ardson; 

A bill (H. R. 8356) to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims 
to hear and determine the claim of David Ryan against the United 
States; and 

A bill (H. R. 8979) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie H. Carrow, execu- 
trix of Samuel T. Carrow, deceased. 

The following bills were read twice by their titles and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads: 

A bill (H. R. 2557) for the relief of W. W. Welch; and 

A bill (H. R. 8469) for the relief of Michael Pigott. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (if. R. 3494) for the relief of John F. Alsup; and 

A bill (H. R. 10633) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 766) for the relief of H. L. Newman; and 

A bill (H. R. 7924) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, administrator of 
the estate of J. M. Hiatt, deceased, and for other purposes. 

H. R. BLAKISTON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1988) granting a pen- 
sion to H. R. Blackiston. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, in line 3, to 
strike out ‘‘ H. R. Blackiston ”’ and insert ‘* Henry R. Blakiston,’’ and 
to amend the title so as to read: ‘‘ An act granting a pension to Henry 
R. Blakiston.”’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

INDEMNITY TO CHINESE SUBJECTS—TREATY WITH CHINA, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (8. 3532) to appropriate 
money for the relief of certain Chinese subjects, introduced by the Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. MorGANn], having been twice read, at his re- 
quest, will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. If there 
be no objection, the message of the President of the United States in 
response to the resolution of September 5 will also be referred to the 
same committee. 


todgers. 


MATHEW W. BERRYMAN. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a bill on the desk for the relicfof Mathew 
W. Berryman? 

The PRESIDENT pra tempore. The bill to which the Senator from 

Missouri calls the attention of the Chair, being the bill (H. R. 925) for 


the relief of Mathew W. Berryman, has passed both Houses and the 
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enrolled bill has been signed by the presiding officers of both Houses. NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE 
It is yet here, however. What action does the Senator from Missouri Mr. MCMILLIN submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
desire ? considered, and agreed to 
4 Mr. COCKRELL. It has not passed beyond the time to move a re- solved, That the Clerk: be directed to notify the Senate that the House has 
: consideration. The only question is as to what motion must precede ed Hon. SamMvEL 8. Cox, a Representat 1 the State of New \ is 
in order to get the bill into the possessi ion of the Senate. Speaker pro tempore during the temporary absence of the S 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill passed the Senate last Fri- The Journal of Friday’s proceedings was read and app: 
4 day. The Senator can move to reconsider the vote by which the bill LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
ass 8 > r B « of the > ' 7 
, 4 was passed after it shaJl have been brought into the custody le | By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted 
‘ Senate. | I Mr , Sn Dele E aT . . Petal 
; j oO r. COWLES, indetinitely, on account of sickne 
Mr KRELI shall enter thi I vethatthe House| ,, 4, . ae 
Mr. ¢ O KRELI I shall enter that —_ m m - bee To Mr. LATHAM. indefinitely. on account of sickn 
f Renresents 2c he re 2g re t Sens . po @ 
of [te presentatives be requested to return the bill to the Senate in. Sie. Weasueeneds. Gintee deen em-aeteunh of 
: The motion was agreed to. ; Seeetiu 
Mr. COCKRE si y want to enter a motion to reconsider. ee ee ; . os 
; Tr > PRESIDENT . on The motion w il] be enter a | ‘To Mr. Symes, for ten days, on account of ill health 
4 ouebnas es ee eT = SIMMONS, indefinitely, on account of important bus 


AMENDMENTS DEFICIENCY BILL. 
Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


tO 





the general 
Committee on 


deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 

Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
DEPARTMENT AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suppose the bill which was last under consideration 

. will come up as the unfinished business to-morrow at 2 o’clock. 

a The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be the unfinished 

for to-morrow at 2 o’clock. 

x Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent that it may come up im- 

a mediately at the close of the formal morning business to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT prot The Senator from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent that the wutalahed business may be taken up at the close 
the routine morning business to-morrow. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection, and it is so ordered. 

a CONSIDERATION PENSION BILLS. 
3 Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Minnesota 


or 





busines 


pore. 


ol 





OF 


ae [Mr. Davis] that it be the understanding that immediately after dis 
a posing of the Agricultural Department bill, which will come up alte 
é the morning business to-morrow, we take wp the unobjected pension 
cases and dispose of ther There is not time to dispose of them this 
evening 

Mr. DAVIS. Ido not see why we can not as well put in an hour 

this evening on that ata of the Calendar. 
Mr. HARRIS. At this time of the evening we can not afford to stay 


here and consider them. T he proposition of the Senator from Missouri 
only delays the Senator from Minnesota a day. 

o Mr. DAVIS. I feel quite certain it will delay me more than that. 
However, I do not wish to be strenuous. I accept the proposition. 

2 The PR r SIDENT tempore. ‘Then it is the understanding that 





pro 


It is so ordered, if 


RS al shoe onclusion of “the Agricultural Department bill the Senate will 
4 proceed to the consideration of private Pe nsion bills on the Calendar 
a 


 wemce ly reported to which there is no objection. 
there be no objection. 

4 Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

4 The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m. 


§ the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, September 18, 1888, at 
a 12 o’cleck m. 


HOUSE OF 
MoNDAY, 


REPRESENTATIVES 
September 17, 1888, 

The House was called to order at 12 
! CLARK, its Clerk. 
a ELECTION SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. 
a The CLE The Clerk is in receipt of the following communica- 
‘g tion from the Speaker of the House: 

SPEAKER'S Room, House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., September 17, 1888 

f Representatives: 





o’clock m. by Hon. JoHN B. 





OF 


Pir 


nA. 


Hon, Jonun B. Ciarg, Clerk House c 

DEAR Sirk: 

you will therefore please ask the House to elect a Speaker pro tempore. 
Yours, truly, 


J. G. CARLISLE, 
Under the rules of the House, in the absence of the Speaker it 


Speak 


is 


pore to occupy the chair during the Speaker’ 
are now in order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I submit the resolution I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Hon. SAamvet S. Cox, a Representative from the Stat 
York, be, and he is hereby, elected Speaker pro tempore during the a 
absence of the Speaker. 

The resolution was unanimously agreed to, and Mr. Cox took th 
: a chair as Speaker pro tempore omnia loud applause. 
q Prayer by Rev. J. H. Curupert, D. D. 
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sof New 


nporary 
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- He also submitted au amendment intended to be proposed by him to | 


Iam compelled to be absent from the city until next Friday, and | 


the duty of the Clerk to procee d to the election of a Speaker pro tem- | 
Nominations | 


| To Mr. 





To Mr. GROSVENOR, indefinitely, on account of important | 8 

j lo Mr. WEBER, for two weeks, on account of important business 

| To Mr. MAISH, for three days, on account of i rtant b 

| To Mr. DAvipson, of Florida, an exte: n of leave t nm 
account of important business. 

|} Mr. RICHARDSON. My colleague [Mr. GLAss] ha i 

| home on account of important business and si sin] i 
I ask that indefinite leave siclaee e be granted to him. 
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selected as chairman has attempted to pursue the same tactics with the warriors 
of the reservation that he employs in ruling a few weak-minded children at 
Carlisle, Pa. Fordaysit has been apparent that the Indians were growing more 
bitter in their opposition to the treaty daily, but not until to-day did Pratt real- 
ize the fact. Puffed up with his importance in the East, where he exhibited 
his Indian children and educates the whites to believe that he is the greatest 
‘Indian controller in the country,’ he has been slow to believe that he knows 
absolutely nothing of the true Indian character. For the past week he has had 
control of the Associated Press wire and has been dictating so-called news which 
has been misleading and unfair to the press depending upon this service, 

** At last the conference has been closed, not by the commissioners but by the 
Indians,and he can no longer blind the public with his silly reports of the great 
work which he is accomplishing. 

“Tne commissioners again warned the Indians of what would follow their 
refusal to sign, and informed them that unless they accepted this treaty their 
lands might be taken from them without giving them a cent for them, b t the 
speeches of the commissioners had no effect, and when John Grass and Mad 
Lear replied, it was evident that the climax had been reached. When Grass 
closed his speech by calling upon the Indians to disperse and leave the agency, 
a grand break was made, and but for the action of Agent McLaughlin the com- 
mission would not have been given an opportunity to adjourn. As it was, the 
Indians remained long enough to hear that the conference would now be ad- 
iourned indefinitely; that the commission would leave for other agencies, and 
that after other tribes had taken action Standing Rock would again be vis- 
ited.’’ 


[New York World. ] 


“ALLEGED LIES INDIANS—HARSH METHODS BEING USED, IT I3 SAID, TO CO- 
ERCE THE SIOUX, 
“*WaASHINGTON, Septender 7. 
‘Dr. Bland, secretary of the Indian Defense Association, of this city, is in re- 


ceipt of information, as follows: 

‘The Sioux commission, now in the Sioux country, having failed to get the 
Indians to sign the agreement to surrender half their reservation, are now re- 
sorting to threats, telling them that if they do not sign the agreement soldiers 
will be sent to drive them from their reservation to some other, and that in such 
a contingency they will lose their lands and get nothing.’ 

“it is also said the [udians charge that Captain Pratt, chairman of the com- 
mission, on their refusingtosign the agreement printed in black ink, presented 
inother, printed in red, which they understand to mean war unless they attach 


their signatures. The Indians say Pratt told them they would yet be compelled 
to sign the paper. This they say they will never do, nor do they believe the 
Great Father at Washington instructed Captain Pratt to force them to sign any 


paper against their will.”’ 
[Omaha Bee, August 7.] 


And now Judge Wright, of the commission, isteliing them that if they refuse 
to sign this bill the troops will distribute them among other reservations, and 
they will lose their land without compensation. The commission has taken 
possession of the telegraph, and no dispatch can be sent without being inspected.” 


[New York Tribune. ] 


“ BULLDOZING THE INDIANS, 


“In our report of the Standing Rock conference of Saturday the following pas- 
sage occurs: ‘Judge Wright reminded them (the Sioux) of the white man and 
the Indian who went hunting and divided the game, the white man taking the 
turkey and giving the buzzard to the Indian. He admonished thtm to accept 
the treaty,so that they would not share the fate of their brother in the story.’ 
Commissioner Cleveland was even more outspoken: ‘ Before closing he re- 
minded taat if they failed to accept this treaty they might be compelled to give 
up their lands without recompense.’ 

‘The American people have, we trust, a conscience, and it ought to be stirred 
by this amazing method of recommending the treaty to the Sioux. The line of 
argument employed by the commissioners is degrading and humiliating tothe 
national honor in the last degree. They say in effect: ‘We represent a great 
nation, but one whose honesty can not be depended upon. It is true that Con- 
gress has decreed that this reservation shall not be opened unless the consent of 
three-fourths of the Indians to whom it belongs is obtained. But you must not 
rely upon that pledge being kept. On the contrary, we now tell you plainly 
that unless you accept the treaty, even against your judgment, there is immi- 
nent danger that the United States will steal your land without more ado.’ 

** Let it be understood plainly that this is practically what the United States 
commissioners have said to the Indians at Standing Rock. Let it be further 
understood that, howevershameful the position taken must os to all right- 
minded people, the commissioners have not been drawing wholly upon their 
imagination, have not invented a danger which has no tangible existence, for 
three years ago Congress showed its entire willingness to do precisely this out- 
rageous thing, to steal the half of the Sioux reservation bodly and without pre- 
tense of right; and but for the force of public — then brought to bear by 
the Indian Rights Association, the seizure would have been carried into effect 
Now, however,’ Congress stands committed to abide by the deci- 
sion of the Indians. It has expressly provided thatthe consent of three-fourths 
of the Sioux shall be necessary to the opening of the reservation. Is it to be 
eoqgens that the freedom of that consent was not implied in the stipulation? 

‘What the commissioners are now doing is only too apparent. They are try- 
ing to bulldoze the Indians; trying to intimidate them into consenting to the 
treaty; and what is worst of all, trying to do this by alleging the dishonesty and 
perfidy of their own Government. The Sioux are plainly told that they must 
not rely upon the good faith of Congress, or believe that it will keep its engage- 
ments; and in the same breath they are chidden because they suspect the sin- 
cerity of the Government in its promises of payment for their lands. Surely 
eynicism can hardly go beyond the exhibition these commissioners are now 
makingat Standing Rock. Thisis their idea of‘ negotiating a treaty,’ to threaten 
the other party with high-handed confiscation of their landsif they refuse to sell 
them for less than they believe them to be worth to a Government whose good 
faith they have already had a score of reasons for doubting. 

‘We are compelled to repeat what we have said before, that the most brutal 
and reckless seizure of Indian lands would be less discreditable than the meth- 
ods at present being employed. If the country is not again to be disgraced by 
the immorality and baseness of its Indian policy, the commissioners at Stand- 
ing Rock must be instructed to suspend their bulldozing tactics and to tell the 
Indians that they are free to decide the question for themselves. In a word, 
the country must compel Congress to stand by its own laws, and the outrageous 
intimation that unless the Sioux yield to threats they will be plundered in cold 
blood by the people of the United States must be repudiated and rebuked em- 
phatically.”’ 

Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to inform this House whether there is eny foundation for these state- 
ments,and to take such steps as may in his judgment be proper to ascertain 
whether undue influence bas been used to secure thesignatures of any of the 
Indians to the treaty, 


at that time. 





RECORD—HOUSE. 
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THE FISHERIES. 


Mr. DINGLEY submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 

Whereas the President, in a message laid before the House on the 23d of Au- 
gust last, for the purpose of securing the rights of American fishing vessels in 
Canadian ports, asked for a grant of power additional to that given by the act 
of March 3, 1887, which provided that— 

‘“* Whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied that any Amer- 
ican fishing vessels or fishermen, having a permit under the laws of the United 


States to touch and trade atany port or place in the British dominions of North 
Aix 








America, are or then lately have been denied the privilege of entering such port 
or place in the same manner and under the same regulations as may exist 


therein applicable to trading vessels of the most favored nation, * * * or 


shall be prevented from purchasing such supplies as may be there lawfully sold 
to trading vessels of the most favored nation, * * * it shall be the duty of 
the President of the United States, in his discretion, by proclamation to that 
effect, to deny vessels, their masters and crews,of the British dominions of 
North America any entrance into the waters, ports, and places of or within the 
United States, and also to deny entry into any port or place of the United States 
of fresh or salt fish or any other product of said dominions;”’ and 

Whereas the President in said message informed the House that American 
fishing vessels are denied in Canadian ports rights and privileges to which they 
are entitled ; and 

Whereas the President in said message further informed the House that the 
treaty negotiated by him with Great Britain in February last secured to Amer- 
ican fishing vessels all their rights in Canadian ports, which rights were de- 
fined in said treaty to be simply shelter, repairs, the purchase of wood and ob- 
taining water, with such incidents of repairs and shelter as the right to land fish 
forsale, on payment of duty, and for shipment in bond to the United States, only 
in case of marine disaster, and the right to ship a man to take the place of one 
ill or deceased, and to purchase provisions and supplies for a homeward voyage 
or to take the place of those lost by accident, the privileges of purchasing bait, 
provisions, and supplies for a fishing voyage and transshipment of catch being 
expressly excluded: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the House— 

First. Whether he has information that American fishing vessels are now de- 
nied or have been denied in Canadian ports within the past year either of such 
rights or privileges named in the treaty negotiated with Great Britain in Feb- 
ruary last as the sole rights of such vessels in such ports; and,ifso, whena d 
to what vessels these rights were denied. 

Second. Whether the Executive now holds that American fishing vessels, 
authorized by our laws to touch and trade at foreign ports, are also entitled to 
the rights or privileges of entering Canadian ports for the purpose of purchas- 
ing bait, provisions,or supplies for a deep-sea fishing voyage, or for the purpose 
of landing fish to be sold in Canadian territory on payment of duty,or for ship- 
ment in bond to the United States without the payment of a license fee to the 
Canadian authorities for the exercise of either or all of such privileges, 

Third. Whether any American fishing vessels authorized by our laws to touch 
and trade have been denied the exercise of either of said rights in Canadian 
ports, or have been required to pay a special license fee not exacted of other 
vessels for the exercise of suth privileges; and, if so— 

Fourth. What steps have been taken by the President, pursuant to the act of 
March 3, 1887, to withdraw from Canadian fishing vessels in ports of the United 
States the privileges of purchasing bait, provisions, and supplies for a fishing 
voyage, denied to American fishing vessels in Canadian ports, or to withdraw 
from Canadian fishermen the privilege of bringing their fish into the territory 
of the United States for sale in our markets on payment of duty or forshipment 
in bond to Canada, which privileges have been denied in Canada to fishermen 
of the United States. 

LABOR 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, offered the following resolution: 


Resolved, That Wednesday, September 26, 1888, immediately after the reading 
of the Journal, be set apart for the consideration of measures reported from the 
Committee on Labor, and if not completed by 5 o’clock of that day, their con- 
sideration to be continued at the evening session, commencing at 8 o'clock. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I move that the resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Labor. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That resolution would go to the Committee on 
Rules. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. 
Labor. 

The question was put; and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. Cox) an- 
nounced that the ‘‘ayes’’ seemed to have it. 

A division was demanded; and there were—ayes 45, noes 3! 

Mr. BLOUNT. I make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will appoint the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] and the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. O’NEIL1] as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 54, noes 37. 

Mr. BLOUNT. No quorum. 

Mr. FORNEY. [rise to a privileged question. I desire to call up 
the report of the committee of conference on the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill. 


MEASURES. 


I move to refer it to the Committee on 


LIBRARY BUILDING, 


Mr. KELLEY. I would ask the gentleman from Alabama to allow 
me to submit a privileged resolution, which will not take any time. 

Mr. FORNEY. With the understanding that I retain the floor in 
the event that it provokes discussion I will yield to the gentleman for 
that purpose. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri. A vote is being taken, and the question 
of no quorum has been raised. Can any business be transacted, evena 
question of privilege, without a quorum? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. <A question of privilege is always in 
order, even pending a motion to adjourn. Does the gentleman from 
Alabama yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KELLEY. The resolution I desire to offer is asking an exten- 
sion of the scope of the powers of the committee to investigate the 
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Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I rise toa point of order. I want to 
ask whether this business can interrupt the call of States for the in- 
troduction of bills. I have always understood that that order, when 
commenced, must be gone through with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now before the House is 
a question of privilege, and can interrupt the call of States. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. That is all I desired to know. 

Mr. HEARD. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a 
question with regard to the scope of his resolution. As I understand, 
it goes to the extent of directing an inquiry whether any member of 
Congress has used his influence, etc., to procure the use of improper or 
inferior materials. 

Mr. KELLEY. That was the original resolution. 

Mr. HEARD. Very good. Now, what I want to know is this: I 
see it stated that Mr. Smithmeyer claims that some inferior material 
has been used, contrary to his assent. Now, I regard this question 
whether or not in the foundation of this building improper material 
has been used as more important, perhaps, tothe country at Jarge than 
the question which is immediately under inquiry. I should like to 
have the investigation broad enough to ascertain whether by the influ- 
ence of any member of Congress or otherwise inferior material has been 
used, such as may make that foundation unfit for the purpose for which 
it was intended. 

Mr. KELLEY. That question is distinctly covered by the original | 

olution. 

Mr. HEARD. That is satisfactory. | 
Mr. HERBERT. I have just come into the Hall; and I wish to ask 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether it is likely that the broaden- 
ing of the scope of this inquiry as indicated may result in preventing 

a report this session. 

Mr. KELLEY. From my knowledge of the case, I have no idea 
it it will. 

Mr. HERBERT. It is very important in a matter of this kind, af- 
fecting the character of a member of the House, that a report should 
be made promptly. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have not the remotest idea that this session can 
come to an end before the presentation of the report of this committee. 

Mr. HERBERT. If there is anythingin this proposed enlargement 
of the inquiry which may prevent a report before the adjournment of 
Congress, [ think we ought to pause and consider before adopting any 
such proposition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 


re 





thi 


Mr. Task the gentleman from Pennsylvania to accept 
as an addition to his resolution the clause which I ask the Clerk to 
read. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. The gentleman from Illinois asks con- 
rent to have an amendment read. 

Mr. KELLEY. I yield for the reading. 

The Clerk read es follows: 

And that said committee be instructed to report the evidence to the House, 
together with their recommendation thereon, within one week from this time. 

Mr. KELLEY. That can not be done, for the reason that one or 
two witnesses are absent, but have promised to be here during next 
week. ‘The Speaker of the House has expressed a desire to the com- 
mittee to be heard, and has announced 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Speaker will be here on Friday. 

Mr. KELLEY. That he can not be here until Friday. I hope that 
Senator VOORHEES, whose testimony is desired, will also be here on 
Friday. I hope that Mr. George B. Williams, of Indiana, will be here 
before Friday. If these gentlemen should attend as expected, I can 
seo no reason—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
be made. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 
to me. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This investigation, in justice to Mr. STAHL- 
NECKER, ought not to be continued beyond the present session of Con- 
gress. The facts to be brought out should be laid before the country 
before we adjourn. This is due to Mr. STAHLNECKER. He may bea 
candidate for re-election; and to have this matter pending and under 
investigation until the election would be a manifest injustice to him. 
All I desire is that there shall be a report upon this matter before Con- 
gress adjourns, so that he may have an opportunity to go before his 
constituents with all the facts in their possession. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iam very anxious to bring about that result. 

Mr. HERBERT. Let me ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania an- 
other question. Will the present proposition require the introduction 
of any more witnesses who areabsent? Is itcontemplated to bring in 
additional witnesses who are now absent? 

Mr. KELLEY. None that I know of that have not been intimated, 
if not actually named, to the committee. I know of no other cause of 
delay than securing the attendance of the two witnesses I have named, 
unless it be that we would gladly have the testimony of Judge Lamar, 
who was Secretary of the Interior and ex officio chairman of the com- 
mission. Bunt we will make no delay on that account. 

I understand he is here now. 





We must fix atime within which this report shall 


I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to yield 


Mr. MORGAN, 
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Mr. KELLEY. Wehave taken all proper steps to secure the attend- 
ance of Senator VOORHEES and Mr. Williams. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will modify my amendment so as to provide that 
the committee shall report during this session, but not later than ten 
days hence. 

Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
made this session, that is all I desire. 
**but not later than two weeks from this time. 

Mr. KELLEY. All right. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire now to offer my amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Pennsy}+ 
vania yield ? 

Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. TAULBEE. 

Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
of your proposition? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Now, let this go in also. 

Mr. KELLEY. I will hear it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. The first words to be inserted in the resolution 
occur in the fifth line, where the words ‘‘removed from’’ are used, im- 
mediately after ‘‘or retention in.’’ 

Mr. BLOUNT. What is the effect of it? 

Mr. TAULBEL. ‘The effect would be to ascertain whether improper 
influences were used to retain Mr. Smithmeyer in his position, as well 
as improper influences to remove him. The resolution of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania was to inquire if improper influences had been 
used to induce his removal. My amendment seeks toascertain whether 
improper influences were used for his retention. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In the first line on the third page of the resolution, after the word “re- 
moval’’—— 

Mr. KELLEY. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. TAULBEE., Is the gentleman not willing to have this amend- 
ment read for information ? 

Mr. KELLEY. I yielded for the purpose. 

Mr. TAULBEE. The Clerk is just about reading if, 

Mr. KELLEY. Very well. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word ‘‘ remoyal,’’ in the first line of the third page of the resolution, 
insert: ‘‘and whether any member of the House has or is now using his position 
to retain Mr. Smithmeyer in his position, or to divert attention from the investi- 
gagion now proposed, in which the said Smithmeyer is involved, or to intimi- 
date the committee or any member of it now engaged in the investigation of 
the construction of the Library building.” 


Mr. KELLEY. Theterms ‘‘improper or corrupt’’ are omitted there. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I am willing to insert the words ‘improper or cor- 
_" 

Mr. KELLEY. Insert them; and I want to hear from my friend 

from Georgia, to whom I have twice yielded the floor. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Lhope my friend from Pennsylvania will not consent 
to the previous question operating on the amendment. The House has 
begun an investigation in relation to one particular matter, to wit, al- 
Jeged improper influences on the partof a member of this House in regard 
to certain contracts. That is a distinct and unequivocalcharge. Anin- 
vestigation is going on, and it is important that it should be pressed 
promptly, and that we should have a report to the House without de- 
lay. 

This amendment contains an entirely different proposition, to wit, 
whether or not any member has improperly used or is using improper 
influences or corrupt influences to have Mr. Smithmeyer retained; and 
it savors very much, sir, of an attempt to impede the former investi- 
gation. The House can not afford to occupy that attitude. It looks 
very like two propositions contesting against each other at a time when 
the House should, as with one mind, proceed to investigate that which 
involves the question of its own honor and dignity. 

It is perfectly competent for the House to charge another committee 
with the investigation of the question as to whether any member of 
the House, or any numberof members, have been using undue motives 
to have Mr. Smithmeyer retained. If any member on this floor be- 
lieves that this has been done, I arn willing to unite with him, and I have 
no doubt the House will so feel, in having an investigation ordered of 
that matter. But, for one, I trust that this side of the House will give 
no semblance of partisan or personal feeling to this question, but will 
conduct itself in a manner calculated to command the confidence of the 
country in the purity of its motives and purposes; and I trust that this 
amendment will be voted down. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has taken the responsibility for the first investigation, and he shall not 
have from me, and I trust will not from this side of the House, the 
slightest discouragement in what he believes to be a public duty. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. KELLEY. I believe I am entitled to the floor on my deraand 
for the previous question. 


Two weeks. 
Well, not later than two weeks. If a report be 


Let the language be inserted, 
”? 


I yield to hear it read. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I offer this amendment. 
I do not yield except to have it read. 
The suggestion I have made is accepted as a part 
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t reported again? nes become of the resolution offered by 1 ake from Mimouri 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on the point of _— ae : ER a r ' s 1 
4 order. After that the Chair will listen to the gentleman from Arkan- | , eae : ca yaa es ee ee ee oi 
sas. ee ae ee a 
7 The Clerk read from the Reporter’s notes, as follows: Mr. O NEILL, of Fonmaylvania. Could it be interrupted until that 


order was concluded ? 
Mr. Ke.vey. The terms “improper or corrupt”’ are omitted there. The SPEAKER 
Mr. TAULBEE. I am willing to insert the words “ improper or corrupt a a ' 
Mr. KeEi.ey. Insert them; and I want to hear from my friend from Geor been so decided frequently. 
to whom I have twice yielded the floor 


pro tempore. The Chair h so ruled, and it has 


DREDGING THE ST. CLAIR FLATS CANAI 
*@ Mr. ROGERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the second Mr. CHIPMAN, by unanimous consent, introduced 1 (HH. R, 
4 resolution reported again, ; 11445) for completing the improvement a 


nd dredging the St. Clair 
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Flats ship-canal in Michigan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed. 





WORKS ON AND HARBORS. 
Mr. CHIPMAN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. 11446) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act making appropriations for | 


the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 


0 RIVERS 


rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,’’ approved July 5, 1884; | 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on | 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINI 

Mr. BARNI Ir. Spe r, I desire to introduce a bill for re 
ence 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I demand the regular order. I can | 
not be removed from the floor in that kind of a way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman will bein order. The 


gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. FORNEY] has the floor. 
Mr. FORNI I rise to a privileged question and call up the con- | 
e report on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 


icren¢ 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Irisetoapointof.order. Rule X XIX, 
under the head of *‘ conference reports,’’ provides that the presentation 
of reports of committees of conference shall always be in order except | 
when the Journal is being read, when the roll is being called, or when | 


the House is dividing on any proposition. Now, the House is divid- 
ing upon a proposition for the reference of a resolution introduced by me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the tellers to | 
have made their final report. 

Mr. O).NEILL, of Missouri. That wasa mistake. The point of no 
quorum was made, and the tellers were still taking the vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report of the tellers having been 
made, as the Chair understood, the Chair recognized the gentieman 
from Alabama | Mr. FORNEY] on a question of the highest privilege. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. The result of the vote was not an- 
nounced, The pointofno quorum was made, and when that point was 
made the tellers were required to resume their places, and, in the ab- 
sence of a quorum, is not the only thing in order either a motion to 
adjourn or a call of the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will again state the situa- 
tion. The tellers, as the Chair understood, made their final report. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. That was a mistake. 

The SPEAKER pro fempore. And thereupon the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. ForNEyY] took the floor to call up a conference report. 
if the tellers did not make their final report, then they must resume 
their places. 

The tellers resumed their places. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri {Mr. O’ NEILL] to refer the resolution intro- 
duced by him to the Committee on Labor. Those in favor of the mo- 
tion will now pass between the tellers. 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. As business has intervened, I submit to the Chair 
that the vote ought to be taken de novo. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks so, and the Chair 
has requested gentlemen who are in favor of the motion of the genile- 
man from Missouri [ Mr. O’NEILL], to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Labor, to pass between the tellers. This is a new vote. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If this resolution should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Labor, will that committee have the right to report at any 
time? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
answer that inquiry just now. 

Mr. BLOUNT. As the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O’NEILi] 
seems to be distrustful of the opinion of the Chair, I withdraw the 
point of no quorum, 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. 
of no quorum is withdrawn. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OATES. I renew it. 

The tellers resumed the count. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (after the count by tellers had continued 
sometime). Ifno other gentlemen desire to vote, the Chair will announce 
the result. On the motion of the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
O’ NEILL] the ayes are 60, the noes 12. Is the point of no quorum in- 
sisted on? 

Mr. OATES. It is. 

Mr. McMILLIN (after further continuance of the count). I ask the 
Chair to announce the result. There is evidently not a quorum in the 
House; there has not been to-day, and I do not believe there will be. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers report—ayes 64, noes 12. 
Does the gentleman from Alabama still insist on the point that there 
is no quorum. 
Mr. OATES. 





Regular order. 
The Chair would not be authorized to 


The Chair understands that the point 


I do. 








}; quorum, 
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Mr. McMILLIN. There isevidently no quorum in attendance, and 
if the point is insisted on this proposition can not go through. I sug- 
gest to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O’ NEILL] that he allow the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Forney] to bring up the conference 
report on the sundry civil appropriation bill and have it acted on. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. That would be a wise suggestion to 


| offer to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATEs]. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I make it, then, to thegentleman from Alabama. 
I only propose it as a practical way of doing business. It is evident 
we can not go further with the present question in the absence of a 


The SPEAKER pro tem The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
MILLIN | asks unanimous consent that the further count by tellers 


ore 


AT 
i 


| be suspended and that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FoRNEY] be 


allowed to bring up his conference report. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I hope 
concluded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the request of 
the gentieman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] will becomplied with. 
The States will be called through, and then the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [ Mr. FoRNEY] will be recognized to cali up his conference report. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Did I understand the Chair to say that 
the call of States is to proceed before we get through with this question ? 
I object. 

Mr. JACKSON. It is too late to make objection. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. It is not too late. 

Che SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gentleman 
from Tennessee to ask unanimous consent that the conference report be 
taken up. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I did. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. 
fact that I am still standing here to discharge my duty as a teller. 
have not vacated my place. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
osition ? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I do. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask, then, that some one be appointed a teller 
in my place. Idid not make the point of noquorum; and I have some 
business which I wish to attend to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES] will please take the place of the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. McMILLIn] as a teller. 

Mr. WEAVER (after a further continuance of the count by tellers). 
I move a call of the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the result announced. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will announce the result of 
the count by tellers. On the motion of the gentleman from Missouri 
the ayes are 68, the noes 12. Does the gentleman from Alabama still 
insist on the point of no quorum ? 

Mr. OATES. If I had not intended to insist on it, I would not have 
made it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] that there be a call of the 
House. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being—ayes 11, noes 35. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. As there is no quorum here, and as it will 
doubtless be impossible to get a quorum here to-day, I move that the 
House adjourn. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, let me make a suggestion. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Regular order. 

Mr. CANNON. My suggestion is that by unanimous consent this 
matter go over until to-morrow after the reading of the Journal, re- 
taining all the rights it now has, and that to-day we go on by unani- 
mous consent and finish the consideration of the conference report on 
the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent that the matter now pending upon the count by 
tellers go over until to-morrow, and that this afternoon be given to the 
consideration of the conference report on the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not see what advantage is to be gained by al- 
lowing this matter to go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CANNON. We can probably finish the conference report to- 
day. 

Mr. ROWLAND. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Florida [Mr. DouGHERTY] that the House adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. CANNON. I will renew my request, Mr. Speaker, for unani- 
mous consent at this point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will again submit the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Illinois that the business now pending go 
over until to-morrow after the reading of the Journal 

Mr. SPRINGER. And that the rest of the business of Monday go 
over also—the call of States. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Is there objection? 
the call of States will be 


I call the attention of the Chair to the 
I 


Does the gentleman object to the prop- 





And retain its same position on to- 
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morrow that it occupies to-day, the afternoon of this day being dedi- 
cated to the conference report indicated. ling 


Mr. ROW LAND. If this evenir is to be devoted to the considera- Mr. DOUGHERTY. I ect 











tion of the conference report exclusively, so far as I am concerned my j CHEAD I 
objection will be withdraw IOCK ERY. I 
The SPEAKER pro? Is further objection ? lraw his obje 
Mr. WEAVER. Is it understood that the rest of the business of to- BLOUN' I ) 
day, under rul . r? t ' 
Mr. PAYSO Let us Phat t 
| SPI . t é v1 
ré i ( 
Ni A YSO ‘ sa 
ver itil to or 
Mr. WEAVER. ‘ ir. DOI ! 
Mr. PAYSO ler ( 
t I 1est. 
The SPEA 1 ( 
Mr SPR t 
t { ‘ es 
~ vt¢ Q 
i \ ‘ ad ) U 
WEA" | rst 
CANNON I \ ) Gt t 
that t er n } r go 0 1 t ‘ 
er mat 3 per I to this day go over t s } Ss \ \ { 
( »> tha } ith ) } ) \ 
M LOL . tha ild ie I 
v 1 } + é ( t @ to 
Mr. RO ‘ , , 
( ates 
l S \ SI 5 co es 5 
1tot I ju I ell i ) A tat 
Mr. BLOUNT it S i loss of t € ( we Vy i 
if ro mor 1 I object 
Mr. DOCK | Mir ¢ ‘ his arrang it wel 
we could dispose of the sundry civil bill to-day 
Mr. BLOUNT. I hav ob on t ying on with the co g to t 
ence report on the sundry civi but I understand that t ‘ 
also embodies the s n iatter and all ot! ut ' r Dey 4 
Monday shall go over until to-morrow. We would then be in exact t} cess: tra t 
he same condition as we are now in. said; and that the Senate 1 
Mr RY AN, But we lose no time. I ntatives ont 
Mr. BLOUNT. Wewiil go on for three or four hours on to-morrow | WALTHALL, Mr. PLUMB, 1 
in the same way, and do nothing. part of the Senat 
Mr. CANNON. Is aconference report not privileged; and can it The message further ann 
not be called up any time? bills and a joint resolution of tl 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not when the House is dividing. . I . 87 providi 
Mr. CANNON. It can interrupt a motion to adjourn. nd fog-signals in Lake § 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been already decided once, but l range-lights in Lake Sf. ¢ 
the Chair will cause the rule to be read. H. R. 11336) a 
Mr. CANNON. It is not necessary. te certain trea I Liatle 
Mr. PAYSON. If it be in order, I ask unanimous consent that the vy of May, 1882 
pending order be postponed temporarily, and that the conference re- Jaint resolution (H. 
port of the gentleman from Alabama be taken up and considered, this | the river and harbor act of Au 


order being resumed afterward by unanimous consent. I message also announced 
Mr. WEAVER. ‘That will take the whole day, and then susp ‘ bills; in which the cor 
sions will be gone. 4 bill (S. 2877) authori gy 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I object. t Cerritories to fell and remo 
Mr. PAYSON. I ask that the Chair state the request. ing and domestic purposes; 
The SPEAKER protempore. The gentlemanfrom Illinois asks unan- { bill (S. 3193 
imous consent that the present question be temporarily laid aside- lambia to convey to W 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I object. 1 the city of Washin 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I have a proposition to make to \ 3539 ) t 
my namesake, the gentleman from Missouri, who seems to be running } in the State of Mis ; 
the House to-day. I propose that the House take a recess until Friday trict of said State 
next. Le further 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Iam perfectly willing that the gent] been directed to request t 
man may take a recess for himself. S te the bill (H. R. 11 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I do not want a recess unless my | vert for and ip 
fellow-members have the same privilege. fo 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s request is not in o1 Che me 
der. The gentleman can move to adjourn until Thursday. ments of the J 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I will not do that, because there ction 1225 of the I 
is too much public business pressing. I hope, however, the gentleman | the ny and Navy to « 
from Missouri will yield to let the conference report come up. 
Mr. TAULBEE. Idemand the regular order. This debate is out 
of order. Mr. CHEADLE. I[1 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that three hours e question was pu l 
remain of this day’s session I ask unanimous consent, in order to facil- | seemed to ha 
itate the public business, that the order of business prescribed for 1 Mr. SPRINGER. Di 
day be pursued for three hours to-morrow, after the reading of th 
Journal, beginning at the call of States where we now are, and that ir. SPRINGER and Mr 
the conference report be taken up for the remainder of the day. 
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Davidson, Ala. 
Allen, Mass, Davidson, Fla. 
Allen, Mich. De Lano, 
acon Dibble, 


Adams 


Belden, Dorsey, 
Belmont, Dunham, 
Biggs, Dunn, 
Bingham, Ermentrout, 


Blanchard, Felton, 


Boothman, Finley, 
Boutelle, Fisher, 
Bowden, itch, 
Bowen, Flood, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Foran, 






Breckinridge, Ky. Ford, 
Brewer, French, 
Browne, T.H.B., Va.Gaines, 
Brown, Ohio Gallinger, 
Brown, J.R., Va. Gay, 
Brumno Giear, 
Rryect Crest, 





Buchanan, Gibson, 
Bunnell Glass, 
Burnett, Glover, 
Rutterworth, Goff, 

Bynum Crranger, 
Campbel!, Ohio Cireenman, 
Cam pbell,T.J.,.N.Y. Grosvenor, 
Candler Grout, 
Caswell, Guenther, 
Catchin Iiall, 

Clardy, Harmer, 
Clements Hatch 
Cockran, Ilayden, 
Cogswell Hayes, 
Collins, Hemphill, 
Compton, Henderson, Ill, 
Coopel lloge, 
Cothran, Hooker, 
Cowlea, Ilopkins Til. 
Cox Hopkins, Va. 
Crain, Hopkins, N.Y. 
Crisp, Houk, 
Cummings, Hovey, 
Cutcheon, Howard, 

D> it Johnston, Ind, 
Dargan, Jones, 
Darlington, Kean, 
Davenport nennedy, 


During the roll-call, 
Mr. DOCKERY. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. 
Mr. DOCKERY. 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. 
is not in order. 
Mr. DOCKERY. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. DOCKERY. 
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92, not voting 190; a lows: 
YEAS 
A Car i Henderson, N.C 
\ M Carlton Hliestand, 
nders< lis Cheadle Ilunter, 
Barnes Cobb Hutton 
j r Doughert Kilgore 
Bland Elliot Laffoon 
Browne, Ind Enlor Laidlaw, 
He i \ Cirime Martin, 
Bu 8 Ha McCormick, 
BL lia McCreary 
} ry ~ 

A ricle lowa I 1 Lyman 

Ai 1] Farqubat McClammy, 
And Ix } McKenna, 
Arn I MeRae, 
Atkinson Ma Merriman, 
Baker ‘ Heard Mofiitt, 
Raker, I lienderson,lowa Morgan, 
Bankhead Hlerbe: Morrill, 
Dayne Herm Morrow, 
Bliss, Hires Nelson, 
Blount Hitt Nichols, 
} i Holman, 0’ Neall, Ind. 
Browse Holme O'Neill, Pa. 
Burrows Hudd, O'Neill, Mo. 
Campbell, f., N.Y. Jackson, Osborne, 
Caruth Johnston, N.C, Owen, 
Chipman, Kelley, Patton, 
Clark, La Follette, Payson, 
(‘onwe Landes, Perkins, 
Crouse Lane, Plumb, 
Culberson, Lanham, Post, 
Davis Lawler, Rowland, 
Dingley Lind, Ryan, 


NOT VOTING—19, 


Kerr, 
Ketcham, 
Lagan, 
Laird, 
Latham, 
Lee, 
Lehibach, 
Lodge, 
Long, 
Lynch, 
Macdonald, 
Maftett, 
Mahoney, 
Maish, 
Mansur, 
Mason, 
Matson, 
McAdoo, 
McComas, 
MeCullogh, 
McKinley, 
McKinney, 
MeMillin, 
McShane, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Montgomery, 
Morse, 
Neal, 
Newton, 
Norwood, 
Nutting, 
O'Donnell, 
O' Ferrall, 
Outhwaite, 
Parker, 
Pee), 
Penington, 
Perry, 
Peters, 
Phelan, 
Phelps 
Pideock, 
Pugsley, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 
Reed, 
Rice, 
Rockwell, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 
On motion of Mr. WHEELER, by unanimous consent, the reading 
of the names was dispensed with. 


n, and decided in the negative—yeas 37, nays 


Moore, 
Oates, 
Richardson, 
Robertson, 
Rovers, 
Rowell, 
Stone, Ky. 


Sayers‘ 

Scull, 
Seymour, 
Smith, 
Sowden 
Springer, 
Stahlnecker, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Struble, 
‘Taulbee, 
Thompson, Ohio 
Townshend, 
‘Turner, Kans. 
Vance, 
Vandever, 
Wade, 
Warner, 
Weaver 
Wheeler, 
White, Ind, 
Wickham. 
Wilson, Minn, 


tomeis, 
Russell, Conn, 
Russell, Mass. 
Rusk, 

Sawyer, 

Scott, 

Seney, 

Shaw 
Sherman, 
Shively, 
Simmons, 
Snyder, 
Sp.nola, 
Spooner, 
Steele, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo. 
Symes, 
Tarsney 
Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Thomas, II}. 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, Wis. 
Thompson, Cal, 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Turner, Ga, 
Walker, 
Washington, 
Weber, 

West, 

White, N.Y. 
Whiting, Mich. 
Whiting, Mass. 
Whitthorne, 
Wilbur, 
Wilkins, 
Wilkinson, 
Williams, 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 
Woodburn, 
Yardley, 
Yoder, 

Yost. 


In view of the fact that the announcement of the 
call of the roll will disclose the lack of a quorum 
I demand the regular order. 
I was about to suggest that—— 

I demand the regular order, and debate 





I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
The gentleman will state it. 
I desire to know if by unanimous consent the 





announcementof the result of this roll-call was dispensed with whether 

it would not be in order to resume consideration of the resolution offered 

by the gentleraan from Missouri. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

has been demanded. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 


Undoubtedly; but the regular order 


I ask unanimous consent 
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Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
should show that there was no quorum would it be in order to transact 
any other business during this day ? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. It is evident that the ‘‘ noes’’ have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No other business can be transacted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded, and 
the pairs will be announced, which is the regular order, 


I demand the regular order. 
; 
| 
1 
| 
! 
i 
i 
} 
The following pairs were announced until further notice: 


I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. If this vote 


Mr. WILKINS with Mr. Lona. 
Mr. Scott with Mr. McComas. 
Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. CoopEr. 
Mr. HATCH with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. MCKINLEY. 
Mr. COMPTON with Mr. Gorr. 
} Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. KENNEDY. 
| Mr. Hooker with Mr. LopGe. 
i Mr. CoLLins with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 
Mr. JONES with Mr. BOWDEN. 
| Mr. WILKINSON with Mr. DALZELL. 
Mr. WALKER with Mr. RomeEts. 
Mr. Davipson, of Florida, with Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania, 
| Mr. Bryce with Mr. GAINES. 
| Mr. NEAL with Mr. HAYDEN. 
| Mr. TrmotTHy J. CAMPBELL with Mr. WEST. 
Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. THoMAs, of Wisconsin. 
| Mr. STONE, of Missouri, with Mr. WILLIAMS. 
| Mr. BovreLLe with Mr. WISE. 
| Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. FINLEY. 
Mr. MANSUR with Mr. WARNER. 
Mr. CANDLER with Mr. BREWER. 
| Mr. FIsHeR with Mr. LEHLBACH. 
Mr. BYNUM with Mr, STEELE. 
Mr. VANCE with Mr. Russe.u, of Connecticut: 
Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 
Mr. Rusk with Mr. O’ DONNELL. 
Mr. DAvipson, of Alabama, with Mr. PATTON. 
Mr. SNYDER with Mr. Yost. 
Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. GROUT. 
Mr. Forp with Mr. GUENTHER. 
| Mr. GLOVER with Mr. PUGSLEY. 
Mr. STEWART, of Texas. with Mr. DUNHAM, 
| Mr. CLARDY with Mr. WADE. 
Mr. PERRY with Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. MAson, 
Mr. BicGas with Mr. Morrow. 
Mr. BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
| Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RocK WELL. 
Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, 
| Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. HUNTER. 
Mr. Morse with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts, 
Mr. TURNER with Mr. REED. 
Mr. HowARD with Mr. Hopkins, of Illinois. 
Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. TARSNEY. 
Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. Moore. 
Mr. Prpcock witb Mr. PHELPs. 
Mr. Russet, of Massachusetts, with Mr. CoGSwEt1! 
Mr. MorGAN with Mr. MILLIKEN. 
|} Mr. Wuririna, of Michigan, with Mr. Houx. 
| Mr. McKInNeEY with Mr. BooruHMan. 
Mr. Lyncu with Mr. YARDLEY. 
Mr. BACON with Mr. CASWELL. 
Mr. McApoo with Mr. BRuMM. 
Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. Brown, of Ohio. 
Mr. MCSHANE with Mr. LAIrp. 
Mr. BURNETT with Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana." 
Mr. SHIVELY with Mr. OWEN. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. BINGHAM, 
Mr. LATHAM with Mr. Gest. 
Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. GROSVENOR. 
Mr. GLASS with Mr. KETCHAM. 
Mr. THompson, of California, with Mr. PARKER. 
Mr. SENEY with Mr. Dorsey. 
Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. WEBER. 
Mr. MILLs with Mr. Josern D. TAYLOR, 
Mr. Crisp with Mr. De LANo. 
Mr. NEWTON with Mr. FELTON. 
Mr. SIMMONS with Mr. BUNNELL. 
Mr. CowLeEs with Mr. THompson, of Ohio. 
Mr. DUNN with Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 
Mr. MAISH with Mr. WoopBURN. 
Mr. MATSON with Mr. Hovey. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I see that I am paired with the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. DuNN], and I desire to withdraw my vote. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Iam paired with the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. DAvipson], but I vote on all questions to make a 
quorum, 
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Mr. McMILLIN. I was called from the House on business during 





the roll-call, and was detained until after my name was passed on the 
eall of the roll. ° 

The result of the vote was announced as abov » recor led. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri I move a call of the House. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore declared th 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 17, noes 47 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I call for the veas and na 

The House again divided. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Fourteen gentlemen have risen, 1 


than one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. The other side! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, after counting the other side, di 
that there were—ayes 14, noes 58; not a suflici 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I demand tellers on ordering the y« 
and nays. 





Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a privileged report 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I demand the regular order 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (to Mr. WHEELER). No quorum havy- 


ing been developed, that motion would not at this time be in order. 
The question on ordering tellers was taken, and the Speaker 
fempore announced that but nine gentlemen had voted in favor of 


dering tellers, not a sufficient number; and tellers on the yeas and nays 


were refused. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the House do now adjourn 
The question was taken, and the Speaker pro temp 
the ayes seemed to have it. 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, and Mr. CHEADLE. Division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 24. 
Mr. SOWDEN. I demand the yeas and nays. 


The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays; and ther 


were—ayes 17, not a sufficient number; and the Speaker declared th 
the yeas and nays were refused. 


} 





Mr. CHEADLE. 


The other side. 



























The SPEAKER pro tempore. The other side will rise. [After 
count.] Only sixty-nine gentlemen have risen, not a suflicient n 


ber, and the yeas and nays are refused. On the motion to adjourn t] 


ayes have it. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the House adjo 
until to-morrow at 12 o’clock m. 

PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule, private bills of the following titles were intro 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 11447) for the relief of William 
Blye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 11448) for the relief of William 
Denmure—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUDD: A bill (H. R. 11449) for the relief of Andrew Schn 
der—to the Committee on Claims. 

by Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: A bill (H. R. 11450) granting a 
sion to James A. Patterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi« 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 11451) granting a pension to 
Ldwards—to the Committee on Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of Henry King, of McNairy County, 
nessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the C 


By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition and papers of William F. Denmure 
support of bill for his relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs 
by Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of surviving legatee of Mrs. Sarah 


( 
s 
& 
- 
mittee on War Claims 
» 




























Lynch, of Frederick County, Maryland, for reterence of her claim 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Ciaims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Memorial to prosecute the bagging trust 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: Petition of heirs of Robert Jackson 
of Edward W. Reynolds, for reference of their claims to the Cour 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of the Tacoma (Wash.) Bar Asso 


tion, and of practicing attorneys of Pierce County, Washington Ter: 


tory, for two additional judicial districts in said Territory—to the ¢ 
mittee on the Judiciary. ; 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Tacoma, Wasli 
certain public improvements—to the Committee on the Territories 


Also, resolutions of the Grand Army of the Republic,of Washingto 


Territory, for an appropriation for head-stones for the graves of U1 
soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of W. H. Baugher, of Madison Co 


Alabama, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to th. 


Committee on War Claims. 
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of the Navy to contract for certain guns and ammunition therefor, re- | to a single subject affecting alone our treaty rights on her northeastern 


ported it with amendments. 


coast. The act of retaliation of 1887 was confined to the same subject- 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred | matter. This message, however, treats of matters extending across the 


the bill (S. 3472) to authorize the Union Gas Company to lay conduit- | ¢ 
pipes across the Ohio River, reported it with amendments. < 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was | ¢ 
referred the bill 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

JAMES HARVEY DENNIS. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3140) for the relief of James Harvey Dennis, reported the 
following resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 


avreed to: 





Resolved, That the bill (8S, 3140) entitled “A bill for the relief of James Harvey 
Dennis,’”’ now pending in the Senate, together with all of the accompanying | 
papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursu- | 
ance of the provisions of an act approved March 3, 1883, and an act entitied “*An 
act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United 
States,” approved March 3, 1587, to find and report to the Senate the facts bear- 
ing upon the merits of the claim, including the loyalty of the claimant and all 
other facts « templated by the provisions of said act. 





BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3566) granting a pension to 
John Hicks; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In connection with the bill I present a petition | 
signed by many citizens of Dallas County, Missouri, in which county 
the beneficiary resides, urging the passage of a bill placing his name 
upon the pension-roll. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions to accompany the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3567) granting a pension to Mrs. E. 
©. Russeli; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 3568) to prevent and suppress infec- 
tious or contagious diseases in foreign and interstate commerce of the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PALMER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GEORGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

THE PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 

Mr. BERRY. My colleague [Mr. Jones, of Arkansas] is absent 
this morning, but requested me to giye notice that to-morrow morn- 
ing, at the close of the morning business, he will ask the Senate to take 
up for consideration the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], to refer the President’s annual message to the 
Committee on Finance, for the purpose of submitting some remarks 
thereon, 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] having 
given notice that bis colleague [Mr. JonEs] will call up the Presi- 
dent’s message and make some remarks thereon to-morrow immedi- 
ately after the morning business, I desire to give notice that I shall 
submit some remarks on the same subject at the conclusion of the re- 


marks of the Senator from Arkansas. 
COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY REPORT. 
Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 5,009 additional copies of the Report of the Superintendent of the United 
States Coast and Geodetic Survey, with the usual necessary sketches and illus- 
trations showing the progress made in said survey during the year ending June 


30, 1887, 1,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the use 
of the House, and 2,000 for distribution by said Superintendent. 


RELATIONS WITH GREAT BRITAIN AND CANADA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from yesterday, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. SHERMAN 
September 17, 1888, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be directed to inquire into 
and report at the next session of Congress the state of the relations of the United 
States with Great Britain and the Dominion of Canada, with such measures as 
are expedient to promote friendly commercial and political intercourse between 
these countries and the United States, and for that purpose have leave to sit 
during the recess of Congress. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. President, the recent message of the President 
recommending a line of retaliation against the Dominion of Canada in- 
volves the consideration of our relations with that country in a far more 
important and comprehensive way than Congress has ever before been 
called upon to give. The recent treaty rejected by the Senate related 





sontinent, affecting commercial relations wéth every State and Territory 
yn our northern boundary. Under these circumstances I feel it is my 
luty to present my views of all these cognate subjects, and in doing so 


1363) for the relief of John W. Combs, reported it | I feel bound to discard as far as possible all political controversy, for 
in dealing with foreign relations, and especially those with our nearest 
neighbor, we should think only of our country and not of our party. 


‘The problem before us would be much easier to solve if we could 
treat alone with Canada as an independent power, but this in form is 
impossible, though by the wise and generous policy of Great Britain 
the government of Canada has been practically committed to the Cana- 
dian Parliament. Our negotiations have been and must be with Great 
Britain, though our differences are with her dependencies, the Domin- 
ion of Canada and the Province of Newfoundland, which participated 
in the negotiation of the late treaty, and their consent to the treaty was 
necessary to its ratification. It can not be doubted that if the English 
Government was alone to be consulted, it would readily, in conformity 
to its avowed principles and modern practice, concede to American fish- 
ermen the right to enter its ports and harbors to purchase supplies and 
transship commodities. But, to use the language of the President, the 
Canadian authorities and officers deny us these privileges and have 
subjected our citizens engaged in fishing enterprises in waters adjacent 
to their northeastern shore to numerous vexatious interferences and 
annoyances, have seized and sold their vessels upon slight pretexts, 
and have otherwise treated them ina rude, harsh, and oppressive man- 
ner. He further says: 

This conduct has been justified by Great Britain and Canada, by the claim 
that the treaty of 1818 permitted if, and upon the ground that it was necessary 
to the proper protection of Canadian interests. We deny that treaty agree- 
ments justify these acts, and we further maintain that, aside from any treaty re- 
straints, of disputed interpretation, the relative positions of the United States and 
Canada as near neighbors, the growth of our joint commerce, the development 
and prosperity of both countries, which amicable relations surely guaranty, and 
above all, the liberality always extended by the United States to the people of 
Canada, furnished motives for kindness and consideration higher and better 
than treaty covenants, 

Thus far I agree with the President. Not only wasa harsh and nar- 
row construction given to the treaty of 1818, but our fishing vessels 
were denied the benefit of the liberal and enlightened ideas and measures 
adopted in later years by commercial nations, and, especially, by the 
United States and Great Britain, of throwing wide open their ports and 
harbors to all vessels of friendly nations for the exchange of foreign 
commodities, subject only to such duties as by the public policy of each 
nation were deemed necessary, and without discrimination of country 
or vessels or mode of transportation. 

Our policy has been especially favorable to Canada, as the duty on the 
articles she exported to the United States wereexceptionally low. lier 
fresh fish were admitted free of duty into our country through our ports, 
harbors, and adjacent waters. This public policy was adopted not by 
treaty only, but by friendly laws, in harmony with the general good 
will of our people toward a kindred race in language, institutions, and 
origin, having a common boundary of 4,000 miles, and with whom it 
is our desire and hope to establish more intimate relations, and, in due 
time, a common union and destiny. 

The President complains that on the part of Canada there was an en- 
tire want of reciprocity, that— 

While keenly sensitive to all that was exasperating in the condition, an: by 
no means indisposed to support the just complaints of our injured citizens, I 
still deemed it my duty for the preservation of important American interests 
which were directly involved, and in view of all the details of the situation, to 
attempt by negotiation to remedy existing wrongs and to finally terminate, by 
a fair and just treaty, these ever-recurring causes of difficulty. 

I do not question the power of the President to negotiate a treaty 
subject to the advice and approval of the Senate, but I do deny that 
the treaty he negotiated would have remedied existing wrongs or ter- 
minated the causes of difficulty, or was in any sense a fair and just 
treaty. The more I have reflected upon it the more I am convinced 
that it was a one-sided treaty, that it would not have lessened but 
rather have increased the causes of irritation, and such, I believe, is the 
general sentiment of the people of the United States, and especially of 
those who are nearest in interest and in locality to the scene of the 
wrongs we complain of. 

The exclusion of our fishermen by that treaty from the extensive wa- 
ters and bays adjacent to the fishing grounds, on which they have the 
same rights as Canadian fishermen, admitted to be ours both by treaty 
and international law, should never have been conceded except for con- 
cessions of commercial rights of equal importance. When we look in 
the treaty for such concessions we find such trivial provisions as that 
our fishing vessels need not report toa custom-house when putting into 
the bays and harbors for shelter or repairing damages, or for purchas- 
ing wood or obtaining water. But even this concession probibits our 
vessels remaining more than twenty-four hours. They were not to 
be liable for compulsory pilotage and are relieved from certain dues 


which are not enforced against any commercial vessel. In case of 


being driven into any bay or port under stress of weather they could 
unload when such unloading is made necessary as incidental to re- 
pairs, may replenish provisions 9r supplies damaged or lost by disaster. 
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In certain cases they could purchase supplies for the homeward voy- rhe co-operatio! ssar} 
age. They were promised that the penalties for violating the customs |)... eee ro. : 
laws should not exceed the value of the ship and its cargo, that the Se a ins 
proceedings should be as inexpensive as practicable, that reasonable | . sans Gosia oi a shat tien teenteredt 20 a ts sieesiialiad 
bail should be accepted, and the usual incidents of a fair and speedy easicle eae 
trial are promised. These provisions are not concessions. All these || ee a a ree pple Mcp: 53° 
are rights which an Anglo-Saxon believes are inherent to man, aslife, ; aaa aia - : "hi * 
liberty, and props , rights which we have demanded from Algiers | . Gots Peet of ; é 
and Tripoli, which we have exacted from China and Japan when they a oe a : 
opened their doors to European civilization, rights which Great Britain | | : saaaall a ; ; : 
would not allow to be denied to Englishmen by any nation of th ; ntl erate, Pear tang 
ld \ gotiation i ich righ ts is a reproach to the f mie ; ‘ ys Ps 
treaty. The very fact of their concession by Canada and a — ; 
ance by us is an admission that they had been denied by the ( ‘ 
ithorities, and that we had to buy these common rights by ¢ 
ing the local jurisdiction of Canada over vast bays whel 
men had plied their vocation for more than one hundred ye: : 
Nor does the fifteenth article help the treaty, for that is ; ps 
( we Wlil | Ll ¢ r aut On USD Ol, Whaie ¢ 
i] nN 5 - L Oli ( Ss 
3 S n 1d other <« } 
i I LA 
nal \ t hes $ are hecessary i 
then, and only in t é it, 7 will Y ae ca — 
if ports tor— 
e pur 7 ~ l a ; 
pping of crew tric 
But even this article does not allow our fishing vessels to hav 3 
; except those specially specified in the three clauses named. All ovid 
and more of the rights proposed by this article have been freely gra fh 
and are enjoyed by every British and Canadian vessel, of whatever : , , 
kind, whenever its owner wishes to enter the ports, harbors, or bays 0 ey 5 
the United States. places tish forth America, a 
Why are not similar commercial rights conceded to our fishing ves- | ,““ oem ' ayes ~ oie woe : : 
selg? Why should Canada refuse to allow American fishing vessels, | , mann adeeen% soon. or Guisieated te mamensamalia ges 
engaged in a lawful and hazardous business on adjacent banks, to enter rements in respect of such rights,it s 
their ports and ship their catch over a railroad chiefly of American } Oe ees aa Sew ere eee aa age iy b 
ownership to the American market? The denial of this privilege, | ce into the waters, ports, or places of, o <a a aie 
which costs Canada nothing, has always seemed to me so inhospitable, | to deny entry into any port or p of the is 
unchristian, and selfish that I wonder that it has not long since led to | 0f ®8yY other product of said d ; 
violence and retaliation. The only answer is that the fishing banks | ~ — a oe , Sere 
lie nearer to Canadian shores than our own, and that they have there phat all the injuries to Our t len recited } 
fore an advantage in shipping their catch that we do not enjoy; and | Sress Have: been committed is a tt st y Stat t 
yet, strange to say, we allow them to ship their fish free of duty into | + Tes dent in his recent message ind , 
our market and thus take advantage of their own wrong. The Presi- | ‘ ifically points d out by him, and of 1 at 
dent, as I will show, has the power under the act of 1887, by a simple | ©!¢4Uy and distinctly defined by Cong ind is fully ju 
order, to change all this by stopping for a time the importation of fish | !@c's stated in the message. an 
and other goods from ports from which our fishermen are excluded, | ©an there be a doubt that, if the President had prompt 
and this alone would in all probability have secured justice, hospitality, passage Of this law, exerci ed his po ers, or even now, al 
and equal commercial privileges to our fishermen; but he chose to ne- | 0! 41S negotiation, s ould exer se either of the powers ¢ to I 
gotiate, and the result was a project of a treaty which secures none of | by the law—that is to prevent the entrance of Canadian into 
these except upon a surrender of the taxing power of the Government. | °UF ports or to deny entry into our ports of | sh or other g t 
The President complains that the treaty was rejected without any | product of said Dominion would have secured to our coun 
apparent disposition on the part of the Senate to alter oramend it. The | the privileges referre dto? And this would have been a just and prope 
only amendment that would make thetreaty tolerable was one tostipu- | ™¢*sure of ret uiation. He would have ted upon Canadian 
late for the entry of our fishing vessels into Canadian ports with the ls the precise injury to the same extent that ha been inflict 
same commercial privileges that are now enjoyed by the British and | American fishermen, 
Canadian vessels in our ports, but it was said in the committee and con- But, not content with this he proposes a measure of retaliation tl 
curred in by all that such an amendmesit would not be accepted by will inflict great injury upon our own citizens, in no way connect i 
the other contracting parties, that to adopt this amendment would be | With the fishery difficulties; will arrest a vast commerce ben il to 
to defeat the treaty in an indirect way and be a concession of the de- | both countries, which has been conducted in peace and safi and 
limitation of the bays mentioned, that it would be betterfor the United | Without controversy for years, which furnishes occupation for our rai 
States, and the Administration as well, to reject the treaty entire, leav- | Toads and other modes of transportation, and to a \ 1 ou 
ing the executive authorities to negotiate anew, or pursue the remedy | people; which causes no loss to our r 1e; which will create damag 
provided by law, as deemed best for the public interest. These con- | and irritation along the whole lengt 1 of our border, from the Gulf 
siderations induced me to withhold the amendment suggested, for it was | >*- Lawrence to the Str its of Puc . It will, without furnishing a 
perfectly well known that the treaty was rejected because it extended | remedy to the fishermen employed upon our northeastern fis! 
the exclusive waters of Canada without securing reciprocal advantages, | ict an injury to all engaged in commerce on the upper lakes, to sev- 
and aggravated rather than lessened existing difficulties. | eral lines of railroads through New England States, will check the 
The President charges that it was the evident intention of the Sen- | construction of railroads to and from the friendly province of Ma 


ate, not wanting expression, that no negotiation should at present be toba, probably lead to the suspension and breaking off of the expor- 








concluded touching the matter at issue; in other words, that the Senate | tation of coal from Ohio and the West to Canada, and the shipment 
was governed by political motives. This is founded upon asingle clause | Wheat from the Red River country to Minneapolis, to be ground into 
of the report of the committee, in which it is said: flour for re-export or home consumption. In other words, it will su 
_ Congress came to the conclusion that the period of negotiation and unavail- pend of embarrass a commerce of export und imports aggregating 
ing remonstrance had passed, and with almost absolute unanimity and without | nearly $100,000,000 a year A proposition ke tl made without 
any party division enacted the act of March 3, 1887. i iv arning in the midst of a popular elect with all the air and sur- 
This was the statement of a fact absolutely true, and is not in any | roundings of a sensation, is the respo1 ) an earpest demand made 
sense a denial of thé right of the President, under the Constitution and | by the fishermen of New England that they should be secured in the 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to make treaties. | enjoyment of w they believe to be their unquestionable rights. 
That Congress did expect him to pursue the course marked out by the On what ground is this recommendation made? If to secure t! 
law which he had approved is undeniably true, but it is equally true | rights of our citizens it is necessary to ma lese sacrifice 
that he might, before resorting to the law, continue negotiations, and people will not for a moment he itate; t if this is a mere i 
the same right was open to him after the Senate had expressed its d of resentment because the Senate ha ipproved the treaty, or is 


approval of the treaty, and yet, in the face of this, the President says | mere bluff to attract popular fe in aid of a po l ea 
the Senate has declined. wav necessary to secure the object & the Sen as ‘ly 
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deny the power asked for, and appeal to the sober judgment of our peo- First. The settlement of the Alabama and other claims. 


ple to support them in resisting measures so dangerous to the peace and 
prosperity of the country. 


The broad question is presented whether | 


it is wise to confer this power on the President of the United States | 
under existing circumstances, and this involves the consideration of | 


our commercial relations with Canada, their extent and importance 
both to Canada and the United States, and especially of the articles in 
the treaty of Washington of 1871 and the subsisting laws to carry them 
into effect. 

Prior to the treaty of Washington there were many subjects of dis- 
pute between the United States and Great Britain in respect to Canada. 
That treaty was negotiated with the utmost care by eminent represent- 
atives of Great Britain and the United States, and was ratified on the 
17th of June, 1871. It was a broad, comprehensive, liberal, and just 
treaty, fit to be made by two great friendly nations, and was designed 
to and did put all the controversies then existing upon a course of 
peaceful settlement honorable to both parties. 

The first eleven articles relate alone to the Alabama claims. These 
have been fully executed. Besides settling these claims there were 
two clauses honorable to both countries and of good example to all na- 
tions. One was the expression by Great Britain in a friendly spirit 
of— 


Regret felt by Her Majesty’s Government for the escape, under whatever cir- 
cumstances, of the Alabama and other vessels from British ports and for the 
depredations committed by those vessels— 

And, second, the three provisions in Article VI defining the duties 
of neutral governments to a friendly nation in war with another. 
These rules embrace the American idea in respect to neutral nations, 
and have been substantially adopted by other maritime powers. 

The next six articles provide for a claims commission to adjudicate 
and settle mutual claims of citizens of the respective nations against 
each other. This is an effective form of arbitration, and these articles 
have been executed. 

Article X VIII granted to fishermen of the United States the right to 
take fish of every kind except shell-fish on the seacoast and shores and 
in the bays and harbors and creeks of the maritime provinces on the 
northeastern coast of Canada, without being restricted to any distance 
from shore, with permission to land upon the shore for the purposes of 
drying their nets and curing their fish. This clause modifies the fish- 
ing rights granted by the treaty of 1818 by allowing our fishermen to 
fish within the marine league, but it grants them no commercial privi- 
lege of entering the port for provisions or supplies and transshipping 
their catch over the Canadian roads to the United States. This, how- 
ever, is provided for in Article X XIX, to be hereafter discussed. The 
nineteenth article grants reciprocal rights to Canadian fishermen on all 
bays, harbors, and creeks on the seacoast and shores of the United 
States north of the thirty-ninth parallel of north latitude. These and 
the two following articles relate exclusively to the fishing rights of the 
respective nations. 

The four following articles relate exciusively to the Halifax Commis- 
sion, organized to estimate the difference between the concessions to 
the United States and to Great Britain in respect to the fisheries, and 
have been fully executed by an award that has always been considered 
in the United States as excessive and unjust; but the award was made 
and has been paid. 

Article X XVI and several articles following deal with the coasting 
and transit trade along the rivers and lakes which form the border be- 
tween the United States and Canada, a distinct subject-matter. Arti- 
cle XX VI declares that the river St. Lawrence, running through Brit- 
ish territory, shall forever remain free and open to the sea for the pur- 
poses of commerce to the citizens of both countries. Article XX VII 
secures to the citizens of the United States the use of the Welland, St. 
Lawrence, and other canals in Canada on terms of equality with the 
inhabitants of the Dominion, and the United States undertakes that 
English subjects shall enjoy the use of the St. Clair Canal and certain 
State canals on terms of equality with the inhabitants of the United 
States, and the navigation of Lake Michigan was to be free and open 
for the purposes of commerce to English subjects. 

The twenty-ninth article relates to goods in transit arriving at ports 
of the United States destined for Canada, and, reciprocally, that goods 
from ports in the United States through Canada to the United States 
should be conveyed in transit without the payment of duties. I shall 
have occasion to call attention in detail to the provisions of this article. 

Articles XXX and XXXI provide for the coasting trade in vessels 
of both countries reciprocally on and through the Great Lakes and the 
rivers connecting the same, free of duty. In other words, the coasting 
trade of the waters on the borders of the two countries was to be open 
to the vessels of both nations on terms of reciprocity. 

The last articles from XXXIV to XLII relate solely to the bound- 
ary between the two countries on the northwestern coast. This con- 
troversy was referred to the Emperor of Germany, who decided it in 
favor of the United States. These articles were executed by his de- 
cision in our favor. 

Thus it will be perceived that this treaty embraces four distinct sub- 
jects, each of which was of great importance, but not in any way con- 
nected with each other. 


| of March 3, 1883. 


| 


Second. The fishery controversies on the northeastern coast. 

Third. The coasting and transit trade along the Great Lakes and rivers 
which formed a large part of the boundary between the two countries, 
and transshipment of goods in bond to and through either country free 
of duty. 

Fourth. The boundary line on the Pacific. 

The first and fourth of these, relating to claims and the boundary ou 
the Pacific, were settled in pursuance of the terms of the treaty. ‘The 
fishery articles gave rise to irritation and were terminated by the act 
The articles relating to the transit of goods, pro 
viding for a vast interior commerce and the reciprocal use of the rail- 
roads and canals of each country, have been substantially observed by 
both countries, except as to the transit of fish belonging to American 
fishermen from Canadian ports to the United States. 

The benefits conferred are mutual, and if any other complaints have 
arisen they have no connection with, relation to, or similitude to the 
fishery controversies. Why, therefore, blend this dispute about the 
transshipment of fish at local ports in Nova Scotia with the vast in- 
terior commerce of a continent? Why connect a controversy in th« 
waters about the mouth of the St. Lawrence with the commercial re- 
lations along a boundary line extending more than 4,000 miles? No 
good can result from it unless itis desirable to establish non-inter 
course between the two countries, and turn the minds of the two peo- 
ples from growing relations of friendship and good will to preparations 
for controversy and war. 

When a nation is compelled by a sense of wrong to seek aremedy by 
retaliation it is bound to apply a remedy suitable to the offense, and 
not to resort to extreme or unnecessary measures. If it doesso it be- 
comes a wrong-doer. The rule is properly stated by the President in 
the following words: 

There is also an evident propriety as well as an invitation to moral sup- 
port, found in visiting upon the offending party the same measure or kind of 
treatment of which we complain, and as far as possible within the same lines. 

And yet at once he invokes a measure of retaliation far beyond the 
range and out of all proportion to the complaint. What we complain 
of is the denial of the right of American fishing vessels to enter Cana- 
dian ports to ship their catch to the American market. 

The remedy provided by law is clear, simple, direct, and sufticient, 
visiting on the offending party the same measure or kind of treatment 
of which we complain, and there we should rest. They deny our ves- 
sels the right to enter their ports; we deny their vessels the right to 
enter our ports. They deny our right to transship our fish to our mar- 
ket; we deny them the right to bring their fish into our market. We 
base our right to enter their ports and transship our fish upon precisely 
the article of the same treaty upon which they send their fish to our 
market. If our claim is unfounded, then they should not enjoy the 
privilege they deny to us. 

We believe that the right to transfer fish in bond free of duty through 
either Canada or the United States rests upon the same law as the 
transit of all other goods. Fish can be and are freely transmitted 
from any other port or place in the United States to or from Canada, 
precisely like other goods, wares, and merchandise, but it is claimed 
that fish caught on the fishing banks by Americon fishing vessels can 
not, under the terms of the treaty of 1818, be allowed to enter the Ca- 
nadian ports in that region except for certain purposes, and that this 
traffic is not embraced in the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of 1871. 
It would appear upon the face of the latter treaty that there is no 
ground whatever for this distinction. By the plain terms of Article 
X XIX, which supersedes prior laws and treaties, the goods, wares, or 
merchandise of American citizens arriving at any of the ports of Her 
Britannic Majesty’s possessions in North America and destined for the 
United States may be entered and conveyed in transit through said 
possessions without the payment of duties. There is no restriction as 
to the character of the goods, no exception made as to fish, or as to par- 
ticular ports, or the character of the vessels, whether fishing vessels o1 
commercial vessels, or as to prior rights. No reserve is mace as to the 
treaty of 1818, and this right was enjoyed by our fishing vessels until 
1886. The transit of fish stands on precisely the same basis as the 
transit of wheat, potatoes, or merchandise. 

If the right to transship fish does not exist it is because Article X XIX 
is not in force. It therefore becomes important to determine whether 
this article has been in any way changed, qualified, or terminated by 
the notice given to terminate the articles of the Washington treaty re- 
lating to the fisheries by the joint resolution approved March 3, 1883. 
This resolution declares: 


That inthe judgmentof Congress the provisions of articles numbered X VIII to 
XXV. inclusive, and of Article XXX of the treaty between the United States 
and Her Britannic Majesty, * * * ought to be determinated at the earlie-t 

ossible time, and be no longer in force; and to this end the President be, and 
c hereby is, directed to give notice to the Government of Her Britannic Ma- 
jesty that the provisions of each and every of the articles aforesaid wiil termi 
nate and be of no force on the expiration of two years next after the time of 
giving such notice. 

* ~ * a * * & 

Sec. 3. That on and after the expiration of the two years’ time required by 
said treaty, each and every of said articles shall be deemed and held to have 
expired and be of no force and effect. 


Due notice was given by the President of the termination of the az 
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ticles named, and an act of Congress prescribed the mode of carrying 
it into effect. 

Thus, by the plain terms of the treaty and in pursuance of a righ 
reserved in the treaty, the fishery articles have been terminated, and 
by the common consent of both parties the fishing rights of the United 
States rest upon the treaty of 1818; but this does not affect any other 
portion of the treaty. This leaves the treaty of Washington, so far 
it respects the navigation of the St. Lawrence and the Great Lakes an 
the rivers that connect them, and the shipment of goods in transit un¢ 
Article X XIX in fall force. 

Che President admits the force of this position, but contends that 
as the result of the termination of the fishery articles, Article X XIX 
las also been terminated. He, in his recent message, for the first ti 


takes that position, He says: 
T 





here need be no hesitation in suspending these laws, arising n the s 
position that their continuation is secured by treaty obligations, for it s« 3 
quite in that Article X XIX of the treaty of 1871, which was the only artic 
corp ing such laws, terminated the Ist day of July, 1885. 

He supports this by a narrow and technical construction of Art 


XXXII. Itis not pre tended that either country hastaken any dire 
measure to terminate Article X XIX, but, as stated, it is a mere con 
structive repeal, for Article X XIX is not mentioned in the joint re 
lution of March 3, 1883, terminating the fishery articles. The Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] supports the President by a subtle at 
gument, plausible upon its face but not satisfactory. 

It is sufficient to say that all the contracting parties to this treaty 
have treated this article as in full force. It is a reciprocal arrang 
ment upon a distinct subject-matter, beneficial to both parties, and « 
which no complaint has been made, either as to its fairness or its con 
tinuance. <A repeal by construction is not favored in law. Since tl 
termination of the fishery articles the great commerce conducted un 
der the provision of Article X XIX has been continued and is annually 
increasing. When appealed to, Great Britain insisted it was in fore 
if violated at all it has been by the refusal of Canada to allow the 
shipment of fish from American vessels in the ports on the nort 
n coast. from Nova Scotia through the State of Maine to Boston 
1 other points. But this grievance could be amply remedied und 
the ; of March, 1887, by forbidding the entry of fish from Car 
into the United States, or by forbidding Canadian vessels from ¢ 
ing the ports of the United States. 

We are told by the President that— 











In thé year 1886 notice was received by the representatives of our Go 








n hat our fishermen would no longer be allowed to s! their fish in 
and free of duty through Canadian territory to this country; and ever s 
it time such shipment has been denied 


If this be so it is another reason why the President should have at 
once responded by a refusal to allow fish to be brought through Ca- 
nadian territory to our country or the entry of Canadian vessels into 
our ports. This would be a plain, direct, and prompt remedy which 
the President, though armed with full power, has refused to exercise. 
To make this injustice by the Canadian authorities the ground for ar- 
resting the transit of goods between the two countries along the line of 
the frontier would be to inflict a vastly greater injury on our own peo 
ple as well as upon the Canadians, to redress a local grievance for which 
he has an ample local remedy. It is retaliation against ourselves. 

It was said in debate that President Grant in his message of De 
cember 5, 1870, recommended the identical measure of retaliation now 
recommended by President Cleveland. This is easily answered by the 
very different state of our relations with Great Britain then and now. 

ll the many causes of complaint subsequently settled by the treaty 
of Washington were then pending and flagrant. But a better answe 
is that in spite of the many causes of complaint then existing, Congress 
refused to General Grant the powers he asked for and left him to nego- 


tiate as a better remedy. No party then proposed to comply with his | 


request. No Democrat would then confer upon him such powers. 
Shall we now when our causes of complaint are infinitely less and have 
been localized give to President Cleveland powers we refused to Presi- 
dent Grant? 

It has been said in debate that the President has already the power 
he asks for, and sections 3005 and 3006 of the Revised Statutes have 
been quoted to sustain this view. Ido not concur in this, but agree 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GkorGE] that no such power 
is conferred by these sections. It can not be based upon the powe1 
granted hy section 3005 to the Secretary of the Treasury to prescribe 
rules and regulations. This is merely directory to provide a proper 
mode for executing the law, but the law itself confers upon the owners 
of the merchandise the right to carry their goods through the United 
States free of duty, and that right can not be taken away by the regu- 
lations of the Secretary or by his failure tomakesuch regulations. Noi 
does the authority conferred upon the Secretary of the Treasury by sec- 
tion 3006 to make rules, regulations, and conditions, limit or contro] 
the authority to import merchandise in bond or duty paid, to be trans- 
ported from one port of the United States to another over neighboring 
territory. 

The regulations must be in harmony with and not defeat the object 
of the law. Nor does it follow that powers given to the Secretary of 
the Treasury are conferred upon the President. A multitude of ex- 
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iples of this kind can be n where the head ofa Dep 
“1 with independent power denied to the Presiden No 
ident any dispensing power He n not take advantage of the 
i-fulfillment of a treaty by a foreign nation. Congress alone can 
» treaty i s violated by t other p I lay abré 
he treaty in whol in pa but t re ent has no such 
If Great I iin has violated th enty th art e the 
of Washington, cr has failed in any respect to perf ol 
itions, as I believe it has in refus the entry i Lnss ent of 
LI the Congress alone may prescribe prope edies, either by 
abrogation of a part or the whole of a treaty or b: taliatic kind 
In this case Congress has furnisheil t emed rd 
specific It has not undertaken to abrogate Art X XIX illthe 
parties to the treaty have treated it 8 t my 
mstruction, it is still in full force and eflect 
sts of our people nor public policy demand that it should be suspended 
| or evaded, but should be maintained and enfo1 
Unfortunately the President is committed against tl po and 
sappointed in the rejection of the late treaty and d tisfied with the 
ttitude of his administration on a question involving the 1 ts ofa 
large number ofour people, he now, in hisrecent m e, seeks tochange 
the issue, sets up new grievances, a sks for new powers to ight a other 
| diplomatic battle on another li He says in his message of the ith 
| of August that the Dominion of npiie i wit Arti 
XX VII of the treaty of Washing in Vv x ) 
the Welland Canal on the same $ gra i to Car 
dian vessels This is quite a different subje ma t \ 
XXIX. Article X XVII provides that 
ART e XxX 
I Gove ent of He M yeng 
t D nit 1 of Canada to se re to the ‘ el is 4 
se of the We i, St. Law ea r canals D : 
¢ i v i f ‘ i ‘ ne 
{ ted States gages ~ sof He Ma sl l 
tl 1s oft he ( sir i its ¢ I ter 5 r wit a 
s of the United States, and further gages to x¢ i State eri 
s to secure to th I ts Her Br M ~ f r 
< ected with navigat f uke rivers rsed 
us tothe boundary line betw« 1 t] possess 
g parties on terms of equality with the inhabitants of the | 
Though Great Britain only engaged to urge Cana secure ¢ ens 
of the United States the use of the Welland and ot! in on tern 





of equality with citizens of Canada, yet, considering their relations to 


each other, this constitutes a substantial obligation on the part of Great 
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britain to secure to ¢ ens of the United States the use of tl inal 






















on the same terms granted to citizens of Canada. It is n illeged 
that such discrimination is made agair the United States, but this is 
denied by the Dominion Government. It appears, however, that a 
rly as tl March, ] rder of council, that Govern 
I did al 2 cents a ton, mere I nal 
0 leat, Co ease, | Ali [ ng lo lpr auc ied 
ivh the und Car hipped to Montreal or ports east of 
while the usual 1 yped to other ports is 20 cents a 
Chis does not dise1 st Ame in vessels { ma 
carry these articles to Montreal; but it does discriminate against Amer- 
in ports, and is certainly a violati t of the treaty if no 
ts letter. This discrimination h ‘ in¢ It ar 
lso from the report of the Comm vigation that simila 
orders of council were in operation since July 4, 1385, durir a 
the whole period of this Administration. 
A 1 rr ral ! t 1 l ( aur { I 
on certain gs from 
of Mon i ed et 
7 € { | 
‘ DD t + 
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yw, the first inqu Ih »> ma LHS « I 11 ) 
crievous as to demand the extreme remedy of retal ion, 
not sooner brought to our attention? ‘The first we heard of 
pluint were statements made by a Senator on this flo I 





ent session and by a bill introduced in the House of 


If there was just ground for this complaint it was the 
dent to inform Congress of it, and to call upon Congr 


to the fishery controversy for power to enable him t 
of the treaty. It is not mentioned by the Secreta: 





his annual report. I need not say it was not menti 
dent in his annual message. It is said it was mentioned in the report 


of the Commissioner of Navigation in December last, a document not 


likely to attract attention, and in a letter from the Secretary of 


Treasury to the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House, January 
23, 1888. It does not seem to have been called to the attention of the 
distinguished negotiators of the late fishery treaty. It was not even 
called to the attention of Mr. Bayard, our Secretary of State til the 
10th of July, 1888, and then in a perfunctory kind of a way He pt 
| on this grievance until the 21st of July, when he addre I to 
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| 
the British minister at his summer retreat; even then did not treat it | from Mr. West, and then we shall havea longseasonintervening. Sir 
as « complaint against Great Britain, but closed his brief note with | John Macdonald is reported in the newspapers to have said yesterday 
th equ rhe policy of the Canadian Government will be toawait developments in the 
. ° al United States. By this I mean that the only question from whi trouble 

I thank you to bring this matter to the attention of the Canadian Goy- | : oe 2 -- begs n ‘y question from which trouble can 

. a 7 ; _ . - 1 of th , , : , e relates to the fishing. rhe fishin season has just « ed, and it lr 
a ; 7 : | open again until May. In other words, it will be fully ei 1onths b the 

.o doubt in due time we will hear further from the Canadian Gov United States will have any chance to bring up the question a 

ernment through Mr. West and Mr. Bayard. Chat was not the view the House of Representatives seem to have 


} 


And yet this is the subject-matter of the message of the President | taken 





of August 29, 1688, which has caused so much excitement in those And now, Mr. President, taking a |] r view of this question, I 
countries, and even the facts which I state were not known to us until | submit if the time has not come when the people of the United States 
the 12th of this month of September—six days since—when they were | and Canada should take a broader view of their relations to each other 
communicated by the message of the President in response to a reso- | than has heretofore seemed practicable. Our whole history since the 
lution of the Senate. And yet with the message of the President there | conquest of Canada by Great Britain in 1763 has been a continuous 


came to the House by some grape-vine line the bill now before us. it | warning that we can not be at peace with each other except by polit- 
wis hurried through in hot haste to heal the wounded honor of our | ical as well as commercial union. The fate of Canada should have fol- 
country, which had, according to.the President, suffered almost un- | lowed the jortunesof the coloniesin the American Revolution. It would 
heen better for all, for the mother country as well, if ail this con- 
acl 


consciously a grievous wrong for more than three years! | have 
Mr. President, I have in my time seen many panics. I have seen | tinent north of Mexico had participated in the formation and s] 


the Senate and the House rush in hot haste through the forms of leg- | in common the blessings and prosperity of the American Union. 
islation under sudden excitement many foolish measures. I have seen | So evidently our fathers thought, for among the earliest military 
| 





mobs not so respectable commit violence and crimes against law and | movements by the Continental Congress was the expedition for the 
justice. I have read of panics in battle when the bravest of troops | occupation of Canada, and the capture of the British forces in Mon- 
fled in a fright from imaginary dangers, but I have never known one | treal and Quebec. The story of the failure of the expedition, the he 
so groundless as this. Tor us to set up these old orders of council of | roism of Arnold and Burr, the death of Montgomery, and the fearful 
the Canadian Government now, here in the midst of the fishery con- | sufferings borne by the Continental forces in the march and retreat 
troversy, as a ground for retaliation would be a departure from all the | is familiar to every student of American history. The native popula 
usages of friendly intercourse between friendly nations. It would be | tion of Canada were then friendly to our cause, and hundreds of them 
to seck a quarrel on a new pretext to fortify an old controversy. It | as refugees followed our retiring forces and shared in the subsequent 
would be neither manly, dignified, nor just. It is an afterthought. | dangers and triumphs of the war. Itwas theearnest desire of Frank- 
If not, why did not the President advise us before of the discrimina- | lin, Adams, and Jay at the treaty of peace to secure the consent of 
tion against us in the use of the Welland Canal? Why did he, in | Great Britain to allow Canada to form a part of the United States, and 


June, 1887, confer bonding privileges on the Canadian Pacific Rail- | at one time it appeared possible but for the influence of France and 
road Why did he not make a firm remonstrance against such dis- | Spain, then the acknowledged sovereigns of large parts of the territory 


criminations? Why did he not give notice that if continued, like dis- | now included within the United States. The present status of Canada 
criminations would be made on the St. Clair and Sault de Ste. Marie | grew out of the activities and acquisitions of European powers after th 
Canalis? Why, after giving notice to the British minister, does he not | discovery of this continent. Spain, France, and England especially de- 
awaitan answer? Can it be that he never heard of this grievance | sired to acquire political jurisdiction over this newly discovered coun 
until now, and seized upon it to cover his refusal to obey the law fix- | try. 
ing the measure and extent of retaliation for injuries done to the fish- Without going into the details so familiar to the Senate, it is sufli- 
ing rights? I can not resist the conclusion that this grievance, neg- | cient to say that Spain held Florida, France held all west of the Mis- 
erlooked by the President, is now lugged into the fishery | sissippi, Mexico held Texas west to the Pacific, and England held Can- 
controversy to divert attention from the failure to enforce the retalia- | ada. The United States held, subject to the Indian title, only the 
tion authorized by law. | region between the Mississippi and the Atlantic. The statesmen of 
\nd yet, Mr. President, I believe the discrimination made is a sub- | this Government early discerned the fact that it was impossible that 
stantial and, as the debate in the House of Representatives shows, an | Spain, France, and Mexico should hold the territory then held by them 
injurious infraction by the Canadian authorities of the treaty of Wash- | without serious detriment to the interests and prosperity of the United 
ington, and calls for a firm remonstrance by the President to Great | States, and without the danger that was always present of conflicts 
Britain, and, if not heeded, an act of Congress authorizing a toll on | with the European powers maintaining governments in contiguous ter- 
vessels passing through the St. Clair Flats or Sault deSte. Marie Canals | ritory. It was a wise policy and a necessity to acquire these vast re- 
to Canadian ports, or in the last resort authorizing specific retaliation. | gions and add them to this country. They were acquired and are now 
Upon the showing now made I will vote for such an act or acts after a | held. 
fair notice and proper hearing. 1 may be, and has been contended, | Precisely the same considerations apply to Canada, with greater force 
that the joint resolution of March 3, 1887, is broad enough to justify | The commercial conditions have vastly changed within twenty-five 
such retaliation, butif there is any doubt of it fall and specific authority |-years. Railroads have been built across the continent in our own coun- 
should be conferred upon the President to retaliatein kind. I can not | try andin Canada. The seaboard is of such a character and its geo- 
doubt that Canada will on proper representation remove this cause of | graphical situation is such on both oceans that perfect freedom as to 
complaint. Itis not to be supposed that any such discrimination would transportation is absolutely essential, not only to the prosperity of the 
be made except by inadvertence, or continued after the attention of the | two countries, but to the entire commerce of the world; and as far as 
Canadian authorities had been called to it. | the interests of the two people are concerned, they are divided by a 
We have no right to complain that Canada levies tolls on vessels pass- mere imaginary line. They live next-door neighbors to each other, and 

ing through her canals, though we levy none on American canals, for | there should be a perfect freedom of intercourse between them. 
that right is expressly recognized by the Washington treaty. All that A denial of that intercourse, or the withholding of it from them, 

j 

| 

| 


lected or ov 





we can ask is that no higher or other tolls are levied on American ves- | rests simply and wholly upon the accident that a European power one 
sels than on Canadian vessels, that no discriminations are made under | hundred years ago was able to hold that territory against us; but he: 
cover of drawbacks or bounties in favor of Canadian ports against Amer- | interest has practically passed away and Canada has become an inde- 

pendent government to all intents and purposes, as much so as Texas 
was after she separated herself from Mexico. So thatall the consider- 
ations that entered into the acquisition of Florida, Louisiana, and the 
Pacific coast and Texas apply to Canada, greatly strengthened by the 
changed condition of commercial relations and matters of transporta- 
tion. These intensify not only the propriety, but the absolute neces- 
sity of both a commercial and a political union between Canada and 
the United States, 

The immense extent of our boundary line invites, has produced, and 
will more and more produce, as both countries grow, innumerable 
causes of controversy that would not exist if we were bound by the 
tie of a common government. Nearly all of the troublesome ques- 
tions that have been the subject of negotiations with Great Britain have 
related to Canada. One fruitless war led to the invasion of Canada. 
More than once we have been on the verge of war with Great Britain 
as to the boundary line with Canada. Our present controversies as to 
the fisheries, canals, commercial and trade relations are with Canada. 
The similarity of our language and institutions makes intercourse easy 
and controversies frequent. Our proximity is more dangerous than i! 
we were of different races, speaking different languages, and separated 


ican ports. Lf we object to tolls weshould do what ought to have been 
done forty years ago, and for which I voted thirty years ago, build a 
eanal around the Falls of Niagara on American soil. 

| conclude, therefore, that it is not wise at the present time to give 
to the President the additional powers of retaliation he asks for as the 
case now stands. It is for Congress, the representatives of the States 
and the people, to judge of the necessity and extent of powers of re- 
talixtion demanded by national honor to secure national rights, and 
not for the President. If the object is to secure our fishery rights, the 
powers already granted are full, complete, and adequate. If it is to | 
prevent discriminations against American vessels in Canadian canals, 
the‘Youndation has not been laid by negotiation, remonstrance, and re- 
fusal to justify acts of retaliation. When that is done it will be time 
enough to provide such measures, and the patriotism of Congress may 
be relied upon, whatever party is in power, to assert and maintain the 
rights of our people 

That there is no haste about this matter is shown from the very cool 
and placid manner in which Sir John Macdonald treats the whole ques- 
tion. The Welland Canal will be closed for the season in sixty days, 
before we shall receive an answer from the Canadian Government or 
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a have the benefit of ! l gove ent €CO the t 
tion only e: led by that the Northwest 7 tor 
I} nat ady + ( t un 1 ¥ id be 
controversie inse] hle fi 1 long boundar line 
br lest et le in the } ‘ iT of a cont ! ( 
4 . inte ts and pride and achie I fal 
represented in the Congress of the U1 L£ ng 
power and influence of republican institutions 
world, and giving additional securi rain of ] 
e ropean po his, as 1 have s 3 no untrodden expe ent 
& the histo An rican pr Che thirteen old ) have ab 
i S l under their flag and n successive regions of vast 
tent and resources, some of which now exceed in wealth and popula 
tion many times that of the old thirteen States at the beginning of t t 
century. The settlement of ti Northwest Territory. the Louisia t T 
and Fl la rchases, the annexation of Texas, and the acqu { I 
from Mexico are examples of the adaptation of our form of ¢ f ! I 
ment for expansion, to absorb and unite, to enrich and l pu 
i r body-politic adjacent countries, and while strengt! p ( 
ler States confer prosperity and development to t ! nment 
itted into this brotherhood of republican States. 
nion of Canada is so situated that she would reap mo 
vant 3 from this connection than any previous acq ‘ 
great market will be at once open to her vast undevel: 1atur é } i i 
sol 3 Her fisheries would find an undisputed and ur d mat v 
Her extensi forests, far greater than ; kno 
in present value Her wheat, barley t 
our consumption or add to the store é 
kets by modes of transportation alway 1, fi i-hou t co gy W ’ 
rsor tolls at all seasons of the year. The tide of emigration that | 1 n of ail tl 
s steadily passed through her borders into our more favored ciimat ( >t 
si | turn northward to the forests of Columbia, to the vas t t ( 
® Manitoba and adjacent provinces, to the silver . 
4 nickel mines north of Lake Superior and MI ORGAN « 
ural regions in the older provinces. Mr. PALMI 
* 1 know of no portion of the populati: that I m 
' would be in sly affected by union w AT. MORGA} 
the favored few wh yenjoy tities or who. | 
for life; but even these will find compensation 
public gain, by a broader sphere of ambition an ‘or 1 M LM I as unit t t 
mass of their people the change would be imperceptible, while its ben« ch the Senat i the bill (H 
‘ fits would be undeniably apparent Chey now, under the Brit t at the mouth of Otter Creek, Lake Champla 
a North American act of 1867, form a vi itary union into one legis PRESIDENT prot Does the Sens 
tive confederation. Under our system they would have this and great on now 
security for perpetual union, growth, wealth, and strength, with all Ir. PALMER. Yes, sir 
re their local powers, autonomy, and government. The PRESIDENT » ten :' 2a 
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motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was ordered to athird 


reading and passed. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro t mpore. W hat disposition does the Senator 
Wlesire made of the bill? 

Mr. PALMER. I move that it be recommitted to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. May i inquire what the bill is? 

The CHigF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 5716) for establishing a light at 
the mouth of Otter Creek, Lake Champlain. 

Mr, PALMER. If there is any interest felt I can make an expla- 
nation that will satisfy all Senators that it is the proper thing to do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been recommitted to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION 
Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Alabama kindly yields to me for 
1 


I wish to make a brief statement on a matter personal to 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


a moment, 
myself. 

| was not present when the vote was taken upon the Chinese ex- 
clusion bill yesterday. Before leaving town last Wednesday I had | 
arranged a pair with the Senator from Indiana | Mr. Turpre]. I de- 
sired to vote ‘‘ yea’? upon the motion to reconsider the passage of that 
bill. ‘The Senator from Indiana, I understand, was to vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 
By some mistake, for which I blame no one, the Senator from Indiana | 
being absent yesterday, a pair between him and some other Senator 
was announced, and I did not appear to be accounted for. I wish 
merely to say that if here I should have gladly voted ‘‘ yea’’ upon the 
motion to reconsider. 

| do not remember having ever heard of a bill, even in the agonies 
of war or expected war, in the face of any calamity, that was passed 
with such extraordinary haste and disregard of formality as that bill 
was originally. Considering the fact that we had then pending a treaty 
with China and that we then had in the hands of the President a bill 
‘insigned which had just passed both Houses substantially providing, 
as I understood, for all that was needed to ward off Chinamen, I thought 
ta matter of propriety and proper respect to a foreign nation to recon- 
sider our somewhat hasty action and refer the bill to the Committee 
on l’oreign Relations, that this important subject might take the usual 
steps of deliberate and dignified consideration. 

RELATIONS WITH GREAT BRITAIN AND CANADA. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, when I heard yesterday the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Ohio, ‘‘ that the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions be directed to inquire into and report at the next session of Con- 
gress the state of the relations of the United States with Great Britain 
and the Dominion of Canada, with such measures as are expedient to 
promote friendly commercial and political intercourse between these 
countries and the United States, and for that purpose have leave to sit 
during the recess of Congress,’’ I was very much puzzled to under- 
stand what it was the Senator from Ohio desired that that committee 
should do in the vacation of Congress. I was not aware that the Sen- 
ate or the country was in need of any information of an accurate char- | 
acter or of a general character in reference to the actual state of the | 
relations between the United States and Canada, either as it concerns 
their commerce or their intercourse of any description. I was not 
aware that there was any necessity for promoting the friendly com- 
mercial and political intercourse between those countriesand the United 
States that had not existed always and would not continue to exist 
until the end of time, I hope. 

I was quite surprised this morning to find the Senator come in with 
a prepared written argument, a speech in which he went intoa post-moriem 
examination of the fisheries treaty, which has been denounced by the 
Senate. He has gone over the whole ground covered by the recent mes- 
sage of the President asking additional powers by way of amendment 
to the act of March 3, 1887, and has proceeded further to delineate in 
a more specific way a favorite idea that seems to have haunted the im- 
agination of the Senator from Ohio now for quite a while in respect of 
« zollverein between the United States and Canada, which this morn- 
ing seems to have matured into a settled purpose on his part to have 
Canada annexed to the United States. 

I admire the reach of the Senator’s statesmanlike genius and ability 
in thus grasping Canada around the waist and hauling her up into 
close embrace with the people of the United States, and I look forward 
perhaps at the end of another century to something like a realization 
of the dream of the Senator from Ohio which he has so beautifully por- 
trayed this morning, of the admission of Canada into the United States, 

unless in the mean time the Federal party of the United States, who 
are very much in love with the ancient traditions of centralized power, 
should conclude that after all it was a better movement that Canada 
should embrace us in her union, should draw us back beneath the im- 
perial crown of Great Britain rather than that we should absorb those 
provinces in this democratic Repubiic of ours. 

I am a little ata loss to know, after the course that has been observed 
in political campaigns in the last few Presidential elections, whether we 
are not, after all, drifting into imperialism; whether we are not disre- 
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mitted on our fishermen by Canada justified and required the retalia- 
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garding the injunctions of the Constitution of the United States, and 
whether we are not seeking a power higher than the Constitution con- 
tinually through which we may work out the personal or political de- 
signs that seem so much to excite the minds of some of our leading 


| statesmen in this country. 


The Constitution of the United States was intended to confer upon 
the Government of the United States all the power necessary to pro- 
mote the happiness of its people in accordance with the matured plan 
which had ripened through the experience of mankind after many 


| centuries into what we conceive to be the best form of government for 
these purposes that could possibly be devised—a Government which, 


I think, will be very little improved even by amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States. But one of the chief means by which 

; thing has been accomplished was the division of power between 
the different branches of the Federal Government. Itis avery curious, 
a very instructive, a very accurate, a very exact division and distribu- 
tion of powers that has been placed in the Constitution of the United 
States, and we believe on this side of the Chamber that the religious 
observance of this distribution of powers and the refusal on the part 


| of one of the departments of the Government to interfere with the 


duties enjoined by the Constitution upon another, is after all the very 
best guaranty that we are to have for the preservation of our liberties 
and the promotion of the great ends of this Government—ends that 
have been so remarkably illustrated in a hundred years’ history of the 
people of the United States as being within the highest aspirations of 
the human mind in respect of government. 

But of late years the Senate of the United States, which has a certain 
definite constitutional connection with the subject of making treaties, 
has been assuming to itself certain authority and certain powers over 
the diplomatic relations of the United States which, I beg leave to say, 
augur badly for the preservation of the proper constitutional distribu- 
tion of powers between the different departments of this Government. 
The Senate has become in later years extremely aggressive in its en 
deavor to control by resolutions and through the action of committees 
the whole diplomatic relations between the United States and foreign 
powers. It seems entirely to discard the fact that the President of th 
United States is conjointly with it the treaty-making power, and that 


he has also resting upon him the duty, secured and sanctioned by the 


obligations of an oath, that he will see that the laws are faithfully ex 





| ecuted. 


The President of the United States, considering the relations of this 
country to Great Britain in respect of a matter which has been for 
seventy years in controversy, with a great many different, varying 


| phases of the question from time to time, thought it to be his consti- 


tutional privilege and his duty to institute negotiations with Great 
Britain with a view of removing these troubles. It was not supposed 
until the present political campaign opened that the President of the 
United States did not have the power in virtue of the Constitution to 
enter upon such a negotiation. It was not supposed, so far as I know, 
that Congress had expressed any opposition to negotiation. It is true 
that in the act of March 3, 1887, provision was made by which the 
President could avail himself of certain powers granted by the Legis- 
lature of the United States for the purposeof bringing toterms Canada 
Great Britain in respect of certain features of our fisheries controversy. 
It is perhaps almost a waste of time after the long debate which has 
preceded the discussion this morning, upon the resolution on the fish- 
eries treaty, to refer to the fact that the act of 1887 was a permissive 
act, an act that clothed the President with certain power to be exer- 
cised in his own discretion, an act which made it necessary for him to 
determine, first, the existence of the causes of retaliation; second, that 
they were then of recent date or that they occurred after the passage 
of the law; third. that they were of sufficient magnitude to justify 
the President in retaliation upon the commerce of Canada: and, fourth 
that the remedy which was to be sought through retaliation was on« 
which would not seriously cripple or embarrass the conimerce and the 
financial arrangements of the people of our own country. Allof the. 
conditions, all of these considerations were left open for him to deter- 
mine as the condition-precedent of his enforcing that act of Congress. 
I repeat, Congress at that time had not only the full opportunity, but 
stood in the presence of the duty of declaring that the outrages com- 


tion provided for in that act, if Congress was of that opinion. The 
Congress of the United States in dealing with a question of this kind, 
in avowing that wrongs and outrages had been committed, in declaring 
what those wrongs and outrages were, in declaring that redress wa: 
demanded, had not only the opportunity, but had the seif-confessed 
duty resting upon it to provide adequate and sufficient means for re- 
sistance to or retaliation on account of these wrongs. 

Do we suppose that the people of the United States intend to exon- 
erate Congress from the performance of a plain and obvious duty which 
it has declared upon the statute-book, and that the Congress of the 
United States can devolve upon the Executive of this country a discre- 
tion which it refused to exercise itself, and hold him guilty of a delin- 
quency in his public office because he did not do what Congress itsel! 
had the opportunity to do, declared ought to be done, and failed and 


refused to do? 


i ie i 
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: greater a their management. He t i vited ¢ ) ry 
‘ i tinguished ts, gent i lt 1 the law of t i ‘ 
+ them a Re blir n ) 1 rotiator ho had b } ( ‘J 
Rep ) in admi { Un t l ; on ut oS) t ' 
: of the mo }rop at i I ul to . q 
: l i¢ ’ Vem i 1 en yk flip C i I 
: s h charact is recenti ed t peop! his St { e i 
_ upon him the honor of a candidacy for its chiet ‘ tive ¢ l t t , . ‘ 
who lived almos upon th very shores of the Bay of ind WwW 
t ery life had been spent in close pract tudy of the fic 
with the fisheries, and wh il attain ts, bright and spl | 
they are, were brought to bear in their full force, not merely in t f e | 
diplomatic way, but before that he had been engaged in th e 
nding the ca of the fishermen, s« ¢ that their rights w \ | 4 
tected under the treaty and under the laws of Canada and the Ur t entir v } 
tates. This trio of able negotiators commenced last November t ove , t to ) 
- rotiate about this matter, and after a long discussion they brought \IORGAN it is er 
ut ‘ vard the treaty which was signed by them and submitted to the S ive depart t of the Gove 
d ate of the United States. r. BLAI The 
; For thus engaging in this negotiation, for presuming without t 1 this treat | 
0 consent of the Senate of the United States to initiate this ne rotiat I l why th ) t t Al 
the President of the United States has been censured upon this D MORG 
in terms that I should almost hesitate torepeat. Noepithet, its not zx to 
Ml has been sufficiently strong to characterize the contempt Senator } AIR 
the other side of this Chamber have desired to express becau the [ MOR ‘ P ot 
President of the United States availed himself of these high funct N , i 
aries, these able men, and under his corfstitutional privilege and , LQ \ t 
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the permanent interests of this great 
it will speak trumpet-tongued 
speak in vindication of the Presi- 
, an 11 speak in condemnation of that 
party man er which took this great subject into a party caucus and 
made it, from the time of the beginning of the discussion down to this 
morning, a matter of pure political exploit 

morning, neither have I the inclination, to go 


over the features of the treaty for the purpose of undertaking to justify 





the { think I should be very able to do, to the mind of 
any impart ) e man but there are one or two matters referred 
to by t itor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who is absent from the 
Chamber at t tin n which I totally disagree with him upon the 
fact Che ator evidently felt embarrassed that the majority of 
this Senate had not availed themselves of their opportunity in this ca 
l y Li t ( of the Chinese treaty to improve the treaty by 
amendr it: to eit n other words, conformable to the wishes of 
the iate 

Mr. SHI I I wish 

Mr. MORGA L We pal mn | l not t enato 

M SHERM I wish t ‘ ) oO no ul [ { 

rh i reat at l on 

M MO} Vuk Ch ena r felt the embarrassment of the situ 
tior He knew very well that no important treaty had come into 
this Senate since the b« ning of this Administration that the Senate 
did not tal I will not call it the liberty to exercise its privilege—its 


that treaty to suit itseli—to perform its duty, su 
and I accept the 


I could go over a 


right of amendin 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], 
uggestion, of amending that treaty to suit itself. 
number of treaties that we have ratified here, I could go over some 
that have been postponed, in respect of which there was the exercise 
on the part of the Senate of its duty of amendment so as to make the 
language of the treaty and its provisions conform to the Senatorial 
will 

Che power of amendment and the duty of amendment rest within 
the grasp of the Senate and upon its shoulders, for we, sir, let it be 
reiterated again, are a body of negotiators; we are exercising, con- 
jointly with the President of the United State 
tion, and that is all that we do. We have no power but that of nego- 
t with a two-thirds majority to put the treaty into 
effect we can notratify it so as to make it obligatory upon the country, 
for after we have cast our vote—two-thirds—in favor of a treaty, then 
it turns out that the President of the United States has the perfect 
constitutior right to withhold the exchange of 
thereby the treaty falls. 

So the Senate of the 
the subject of making treaties is simply a body of negotiators. 
no other function but that. The Senator from Ohio well understood 
that fact, and now he says that an amendment was proposed in the 
on Foreign Relations to this treaty. I suppose the honor- 
refers to an amendment offered by himself, and it was 
conceded on all hands he says that if that amendment had been put 
upon the treaty there was no chance for its ratification. Sir, I am at 
the first of that. It is news to me that any such concession as that was 
Democrat upon that committee. It made no Gifference 
to us whether we supposed the amendment would he accepted by Gre: 
Britain or not. If it was an amendment that was meet for the occa- 
sion, one proper to be put upon the treaty in our judgment, it was our 
duty as negotiators to put it there and let Great Britain accept it or re- 
fuse it, as she might see proper to do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which is the 
bill (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the powers and duties of the Department 
of Agriculture, and to create an executive department to be known as 
the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope I shall have the opportunity of continuing 
1OrrTrow 


gests the 


latior by voling 


United States in its constitutional relation to 


Committee 


‘ 
able Senator 


ma le by any 


my remarks to-1 


Mr. PLUMI [ do not wish to interrupt the Senator at this mo- 
ment. If he desires to go ahead now I am willing that the special 
order shall be laid aside until the Senator concludes his remarks. 


Mr. MORGAN. There are some points in the speech of the Senator 
from Ohio that I wish to read. I confess that I was greatly surprised 

hat speech, at the breadth of treatment he gave to this question; 
und, if the Senate will excuse me, I prefer to break my remarks here 
1d to take up the subject to-morrow morning. 
I should like to obserye, if the Senate will permit me a moment fur- 
th at the Committee an Foreign Relations meets to-morrow, and 
House bill 11309 has been before that committee since the 10th day of 
mon mber, and I confess that I was greatly astonished that the Senator 
fron yuld de eli rately get up here, before the committee have 
had a chance to argue the case in the slightest degree, before the sub- 
ject has even come up for consideration, and make an argument with 
a view of deieating that bill. If that committee have made up their 
minds, as ] 
at this present session of Congress, I desire to-morrow after the com- 


— 


Ohio sl} 





ippose they have, that the bill shall not be reported back | 
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mittee has had its session to bring the subject to the attention of the 
country, and therefore I pre that thi solution should go over for 
to-day 

MESSA 


FROM HO 


A message from the ] itatives, by Mr. T. C. TOWLE 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amend 
ment Sof the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5092) for the relief of Charles L. 
Brad well. 

The message also returned, in compliance with the request of the 
Se nate, the following bills: 

ill (H. = 5716) for establi wa ligi at the mouth of Ott 
Creek, Lake Champlain; and 

A bill (H. R. 11391) to authorize the Postmaster-General to adver- 
tise for and purchase improved registered-mail locks and keys therefor. 
he message further announced that the Hou id concurred in the 

to donate and 


amendments of the Senate to the bil] (H. KR. 10931 
ntine purposes certain lands 


transfer to the State « 
nited States, subject to re- 


louse of Represe 


if Louisiana for quara 
on the Mississippi River belonging t » the 1 
version to the United States in the event of their non-usage for quar- 
antine purposes, and requiring the proper department of the United 
States Government to execute the necessary transfer to the State or 
Louisiana on the condition af 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
3039) to amend ‘‘ an act to detach the county of Audrain, in the State 
of Missouri, from the eastern and attach it to the western judicial dis 


trict of said State 


yresaid. 


~ 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. = 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presid ent had, on 
the 13th instant, approved and signed the act (S. 3304) to prohibit the 
coming of Chinese laborers to the United States. 

The message also announced that the following bills having been 
presented to the President on the Ist instant and not having been re 
turned by him to the House of Congress in which they originated 
within the ten days prescribed by the Constitution, the same ha 
become laws without his signaturs 

An act (S. 899) for the relief of M: iry M. Briggs; and 

An act (S. 2899) granting a pension to Harriet Wel 

The message further announced that the President had, on the 14th 
instant, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (8. 2716) granting a pension to Carl M. Schwantes; 
An act (8. 2371) granting a pension to Jacob Pitner; 
An act (8. pan granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah J 








Martin; 


An act (8. 3035) to grant a pe nsion to W ~— Thields; 
An act (8S. 3118 for the relief of Mathew Reagan; and 
An act (S. 3178) to remove the political disabilities of William L. 


Bradford. 


The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The unfinished business will bestated 

fhe CotEr CLERK. ‘A bill (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the powers and 
duties of the Department of Agriculture, and te create an executive d« 
partment to be known as the Department of Agriculture.’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. The question is on the amendment proposed 
by the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, to strike out section 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not wish to prolong this debate, but I wish t 
have the attention of the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. GrorGrE}] for 
moment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Unless it is apparent that there is a quorum present, 
I move a call of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshir 
calls the attention of the Chair to the fact that a quorum of the Senate 
is not present, which fact is quite evident upon a count by the Chai 
and asks a call of the Senate. The roll of the Senate will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 
stewart 


Berry, Coke, Hawley, 








Blackbu Daniel, Manderson Feller, 
| Blair, Davis Mitchell, Turpie, 
Bowen Dolph, Morgan Vest, 
Brow: Edmunds Payne Walthall 
‘all Evarts, Platt, Wilson of Iows 
. Frye, Plumb 
dle George Pugh, 
Harris, Sherman 





r. COKE. desire to state that my colleague [Mr. REAGAN 
ained at his house by sickness. 
Ir. BLACKBURN. I desire to state that my culleague [ Mr. Bi 
is detained from the Chamber by reason of sickness. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Onthecall of the Senate, thirty-th 
Senators have answered to theirnames. There isnot a quorum presen! 
Mr. FARWELL, Mr. BuTLER, Mr. DAWEs, and Mr. PALMER, resp: 


| ively, entered the Chamber and responded to their names. 


| 


Mr. HARRIS. Is there a quorum present ? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thereisno quorum present. 
seven Senators have now responded to their names. 


Thirty- 


i et eee 


—— 









und in fact lite 


eration, with the « 
The Senate after 

sides, agreed to an 

retary to read. 
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gument that the Senator from South Carolina 





a 

advai ng solidity and strength to this fifth section, it seems 
ton ll not produce that effect. He says it was incorporated in 
defi e to tl it of the Agricultural Committee four years ago 
Am [ corre 

Mr. BUTLER. Iso understand it. The amendment was offered by 
the Senator fre Alabama | Mr. MorGaa N| from the Committee on 
Agriculture 

Mr. PALME! I do not wish to dispute that; but now the commit 
tee almo MAanIMO vith only one exception—a1 opposed to sec- 
tion id i 1 very remarkable thing that the only three practical 
farme pon the committee are the most strongly opposed to this se 
tion 

Mr. BUTLER Ifas the committee, let me ask the Senator, had any 
additional light by which they should so suddenly change thei: position 
on this question 

Mr. PALM The committee is not the same that it was four 
years ago, at least as far as 1 am concerne1; there are some other mem- 
bers that have been added to it and some have gone out. I do not 
know what proportion of the present members were on the committee 


the members of the committee now are not unal- 
incorporation of this Signal Corps with the Agri- 
What they wish to do is to make haste slowly, 


four years ago but 
terably opposed to the 


cultural Department. 


and, in the transfer, not to involve in demoralization a great interest 
which is now recognized as one of the most important factors of com- 


merce, and if they were of the opinion that it should be incorporated with 
the Agricultural 
to the Committee on Military Affairs to have a proper section drawn. 
The thing is so crude now that I imagine there would be no Signal 
Corps left after this section took effect. 

My opinion is, taking a cursory view of this question, tiat the agri- 
culture of the country is deriving all the benefit that it can derive from 
the present management in regard to cold waves, predictions of storms, 
and things of that kind. But there is another very important matter 


that if it was known that this matter was being discussed here would | 


flood this Senate Chamber with remonstrances against the transfer 
from the marine and commercial interest. As far as the Committee on 
Agriculture of the Senate is concerned, we have not had one single pe- 
tition for the incorporation of section 5. Therefore we who have prob- 
ably a greater practical interest in the agriculture of the country than 
other members of the committee are opposed to this transfer at this 
time, and wish, if the Signal Service Bureau is transferred, that it 
should be transferred properly and the organization or frame-work be 
preseryed so that it may be properly built up in the new department. 

Mr. BUTLER. Can the Senator indicate in what respect he would 
modify the provisions of section 5 in order to accomplish what he 


thinks ought to be accomplished? He must have reflected about it. 
I must confess I do not discover anything at all. 
Mr. PALMER. I have here a memorandum of my objections. I 


do not know that I have the requisite knowledge to prepare a proper 


section to take the place of section 5 in order to intelligently modify ! 


it. Therefore I ‘propose, as far as I am concerned, that it shall be 
stricken out, and that was the view of the committee. 

1. The bureau named in section 5 is not known to the law. 

2. It leaves the Chief Signal Officer of the Army without a force. 

3. There are 2,300 miles of military telegraph lines disconnected 
from the weather service. The bill leaves these and all military sig- 
nal duty unprovided for. 

4. 'To keep faith with the men transferred Congress, must establish 
a civil pension list and provide medical attendance. 

5. The present pay is fixed by time of service and is fixed now by 
the War Department rules and regulations. The present bill does not 
so provide. 

6. The Signal Corps of the Army is entirely neglected or 

7. The bill provides for discharge of the enlisted men. 

8. Section 5 provides that the compensation of enlisted men shall re- 
Will this not carry with it a civil pension list? 

Let me interrupt the Senator right there. He is 
reading from a memorandum that he got undoubtedly from some mem- 
ber of the Signal Corps of the Army. Let me say that I would rather 
have his own judgment on those points than to have him repeat objec- 
tions made from that corps; and I would like the Senator to take up 
that fifth section and justify any single one of his statements in regard 
to it. 

Mr. PALMER. 
says that I get that 
Army ‘ 

Mr. PLUMB. I assumed so because it only puts in more compact 
shape what the Senator read yesterday from Captain Dunwoody. 

Mr. PALMER. I took that letter and drew my deductions from it. 
The very fact that we are so dependent on outside information on the 
subject shows to my mind that to pass this bill with section 5 would 
be a very crude, dangerous, and improper piece of legislation. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Michigan may speak for himself 
when he speaks of depending on outside knowledge, but I hope he will 
not use that expression with reference to other members of the Senate. 


ignored. 


main as now. 
Mr. PLUMB. 


Is the Senator certain of what he states when he 
from some member of the Signal Corps of the 


? 


Department they would ask that the matter should go | 
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I will ask him to,take up the objections numbered from 1 to 8, which 
he has just read from manuscript, and which I said (wrongfully, no 
doubt) that he got from the Signal Service Bureau, and I ask him to 
take up section 5 and justify a single one of those objections that he 
has made by reading the section. 

Mr. PALMER. Would it not be more proper for me to catechise the 
Senator from Kansas and ask him to show me wherein any one of these 
objections is faulty ? ; 

Mr. PLUMB. I think, on the other hand, the onus ison the Senator 
from Michigan. Here is a proposition which comes from the House of 
Representatives, which has had the sanction of a practically unanimous 
of that body. It is a proposition which also passed this House 
four years ago by a large majority, and it is, I think, proper for the 
Senator to show wherein its provisions are defective. 

Mr. PALMER. I do not suppose it is proper for us to discuss the 
legislation of the other House. 
| Mr.PLUMB. We ean discuss what took place there four years a; 
| Mr. PALMER. We can refer to a matter of legislation 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hopes the Senator from 
| Michigan will not violate the rules by making statements of what oc- 
curs in the other House. 

Mr. PALMER. I was going to make a suppositious case, Mr. 
dent. I did not intend to violate the rules. 

Mr. PLATT. May I rise to inquire whether there 
priety in referring to the action of the House of Representative 
| at a previous session ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


vote 


x0. 





Presi 


is any impro- 
3 taken 


There is not. 


Mr. PALMER. If the Senator from Kansas is right, I ask him if it 
| isnot true that the bureau named in section 5 is not known to the 
law? Iam so informed. 
Mr. PLUMB. I do not think it is, but 
Mr. PALMER. It is known as a signal corps. 
Mr. BUTLER. Here is the information which the Senator is seek- 


| ing on this subject: 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFIC! 
Washington, October 12 
By direction of the Secretary of War the following Regulation is published, 
and will be numbered paragraph 2574} of the Regulations 
25744. In times of peace a detail of not less than one officer and three enlisted 
men will be kept constantly under instruction and practice in military signal- 
| ing at each post in the United States, until the officers and all men who have 
| sufficient intelligence are proficient in the use of the gencral.service-code with 
flag, torch, and heliograph, and homographic code with disks, The post com- 
mander will detail an acting signal officer at each post to give the necessary in- 
struction and supervise field practice. The monthly reports of instructions and 
practice will be rendered to the Chief Signal Officer through department com- 
manders. 
By command of Lieutenant-General Sheri 





lan. 


nk. C. DRUM, 


Adjutant-General. 


That extract is taken from the regulations of the War Department 
in regard to the Signal Service Bureau of the Army proper. All the 
Army officers, I take it, are instructed and these posts are established 
| by order of the War Department at various points in the Union for the 
purpose of instructing certain officers and men in military signaling. 
I do not understand that this transfer interferes with them in the 
slightest degree. It simply takes the weather portion of that service, 
if I may use that expression, and transfers that to the Agricultural 
Department, and leaves the Army part where it is to-day. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me say, Mr. President, by way of enlargement 
of what the Senator from South Carolina has said, that the language 
of this section is explicit, as he stated yesterday, that the transfer is 
only of the weather service; that is to say, so much as relates to the 
indications and prognostications, or actual existing facts of the weather 
pertaining to the United States Signal Service Bureau. That is all 
| that is transferred. The Senator from Michigan makes the point that 
that is not in the statute; that is to say, that that does not transfer 
something which the statute recognizes; but if it does not, no harm 
can be done. 

Mr. BUTLER. We recognize it in this act. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was going to say that we go on and prescribe in de- 
tail, a little later, enough to cover all that, if it should lack in definite 
description in the first part of the section, by saying that— 

The present organization of the subordinate force ofsaid bureau, including the 
second lieutenants now in service, shall continue as at present: Provided, That 
nothing in this act shall be construed as altering or affecting in any way the 
present status inthe Army of the commissioned officers of the Signal Corps. The 
chief of said bureau shall receive an annual compensation of $4,500, and be ap- 
pointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate: 
Provided, That the Chief Signal Officer of the Army, in addition to his strictly 
military duties, may be assigned to the charge of the Weather Bureau until a 
chief shall be appointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate. 

The Senator knows exactly what that means. The officers who 
would have the execution of it would know exactly what that means. 
I think there could be no doubt of what the effect would be of a bill 
that should be passed in the language proposed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

Mr. PALMER. 





I can not deny that I know what I think it means, 


but whether it would be so construed by the technical officers of the 
Government is another thing. 


But that is not so material as the fact 


| 
| 
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charge of crudeness, a general arraignment of this provision be of Mr. DAVIS Che matter of the Signal Ser / 
its crudeness and imperfection, I have failed to hear a single suggestion nti 1 debate from { that 
from any Senator pointing out wherein it is crude and imperfect and | a t deal ¢ terest in i I t i | ; 
likely to work injury to any person. As the Senator from Kansas has ow, that the dispatch re A 
pointed out again and again, and as I have attempted to do, it simp yf Commerce 1 that sh 
proposes to transfer the ather service of the Signal Service Bureau of t of car that ly i 
the Army to the Agricultural Department, which we are creating | j PLUMB Che Senator LY - of ¢ bt ‘ a. , 
this bill, and it leaves the Signal Service of the Army precisely as it is. | he ] vs, but I speak of 1 ‘ 1a Let t i 
If there is nothing left of it, that can not be the fault of this provi rie farm in Ka on the} t t t of 
of law. : Paul has had no met re I y ¢ 
Mr. PALMER. I did not wish to attribute any undue ignora! pression of that kind. 
the Senator from South Carolina, I merely included him in the ca Mr. DAVIS. Ido not k ym 
gory of most of us—that we did not know mach about it. cently, but I know perfect! { matte 1 ur l 
Mr. BUTLER. Well-—— cussion for the last two years. In I 
Mr. PALMER. And I will withdraw him from that catego: fl hould make so ques l 
makes any dissent. I uisites before accepting it So fa } ts thatd 
Mr. BUTLER. Ido not profess any profounder knowledge on the | are concerned, I px rsonally | v, I vanyt that ( 
subject than the Senator from Michigan, and perhaps not so profound. | resent the sentiments of t! 


As he is the leading authority upon agricultural subjects in the Sen Mr. PALMER {s the S i | : ; ea / 
ate, I shall not undertake to put my judgment against his. All I have | doubtful about any feeling upon t quest vest t that : 
to say is that, in my judgment, if this provision were committed to lefer 
Committee on Military Affairs, as able and distinguished and well i: n of opinion fro iffex I 
formed on military affairs as the members of that committee are, I do | « le, in which the fa i 2 
not think they could improve on this measure. iractical gro . of his ct 

Mr. PALMER. Is the Senator through ? Mr. PLUM] Mr. President 

Mr. BUTLER. For the present. Mr. BUTLER. If t 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, the telegram that I hold in my hand that I of « se do no nt to t 
has just been delivered to me, and itisan indication of what we sh l y fur yut 1 had t pri e of « 


















receive in a perfect storm if it were known throughout the « loves f the Senator from Mic r 
that there was any serious danger of the transfer. th f trad \ rio 
[ look at the thing in this way—that the agriculture of the « i ed s} : exactly hat : ‘ i] 
is dependent upon cheap transportation for its prosperity, and th i. | quite willing to 
recognized factor now in the great commercial interests of the count om 1 org i I 4 
' I will ask the Secratary to read the telegram which I send to the d tions that we ily propose : 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The telegram will be read from the | nal Set e Bureau o: \ 
‘ desk, if there be no objection. v ¢ to le 
The Secretary read as follows: lbed 
Nortu FIevp | 1T, Mrxw., Sept i7. 1882 [r. PLUMB. Let ynnection q 
Senator C. K. Davis, Washington, D. ( ic Senator |! \ t trade represen ; 
It is the desire of the meteorological ec nit of the St. Paul Chamber the fart 3. L} 1 i represe nts the 
Commerce that the United States Signal Ser e not transferred from the W ‘ ‘ t t nu to ; 


Department. 


Mr. BUTLER. Now, Mr. President--— farmer, but are dest tive t iterest | view If they 
Mr. PALMER. One moment, if the Senator pleases, I thi: } ( here after consulting that tituen iind them, and 
the floor; but I will give way to him if he wishes. which they evidently ) ent, th« t tell the story 
Mr. BUTLER. I was simply going to interject the remark that | as told in that d t i be ted to send dis- 
there is no proposition in this bill to transfer the Signal Service of the | } es here which y te 
Army to the Department of Agriculture, so that the dispatch has no | that they w ‘ to t A vyho want to live 
reference whatever to what we are considering. : n Washington at the é ormin | duties and I 









«a 











, Mr. PALMER. The country understands that the Weather Bureau | that sort of thir nd neglect the I tary ¢ s for whi 
and the Signal Service are identical. We look upon it on theshoresof | were educated 
the Great Lakes as particularly important as a weather barometer wher If the Senator ma t] veen t is of t 
the commonest sailor may look at the signals in every port and see w] ers, and the trusts and combines that plunder the fa 
the weather is to be. If it had been supposed th it there was going to | do so, but he shall not here it « llen } p 
be any serious attempt to transfer that to a new department with t rest tives of the men whom they | 1ade poorer eve 
risk of demoralization, instead of having one telegram here this morn- | they have operated. 









yo 
ing I have no doubt we should have had a thousand. Mr. PALMER. Itis not my m m to de l b of r 
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‘ bil Ln hich th I n Kansas so g iphtl i 
< ed etil y Ido notr em their techn ‘ J 
1 el bu i by their « 3 
{ n time \ in ri\ yr ints } 
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{ ol itd n from 20 cents a | ie] Chicago t 
i cent i] l ‘O01 1 ca ry t t that 1 i 
ut le to the ‘ 
i i cn Lo 
\ e may |i mat ea |USt a weil Tha { i 
lon ntend that it will not be yuut I sayt \ 
) LiKE o radical a ep with b ¢ t r tn 
1. I know that the information of t “nator 
gre i varied, but there are some things thats] 
t rand more exactly than he does in a neral way J 
d hear from these transportation lines and from th 
and if they give us proper reasons we can take and 
reasons to sustain our argument or else to detract from ths 
of our opponents 
UTLER. Does the Senator from Michigan really believe that 


of men in this country engaged in agriculture wou 
ect to the transfer of the weather service of the Signal Service Bureau 

he Agricultural Department ? 
I think at first blush-—— | 
Does the Senator believe that any mat 


‘ Ary ‘ { 
Oi t | Y to vne 
np 

iv 


-ALMIc 
TLER. 


rial num- | 


bei 1y number that would amount to anything, would object tosuch | 
2 I Does the Senator believe that there is a single svientilic | 
n thi untry who has given this subject any consideration what- 
ever who would not advocate the transfer, from the General of the | 
Arn ao n | 

M PA TER [ think the Senator asked meif the farmers wi 1 | 


BUTLER. I ask as to both. 

PALMER. We will take one at a time, if the Senator will per- | 
mit me. I think at first blush it might gratify the pride of the farme: 
to have this great department created, which I am anxious to see cre- | 
»an executive department. I think that he would like 


and maa 


ti it graced with all the adjuncts possible. I have no doubt that | 

th iator from Kansas and the Senator from South Carolina, with | 

icility of expression and with their imaginative way of talking, 

could make the farmer believe that the Signal Service or the Weather | 
La ed to nothing but the growing of corn and oats and po- 

t ‘ r men could come in and show that it was just as es- | 


i to farmer after his corn, potatoes, and wheat were raised to 
transported to market. 


Right there, does the Senator believe that that ser- | 





i hulu 
efliciently rendered under the Agricultural Department 
{ v\ Le partment? | 


| the change the 





>. 


TEMBER 18, 























3 tine necert ity ol the i I iro the ™ 
vy al partment - 
ir. BUTI i itor, I ‘ 
i tain i read i Ca 1] ( : 
8 l LO in 
‘ Lia i A 
Ir. PA n 
I Ui t¢ \I 
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A s ) 
, ‘ L i \ i 
Ir. BUTLEI ) 
rao i 
Mr. PA VIER o, I 
f 1 this world 
fr. BUTLER. \V * 
-ALMER. I ; 
I >LUM W t on i | 
i 3 iy u i ti ) l i : 
Mr. PALMI That is th { 
] ficiency iS noy ying « 
Mr. PLUM] Lin ¢ - 
} ld ] wo l t 
War Department. 
ir. PALMER. But not yan Li ti 
it in block. Ve are goin >] rt t I ( I ) i { 
is now going on. 
Mr. PLUMB. Ido not t ) ) 
Mr. HAWLEY. The ex rgely 1 
Mr. PLUMB. What doe r say 
Mr. HAWLEY. Itis claimed by the present admiuistrat 
the expenses have been very largely reduced, and th fh ! 
before Congress for still further reducing them. 
Mr. PLUMB. Senators talk about inefficiency of the bureau. 
will get all the appropriations needed whenever Congress sees fit. ‘T' 
Senate will bear in mind that this favors the transf Captain I 
woody only opposes a transfer in block of the pr 
rhe Senator’s authority is Captain Dunwoody for the et 
5. He ought not to object to that, for the language of section 5 itsel! 
is sufficiently explicit on that point: 
Until otherwise provided by law, the p: 
tinue as at present 
Then a special provision is made for the use of the services of th 








in his judgment 
ks is bettex qualifir d than 


> simply chi 


Chief Signal Officer until the President s} 
the Senate the name of a person who he thi 
the present head of the bureau. We thereto: 
partment in which this bureau shall render service; 
by the rested in it and yet who opp: 


1, where is the best plac 





3 
anda in 
i f th » who are i 

810 01 LHOSe WiO are lit 


bureau should be reorganiz 


conte 





to reorganize it, in a department in which it can not stay permanen 
as everybody here admits, or in that department in which it can : 





tay permanently, and in which the purpose of its usefulness 
lly understood than it can possibly be in the War Depa 


ought tos 
is more fu 
ment? 

Mr. 


nas 


It-is so admitted on all h 


Yes, it issoadmitted onall hands. T! 





PALMER. Iam not prepared tosay now. I do not think it Mr. PLUMB. 
be u ; the service was thoroughly organized and put in per- | that the Senator from Michigan is contending, not that it shall not 


r, so that it could be worked when it was transferred. | 


[ now have is that you would demoralize the whole 


I < the Senator if t bureau is not organized 





PALMER. I think it is. 
BUTLER. Then, how is the organization going to be affected 
: o the Agricultural Department? 
PAL g You are going to take away the Chief Signal Offi- 
c \ has information on these points. You are going to take away 
) ny < rs, who have been making 
i" ed ted as far as men can be in making predictions. You 
ing to e them away and send them to their respective regi- 
j Ni No. 
rLER (hen I understand the Senator from Michigan to 
18 | m that this service can not be efficiently rendered by 


lectec| from civil pursuits—by scientific men ? 
Mr. PALMER. I think it can be; but I doubt whether you can 
n from civil pursuits and put them into this service 
as successfully as by the men who have been for fif- 
1 in the Signal Service Bureau, and whose tastes and | 
ine. Another thing which has to be regarded | 


take any gentlem« 


! 
| 
| 
weather predictions, and 


teen years engage 
:in that | 





transferred now, but he is contending t! 


hall be transferrs 
I do not mean to say that he believes hi 


atit never s 
that is the effe ct 





of his cou 















These military officers have been enjoying so long the delights of W: 
ington life that they never will go back to their regiment 
prevent it. They are begging of Congress not to transfer them to 


hoping that new conditions will arise next year whereby we shall 
transfer them at all. That is all there is about it. 
Mr. PALMER. That is collateral. 


Mr. PLUMB. It is good collateral, notwithstanding. [Laught 
Mr. PALMER. Ido not think I can aceused of ofiicer-mania 01 


Iam nowspeaking for delay in this matter that we ma 


officer-phobia. 
iscuss it and get the opinion of our constituents. I am 


have time to d 








certain that I have heard from none of mine in regard to the propriety 
of this proposed transfer. The Senator is speaking of a transfer in 


block. He imagines that we are going to take up this whole system o! 
four hundred and ninety men and lift it right over and put it into the 
Agricultural Department without the suspicion that there are certain 
parts that will drop out—for instance, the four experienced regula 
Army officers who will go back to their regiments. 

Mr. PLUMB. Not necessarily. The Presidentcan detail them }j 
as well for service under the civilian head of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment as he can under the civilian head of the War Department. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Michigan a 
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| 
| 
No f proy dl to take it up, root and branch, and throw it into 
the idst of the Agricultural Department, a civil department It is 
a military o ization. Why do I My it? Who is its chief? <A 
by lier-general who be to the Army of the United States. Who 
ts of lhere are fourteen second lieutenants, recognized upon 
\Y as oflicers belonging to that peculiar duty. 
Is that No, sir; th ire four here. And I was surprised to 
hear the Senator from Kansas make rather a fling at those gentlemen 
‘ 1 here in Washington attending to this duty by saying 
t had easy berths and desire this service, referring of course to 
Lieu junwood who wrote the letter read yesterday morning, 
and | tenants Craig and Thompson, and Captain Jones, the two 
fo r | r made most lif rvice of this specialty, and the two 
latter have en so engaged for a few years, 
before | was here in the capacity of representative I had occasion to 
know somewhat of the operations of this institution. I had occasion 


he place I held in my own State, having frequent cor 
respondence with those here connected with the Weather Bureau, and 


it was exceedingly gi itifying to me to know that it was gradually in- 
a ng toward a practical perfection, if I may so speak. Those who 
‘ t the head of it, strange to say, by the fifth section of the bill, I 

iy to th itor from South Carolina, are the very men who have 


Leen exe led now from the benefits of this, if benefits there are. 


lor sixteen years, if I understand his history, Lieutenant Dunwoody 
has given his time to this service. He has been twenty-one years a 
lieutenant in the Army. He was detailed to this service without his 
request, and he is now here acting as one of the chief signal officers, | 
and kept here for his superior capacity and efficiency in this line, and | 
is perhaps the best weather indicator in this country, and, besides, is | 


I 
known to be a worthy and accomplished gentleman. Who are his as- 
. , z 


wiates here, or who have been for the past sixteen years? Lieuten- | 
ant Craig is also here, and worthy, as are others, of the highest com- 
mendation. 

It is perfectly well known to the country that those two have con- 
ducted these indications and this foretelling of the weather for this 
long period. They are the men who seem to be practically acquainted 
withit. They arescientificmen. They have associates, too, who have 
been assigned to duty more recently—Captain Jones and Lieutenant 
successful and deserving officers. Yet every one vf these 


Thompson, 
All the lieutenants, com- 


four has been left out in this fifth section. 
petent, no doubt, have, however, come in. 


Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Tennessee if the officers 
to whom he refers are officers of the regular Army, with their commis- 
sions: 

Mr. BATE. They are; yet they have been under this detail, and it 


is a life-time service. They, of course, could return to the Army; so, 
I suppose, could the lieutenants who are there and who are kept in by 
the fifth section, and so, I suppose, could General Greely return to the 
Army: but if I understand the object of this service it is to get the best 
and most perfect work from the best sources that you can, and who are 
they 

Will you take up a raw recruit and put him there and bring down 
anew the criticisms of the Senator from Kansas, with all his ability 
and his vigilance, and hold up as a subject of ridicule certain bulletins 
that may come forth? If you trace those bulletins thus criticised you 
will find perhaps it was ata time when neither of these gentlemen 
was off duty, for it is a conceded fact and has gone into current history 
that 80 per cent. of the predictions have turned out to be correct. 

It is true that they can not make predictions with perfect accuracy. 
They may not tell the exact momentum of the storm; they may not | 
tell its exact movements, but they can sound the note of warning, 
which they have faithfully done, and been the means of saving many 
a human lifeand millions of property. They understand the currents 
of air, the disturbances of the atmosphere, which can be obtained only 
by practice and strict observation and by an analysis of the mass of | 
information which they are able to gather from every point of the com- 
pass within their cireuit. 


Mr. BUTLER. Will it disturb the Senator if I interrupt him? 
Mr. BATE. Not at all. 
Mr. BUTLER. Iwas going to inquire whether the Senator from 


| put here by more than one Senator, but especially by the Sena 


| get the fifty men from ? 
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the bill if we strike it out. We pass the bill and it becomes a law if 
we refuse to agree to the amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. BATE. But my colleague forgets that there are Senators upon 
this floor who have the sayeso first, before the bill goes back to the othe 
House, and here is where I believe it is going to fail with the amend- 
ment rejected and the fifth section retained in the bill. 

In further response to the interrogatory put to me by the Senator 
from South Carolina |Mr. BurTLer] I will state that I desire not only 
to see this service established, and I do not know but that the Agri- 
‘ultural Department is the proper place for the s i } 


( rvice. I rather } 
lieve that the Agricultural Department when established will be the 
place for it, but my point is that this is not the time for it. Whenw 


are seeking to establish that Department it is pot the time to push this 
military organization right into its bosom as it goes along. 

It is taking, if you please, those who belong properly to the barracks 
and putting them in the cornfield. I object toit. I want it to go 
there proper].7 organized, and I believe that when it is so organized and 
the proper time comes that is the place for it, because the agricultural 
interest connected with the weather bureau service is perhaps more vast 
than that of any other interest in this country, although commerce is 
a Vast one. 

How, then, will that be done? is the pertinent question which has been 

I tor from 
South Carolina. How will that organization take place? I have read 
what was said by General Greely, the chief of this service, which is only 


| partially in explanation of it; but it must be remembered that there are 
| $100,000 worth of property which belongs to the Signal Service Corps. 


What are you going to do with it? 
Is there any satisfactory provision made for it in this bill? I know 


| it was said awhile ago that part of it belongs to the Army. It all 


belongs to the Army. You would only want that part of it which 
is connected with the Weather Bureau. What becomes of the balance? 
In that connection will the Senator from South Carolina permit me to 
say that the military part of this service can not be conducted with 
less than fifty men, as is stated by its chief. Where are you going to 
Does section 5 provide for them ? 

Mr. BUTLER. There is no trouble about that. As I understand 
it, the Secretary of War can detail fifty men to attend tothe duty per- 
fectly well. 

Mr. BATE. Notatall. Not only that, but look at the danger ot 
having raw recruits in a matter like this. I think not less than the 
fifty sergeants would be necessary for the proper conduct of this service 
upon the plains, from whom daily telegrams now come asa part of the 
matter from which forecasts of weather are made. 

What do we find in addition to what has been stated here? There 
are 2,300 milesof telegraph line under the direction and reporting daily 
to the chief of the service. Those telegraph lines have their operators 
there; they belong to this peculiar service; they have wires, batteries, 
and all necessary equipment, wagons and drivers, and stock, with all 
other material that is necessary to run that institution among the plains 
and the mountains where storms generate. 

This amount of property is also made up of such things as torches, 
signal flags, and the heliograph, that wonderful instrument that is be- 
ing so rapidly developed. That is one reason perhaps why it ought to 
be kept in the Army, or at least ought to be put under scientific hands, 
where they can with a ‘‘sun-flash’’ communicate for 160 miles with 
the means of a lens, and even at night by calcium light, or electric 
light, they can communicate 40 miles. How remarkable. 

All this property belongs to this service, and what a:e you going to 
do with it? Is there anything in the fifth section of this bill which 
provides for it properly or for the men who operate it? I say not. 

Not only is General Greely a part of this organization, but I believe 
that a man like him, who has gone amidst the hazards of the Arctic 
circle for scientific purposes, and that he might serve the interest of his 
race; a man with his force of character, who has capacity for organiza- 
tion, and who has shown such efficiency with the material he has, can 
reorganize this service better, perhaps, than any other man, especially 
when we consider his familiarity with it. 

He knows what is necessary in order to perfect it. He knows where 
the rub is. He knows whoare the efficient and who the inefficient offi- 





Tennessee was in favor of the transfer of the weather service to the Ag- 
ricultural Department ? 

Mr. BATE. I will tell you in a moment with a great deal of pleas- 
ure, and I thank the Senator for the suggestion. I am in favor of this 
bill for the establishment ef the Agricultural Department as an execu- 
tive department, and I will say to the Senator from South Carolina that 
one of the reasons why I oppose the fifth section is because I believe it 
will jeopardize the success of the bill proper and the establishment of 
the Avricultural Department of the Government. I believe section 5 
handicaps itand that if that section is retained the bill will not become 
a law. 

Mr. HARRIS. If my colleague will allow me, I will suggest to him 
that the other House incorporated the fifth section in the bill and so 
passed it. They sentithere. The Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry recommends as anamendment to strike it out. We may jeopardize 


cers under him. His proposition to the committee was that he could 
run the service efficiently with six lieutenxnts, a field officer, besides 
himself, and with fifty men less than now in its service. Not only 
these fifty sergeants, but the three hundred and fifty men are enlisted 
and sworn into the service. 

What becomes of them as soldiers if you transfer them to a civil de- 
partment? Is itnot a violation of the contract? Have they not some 
vested rights that should be respected? Can they be turned loose at 
will, if you transfer them to a civil department when they belong to 
the military? Have they not thena right to leaveat will? Dare they 
desert, however, if they belong to the military ? 

I see, therefore, another serious embarrassment that might grow up 
in this relation. This service can be better organized with its existing 
relations than it can be under those which will be created by its trans- 
fer to the Agricultural Department, This is a service that is too valu- 


~ 











































ee 


ql 
i 






























CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 












able to the country not to be treated with the proper care and atten- | regulate the time and period of enlist: 

tion. Let us reorganize it where it can best be done, and after it is l in obligation to rer 

thus reorganized, if it is tl rt 1 then let us transfer it to t Mr. BUTLER I understand 

Agricultural Depart: t Phat is t dea I have; and we can mean- | (¢ rnment, wh the s es of : Sex 


while save the $11 year ; L ’ l re periect organization t i¢ rd Dg z 








I insist that those » have char it e a bett 1 ( rd 1 by t t 
to know it is 2 att het ; ' .TI . , 
elicient tl 1 ¢ l ) the I) t ' 
Chis se1 1 to with th terest Itisa ) t { 
institut ind wes foster i encourage it in that mal \ » 
will | t prod { ( 3a Lo \ } Was ( té : ) t 
needs reorganization, that reorganization should be perfected t that t : the 
manner that will accomplish the m good t ‘ 
The proposed transfer is crudeand incongruous. He re t 
tary and the civil mingled; here is property you can not tell to 
it belongs, and here ave three hundred and fifty men, besides t t 1 take to « 
sergeants, and you can not tell, should they be transferre t rl 
fifth section, whether tl belong to the civil t t ] 1 is < ( , 





I ; 
Mr. BUTLER. (| 


the Senator designate 





military duty now in 


Mr. BATE. They « un be ordered to do anything within the } } ises upon the coasts, and that t the Sena 1s ( 





the Signal Service, I understand ] epresents so t i it 3 ! 
Mr. BUTLER. it may they be ordered to go on a scout or ; of t eon et th ; a ¥ 


form any purely military duty? ‘ ming stor! 
Mr. BATE. Iwill say to the Senator that, as I understand it, t sir, we need a1 titutic t the 








have been enlisted, and they aresworn in as regularly enlisted m f wa r. Itovertops t t 
the Army of the United States, assigned to this duty; and v 1 comes and the oe d 
you transfer them to a civil « you have violated t cont i f 1 3 cal r ne 
of enlistment. and the men have aright to leave. If such soldier |} tions before it | ed ! tions that it kno . . vhich 
longs to a military department it would be called desertion, but if to infamiliar to it hat is the idea I + it 
a civil department he will have a right to leave with impunity l c at the this s ! ‘ to 
you would have to supply his place with a raw recruit with whom to to sea if he ks at the signal 1 it ’ rhe 
conduct this scientific duty. fart 3 coverned bv it to eat <tent. for to ( ng 
; . , - > 
Mr. BUTLER. But I do not understand that the fifth sect ( € | of the approaching frost It is t ’ can t by this m 3 regu- 
bill proposes to absolve him from the obligation of his contra He te the temperature of tl tmosph 1 prevent the frost. but vou 
still remains an enlisted man and gets the same pay. ( rive the note of warning. t that vand 1 avainst 





Mr. BATE. Exactly so, but there may be many of l 
to get out of the service, and they are now bound for five yea rhe sailor can keep f1 ‘ : , whether ones @ 
virtue of the terms of their enlistment; and to transfer them to a Lakes or upon the Gulfor upon th f the 
department would be embarrassing. That is a part f the utility { 

Mr. BUTLER. I should think the Government would be vei | I want to see the dar ne when 
to get rid of them if that is the case. whole c : vhen every railroad ! : an , 

Mr. BATE. Idonot know. It éught not to be glad to get rid of hen everv post-office will have it u n order to he ' 
those who render the most efficient service and who are almost ft | e of the country. especia ee : . 
only men who can do the work. I think in the reorganization of tl coast to efit the commerce’of t » see that 
service there ought to be some mode of enlistment and some term of id to do that we should 1 { lt n 











service observed like that, for instance, in the Senate. They should er shane before it tral red to t J ent 
not go there for life, but one-third might come in after two, three, fo ywhere elss 
or five years, and others for a less or a longer period, so as to have at \ President, I have 1 tl I to tl : 


all times some persons in the service who are familiar with its pecu ee on Acricultut [d eca I want ¢ { ct 
and scientific duties. I think that would be an improvement. s almos wnim« [1 ve wit ». in fa 
Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to ask a question of the Senator { { t t the fift] t to thea 
Tennessee, with his permi } 
Mr. BATE. Certainly. rati yt 
Mr. PLATT. 1 have listened to this debate with a good deal of i t tofa | depart ( e. ine 
terest, and I have heard a good deal said about the reorganiza ind t thoroughly « 








this service, but I wish some one to tell me what is the matter with the Mf HAWI Mi | I t t 
organization as it exists, whether the plan of the organization is not a | s m Tenr M 
good one, whether there is anything ‘else needed than impro han y 
under the present organization to make it more efficient? _ \ ed 1 t i 
Mr. BATE In response to the Senator from Connecticut, I wi 
state that I think the servic + 1s quite efficient now, but I tl < if can , 
be bettered. I thinkit is a growing institution. Those who have had i to 
charge of it, like General Greely, know exactly how and when to bring ‘ ‘ +] 
about a reorganization. I have given some reasons and read from h eee - ‘ ; ' 
letter to the Secretary of Warin regard to that. It would be econom- ae / — eee ” ee a ne 
ical; there would be fewer men engaged in it. He says the service . >| or wei eee ; a 
would be equally as efficient as it is now, and he could save $112.¢ "ae a te 
; : , Mr. HAWLEY J é t ~ 


per annum 
Mr. BUT 
Mr. BAT 


LER. May I make inother ingu rv of the Sena r ‘ isist ls 4 3 Y.) 
Mr. BUTLER. I ask him if, in point of fa t, the men who are now eas 


Certainly. ; ‘ ; ¢ th. : ° ‘ j 


I 
in the Signal Service Bureau. who t 


for five years, would 


he Senator informs us are enlistéd | t seems to be ta 1 for ed 1 t I » go over to tl 





have the right at the expiration of the fiv Avricultural Department 5 the rvi i n these 


years to abandon the service entirely, and therefore we should e the ! I ( e! vd ate L be nder t I ind of the De- 
experience and qualiiications which they have acquired by tl ve | part it of Agriculture, though re! ning a part of the 

years of enlistment from the Signal Service Bureau, and defeat the ver ays that the present organization ‘‘shall continue as at | t 
end which he says he desires to attain ? nothing in this act sha const 1 on ting in 


Mr. BATE. That is why I suggested that perhaps a reorganization | way the pr t statu the Army of the commissioned rs 


was necessary and why additional legislation should be had so as to | of the Signal Corps 
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? 
| 
t i ( with the work that these men have been per- | position on the part of the Senate of the United States to enlars 
fort f e of the Weather Bureau but in the reagan ge ags civil appointments which are perquisites of the Army; 
8e1 y? here is a double function which they ha to mak » high civil place a mere perquisite of the milit ry position; to 
be eg to split them in two ‘ ar ng forget that this a government in which the civil ; superior to tl 
to i A y to perform t ly dutie military and the military subordinat t t tl danger in e1 - 
hem to the Department of Ag: it the ni r of ) are e ) i ) 
tt I of t t department i 
) ‘ now receiving 1 t OSi to 1 l ri 
Yat { that t retary of t j I the offic ft i t I t 
ol ( | ment i » take tl | t igu ti mndia v t r 1 
l "i ot ta ) ° t I nd t i 1 ther t lam Mi in ) 1m ary gover 
rat l p h e t} < I  ¢ I nts i < 
h t I tne m } I ™m { ! v r to € i 
| ( e nun ypoin ) y men al 
at i i i 4 A at 4s Vv < be nt tot ‘ 
tia 10 4 Te! ot years ior desertion. iS 1 ib to cx tin r i LO me b Se a ) r' 1 x tena ‘ 1 
Secretary of the Department of Agriculture to ord cour artial enl od men charged with th le duty of making observations about 
it on the « ertion ol oldi« r put on duty at the top of Pike’s Pea cy ee rical « ulatio ind ] raph operators, 
It is a very singular piece of business, | and : tial fitness and efficiency for this simple duty 
Mr. PLATT. How is the Secretary going to prevent desertion ? | beca pacity. If it be true of this class of cl 
Mr. HAWLEY. My colleague inquires, how is he going to prevent n egraph oy t is equally true of all the others, and we had 
it? The Secretary of the Department of Agriculture will have no more | better enlist them all in the Army, both men and women, and assign 
control over those men than he has over his own clerks. As the Sen- | a general and lieutenant to their command; but it is not true; on th 
ator from Ten ‘ is very well explains ‘lerk of a Department | contrary, it is untrue and unreasonable it r pect, and it is a sub- 
says he will not ve the Government ¢ sr, out he . He | ject of surprise that the retention of this} vil non-military and 
refrains from coming in the morning, and that is the end of all the | peaceful service in the War Departm« be so strenuously in- 
Government has to do with him, and it settles his account. If in the | sisted upon. 
Signal Service in a dangerous and disagreeable place a man on dut We have already too much of this exclusion of the great body of the 
runs away or deserts, he is liable to punishment precisely as a soldier | people from offices and pursuits which are civil. We have 
in the Army is. But he has to remain with all his present rights. | $20,000,000—more than ten millions annually of money expended by 


Among his rights is one that is of very considerable importance, is very 
highly valued by the private soldiers of the Army, by a large number | 
of them, at any rate—those who have served many years. ‘They have 
the privilege at the end of thirty years of retiring uponapension. Some 
of them have been in the service ten, fifteen, or eighteen years now. 
Are you going to forfeit that accrued interest, if I may so speak, that 
accruing right to be retired upon a pension? This matter is not so 
simple as you suppose it is when you simply order the Weather Service 
to be sent over to the Department of Agriculture and leave the men 
with all their rights in the Army, the Secretary of Agriculture to order 
a court-martial, the Paymaster-General of the Army to pay these men, 
and the Secretary of War to commission them, and the subordinates of 
the Secretary of War to swear them into the military service 
It takes more than the dash of a pen to break up these men. They 
have been performing a double class of duty, partly civilian and partly | 
military. If you try to execute this law, I do not see what is to pre- 
vent taking these men wholly away from ‘whate ver military duty they 
have been performing, deserting 2,300 miles of tele egraph, and turning 
that over tos acne else—employing civilians for it or detailing pri- 
vates of the Army for it and incurring a very considerable expense. 
The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER], [ think it was, 
said that the board provided for here would adjust the details of this 
transfer and reorganize the service. It can not organize the new civil- 
ian corps. Thatds not provided for, as he thinks. He is mistaken 
If he will look at this paragraph, he will see that this board of three 
is to make an inventory of all property now in the control and posses- 
sion of the Signal Service Bureau, and separate and turn over to the 
Department of Agriculture such portions of it as may be suitable for 
the work of the Weather Servic It is merely a property board to 
ive prices and catalogues of the present property, and divide it be- 


| 











en the War Department and the Department of Agriculture. t 
is easy to do that, because that is a matter of figures—of counting; but 
it is by no means easy to divide functions of men, to retain them in 
one place and retain them in another—continue them in the Depart- | z: 


ment of Agriculture and continue them a thousand miles away in the | 
ir Department the same time. 
Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the only serious aspect of thisquestion, 

t is not very important it seems to me who shall conduct this Sig- 
nal Service Weather Bureau, providing it be efficiently done, and it 
scarcely is worthy of argument to say that no ability can be found to 
do it outside of the military ci 


‘les of the country. That can hardly 
be a proposition to discuss, that | 1an as such, quoad hoc, : 
the lawyers say, as to this matt ) th ing whatever todo with it. 

It is not military. He can not aber anyt ing of it by virtue of his 
military education. If he has any knowledge of it it is because it is | 
outside of his avocation, and he has followed some pursuit that qualified | 
him for a civil pursuit. He may be the greatest engineer or the great- | 
‘iplinarian in the world, and yet that gives 
s him no capacity to deduce 
the conclusions which result from amass of observations relating to the | 














est reneral or the best dis 





him no knowledge of meteorology, it give 


weather. Certainly that is apparent, and if General Greely is so dis- 
tinguished from his short experience in this service, as I think he is, it | 
is by virtue of his adventures in the North, in the polar regions; it is 


j 


because of a capacity that is not military, but civil and scholastic and 
scientific 
Now, Mr. President, the 





1 


serious portion of this question is th 


| engineer officers of the Army in the improvement parser and harbors 


ications of these 





a very important work, and while I respect the qualil 





ofiicers, it is not saying too much to say that they are in no way su- 
perior to the engineers who are not in the pe y 


Why shall a cle rk who has nooth r employment than that of a clerk, 
who engages in nothing that imperils his life, be allowed a pension after 
thirty years’ service for performing clerical work in the Weather Bureau 
and all other Government clerks be denied it? 

Mr. President, this whole thing is entirely unreasonable. The propo- 
sition that the military are better qualified for this has nothing in it, 


| because a military man can not by virtue of his military avocation have 


any knowledge of meteorology or of weather indications; he can have 

10 knowledge which relates to the efficiency of this bureau. On the 
contrary, his milits ry capacity is an siete to his scientific knowl- 
edge and value to this service. 

What has the fact that this service has grown up under certain exi- 
gencies in the military dep: rtme ‘nt to do with its efficiency, either pres- 
ent or future? Here is thee xpress company, extending all over this 
country and the world, conducting its business with the greatest effi- 
ciency; here are the great corporations, telegraphic and railroad, civil 
bodies entirely, and yet conducting their business with the greates 
efficiency and success. 

It is for these reasons, Mr. President, that this service can not prop- 
erly be an attachment of the military department of the Government 
and that I favor, and decidedly favor, the placing of these men entirely 
under civil rule. I do not wish tosee any American citizen subjec 
martial law unless there be public nece ity for it. Iam not willing 
that the clerks in this departn ent shall be tried by court-martial and 
deprived of their rights of citizenship ] am not willing under any 
pretended necessity of the public service, which is entirely unreal, to 
enlarge the number of men who are subject to a despotic governme: 
a mere delusion in regard to this service being promoted b: 
or in any wise benefited by being connected with the military organi- 
ition under which by chance it has grown to its present importance. 
The value of this service I think has been very much exaggerated, 
still it isan important one. It is very important to the farmers, the 
garden farmers, the truck farmers, the fruit growers, to those perso 
vho require knowledge of cold and of wind that they may gather their 
fruit, that they may avoid planting their vegetables, that they ma 
take advantage of the seasons in the short space of time that is a 
lowed to them between the receipt of inf ition of coming change 
in the weather and their arrival, and in my own section of the coun- 
try, I wish to say in reply to the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
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It is all | 

















GEORGE], ere the farmers can get this information, they form clubs 
and they are everywhere now petitioning Congress toestablish station: 
telegraph stations, signal stations, at which the intelligence may | 





communicated, andto which they resort daily or whenever they are in 
sufficient nearness to it to send daily for information as to the predic- 
tions of the weather. It is for that reason that I desire that this serv 
ice, which is valuable alone to the commercial and optomiamn inter 
ests, especially to the garden-farming and the truck interests, shall } 
mducted under the civil department of the Government. 

So far as commerce is concerned, if you see fit to do so, put it in th 
oe Department, which is the Departinent specially assigned to 

commerce; but whether this service is conducted under the Treasury 

Jepartment or under the Agricultural Devartment or the War Depart 
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minutiz i 
sired to s 
shall be done 
cumber the statute-book with a very Giscreditable bill. 

I will now yield to the Senator from Florida for a question. 


ay, and did say yesterday, and I say it now, that this thing 


by the War Department in its care over our Indian wards, and at mili- 
ourselves and other countries that have got to be maintained as part of 
the military establishment. But it is still true of them that it is es- 
sential that the observations taken at these stations shall be utilized 
for the purposes of study in climatology and forthe necessary forecast- 
ing of the approach of storms, even though those may be uncultivated 
regions, which when they reach cultivated portions of our country may 
have a destructive effect, and also in order that the approach of these 
storms may give the agriculturist due warning in proper season as to 
the planting of seed and the performance of the other functions of his 
great employment. 

So every one of these stations now used at military posts—for it is 
quasi war—is still of as much service to the rest of the country in re- 
gard to the approach of storms and the acquisition of that knowledge 
which would be of benefit in the cultivated regions as in the unculti- 
vated regions to the future agriculturist when he comes to cultivate 
them—whether they may be made useful by irrigation or by other 
means—those, I say strictly military posts of observation are just as nec- 
essary as the other posts and signal stations in other parts of the coun- 
try where there is noactual work for the Armyto perform. Thenwhen 
you come to the settled and civilized portions of our country, if you 
please, where observations are necessary for the protection of commerce, 
especially all along the coasts, the coasts of the Great Lakes, the Atlantic 
and Pacific coasts—there these same observations made in remote por- 
tions of the country as yet uninhabited, if you please, are just exactly 
as essential, because,it is only by virtue of their collection here at a 
central point that we are able to give to the man who is to sail from 
New York City with a great cargo of wheat for Liverpool—it is only 
by reason of these distant observations that we are able to inform him 
of the approach of storms, and just so this observation which is taken 
on the Atlantic coast, which you might say is more particularly for com- 
merce, or taken at a commercial depot or station, a life-saving station, 
or whatever you please, or in one of the great cities, specifically you 
might assert that they were of special benefit to the commercial inter- 
est, yet they are just as essential to agriculture and tothe War Depart- 
ment if this sort of knowledge is necessary by reason of actual war on 
the frontier. Storms come from all directions. 







the three persons in the Trinity; but unless you yield to the disad- 
vantages of a divided commandership, a divided generalship, I do not 







this bureau under the command of the Department of Agriculture ab- 






Department. 
Mr. CALL. 






is operating a line of telegraph. 
Mr. BLAIR. And giving observations at signal stations, of course. 
Mr. CALL. Giving intelligence tocommerce. 








of telegraph ? 
Mr. BLAIR. 


function to manufacture gunpowder. 







rock in time of peace. 
war as it is a part of the art of peace. 
Mr CALL. So is the farmer. 







unless it is grown out of the ground. 
Mr, BLAIR, 








with such due conservatism and discretion as not to en- | 


Mr. CALL. The Senator from New Hampshire said there were 
three uses of this Signal Servi one military and the other civil. 

Mr. BLAIR. That makes but two. If the Senator will quote me 
accurately he will get the other. 

Mr. CALL. Commerce and agriculture. 

Mr, BLAIR. I said military, commercial, and agricultural. 

Mr. CALL. Very good. We will consider it that way. I should 
be very glad for the Senator to tell us what military function this 
weather burean h or the Signal Service Bureau? I ask what mil 
tary function it ha 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘There are almost 25,000 miles of military telegraph 
in this country which are still made use of. 

Mr. CALL rose, 

Mr. BLAIR. Let me finish one sentence before the Senator inter- 
rupts me with additional questions, 

‘There are nearly 25,000 miles of military telegraph actually in use 


on our frontier and throughout the whole Western territory, utilized | 


Thus it is that I think I was justified in saying that here are three 
functions combined in one and just as indissoluble in their union as | 


see how you are going to place one function of the weather service of 


solutely, and yet, so far as the other two functions are concerned, hav- 
ing exactly the same personnel, leave it under the command of another 


The question I asked the Senator was what was the 
military service this bureau performed, and I understand him to say it 


Now, I want to know 
if the Senator maintains that it is a military function to operate a line 


Just exactly as much as it is a military operation or 
It does not follow that that is 


not a military business, because you may use gunpowder to explode a 
The telegraph is as much a part of the art of 


You can not have an army unless 
they have something to eat, and they can not have anything to eat 


I am not careful as to what may be proven provided 
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n every regard, to the Agricultural Department. I only de- | itbe true. Does theSenator controvert my statement that the telegraph 
| is part of the art of war as well as of peace ? 


Mr. CALL. Unquestionably so, beyond a doubt. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. Then what is there between us? 

Mr. CALL. A telegraph line may be useful to the military service, 
but it is certainly not a military art or a military function. 

Mr. BLAIR. Isa gun a military weapon. 

Mr. CALL. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. And yet it may be used 
a military operation? 

Mr. CALL. That is no analogy and is not in the line of the proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
point between us. 


toshoota partridge. Is that 


That is what I said to the Senator. There is the 
If the Senator consents to the truth of my proposi- 


| tion it is not necessary to argue it. 


| 


tary stations along the shores of oceans and the boundaries between | 





Mr. CALL. ‘The proposition is that there is a military function at- 
tached to this bureau. I say there is not; and when called upon to 
specify what it is, the Senator says it is operating a line of telegraph. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Signal Service Bureau, so far as I have been able 

to learn of its statutory organization, is to be found under the head of 
‘* Department of War,’’ on page 36 of the Revised Statutes, and there 
it is provided: 
. 221. The Secretary of War shal! provide for taking meteorological obser- 
vations at the military stations in the interior of the continent, and at other 
points in the States and Territories, and for giving notice on the northern lakes 
and seacoast, by magnetic telegraph and marine signals, of the approach and 
force of storms. 

Sec. 222. The Secretary of War shall provide, in the system of observations 
and reports in charge of the Chief Signal Officer of the Army, for such stations, 
reports, and signals as may be found necessary for the benefit of agriculture 
and commercial interests. 

Suc. 223. The Secretary of War is authorized to establish signal stations at 
light-houses and at such of the life-saving stations on the lake or seacoast as may 
be suitably located for that purpose, and to connect the same with such points 
as may be necessary for the proper discharge of the Signal Service by means of 
a suitable telegraph line in cases where no lines are in operation, to be con- 
structed, maintained, and worked under the direction ofthe Chief Signal Officer 
ofthe Army, or the Secretary of Warand the Secretary of the Treasury ; and the 
use of the life-saving stations as signal stations shall be subject to such regula- 
tions as may be agreed upon by said officials. 

I think that is the substance of the statutory provision establishing 
thisSignalService. There is alsoa statutory provision, which I have at 
hand here, but will not trouble the Senate by delaying to read it, which 
gives the Department of Agriculture the right to call upon the War 
Department or the Chief Signal Officer for such information as may be 
serviceable to the interests of agriculture. I think that is the sub- 
stance of all the statutory law upon the subject. 

If any one will take the appropriation bills of any year and read them 


Sr 


‘ 
’ 


| and note the items of appropriation which apply to the Signal Service, 


some twenty or more in number, it will be seen that nearly all of them 
appear naturally to be connected with the sort of service rendered in 


| the War Department. 


I have been kept on the floor longer than I expected. The point I 
rose specifically to make is this: That here is a service which is a unit. 
It is rendered by certain individuals who are now a part of the wai 
making power, or rather a part of the Army of the United States, en- 
listed, sworn, examined, qualified, and experienced in this particular 
department of service; and so far as we know they are the only efli- 
cient body which can be rapidly summoned and concentrated for this 
work, 

They have these three separate functions to perform, and I do not see 
myself how it is possible to take the Signal Service any more than it 
is proposed to take from its existing organization and place it under 
the control of the Department of Agriculture. The other elements of 
the service must remain where they are; and this bill does not propose 
to do anything more; and if the thing is to be done, I can see no rea- 
son why it is not necessary, after mature and careful deliberation, to 
organize a signal service specifically and specially for the Agricultural 
Department. 

It probably would need nearly as large a number of men as are now 
found in the corps which performs this joint service for these three great 
interests of our country. Probably that will be the result, but it may 
not be. It is possible that by careful and judicious statutory enact- 
ment this whole body of men and all that it performs for the Army, 
for commerce, and for agriculture can be placed under the control of 
the Department of Agriculture; but I submit, Mr. President, that that 
is a thing that can not now very well be done, and this biil only pro- 
poses to go so far as to have a divided control, which must result in in- 
extricable confusion and in injury to the service as it is now rendered 
to all three of these great interests of our country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry to strike out 
the fifth section of the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, when the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
BATE] was addressing the Senate I put an inquiry to him which | 
think he did not fully answer, namely, what was the matter with the 
organization of the Signal Service, considering it as an organization 
solely? I have heard a great deal said about the necessity of the re- 
organization of the Signal Service, and no one yet, unless it be in some 
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means, I suppose, chieis of bureaus, ¢ 

















second, third, and fourth ¢ $ Kit] other: 1] t 
military organization is to be transferre ral De : 
ment, or it is to be abandoned if th ‘ 
reorganization means an organization iny ¢ 
Departments to carry on any particular el ! ‘ 
apprehend it is the latter that is meant ot 
entirely from the military service of the that 
to take it away from the military office ted priv i 
and is to reorganize t ervice with « t this me t 
perhaps not in the immediate but in th: the clau t 
the bill which says that the Chief Signal Officer shall go over, 
re, to the Agricultural Department and take charge iacivil ‘ 
( f Signal Officer can be appointed iows what the int tion M 
he intention is to take this ser entirely out of the hands of 
en who are now carrying it « Other there is no sense or 1 t 
son In transferring this service to the Agricultur 1 Depar t | 5 
wa i view of what I thought w the n liest pury th l to 
that I asked what was the matter with the present organization - M 
did not ask what was the matter with the operations of the orga t 
tion, whether they were as perfect as they might be, but with the t t t y! E 
of organization [ think that | know where this matter star i,t 
President. ; 
There was a time when some people in the country conceived Wa M 
at dislike, not to say prejudice, to the Chief §S | Officer nd t t 
dislike led to an effort to get the whole business out of t! han 
a General Hazen. Whether there was foundation for it or not I do Mr. D e 





2 snow. There was a special committee, as I remember, raised t t t 
vestigate General Hazen and his conduct of this office. It was w 


rong, while the preju lice, if it wa preju lice 





the motive for this suggestion is all gone l apprehend that ) Ir. CHANDLI 

says that the head of this service now is not as good a man for the pla t yest 
scan be found, whether in military or in civil rank, for scientific attai , Mr. D 

ment, for discipline, for executive ability. Nobody questions tl 











pacity, the integrity, the skill, the learni: att ‘ 2 
or the executive ability of General Greely: the |] { 
the organization is concerned it is ands t 
Well, let us look a little at what has be l ] 
growth of nineteen years. Nineteen ye \ y 
about these matters, which have now be | t 
edge of the country and of the world. Ws le 
movement of storms—very little about the laws of climatic « . M 


Perhaps we know very little now about the causes of atmosp! 
climatic phenomena; but we 
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The PRESIDI I pro tempore. Does the Senator yie ld for the pur- 
pose of en: ! Chair to submit the request? 

Di PLAT I. I do 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I ask that the request be submitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshi 
| Mr. CHANDLER | asks unanimous consent that the unfinished busing 
may be informally laid aside for the purpose of considering private 
pension bills on the Calendar favorably reported to which there is no 
objection 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall not object if there is an understanding that 
the pending bil ili come up as the unfinished business at the con- 
clusion of the r 1¢ business to-morrow morning. 

The PRESLD | { mre Is there objection to the resumption 
of the consideration of the Agricultural Department bill to-morrow at 
the clu of routine morning business ? 

ir. HARR J to rvest to the Senator from Kansas that 
in addition to tt he has suggested, he fix an hour to-1 
row at which we shall take the vote upon the pending amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will, then, amend my request so that the considera 
tion of the bill ill be resumed to-morrow at the conclusion of morn 
ing business, and that the Senate will vote upon the bill without fur 
ther debate at 2 o0’¢ k, or earlier if the debate is sooner concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. I gave notice this morning on behalf of my colleag 
{ Mr. Jones, of Arkansas| that lhe desired to submit some remarks on 
the tariff question to-morrow immediately after the conclusion of t} 
morning busine and I can not consent to any arrangement that would 
interfere with him, because he expects to address the Senate then 

Mr. PLUMB. I will then modify my request. If the Senator from 


} 


Arkansas will take the floor at the conclusion of the morning busin« 


to-morrow, then I will say that at the conclusion of his remarks the 
consideration of the pending bill shall be resumed and that the Senate 
will vote on it at 3 o'clock. 

The PRESIDEN r pro te mpo The Senator from Ne vada [ Mr. 


STEWART] gave notice that at the conclusion of the remarks of the 
Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. JONES] he would take the floor to submit 
remarks upon the sa subject. 

Mr. CHANDLER 
this bill. It seems 
at once. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I] t g interposing now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut [| Mr. 
PLATT] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
is impossible to come to any ag b ’ 
whenever I can get the floor to-morrow I shall move to lay the amend- 
ment of the committee on the table and endeavor to get a vote upon 
that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
titled to the fioor. 

Mr. DAVIS. On reflection I renew my request that at the conclu 
ston of the remarks of the Senator from Oregon {[Mr. MITcHELL] on 
Thursday the pension bills may be considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that, at the conclusion of the remarks of the Sena- 
tor from Oregon to be submitted on Thursday next, the Senate will 
proceed with the consideration of private pension bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB I shall not obj ct, provided —— 

Mr. HARRIS. thought the 
now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
request. 

The PRESIDENT. pro tempe That was objected to. 

Mr. HARRIS. TheSenator from Kansas did not object, but wanted 
another agreement about another matter 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the consideration of pension bills at 





I object to agreeing upon a time for voting upon 


» me that debate oug 


rht not to be limited upon it 


—= ae . 
hall opject to anytan 





I want, in connection with this matter, to say, as it 


eement by unanimous consent, tl 


Che Senator from Connecticut is en- 


7 


Senator had asked that we proceed 


That was objected to. 
I did not suppose there was any objection to that 
| ; 


this time, unless there can be unanimous consent as to the disposition | 


of the Agricultural Department bill to-morrow. 

Mr. PLUMB. If there can be no arrangement that debate on this 
bill shall be con some reasonable period, then I shall insist, 
so far as I can, that the debate go on until it is finally talked out. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I thinkitisentirely right thattheSenator should 
make that request, but I do not consider ita fair offset to a request that 
pension bills shall be considered to insist that there must be an agree- 
ment that the debate on a bill of this importance should end and the 
vote be taken at a particular time. Ihave no more interest in the pas- 
sage of pension bills than the Senator from Kansas, but I certainly 
think, as this debate is not to be concluded to-night, that we might 
} 


luded at 


let the consideration of pension bills go on for an hour at this time 
without insisting on bringing debate on the other bill to a close. 


Mr. PLUMB. I think it will conduce to the final and early dispo- 
sition of this bill to have it go on continuously until it is disposed of. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
Mr. PLATT. Ido. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 


Does the Senator from eee a 
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unanimous consent that on Thursday next, at the conclusion of the ob- 
servations to be submitted by the Senator from Oregon, the Senate wil] 
proceed to the consideration of the private pension bills upon the Cal- 
endar favorably reported to which there is no objecti 
jection to the request? 


Is there ob- 
(he Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 





ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOowLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

\ bill (H. R. 5092) for the relief of Charles L. Bradwell; 

A bill (H. R. 8751) providing for the erection of sundry light-houss 

| fog-signals in Lake Superior, Lakes Huron, Erie, and Michigan, 

1 range-lights in Lake St. Clair and Detroit River; 

\ bill (H. R. 10931) to donate and transfer to the State of Louisian: 

for quarantine purposes certain lands on the Mississippi River belong- 

ing to the United States, but subject to reversion to the United States 

in the event of their non-usage for quarantine purposes, and requiring 

he proper department of the United States Government to execute the 
ary transfer to the State of Louisiana on the condition aforesaid; 

\ bill CH. R. supplementary to an act entitled ‘‘An act to 

te certain treaty stipulations rela approved the 

6th day of May, 1882; and 


aili( 


an 





11336 


to ¢ hinese,’’ 





> 29 1 , 1 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 223) declaring the meaning of a clause in 

the river and harbor act of August 11, 1888. 
THE CHINESE TREATY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed 


Tot Senate 
i herewith transmit, in reply tothe resolution ofthe Senate of the 11th instant 
ypy ofa report from the Secretary of State, with accompanying documents, 


i 
itive to the pending treaty with China 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANsIon, Washington, September 18, 1888. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
bv him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TowLrs 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker pro tem 
had signed the following enrolled bills; 
by the President pro tempore : 


pore of the House 
and they were thereupon signed 








A bill (S. 124) granting a pension to Henry F. Kaiser; 

A bill (S. 186) to amend section 1225 of the Revised Statutes, con 
cerning details of officers of the Army and Navy to educational insti- 
tutions, ete. ; 

A bill (S. 576) for the relief of Semon Bache & Co.; 

A bill (S. 1988) granting a pension to Henry R. Blakiston: 

\ bill (S. 2713) granting a pension to Pierre Bottineau; 

\ bill (S. 2938) granting a pension to James McDonald; 

\ bill (S. 2951) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Morrison Elliott; 

\ bill (S. 3130) granting a pension to Patrick Welch; and 


A bill (S. 3236) granting an increase of pension to George A. Wash- 


| burn, late major Sixteenth Connecticut Volunteers. 


} 
j 


| 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICI 


“the Whole, resumed the considera- 


LTURE. 

Che Senate, as in Committee of 
tion of House bill 8191. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, this is a bill the intention of which 
und the only intention of which is to promote, to conserve, to develop a 
portion of the capital of this country, namely, that portion engaged in 
agriculture or invested in agricultural business. There is nowhere in 


| the bill a suggestion that any body except the farm-owner, the man who 


is carrying on the business of farming, is to be affected by the bill « 
is to be represented in the councils of the President by the new Cabinet 
ofiicer who is to be appointed. Itis to enable those who have invested 
their money in farms and agriculture, in cattle-raising, in growing 
wheat and corn and cotton to get more profitable returns upon thei 
money so invested, to develop their business, to find out new methods 
by which their business may be made more lucrative. It does notcon- 
template that the great number of men who are employed by the year 
the month, or the day upon the farms of the United States shall receive 
any benefits from the measure. 

They are to have no voice, they are to have no representative, in th 
Cabinet. The great underlying interest of agriculture is not to be 
heard through this new Cabinet officer. The agriculturists who are at 
the top, not the agriculturists who are at the bottom, are to be pecul- 
iarly and particularly benefited by the passage of this bill. The man 


who works in the great wheat-fields of Dakota for the Dalrymples, the 
thousands of men who are there employed are not thought of. 

The men who take from the cotton-planters of the South the little 
holdings upon leases of 25-acre farms, of one-horse farms as they are 
called, and take them on shares, are to receive no particular beneiit 
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honor than was my position on the farm. 
3 because this class of men, the 
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not thought of in this | tit 
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subject in the univ: 
\ PLATT. When th \ th é 
( I ma ne oO hes uggestions it 1 cK t 
Committ on Agricu as I supposed, for tl iening and enlarg 
ment of i ; e limited 30 I 
if that there is < l purpose to keep rom 
ype a lt capital of the United States cept the capit 
pens to | } ted 1n irming » to p 1 
th rests and « ids of ) her ¢ 
1 I incene | 1 Try 
nswer to sa thi Oo ‘ 
tions by and b As 1 ld, i n the S ) id 
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mn i tted to Arve ) I profess i l seek <« 
mit the 7 e, t] pendence, and t ind on] ; 
: gricuitu pursuits 
So I n ng ag l rm t g st helping ' 
‘a but why this neglect of ti r industries of the country? Why 
ta neglect, as I was saying, of the mining industries of the count: I 
i. mineral production of the country for the fiscal ir 1887 oO 
than the mineral production of any country on t ce of the globe 
Mr. PLUMB. Yes; but if it is a quest yf comparisons, will tl 
Senator call attention to the fact that th« ] 1 t ( t 





try were worth more than all the gold and silver 
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tions were founded upon the idea that the man who did work might be 
a gentleman, and was not an inferior or humbler member of soci« ty 





th the man who had leisur« nd lived in ease and idleness. 
" } of ‘ 
t at the foundation of republican government lies the princi] 
{ n who rh hall be honored—that his position shall b 
‘ { dignity, that no man shall have a right to despise him in this 
nd; and not only that, but that he shall have such wages as will 
Cl e him to ¢ ite both himself and his family and those dependent 
iy him in the seale of moral, social, and financial well-being 
Che great underlying force of America is the workingman—the man 
who labors and toils, the man who receives wages, and just as he is 
elevated, just as a condition of things exists which lifts him up and 
makes him more and more a man, enables him to ascend in the scale 
of manhood, a republic grows strong; and just in proportion as any 
h beats him down and degrades him in the scale ot 


po y exists whi 
manhood the republic grows weak. 


With us, this is a Government of the people. It is more than that, 


it is emphatically a Government of the common people. It is a Gov- 
ernment of the men who work. More than that, it isa Government 
of the men who work for wages. 


hey are the majority of its voters. 
» v of the Government in finance, in education, in civil rights. in 


all that goes to make a Nation great and honorable, prosperous and | 


beneficent. The common people for once in the werld here on these 
h , away from the tyrants and kings, were given the reins of gov- 
ernment Whatever we have of government we are indebted to them 

Whatever we are to have in the continuance of free government 
we shall be indebted to them for. 

Vhat, then, should be the policy of the Government? Simply to 
build up the common people. The very integral idea of our system is 
that every man who works votes, and votes intelligently, knows enough 
of our system, has aspiration enough to rise and grow and develop so 
that he shall vote wisely, and thus we shall be governed wisely. 

\s I said, this is the day of the common people. It is the day of the 

kman, and the time is coming when more and more he is to be rec 


oaized not only as the gentleman but the sovereign. Is there discon- | 


tent among the men who labor? I do not fearit. It signifies aspira- 
tion, and is full of promise and hope for mankind. 

Let nobody delude himself with the idea that capital is going to gov- 
ern this country. 
world. You can see it abroad in foreign lands, in monarchical govern- 
ments: but more here in the light of our free institutions this great 
ground-swell means that humanity is taking an upward step, and that 
the man who works is to rule, and he is to rule wisely. 

You need have no fear of him. You need have no fear that he is 
going to tear down and destroy free institutions, He is going to con- 
serve and preserve them, because he knows that they are the outcome 
of the principle which makes him what he is and what he wants to be. 

if we are going to have a new Cabinet oflicer; if we are going to 
have a new department; if we are going to have eight departments in- 
stead of seven, let us have one which will be wide in its scope, which 
will be embracing in its purposes, which shall not single out a portion 
of theapital of this country and elevate that, giving it a prominence 
ov erother capital, which above all things shall not neglect the great 
labor interests of the country. 

Whom does the President need to consult most if he is to have ad- 
visers? Is it the men who represent merely capital, or the men who 
represent that greater, nobler, holier force in the world, labor? Time 
and again there has been an effort to incorporate into a new Executive 
Department which was spoken of, the interests of labor. By some 
mysterious process they have been overlooked. The Senator from 
Kansas says, make as many Executive Departments and Cabinet offi- 
cers as you please, have a department of mining, have a department of 
commerce, have a department of manufactures, have a department ot 
transportation, have an executive department for each of these indts- 
tries, and an executive department of labor also. 

Oh, no, Mr. President, we shall not create more than one additional 
Executive Department in fifty years. If we donot doit now we never 
shall within the life of the present generation. It is the one oppor- 
tunity to recognize this great upheaving force of society and civiliza- 
tion and government—the labor interest of this country. 

I have therefore felt that this bill ought to be wider, grander in its 
purposes, more elevating in its aims, more beneficent in its operations 
than it can possibly be by confining it to the enlargement and benefit 
of a portion of the capital of the country, to wit, the portion engaged 
in owning and cultivating farms. 

I have telt that-¢+he question as to whether the Signal Service should 
be transferred to it was a mere bagateile. There is an opportunity 


now, if the time has come for another Cabinet officer and another Execu- | 
tive Department, to look out for all these interests of the country, and | 


above all for this greatest of our national interests, labor. 
There is an opportunity now to weld together, to blend intoone har- 
monious whole, all the capitai and all the labor of the country, to put 
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them where they will have a representative in the Executive council, 
where friction and contest and conflict between them may be avoided, 
where their interests shall be treated as mutual interests, as they are, 
| and where, represented in the Cabinet, having the ear of the President, 
| they may go on hand in hand to the future development of this great 
Nation and to the uplifting of humanity the world over. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the Senate having devoted the last 
two or three days to making stump speeches upon the grave and im- 
portant question as to whether the Weather Bureau of the Signal Serv- 
ice should perform its functions and duties under the control of one or 
avother of the Executive Departments, I think the subject well-nigh 
exhausted, and desiring, as I do, that this bill shall pass with or with- 
out the amendment of the committee, but preferring that it should pass 
without it, I move that the committee’s amendment be laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. PALMER. I hope that the Senator from Tennessee will not 
press his motion. It will merely lead to the showing that we have no 
quorum. 

| Mr. HARRIS. I make the motion. I am quite satisfied we have 
| no quorum to do anything but to adjourn after the motion is made. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

| Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senator will withdraw that motion. I 
| should like to have a short executive session. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I withdraw it if the Senator from Connecticut 
| desires. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


| 


| Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
| tion of executive business. 

| The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 25 minutes p. 
|m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, September 
19, 1888, at 12 o’clock m. 


"a 

CONFIRMATIONS. 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate Seplember 18, 18% 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

| William E. Bond, of North Carolina, to be collector of customs for 

the district of Albemarle, in the State of North Carolina. 

INDIAN AGENT, 

| Edwin Eells, of Washington Territory, to be agent for the Indians 

| of the Puyallup agency (consolidated), in Washington Territory. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

Fifth Re giment of Cavalry. 

| First Lieut. George B. Davis, to be captain. 

Second Lieut. William E. Almy, to be first lientenant. 
Ninth Regiment of Infantry. 

Lieut. Col. Alfred L. Hough, of the Sixteenth Infantry, to be colonel. 
Tenth Regiment of Infantry. 


First Lieut. Clayton S. Burbank, to be captain. 

Second Lieut. Isaac W. Littel, to be first lieutenant. 
Twelfth Regiment of Infantry. 

Capt. Jesse A. P. Hampson, of the Tenth Infantry, to be major. 
Sixteenth Regiment of Infantry. 

Maj. William H. Penrose, of the Twelfth Infantry, to be lientenant- 


| colonel. 
Tenth Regiment of Infantry. 


| Additional Second Lieut. Alexander W. Perry, of the First Infantry, 
to be second lieutenant. 


Fifth Regiment of Cavalry. 





Additional Second Lieut. Andrew G. C. Quay, of the Eighth Cav- 
| alry, to be second lieutenant. 


Corps of Engineers. 


Capt. Daniel W. Lockwood, to be major. 
First Lieut. Thomas L. Casey, jr., to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Henry C. Newcomer, to be first lieutenant. 


Tenth Regiment of Infantry. 


Second Ligut. John H. Shollenberger, to be first lieutenant. 


Corps of Engineers. 
Additional Second Lieut. William V. Judson, to be second lieuten- 
ant. 


Tenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Additional Second Lieut. William T. Littebrant, of the Nineteenth 
| Infantry, to be second lieutenant. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, September 18, 1888. 


The House met at rHBER! 
Dp. D. 


The Journal of the proce edi 


FOR PUBI 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, with accompanying letters o! 
the Secretary of State, communications from the Belgian minister at 
Washington and the United States minister at Brussels concerning the 
proposed international bureau at Brussels for the translation and pub 
lication of the various customs tariffs of the world, and submitting an 
estimate of an appropriation to pay the share of the United States in 
the annual expenses of said bureau; which was referred to the ( 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
ALLEGED 
The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before th 
communication from the Postmaster-Genera! 
Mr. BLOUNT, was ordered to be printed in the REcorRD, a1 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Road 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. C 


was! 


ead and approved. 


STOMS TARIFFs. 


INTERNATIONAL BUREA 
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VIOLATION OF P¢ 
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which, on motion ol 

















LETTER FROM THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, IN RESPONSE TO A RESOLUTION O 
THE HOUSE RELATIVE TO THE ALLEGED DISTI rION THROUGH THE MAILS 
OF THE TAX-REFORM ADVOCATE, IN VIOLATION < rHE POSTAL LAWS, 

Post-OFrricE DEPARTMENT, Washing D. C., Sep yer 15, 188 

Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge r pt of the resolution of the Hous 
of Representatives adopted on the 13th instant, and which is in these words 
namely: 

‘* Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be requested to communicate to this 
House whether it is true that an enormous edition of a certain publica 
called the Tax-Reform Advocate has been sent and distributed, in violation o 
the postal laws, through the mails being sent out from Columbus, Ohio, to all 
or nearly all the post-offices of the State, and if such is the case, whether an 
officers or officer of the Post-Office Department has been guilty of such acts, « 
has known of the same and has not taken any steps to prevent the same; and 


also what further legislation by Congress is necessary to enforce the laws of the 
United States in regard to the postal service, and to prevent the repetition of 
3 requested to r 

; 


inish su 


such offenses; and also the honorable Postm 
port what steps, if any, have been taken by the 
fenses and to prevent their recurrence. 

I have the honor to comply with the resolution, as follows 

I. It is not true that ‘‘ an enormous edition of acertain publication ca 1 
Tax-Reform Advocate was sent and distributed in violation of the post 
through the mails, being sent out from Columbus, Ohio, and to all 
all, the post-offices of the State.’’ 

II. It follows that it is not true that ‘‘any officers or officer of the Post 
Department have been guilty of such acts, or have known of the sameandha 
not taken any steps to prevent the same. 

IIt. It is not necessary that there should be any g 
gress to enforce the laws of the United States in regard to the postal service 
and to prevent such offenses or the repetition of them, for the reason that 1 
such offenses have occurred; and the resources of the Departmentand the laws 
now in force are entirely adequate to promptly detect su 
ish them, if they ever should occur. 

IV. As will fully appear, steps have been taken by the Department to inves 
tigate the truth or falsity of complaints of offenses of the nature described 
the resolution, but as no such offenses have occurred, no “steps have been taker 
by the Department to punish such offenses, or to prevent their recurrence.”’ 

Inasmuch as every complaint or suggestion of a complaint touching the sub- 
ject-matter of the resolution and heretofore filed in the Department or coming 
to its notice has been thoroughly investigated and reported upon, and inasmuch 
as all the evidence offered has heretofore been examined, and every source of 
evidence suggested by any person has been heretofore followed up and reported 
upon, I am enabled to report exhaustively on the whole subject without dela; 

rhe attention of the Department was not in any manner directed to the sub 
ject until the resolve was offered in the House of Representatives by a dist 
guished member from Ohio. Shottly thereafter, for reasons which will appear 
by the accompanying correspondence, which also sets forth the principal cha 
against the service subsequently investigated and covered by this report, I 
tailed a sufficient number of reliable and competent men in the inspection serv- 
fee of the Department to investigate all the evidence presented, to seek all othe: 
evidence suggested, to institute prosecutions of all violations of the law discov- 
ered, and, laying all other business aside, to proceed with this duty forthwit! 
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CHARGES. 
On the afternoon of August 21 I received the follow 
Mr. G 





osvenor to the Postmaster-Genera 
Hovusr or REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
‘** Washington, August 20, 1888 

“Sir: Lhavethe honor to call your attention to the resolution introduced by 
me in the House of Representatives to-day, looking to an investigation of the 
nileged abuse of mails in Ohio by the chairman and managers of the Democratix 
executive committee of that State. 

“The honorable chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
informed me to-day that it might be impossible to procure the attendance of a 
quorum of the committee, and hence advised me to address you officially upon 
the subject-matter of the resolution. F ; 

“It is alleged in the public prints of Ohio, and by numerous letters now in 
my possession from gentlemen of high character in Ohio, that a pretended 
newspaper called ‘ The Tax-Reform Advocate,’ a copy of which is in my posses- 
sion, has been circulated far and wide through the mails of Ohio without the 
payment of postage. 

“The paper purports to have been published at a certain number, to wit, 

tooms 53 and 55 Wesley Block, in the city of Columbus, and the subscription 
price is placed at 10 cents for the campaign and 25 cents for annual subscription. 

“It is alleged, and I believe the truth to be, that there is nosuch place of pub- 
lication, nor is there such a publication within the meaning of the law. It is 
claimed, and I have in my possession written statements abundantly proving 
it, that great bundles of this publication are sent from Columbus to the various 
post-offices throughout the State, and, by the postmasters, addressed to all or 
many of the patrons of the office, and copies of the paper thus addressed, with- 
out any payment of postage, are placed in the boxes and personal mails of the 


persons so addressed, and in this way a fraudulent circulation of the paper has 


been procured. 
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from him on h application was the accompanying slip of paper, in the words 
following, t wi 

‘Free-trade paper. Jerry Beck, Aaron Beck, Louis Fagaly, Levi Mattox, Jo- 
seph Clare, folded in Weekly Gazette; Jacob Easter, folded in National Trib- 
une, Bethel, Clermont County, Ohio.” 

4nd two other letters which are returned with “ Case No, 103706 C,” above 
referred to, The affidavits of persons named by Mr, Smith on that memoran- 
dum appear in the accompanying report of Inspector Holmes, heretoappended, 
entitied * Case No. 103707 C;"’ but as they are brief I transcribe them in this 
plac« 
“Srate or Ono, Clermont County, ss: 
‘**Personally appeared before me the undersigned authority, Levi Mattox, 
who, first being duly sworn, says that for the past three months he has not been 
a subscriber for the Weekiy Commercial Gazette, published at Cincinnati, 
Ohio, and within that time has received no paper in which was folded or found 
any matter foreign to original publication. Further deponent saith not 


“LEVI L. MATTOX. 
“Sworn to in my pr nee and subscribed to before me this 30th day of Au- 


gust, 15385 
“A. R. HOLMES.” 
“STaTe or Onto, Clermont County, 8s: 

** Personally came before me the undersigned authority, Jacob Easter, who, 
being first duly sworn, says that on the 17th day of August, 1888, he received the 
National Tribune, for which he is a subscriber, from the post-office at Bethel, 
Ohio; that with said paper he received a supplement entirely foreign to the 
original paper; that while such supplement was inside of said Tribune as he re- 
ceived it, yet hb does not believe the paper had been unfolded for the purpose 
of inclosing theadditional sheet, but from the manner of its inclosure the same 
was due to acciilent of distribution. 


“JACOB EASTER. 


**Subseribed 


1888 


in my presence and sworn to before me this 30th day of August, 


“A. R, HOLMES, Post-Office Inspector.”’ 
“Srate or Onto, Clermont County, ss: 

Personally appeared before me, the undersigned authority, J. L. Fagaly, 
who, first being sworn, says that with his Cincinnati Weekly Gazette of August 
15, 1888, he received a supplement, a portion of which is hereto attached. 

‘* Affiant says he does not remember just how this supplement was folded, 
and can not now say whether same had been folded in with the original publi- 
cation or its presence there was due to manner of handling in transit or at the 


post-office. 
“J.L.FAGALY. 

“Subscribed in my presenco and sworn to before me this 30th day of August, 
1888. 

“A. R. HOLMES, Post-Ofice Inspector.” 
“STATE or Onto, Clermont County, ss: 

‘Personally appeared before me, the undersigned authority, Jerry M. Beck, 
who, tirst being sworn, says that with his Cincinnati Weekly Gazette of August 
15, 1888, he received a supplement that was foreign to the original publication, 
as he believes that such supplement was folded in with said paper, but as he does 
not recollect whether in a manner to indicate intent or an accident of handling 
in transit in the post-office, 

“J. M. BECK. 

“*Subseribed to before me and sworn to before me this 30th day of August, 
1888, 

“A. R. HOLMES, Post-Office Inspector.”’ 

And also the following from the postmaster at the place named in Mr. Smith’s 
memorandum : 

“STATE oF Onto, Clermont County, ss: 

** Personally appeared before me, the undersigned authority, Charles E. Man- 
ning, who, first being sworn,says that he was, on August 15, 1888, and still is, 
postmaster at Bethel, Clermont County, Ohio; that on August 14 he person- 
ally made distribution of the entire package of Cincinnati Weekly Gazettes 
bearing date of issue of August 15, 1888; that the said papers were properly dis- 
tributed in said post-office, and that no copy of the same was opened by him or 
by avy clerk in his office; that no matter foreign to original publication was in- 
serted in any of said papers, and if such matter was found therein it was an 
accident of distribution. 

“Affiant further says that said package of papers reached his office in a com- 
pact roll with wrapping intact,and so put up that in his opinion the removal 
and return of any portion of the package would have been impossibie without 
breaking the wrappings. 

“CHARLES E, MANNING. 

“Subscribed to before me and sworn to in my presence August 30, 1888. 

“RR. M. GRIFFITH, 
** Justice of the Peace.” 


On the inspector’s request for further evidence, or for any clue to further evi- 
dence, Mr. Smith kindly caused to be inserted in the Commercial Gazette of 
Thursday, August 23, 1588, in its editorial column, the following: 

*“*We referred yesterday to the violation of the postal law by interior post- 
masters. The matter has been taken up by the Postmaster-General and an 
investigation ordered. The inspector at Cincinnati will undertake the job. 
People who have evidence of fraudsshould send their names at once to the Com- 
mercial Gazette Office, and we will see that the statements are placed in the 
hands of the inspector. It will thus be made lively for the offending officials.” 

It is to be regretted that even this widely disseminated cal! for information did 
not result in any more substantial evidence than the telegram of Mr. Smith 
himself, heretofore quoted, as will appear by the report of the inspector, with 
accompanying documents, entitled ** Case No. 103707 C,” as aforesaid. 


OTHER COMPLAINTS 


On or about August 28, 1888, Hon. C. H. Grosvenor kindly furnished me with 
a complaint of Mr. W. D. Bickham, proprietor and editor of the Dayton (Ohio) 
Journal, appearing by a printed “Open Letter” to the postmaster at Dayton, 
charging that a copy of the Tax Reform Advocate had been “doubled in with 
the Dayton Weekly Journal addressed to one of my old Republican subscribers, 
whose name I have at hand on the Tax Reform Advocate as well ason his own 
paper.” 

it appears that both papers were entitled to be sent through the mails, and 
were properly addressed to the same person with postage prepaid, and, of course, 
it is no violation of the rules for any postmaster for the convenience of hand- 
ling, to put them together. 

I append hereto the report of the inspector, with accompanying papers, en- 
titled “Case No. 103920 C." 


THE COMPLAINT OF THE EDITOR OF THE NEWARK AMERICAN, REFERRED TO IN 
THE COMMUNICATION OF MR. GROSVENOR. 
The report of the inspector on this case is hereto appended, entitled ‘‘ Case No. 
108634 C.”’ 
Another charge having been extensively circulated in Ohic and repeated 


LL ntsssnsssssnssstn-snsnsnsnsssnsnssnsnssssesssesssste sess 





and re-repeated throughout the State, which originated in the Seneca County 
Record on June 28, 1888, and which has served as the text of attacks upon the 
postal service in Ohioin a large number of publications, and is still going the 
rounds of the press in that State, it was thought to be worth while to order an 
investigation in connection with the suggestion of the resolution when offered 
in the House of Kepresentatives, as to whether further legislation by Congress 
was necessary to enforce the laws of the Unjted States in regard to the postal 
service. The charge is as follows: 

“A number of parties here have lost amounts ranging from $3 to $10 by inclos- 
ing postal notes in letters. Several instances of this kind have happened re- 
cently when letters were sent only to Tiftin or Mansfield, and our people are 
becoming aroused. The postal department should be informed of the situation 
and the mail thief brought to justice. Our people have a holy horror of one of 
the mail clerks on this route, and when they are locked up in their closets quietly 
censure this fellow. Ere this complaint has been made against this chap for 
his fault-finding, carelessness, and negligence. It is high time that the Depart- 
ment was looking after him.’’ 

The result of this investigation is the usual one. Theattack upon the service 
was not sustained, nor could the person who originated it suggest a shred or 
shadow of evidenceto sustain it. This person has acknowledged that there was 
no foundation for his charges, and I append the report of Inspector Townsend 
to A. R. Holmes, inspector in charge at Cincinnati, Ohio, on that subject. The 
inclosed clipping, referred to in that rep ort, is the one aboveset forth. The re- 
port will be found entitled “ Townsend,” 

It will be seen that such of the charges as may seem to have been madein good 
faith are predicated upon the distribution of the paper known as ‘“‘ The Tax Re- 
form Advocate.’ By some of these complaints it is assumed that the paper is 
not entitled to second-class or pound rates asa newspaper, because itis a ‘‘cam- 
paign issue.’’ Whether a campaign issue or not, whether its publication shall 
survive the pending canvass or not, it is, according to the uniform precedentsin 
this Department, entitled to mail service at the pound rates. 

During every Presidential canvass, as appears by the data on file in this De- 
partment, the number of publications greatly increases, and atthe close of the 
canvass the number greatly decreases. I have been handed an estimate by the 
Acting Third Assistant Postmaster-General from which it appears that transi- 
tory publications were issued and admitted to second-class rates during the 
summer and fall months of the years 1876, 1880, and 1854, to the number, respect- 
ively, as follows, 68, 101, and 100. Some of these transitory papers have always 
been avowedly started for campaign purposes, Itcan not be assumed in any 
case, however, that a paper which prima facie comes within the requirements 
of the act of March 3, 1879, and within sections 327 to 338, inclusive, of the Postal 
Laws and Regulations, will not survive beyond a given period. 

Neither the law nor regulations require a continuous publication, and it would 
be an absurd requirement of, and a burden to, the citizen if any guaranty of 
continuance were exacted. Pub.ications are, and always have been, admitted 
to the second-class rates when issued for special occasions only—for example, 
during the sessions of scientific or other conventions; during the ‘‘season”’ at 
pleasure resorts; during ‘“‘camp meetings,’ ete. If the papers are issued “as 
frequently as four times a year,’’ and are otherwise within the conditions, the 
duration or probable duration of their existence has, under the law, nothing 
whatever to do with the question of their admissibility. 

The publication known as “The Tax Reform Advocate” has filed its indem- 
nity, and otherwise formally complied witu all the requirements of the law 
and regulations as a second-class publication. All the other charges regarding 
the incidental misuse of the mails are either frivolous, entirely unsustained, or 
disappear before this conclusion. 

It is butsimple justice to the postmasters of Ohio, who have been charged in 
general and in detail, in this connection, with violations of the postal laws, to 
say that not only has no complaint of such violation been sustained against 
them, but also that this investigation develops no ground for the slightest criti- 
ecism upon one of them. 

In conclusion, it may not be improper to say as to complaints against post- 
masters and officials of the postal service, made in other parts of the country 
as well as throughout Ohio, moved, it would sometimes seem, from apparent 
concertof attack, by common direction, that the great increase of business since 
the opening of the canvass, pouring into the mails an amount of matter unpre- 
eedented in any previous Presidential year, and the widely-circulated and un- 
founded charges against them, born of the asperities, not to say exigencies, of 
the time, have in no case swerved those officials from the impartial performance 
of their duty by all citizens and by all parties represented in the contest. 

All complaints, whether made to the Department, to any official, or to any of 
the fifty-eight thousand and odd postmasters, coming to the files here, and the 
ease being rare when an attack is made, even in the newspapers, that it is not 
sent here in some form, the record sustains, and the service is entitled to, this 
statement. 

I have the honor to be, sir, with great respect, your obedient servant, 

DON M. DICKINSON, 
Posimaster-General. 
Hon. Joun G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 





{Case No. 103707 C.—A. R. Holmes, post-office inspector. ] 


Post-OFrricE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF Post-OFFice INSPECTOR, 
Cincinnati, Ohio, August 31, 1888. 

Sir: Above-numbered case relates to an allegation by the proprietors of the 
Cincinnati Gazette that at sundry post-offices in the State of Ohio that paper is 
opened and “‘stuffed’’ with Democratic campaign documents and thus deliv- 
ered to their subscribers. 

With a view to investigation of this charge I called upon Richard Smith, the 
person making complaint on behalf of the proprietors of the above-named paper, 
for names of tices and names of their patrons thereat whose papers have 
been treated in the manner described in their complaint. 

The only data obtained by this application bearing on this case was the ac- 
companying slip of paper headed “ free-trade paper,” bearing the names of Jerry 
Beck, Aaron Beck, Lewis Fagaly, Levi Mattox, and Joseph Clair, alleged sub- 
seribers to the Cincinnati Weekly Gazette, and Jacob Easter, asubscriber to the 
National Tribune, all residents at Bethel, Clermont County, Ohio. Two other 
letters were obtained relating to case 103706 C, and will be returned in that case 
in envelope marked “‘Commercial Gazette Correspondence,’’ August, 1888, 

I visited the several parties whose names are above given at Bethel, Ohio 
Jerry Beck and J. L. Fagaly, subscribers to the Gazette, and Jacob Easter, a 
subscriber to the National Tribune, each received a supplement similar to the 
one accompanying the affidavit of Fagaly with their paper of August 15, 1888, 
but none of them can state what its relation to the paper was. and their affi- 
davits herewith inclosed fail in any degree to sus tain the charge made. 

Mattox and Aaron Beck are not subscribers to the Weekly Gazette, and have 
made no complaint in relation to this supplement. Joseph Clare disclaims any 
personal knowledge of the matter whatever, bu has only heard others com- 
pla in as having received this supplement. 

‘7 large list of the Gazettes are sent to this office. Theyare sent in roll lengths 
of half sheet, securel een and wrapper pasted on, and have to be folded 
by the postmaster before t = be distributed to the boxes. 

Postmaster Manning says that the issue of August 15, 1888, reached his office 
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the established custom in folding the one with the other. There was no out- 
rage perpetrated on the subscriber in question, nor on you as editor and pro- 
prietor of the Journal; and presuming this explanation to be satisfactory to the 
subscriber and yourself, I request that yougive this letterthe same prominence 
in ite publication that you gave your ‘open letter’ to myself in the Journal. 
On the contrary, should this explanation prove unsatisfactory, I request that 
this correspondence, together with your complaint, be submitted to the hon- 
orable Postmaster-General for investigation, 
** Yours, respectfully, 
W. H. GILLESPIE, Postmaster. 
“W.HL. Bicknmam, Esq., Cily 


We respectfully direct the attention of Postmaster Gillespie to the following 
facts 

First. The Tax Reform Advocate is not, according to its face, entered in any 
post-office as ‘‘ registered at the post-office (anywhere) as second-class matter.”’ 
The Dayton Weekly Journal is very plainly printed at the head of the first 
column, first page, as “‘ registered as second-class matter.’’ Accordingly, the 
Democratic campaign sheet entitled ‘‘ The Tax Reform Advocate, ’’ does not ap- 
pear tocomply withthe law. We do not, therefore, understand that it hasany 
rights as second-class matter in the United States mail unless it is so registered, 
hut if Postmaster Gillespie knows it to be registered at Columbus, that settles 
that point. 

Second. We do most decidedly object, as the Republican organ of this city, to 
having the Dayton Journal made a vehicle for the dissemination of Democratic 
campaign literature to our Republican subscribers, no matter what the conven- 
iences of the employés of the Dayton post-office may be. 

Third, Postmaster Gillespie is not altogether ingenuous in saying that “ you 
(editor of the Journal) do not state the name of the person upon whom the 
alleged outrage was perpetrated.’’ No, we did not publish his name, but we 
were careful tosend his paper, with his name on it, and the Tax Reform Advo- 
cate, with his name on it, to Postmaster Gillespie in person, by a confidential 
member of the Journal staff, who pointedly exhibited to Postmaster Gillespie 
the name of our subscriber on both papers, the Democratic campaign document, 
as we received it, being doubled within the Journal. It may have got there in 
due post-office form, but the circumstances were calculated to excite suspicion, 
especially as the Democratic Tax Reform Advocate does notappear to have been 
registered anywhere as ‘‘ second-class mail matter,’’ 

We have no desire nor disposition to press Postmaster Gillespie to an official 
investigation. Weare satistied with the attention we have directed to the out- 
rage upon our rights to the use of the United States post-office, while we com- 
ply with the law, without being made the victim of a disagreeable imposition. 
‘The postmaster ought to be able to see that if postal employés can stuff a regu- 
lar Republican publication with Democratic literature it is also possibile tomake 
it the vehicle of a lottery scheme or any indecent or unlawful publication. 
There is no objection to the circulation of Democratic literature through the 
post-office, orin any lawful way, but we do most decidedly object to being made 
a pack-horse to carry Democratic burdens. If this can be done in the post-office, 
the Democrats might as well shut down their organs and use Republican papers 
for their campaign purposes. We emphatically deny the right of any post 
officer to inclose anything whatever in any copy of the Dayton Journal de- 
posited in the post-office for distribution to any party to whom it may be ad- 
dressed, 

STATE OF Onto, Montgomery County, ss 

Personally appeared before me, the undersigned authority, Lee R. Hooper, 
who, being first duly sworn, says that he is general delivery clerk in the Day- 
ton, Ohio, post-office; that he was on duty as such clerk on Monday, August 20, 
1888, and continuously from that date up to the present time ; that on thatabove 
date he received for distribution and delivery the Dayton Weekly Journal of 
August 21, 1888, of which one copy was addressed to Irvin Oliver, whose post- 
office address is Dayton, Ohio. 

Affiant further says that, following a custom of the office to place all papers 
to one address inside of some one of the papers to the same address for conve- 
nience of delivery, he placed a copy of the Tax Reform Advocate, addressed to 
1, Oliver, inside the copy of the Dayton Weekly Journal, as above described, 
and in the manner as shown by accompanying copy of Dayton Weekly Jour- 
nal. Affiant further says if there had been any other newspapers, or third-class 
matter, to the same address, they would have been found inclosed in a similar 
manner, and without any intention of conveying to Mr. Oliver, or any other 
patron of the office, the idea that they were any part of the publication with 
which found. 

Affiant further says that on Saturday August 25, 1888, he made delivery of the 
Dayton Weekly Journal, addressed to Irvin Oliver, with inclosures as above 
deseribed, and further affiant saith not. 

LEE R. HOOPER. 

Sworn to before me and subscribed in my presence this 4th day of September, 
A. D. 1888. 

A. R. HOLMES, 
Post-office Inspector. 
Post-OFrrick DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THIRD ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D, C., August 15, 1888. 


Sir: The publisher of the Newark (Ohio) American represents that the in- 
closed sheet has been folded as a supplement inside of copies of his paper ad- 
dressed to subscribers at Utica, Ohio, by parties unknown to him, between the 
time of mailing and delivery. Please investigate the matter and report to this 
office as early as practicable. 

Very respectfully, 
H. R. HARRIS, 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General. 
lion. W. A. West, 
Chief Inspector, Post-Office Department, 


[Case No. 103634 C. A.R. Holmes, post-office inspector. ] 
Post-OrricE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFIcEe OF Post-OrFicr INSPECTOR, 


Oincinnali, Ohio, August 27, 1888. 


Sir: Case of above number is herewith returned and relates to a complaint 
of the editors of the Newark (Ohio) American that persons unknown had in- 
serted matter foreign to original mailing in papers delivered to his subscribers 
at Utica, Ohio. 

I visited the office of the Newark American and they gave me the names of 
7 J. Williams and Henry Bash as the parties whose mail had been so treated at 

Jtica. 

I procured a pen interview with Mr, Williams, Bash being absent from 
home, and found him (Williams) to have been the one who brought the inclosed 
sheet to the editor of the American, and on whose statement they base this 
complaint. Mr. Williams could not state positively how or by what means he 
received this supplement, but only supposes that it came through the post-office. 
A day or two after receiving it the matter of the circular became the subject of 
conversation between him and his neighbor, Henry Bash, and it was to them a 
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question of doubt as to whether this was a campaign document sent out by the 
Republican or Democratic committee. To settle the question, Mr. Willianis, 
who was going in to Newark the next day, was to carry it tothe American office 
and find out if it emanated from the proper source. 

This he did and now seems surprised that the editors of the American have 
formulated this complaint on his inquiry. 

Investigation at the Newark (Ohio) post-office, at Utica, and the route be- 
tween the two, utterly bars the idea that this matter could have been inserted 
in these papers in manner set out in the complaint, at any point except after 
distribution in the Utica post-office. The issue of the paper in which it was 
claimed they were folded as put up for the Utica office was a compact roll, with 
the wrapping secured by paste, put up in a manner that it would be impossible 
to take out and put in again any part of the contents. 

This package was dispatched from the Newark office within a few minutes 
after its delivery from office of publication, and received at Utica by due course 
of mail, in good condition. 

Paul Knisely, postmaster at the latter place, whom I find in every way worthy 
of credence, says that none of the supplements have been folded in newspapers 
in that office, There is no evidence to sustain the charge, and in truth the thing 
charged was never done, and I recommend the case be closed. 

Very respectfully, 
A. R. HOLM ES, Post-Office Inspector in Charge. 

Hon. WILLIAM A. WEsT, 

Chief Post-Office Inspector, Washington, D. C. 


UTIca, O10, August 24, 1888. 


DeAR Sir: In reference to the supplement said to have been in the American, 
Iean only say that when my mail was brought to me I did find a sheet with 
my paper. This mail was brought to me by Joseph Waters, a son-in-law. 

HENRY BAST. 

A. R. Hoimes, Post-Office Inspector. 


Case No. 103706 C.—A. R. Holmes, P.O. inspector. ] 
Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFrFice Or Post-OFFICcE INSPECTOR, 
Cincinnati, Ohio, September 5, 1888, 


| Hon. Wa. A. WEsT, 


Chief P. O. Inspector, Washington, D. C.: 

Sir: Case of above number is herewith returned relating to the legal right of 
the Tax Reform Advocate, of Columbus, Ohio, to admission to the mails at 
pound rates; also as to the alleged wrong mailing of said publication by sey- 
eral postmasters, 

The specific charges in this case are found in the several communications of 
Hon. C, H. Grosvenor, herein, together with clippings from sundry papers by 
him submitted in connection therewith. They are: 

1. That the postmaster at Columbus, Ohio, passed through the post-office there 
the above-named publication before the necessary application tor its admission 
at second-class rates (Form 3214) had been properly filled out and filed, and 
without prepayment of postage. 

2. That the postmaster at Wapakoneta, Enon, East Palestine, and Oxford, 
Ohio, had variously been guilty of violations of the postal laws and regulations, 
in either receiving the above-named publication by express and distributing 
through the post-office boxes without prepayment of postage, or receiving them 
unaddressed, writing the names of patrons of their office upon theni, and mak- 
ing delivery to non-subscribers. 

The first charge is made in a communication from W.S.Cappeller, chairman 
of the Republican State executive committee, to the honorable gentleman. 
Mr. Cappeller wrote under a misapprehension of the report of a party whom 
he delegated to visit the post-office and find out the standing of this publication 
in its relation to the mails. 

The party who did this is a Mr. Galloway, in the office of Judge Nash, at Co- 
lumbus, Ohio, Galloway says that he reported to Cappeller; that Assistant Post- 
master Krumm said the necessary affidavit and application had been filed but 
not yet acted on by the Department, instead of the report attributed to him in 
Mr. Cappeller’s letter of August17, herewith. Mr. Galloway’sstatement in no 
way differs from the statement of facts set out in the sworn statement of As- 
sistant Postmaster Krumm, herein, except possibly he did not state the amount 
of money deposited for prepayment of postage. 

Application for the admission of this publication was made prior to the 15th 
day of August, 1888, date of issue of first number, on form 3214, properly filled 
out and attested, and immediately forwarded, with a copy of publication for de- 
partmental action. At the same timeC. Q. Davis, editor, on the granting of tem- 
porary permit (Form 3215) deposited $100 in the post-office for prepayment of 
postage, The proceeding was regularin all its forms, and on the evidence sub- 
mitted on August 16 the honorable Third Assistant Postmaster-General issued 
authority to the postmaster at Columbus, Ohio, for the admission of the Tax Re- 
form Advocate to second-class rates of postage, conditioned that it was not en- 
titled to privilege of free county circulation, as the paper was printed at Cleve- 
land, Ohio. 

In the matter of the second charge it is claimed that the postmaster at East 


| Palestine, Wapakoneta, and some office in Athens County not named, received 


large numbers of these papers unaddressed with the names of the patrons of 
their offices thereon, and made delivery of same to non-subscribers. 

In view of the provisions of section 579, Postal Laws and Regulations, if the 
thing charged was done, it isnot necessarily a crime or a fault, but in each case 
where the post-office is named the postmaster deniesthat sucha thing wasdone 
by him, and I was unable to find through persons making the complaints any 
testimony sustaining the charge. 

At Enon and Oxford it is charged that the postmasters received the Tax Re- 
form Advocate by express and distributed them through the post-offices with- 
out prepayment of postage. In this connection I invite attention to the affida- 
vit of C.Q. Davis, editor of the Tax Reform Advocate, and the written state- 
ments of the postmasters at Enon and Oxford, by which it is made manifest that 
the Tax Reform Advocate has not been cent to either of these offices by express. 
Mr. Davis claims that no papers have been forwarded by that medium. 

Another feature of the charges is that at Utica, Bethel, and Dayton, Ohio, cer- 
tain Republican newspapers have been opened up, the Tax-Reform Advocate 
and campaign literature foreign to original mailing have been folded inside and 
delive in violation of law. 

The charge against Utica is covered in case 103434C; against Bethel by report 
in ease 103707C, previously sent in, and that against Dayton covered by report 
in ease 103920C, sent in this date. 

I visited W.S. Cappellar and other parties, as requested, in course of these in- 
vestigations. 

The point upon which Mr. Cappeller lays special stress has already been 
treated as charge 1,as to his claim; that the paper is not entitled to admission 
to pound rates. Neither from him nor from the other sources cited was I 
enabled to get any fact tending to show that such admission had been obtained 
by fraudulent or false representations. 

I submitin support of the foregoing the affidavits of Fred Krumm, C. Q. Davis, 
E. 0. Corcoran, and M. Mulrony, and have reduced to writing all statements in 
support of or inst the validity of the charges where parties personally knew 


that of which they would testify. 
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appt er Lilt wi commissioner! 
chairman of the Republican executiv 1ittee of that Sta + ‘ 
ination as that gentleman may have l 3 possession @ » es “ 
I also desire that Hon. William C, Lyon, lieutenan Ohio, w : ; . 
fides at Newark, Ohio, and is the proprietor of th may ; ae : 
called to testify to the introduction into his issue of the a d newspape : a : 
ich I send you a copy, called the Tax Ref Advocate r Lyon a = 
»ld me that it had come to i from various s s withinthed vy of a 
re) > that the packages had be: n broken open, the papers s} ad out, and copies : , & 
of the Tax Reform Advocate inserted therein. He is > d wi , 
give information without hesitation I t1isto " 
Chairman Cappeller rhat suppleme ilar e has \ 
been so much complaint because of its t through the p ff w 
out postage, and in many cases stuffed into R »lican papers by Democra 
postmasters, has made its appearance here 
I inclose the letter of George R. Davis, esq., of Wapakoneta, Ohio, 1 
of August 14, which makes the direct charge involved one vi of 
I also inclose the letter of R. N. Chamberlain, esq., of Eas ) 
upon the same subject. ARS I »s 
I also inclose the letter cf D. P. Bea esq., may of the city of Oxf er 3 pers 
Ohio, and in that letter it will be seen that he makes the direct charge that the es 
United States Express Company brought from the Demox ic committee a 
of papers, of which this copy which I send you is one, and t the postmast : ‘ 
put them into the boxes and delivered them without postage toa large nun ’ 
of Republican voters and others 
I also inclose the circular letter of Mr. J sB.7 send, chairman of the 
Democratic State executive com! tee, addressed to a postmaster. Lam ir : 
formed that he has called upon every; aster in the State to 
comply with this circular, thereby « ally, the postmasters 
to be agents for his alleged newspaper . Wwe a 
[ also inclose the letter of Hon. W. 8S. Capps lated August 17, 1888, which . 
shows that the postmaster at Columbus sent these packages without ar 
legal or formal application under the law \ I 
I will state that I was myself pre at th yst-office at Stewart, Ath« 
County, Ohio, one week ago to-day, that rt after the arrival of t . . i 
mails a number of persons c: e fro ost-office having in their hands t « : 
Tax Reform Advocate, who stated t that they had not subscribed for t t 
paper nor been requested to do so e paper « ned their na writt 3 it S 
in lead pencil, and without any postage-stamp thereon ‘ i 
[ inclose the original telegram of Hon. Richard Smith, one of the proprietor 
of the Commercial Gazette, of Cincinnati, Ohio. Mr. Smith is a man « s 
character and will fearlessly do his duty in this regard. ’ e 
I have now given to the Post-Office Department all the information in ! 
session and turned the matter over to the action of Vepartment 
Yours, truly, lon M 
C. H. GROSVENO 
Mr, MAXWELL, 
Inspector, Post-Office Department 
d | 
AUGLAIZE CoUNTY REPUBLICAN COMMITTEE Rooms - x . 
Wapakoneta, Ohio, August 14, 1888 a id 
Dear Sir: To-day, after the regular distribution of the mails, the post-office R 
service here flooded the delivery-boxes with the first number of the Tax Reforn evit g 
Advocate, of the issue date August 15, 1888 on 
Each copy was addressed in lead pencil, which led to the general suspik 
hat they had been addressed after reaching the distributing office, and if so, 
course in violation of postal laws. 
Do you know anything about how this sheet is sent out from Columbus 
Very truly, yours 
GEO. R. DAVIS, Cha 
W. S. CAPPELLER, 
Chairman, Column Oh 
EAST PALESTINE, OnI0, August | 83 
My DEAR Str: Volumel, No. 1, of the Tax Reform Advocate reached « 
town on this afternoon’s mail, it would seem that every vot has receiv 
one. I supposed this was Chairman Brice’s paper, although it purports t 
edited by Charles Q. Davis, 53 Wesley Block, Columbus, Ohio, and thought i L) 
best to advise you at once. 
R. N. CHAMBERLIN 
Hon, W. S. CAPPELLER, 
( lumbus. Oh 
- | 
HEADQUARTERS ONTO REPUBLICAN 
STATE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, 
Columbus, Ohio, August 17, 1888 
My DEAR GENERAL: I had inquiry made to-day at the post-office here to as 
certain upon what authority the Tax Reform Advocate was admitted into th ( 
United States mails and carried at pound rates. You will understand that 
under the post-office regulations that application for admission of pu ati (r. 1 
at second-class rates must be made on a form like the one inclosed, which y< ; 
may be able to work in with your statement, : i t g 
The postmaster was not in, but the deputy postmaster informed the aito " ‘ , 
who called that a temporary permit had been given, but the proper applica = 
with the necessary affidavit had not yet been filed ‘ t I 
I also inclose a copy of the paper which they are thus illegally getting . 4 st 4 
the mails, and violating both the postal and civil-service laws. ~ 
Very truly, yours, “ty 
W.S. CAPPELLER, Chairn = 
P, S.—Your attention is also called to the letter from D. P. Beaton, mayor of 
Oxford. } ’ 
W.S.C., ; q 
General C. H. Grosvenor, ; 
Washington, D. ( ‘ -~ - 
ae } s n 1 t 
HEADQUARTERS Onto STATE DemocraTic Executive ComMItrer hy t the I 
Columbus, Ohio, August 9, 1888 } ‘ : at a 
Mr, PosTMasTERr: a atl eee areata 
’ 


Deak Six: In order to supply the enormous demand for tariff literature 
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made by Davis. The thing is a transparent fraud, and if the postal laws allow | 

such matter as this to go through the mails at newspaper rates, there is no rea- 

gon why any sort of an advertising circular should not also go at pound rates. 
Yours, very truly, 


JOHN M. DOANE. 
General Crarces H,. Grosvenor, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


CoL_umsvs, Onto, July 27, 1888. 
l 
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Application for admission ef publication at the second-class rates of postage. 


[This application and the appended questions are required to be made out and 
answered by the publisher or publishers of every new publication presented 
for admission at the pound rate of postage. } 


a 
—, —, 188-. 
Application is hereby made to have the ,a published in this place, 
admitted to the mails at the second-class rate of postage, full particulars of it 
being given in the sworn answers to the subjoined interrogatories. 























Dran Sin: The Tax Reform Advocate is the name of a journal that will! 
issued under the auspices of this committee and sent into every home int s ——— ————-, Publisher. 
state of Ohio : ; 1. Magazine or newspaper ?—Answer. 
it will be a four-page paper, with seven columns 21 inches long | 2 How often published ’—Answer 
We already have the names of 500,000 voters, and expect to increase the nu Where is the paper printed ?—Answer. 
ber to 700,000 before the first issue is sent out. August 4 1. Who are the proprietors of the paper or magazine ?—Answer. 
it will be issued ev two weeks. and we desire bids on the seven i es uD Are they in any way interested pecuniarily in any business or trade repre- 
until election day After that time the circulation will diminish. ; en ed by the publication, eitherin the reading matter or in the advertisements? 
We would liketo | the entire last page to one firm if you desire to bid ifs s what ist ntere = Answer . 
do so immediately, and if possible by wire We desire to let the contract Au 6. Who are the editors of the publication and how is their compensation dg- 
j ind will guaranty a cireniation of 600,000, } term ned? -Answer. 
nes ; o ite | liave the editors any pecuniary interest in any business or trade repre- 
TAY 3 F rOWNSEND, Ch sented by the publicati n, cither in the reading matter or in the advertisements? 
If so, what is the interest? Answer 
nt , ale ii = 5 5, I } your publication regar ke d by the trade which it purports to represent as 
; "7 7 : : a gen al organ of the trade, or 18 it considered as representing the business in- 
‘ i terest of a special house in that trade, whose price-currents or advertisements 
Hi M. Dickinso ir therein ?—Answer 
p vaste ’ | Asa ilt of the publication of your paper or magazine, is the interest of 
j fr the Commercial Gazette of th t instant any business house in the trade especially advanced by it, notwithstanding 
Jn our expe nee as newspaper publishers we have not known ofa g d of mah the publication a journal representing the trade?—An- 
t 1 is me I [pra y Ohio postmasters in the rural townsa r 
he p | sare very stringent in their provisions, and for vio lO. Can any house in nding advertise in your publication at the reg- 
tio: f the law there are severe penaities. Newspapers are mailed at nd | ular published rates Ar r. 
rate ut publishers are prohibited from including anything that does not prop- | Have any of the business houses which advertise in your publication any 
erly belong to the paper. Weare not even permitted to send circulars relat | inverest (either by past connection or special contract) therein respecting adver- 
to the publicat of the papers Ve may send specimen copiesof the paperat | tisements or subscriptions? And if so, what is that interest?—Answer. 
pound rates, but thatis all. In the face of this law Democratic postmast« 12. What isthe greatest number of copies furnished to any person or firm who 
off of d have opened our paper and stuffed it with Democratic cam | advertises in your publication ?—Answer. 
pa documents, and thus delivered it to subscribers, creating the impress i On what terms are these papers furnished ?—Answer. 
of that the document was sent from the Commercial Gazette office. The | 14. What number of papers do you print of each issue ?—Answer 
me liberty has, no doubt, been taken with other publications, but in our case 15. About what number of bona fide subscribers (that is, subscribers who pay 
» proof, What the post-office authorities will do in the case we do | their own money forthe publication and receive it regularly) have you to the 
if we undertake to violate the law as it has been violated in this | next issue of your paper?—Answer. . 





case, we know what would be and should be done. The authorities are not in 
ignorance upon this subject. They know what has been done, and it remains 
whether they will punish the guilty officials. Meantime we warn 


| 
i 
| 
to be on their guard, and ask them tothrow the fraudulent docu- 
| 


to be seer 


our subscri 
ments in the face of offending postmasters. It should be understood that no 
document of the kind can be legally included in any newspaper sent through 
the mails; Unat it is a violation of law to send anything in a newspaper except 
the paper itself, unless the postage is paid at transient rates.” 

rhe following are from the Mount Vernon Republican, of Mount Vernon, 
Ohio 


‘ 


‘TAMPERING WITH THE MAILS, 

“Under this heading the Newark American of Saturday has the following : 

*' Quite a number of our readers living in and about Utica have brought us 
papers in the form of a supplement and the same thing sent out as a supple- 
mentin this week’s Advocate, They tell us these supplements were folded in 
their Americans when handed to them by the postmaster at that place. None 
of these were in the American when it was placed in the office in this city, and 
hence must have either been placed in our papers by the postmaster in this city 
or at Utica, it matters little which. It is adirect violation of the postal lawsand 
we shall see to it that an investigation is made by the proper authority. It is 
too small and dirty work for any decent official to engage in, and we can not 
lead ourselves to think that Postmaster Brady would permit such atransaction 
in his office. Whoever did it should be removed from the service, and that 
promptly. 

*““Thesame trouble occurred in this county last week, all of which was duly 
exposed in the last issue of the Republican. The fellows engaged in this work 
will find out before the thing is over that Uncle Sam’s mails are not maintained 
exclusively for Democratic electioneering purposes. The matter so fraudulently 
sent through the mails was subject to and should have paid transient rates of 
postage, and to permit it to pass otherwise constitutesa crime; butthe supreme 
impudence and gall ccnsists in folding Democratic campaign documents into 
Republican newspapers.” 

‘Stuffing Republican papers committed to the United States mail for trans- 
mission and delivery with Democraticcampaign documents will prove a trouble- 
some enterprise for Bourbon postmasters.’’ 

‘Any of our subseribers who received a Bourbon campaign supplement folded 
into their Republican last Wednesday are hereby informed that the nasty busi- 
ness was done by Democratic postmasters throughout the county. Our friends 
have done right in returning them to this office, and we give them a pointer that 
there will be some loud squealing in connection with this mattter further along. 
If the sanctity of the mails are not to be preserved the people will know the 
reason why. The United States courts are not in the hands of judges who will 
tolerate that kind of business in Ohio by a considerable majority.”’ 

I inclose the letter of W.K. Mills, ete., who claims to have witnessed one 
transaction. 

i need not add to the suggestions already made. 

The Department will have no trouble to ascertain how, when, and by whom 
this whole matter has been done. 

Yours, truly, 
Cc. H, GROSVENOR. 
Exon STAtTion, On1I0, August 21, 1588. 
General GROSVENOR, 
Washington, C. D.: 

Noticing your resolution to investigate the violation of the postal laws as re- 
gards the sending of the Tax Keform Advocate, will say that they are being 
sent to this place by express from Columbus. I have seen the express bill, con- 
taining charges, being sent to the postmaster for distribution. 

Yours, respectfully, 
W. K. MILLS. 


Temporary permit for entry of publication at second-class rate. 
Post-OFFICE AT . 


——, ——,, isss. 





Upon affidavit and other proofs submitted to me, and by virtue of authority 
conferred by section 333 of the Postal Regulations of 1887, permission is hereby 
given to the publisher of the -— to mail it at this office, at the pound rate of 
postage, until the Post-Office Department shall determine whether it is admis- 
sible as second-class matter. 





’ 
Postmaster, 


16. What is the subscription price of your publication per annum ?—Answer 

i7. How many pounds weight will cover the papers furnished to regular sub- 
scribers?—Answer: 

18. What average number of specimen copies with each issue do you desire to 
send through the mails at pound rates ?’—Answer: 

19. How are the names of the persons to whom you wish to send sample cop- 
ies obtained by you?—Answer: 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this —~ day of ———, 183-. 





This paper, when properly filled out, is to be sent by the postmaster to the 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General, Washington, D.C., with any other proofs 
that may be offered, and with one copy of the publication for the admission of 
which the application ismade. (See sections 333 and 334 of the Postal Laws and 
Regulations.) 

Extracts from the postal laws and regulations of 1887: 

ss * * * * s & 





STATE OF OnIO, Franklin County, ss: 


Personally appeared before me, the undersigned authority, Fred Krumm, 
who, first being duly sworn, says that he is the duly appointed and qualified as- 
sistant postmaster of Columbus, State of Ohio; that on or about the Lith day of 
August, 1888, C. Q. Davis, editor of the Tax Reform Advocate, submitted his afli- 
davit on Form No. 3214 with $100 for prepayment of postage,and after full ex- 
amination, being satisfied of his right under the postal laws and regulations 
to have the Tax Reform Advocate admitted as second-class matter, a ** tempo- 
rary permit,” in accordance with subsection 2, section 333 of postal laws and 
regulations, was by me filled out and issued to him, and his affidavit above- 
noted, together with a copy of the paper, at once forwarded to the Third Assist- 
ant Postmaster-General, at Washington, D. C., in compliance with the postal 
laws and regulations, for final disposition. By authority of above-named “tem- 
porary permit,’’ the Tax Reform ;Advocate was allowed to pass through this 
office as second-class matter, beginning on or about August 15, 1887, and under 
date of August 16, 1888, this publication is admitted to the mails as second-class 
matter by authority of the honorable Third Assistant Postmaster-General. 


FRED KRUMM, 
Assistant Postmaster, Columbus, Ohio. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 29th day of August, A. D. 1888. 
A. R. HOLMES, Post-Office Inspector. 


CoL_umsEts, OnI0, August 29. 
STATE oF On10, Franklin County, ss: 


Charles Q. Davis, being first duly sworn, says that heis editor of the Tax Re- 
form Advocate, issued at Columbus, Ohio, and recently admitted to the mails 
as second-class matter at that post-office. Affiant says that since the original 
application for the admission of said publication to pound rates that no change 
in the purpose or intent of the publication have been made that in any manner 
alters the face of his original affidavit; that at this time he hasa bona fide sub- 
scription list in excess of 3,000 copies. Affiant further says that he has sent no 
packages of his paper by express to Enon, Ohio, Oxford, Ohio, or any other post- 
master, and that he has in all regards endeavored to comply with the rules and 
regulations of the Post-Office Department in the handling of his paper. Fur- 


ther deponent sayeth not. 
} CHARLES Q. DAVIS. 


Subscribed to in my presence, andsworn to before me this 29th day of August 
1888. 


A, R. HOLMES, Post-Office Inspector. 


Eson STATION, On10, September 4, 1888. 
A. R. Homes, 
Cincinnati, Ohio: 

Yours of the 3d at hand, and will say the same to youas I did to General 
Grosvenor, that I saw a bundle of the papers (Tax-Reform Advocate) that came 
via Erie Express to the postmaster at Enon. I saw the way billandthe charges 
on same, namely, 25 cents. Also, the same paper came in same manner to the 

| postmaster at Mad River post-office. 
Yours, respectfully, 


W. K. MILLS, 
P. 8.—Can produce all the evidence you may wish as to the above facts. 
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] vy through the mail just as ot! second-class ma \ dd ses t 
and were distributed to the parties addressed just as a1 other ma 
Have you ever received any s of sa I y $s, or 
r way except through the mails? 
\. [have not. Said papers have always come to the office r t 
the United States mails, as other second-class matter comes | t 
to come in the same way. I have never received any throug ny other « 
nel. I have treated said paper just as I would any other newspaper receive« 
at said office in distributing it to the addresses l receive lots of other new 
papers about this t for patrons of the offi which I am satisfied are 1 
sent to them as regular subscribers; for example, I received last week ab 
thirty copies of the Weekly New York Tribune, addressed to parties here w 
never have been receiving it before It came as other second-class matter, ar 
was so distributed. I have shown no partiality in management of the post 
office 
D. O. CORCORAN, simaste 
. , . und sv » De t Oxford, O nber 5, 1388 
JOSEPH TOWNSI Post-Office Inspe 
OXE Onto, August 31, 18 
The papers in question, as I understand it from different citizens of this 
were received by the United States Express from Columbus, Ohio, and 
tributed through the post-office boxes without 


ported to me by different citizens, I not having 











ib t i i ¥ ) é vv P 
G. R. SNEED, P OF I 
Referred to in re rt as ¢ ial Ggzctte corresp ice 
ENON STATION, OnI0, August 22 
Dear Sir: The Tax Reform Advocate, a lying, blackguard, fre rade pape 





edited in Columbus, is being sent to postmaster here by express prepaid; th« 
delivered by said postmaster to any one who calls for mail. They are bei: 


largely circulated in this manner, in direct violation of the posts 











ing your editorial in to-day’s issue, I give you manner in they 
working the scheme he lin surrounding ec towns 
Yours, respectfu 
W MILLS, Se 
Editor CoMMERCIAL GAZETTY 
n ti, Oh 
R rred toin 1 ) 3 Lo er al Gia tte « sponden« 


NEPTUNE, Ono, A st 25, 1888 















DEAR S i r 1articie in > Gazette concerning the distributing 
campaig iments and papers illegally through the mails, which I have 1 
doubt is being done and on a large scale Last Wednesday, At ist 22 
was a large number of the Tax Reform Advocate distril offi 
at Neptune, published in Columbus, ¢ ed by ¢ les Q sth 
paper (or rather the e litor) complied th the tT ed S$ 
hardly think so. I think if the State Democratic con o 
the postage on their documents they are ttir i ht 






up thes ge, whi they W »« VOVE er nm my 
If the: s anything like vi of the postal laws and any evi } 
wanted, I can send several names of persons that received those papers f 


the hands of our honorable postmaster at our plac 
J. H. MURLIN. 
Editor Darn 
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Mr. BURNES. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. ForRNEY] rose 
and called up the conference report on the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, but nevertheless I see this business is going on. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentieman from Alabama [ Mr. 
FoRN«Y] chooses to interrupt this business by calling up the confer- 
ence report he can do so, but the regular order is to lay these Senate 
bills before the House immediately after the reading of the Journal. 
The Chair lays before the House a bill (5. 2851) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,’’ approved February 4, 1887. 

Mr. CRISP. The Senate has rejected the amendments of the House 
and requested a conference on the bill. I move that the House insist 
upon its amendments and agree to the conference asked for. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PREVENTION OF CONTAGIOUS DISEASES. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 


3167) to prevent the introduction of contagious diseases from one State | 


to another and for the punishment of certain offenses; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICT IN MISSOURI. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
3539) to amend an act to detach the county of Audrain, in the State 
of Missouri, from the eastern and attach it to the western judicial dis- 
trict of said State; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. BLAND. ‘The object of this bill is simply to cure a defect in 
an act which was passed a short time ago. I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be taken up and put on its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That anactentitled ‘‘An act to detach the county of Audrain, 
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4, act of March 1, 1879, relating to the sale and shipment of malt, 
spirituous, and vinous liquors; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EXTIRPATION OF YELLOW FEVER. 


Mr. BARNES, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 11454) 
offering a reward of $100,000 to any person of any nationality who will 
discover the true cause or germ of yellow fever, with any certain means 
of effecting its prevention, destruction, or material modilication, or who, 
without discovering the cause or germ of said disease, shall discover a 
certain and practical mode of eflecting its prevention, destruction, or 
material modification ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 


Mr. LAWLER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R, 11455) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to 
the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other pur- 
poses;’’ which was read a first and second time, re‘erred to the Commit- 


} tee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


in the State of Missouri, from the eastern and attach it to the western judicial | 


district of Missouri,” approved May 21, 1888, be so amended as to read as fol- 
lows 


‘That the county of Audrain, in the State of Missouri, be detached from the | 
northern division of the eastern judicial district of Missouri and attached to the | 


central division of the western judicial district of the State of Missouri.”’ 
See, 2. That all civil and criminal causes or proceedings pending in the courts 


ofthe United States for the northern division of the eastern district of Missouri 
which originated in said county of Audrain shall remain within the jurisdiction 
of said courts for that division until finally disposed of, and all offenses com- 
mitted in said county against the laws of the United States before the passage 
of this act shall also be cognizable in the United States courts for the northern 
division of said eastern district until final disposition of the same. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. BLAND moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House bills of the 
following titles; which were respectively read a first and second time, 
and referred as indicated: 

The bill (S. 3193) directing the commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia to convey to William Brown a partof an alley in square 120, in the 
city of Washington, on certain conditions—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

The bill (S. 2877) authorizing the citizens of Colorado, Nevada, and 
the Territories to fell and remove timber on the public domain for min- 
ing and domestic purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


REGISTERED-MAIL LOCKS, ETC, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following: | 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATEs, September 17, 1888. 


tives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R, 11391) to authorize the Postmaster- 
General to advertise for and purchase improved registered-mail locks and keys 
therefor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the Senate will be complied with. 
and it is so ordered. 


The Chair hears no objection, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
sy unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. O'DONNELL, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. DiBsBLe, indefinitely, on accotint of important business. 
To Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania, for three days. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORNEY. I now call up for consideration the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
upon the bill (H, R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and 
for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is a privileged question, and the 
gentleman is recognized for that purpose. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I suppose it is not necessary that the 
report should be now read, as it has already been read and printed. 
When this matter was up last Friday it was generally agreed, I un- 
derstand, that the only part of the report which was objected to was 
that relating to the Congressional Library; in regard to the residue of 
the report there was, I believe, no dissent. I now wish to show the 
Hiouse what is proposed by the conferees in this report. 

This bill as passed by the House proposed to suspend all work upon 
the Library building, to repeal the law relating to the commission, to 
authorize the Committees on Public Buildings and Grounds of the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives acting conjointly, to invite eminent 
architects, not exceeding five in number, tosubmit designs and _ general 
specifications for the Library building, $10,000 being appropriated for 
that purpose. The Senate disagreed to that proposition and presented 
another, to which the House refused to agree. ‘The conferees have now 
presented the proposition before the House which I will endeavor to 
explain. 

The Senate proposition was to continue work on the Library build- 
ing, appropriating $1,000,000 for that purpose. The proposition now 
before us is to continue the construction of the Library building and 
to appropriate $500,000 ‘‘ for the construction of the western front of 
the building and reading-room and book-repositories connected there- 
with, as shown by sketch termed ‘Plan No. 1,’ on file in the office of 
the Librarian of Congress.’’ It is further provided that this money 
‘*shall be expended under the direction and supervision of the Chief 
of Engineers of the Army, who shall have the control and management 
of all of said work, and the employment of all persons connected there- 
with; and all contracts for the construction of said building or any part 
thereof shall be made by the Chief of Engineers of the Army.’’ 

The proposition also repeals so much of the first section as provides 
for a commission, together with the eighth section of the act author- 


. : | izing the construction of the building, the act passed in January, 1886; 
Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- | 


‘and the duties of said commission under said act are hereby devolved 


| on the Engineer-in-Chief 6f the United States Army.”’ 


. . . ' 
If there be no objection, this request | 


Now, Mr. Speaker, by this report it is proposed the Library build- 
ing shall be turned over to the Chief of Engineers, that $500,000 shall 
be given to him, that he shall have full control of the construction of 
the building and of the employés and of the making of the contracts. 
He is limited and confined to what is known as the western front. 

[| Exhibiting the plan to the House.] There is the picture before the 
House. Any one can seeit. The picture is taken from the Capitol. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Does it give to the Chief of Engineers the right to 


| select the material as well? 


To Mr. Dockery, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. | 


To Mr. DuNN, on account of the death of his little daughter. 
ROAD THROUGH PLATTSBURGH MILITARY RESERVATION, 

Mr. MOFFITT introduced a bill (H. R. 11452) to construct a road 
from the village of Plattsburgh, N. Y., through and along the Govern- 
ment military reservation in said village; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SALE AND SHIPMENT OF SPIRITUOUS LIQUORS, ETC. 

Mr. BLAND, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 11453) 

to amend section 18, act of February 18, 1875, as amended by section 


Mr. FORNEY. He has the right to make all contracts. 
I notice, Mr. Speaker, in the remarks made by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. PAyson] that he said that he hoped this plan would not 


| be adopted, and I will read what he said: 


I hope this plan which I hold in my hand is within the view of every mem- 
ber. Here is a building 459 feet long; there [illustrating] is the width of it—44 
feet—and it is to be 70 feet high. The chairman of the conference committee 

Mr. Forney] does not know himself whether these connecting corridors are 
contemplated by the plan, but doubtless this is one [illustrating]. All the rest 
of the original plan is abandoned. 


Mr. Speaker, any one who supposes we have what he said further 
on, ‘ta building suitable for a ten-pin alley,’’ ‘‘an architectural mon- 
strosity,’’ that it was 459 feet long—that is the impression he made 
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gineer-in-Chief. Whatever were the duties imposed on that comn 


sion are devolved upon the Engin 
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five years. We have in the 
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Mr. PAYSON. By what authority, and I ask in all deference, d« 
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he has now before him? The r 
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that the architect who « 
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entleman make that statement 


as to the book capacity of the | 


n for my asking the question 


gentleman will permit 


to interrupt 


rew that plan, Mr. Pelz, who is the associate « 


Mr. Smithmeyer, and who is the man who has done all this work, told 


Mr. HOLMAN and myself on Satu 
this ‘‘ Plan No. 1”’ will be insuffi 
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lay last that the book capacl ‘ 
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ib 18S to say, ti 


enough in ‘‘ Plan No. 1”’ for the present needs of the Library and the 


additions during the time there will be required to construct it. That 


statement was made to us on Sat 


authority the gentleman has for stat 
posed ‘* Plan No. 1”’ is upwards of 
Mr. FORNEY. It is the evident 


urday last. I ask, therefore, what i 
ing the book capacity of this pro- | 
a million of volumes? 

e of Mr. Sp ord. one of the « n 


missioners, before the Senate committee. 


Mr. PAYSON, I should be gl 1d to h ive a relerence to it 


Mr. FORNEY. Iv 





Mr. RYAN. Permit me to suge: 


1 do that la 


st to th entleman from I] 


that it was represented to the managers on the part of the Hous« 


I 
conference, and I think I have a ri 
rian, Mr. Spofford, is authority for 
cient for the purposes of a library 
and perhaps more. 

Mr. FORNEY. I will look the 
gentleman. 


Mr. PAYSON. In order that th 
regard to this matter, I would be g 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Ho 


pacity of this buildir 
Mr. HOLMAN. ° 


1S, of course, correct. 
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PAYSON. And thatthe material out of which it is constructed, 
Pin é ntire arrangement, and all the details are to be committed to him? 
Mr. FORNEY. Unless Congress shall hereafter determine differently. 


We require a report annually, and of course Congress will retain the 
power tn its owh Nand 

Mr. PAYSON. And the 
proper discretion to be contide man? 

Mr. FORNEY. I think it isa proper discretion to confide to him. 


Gat to whom is it confided now? You have a commission ef three pe: 


gentleman from Alabama thinks that a 


1 to any one 
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ons; and I would rather have it in the hands of a man like General 
Casey than in the hands olfany commission. We know he can be trusted. 
have had ‘ nce ¢ capacit W hom do you propose to give 

to? A < 1 | d hat already, and what i the 

We want the Oo und tand that that building has cost us 
over am i dol ead We gave $585,000 for the site, and for 
the building we have ippropr ted $500,000 

The SPEAKE!] te i time of the gentleman ha 
pired 
' Mr. FORNEY. I understood that we were to commence over again, 
aul that i yuld hav in not 

Mr. PAYSON, I] c unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
, ama | lo y | may be allowed to bored without limit. 

The 8sPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama had 
fifteen minutes of the hour remaining from Monday. Is there objection | 
tothe request that he be permitted to proceed without limit? The Chair 
hears none. 


Mr. McCREARY. I wouldlike the gentleman from Alabama to ex- 
plain to the He h work has been done already. It is im- 
possible for us to get in there and see for ourselves. 

Mr. FORNEY. Idonotknow. But we have spent over $1,000,000. 

Several MEMBERS. We have a hole in the ground. 

Mr. McCRE oe Has the foundation been finished ? 

— FORNEY. I do not think it has. We gave them $500, 000. 
Payments have been made on rolls and vouchers of $195,349.56; pay- 
me er of other expenses $304,000. Now here are liabilities now « xist- 
ing of $298,142, on miscellaneous accounts about $1,500, a balance re- 
maining available of $5,007.76. This is in addition to the $585,000 for 
the site. One milliondollars has gone somewhere. Now, I think itis 
time to make a change, and we have brought in Colonel Casey. He 
does not get any pay and he does not seek this job. He is aconscript. 
We direct him to do this thing. He is the right man, and you need 
have no fear about his doing it well. Inone building that would have 
cost $15,000,000 for construction if the construction had been allowed to 
go on under the Secretary and some architects, Colonel Casey was placed 
in charge and it only cost about $10,000,000. In this case it would be 
the same. He has the right, if it is to become a monstrosity, to change 
it, and he knows how to do so, because he is learned, skilled, and in 
every way fit for the position. 

Now, here is the report of the Library Committee. I want the gen- 
tleman from Illinois to learn from it what books the proposed building 
would hold. 

Mr. PAYSON. What report is that? 

Mr. FORNEY. Idonot know. Itis a House report, first session 
Forty-eighth Congress, on the Congressional Library building. 

Mr. PAYSON. Is that the Singleton report ? 

Mr. FORNEY. I read this from the report: 

The proposed building, as stated, will contain 3,000,000 volumes with suitable 
economy of storage. It is notdesigned tofit up the whole interior at once with 
iron shelving, but to introduce it gradually, finishing off the central portions, 
rotunda, and connecting rooms and entire exterior structure. The chief cle 
ment of cost is in the iron alcoves of the interior, and in a building so extensive 
may be finished in successive years, as wanted for the increase of books. 
The most carefully guarded estimates of cost contemplate an expenditure of 
$000,000 the first year, about $1,000,000 the second, and $800,000 the third, which 
will complete the building for occupancy in all its parts sufficient for shelving 
1,000,000 books. 

Mr. PAYSON. That refers to this plan. 

Mr. FORNEY. ‘That refers to this plan. So, then, Mr. Speaker, 
the proposition of the conferees on the part of the House at the present 
time is to ask you to give $500,000 tocontinue the work on the Library 
building, and at the end of four or five years we will have a Library 
similar to the ove you see in front of you, 460 feet long by 300 feet in 
width, and it will hold all the books necessary for the next twenty or 
thirty years. 

Now I wish to reserve the remainder of my time and yield to gen- 
tlemen in their own time. 

Mr. PAYSON. Why have the Senate and the conferees on the part 
of the House agreed to abandon this original plan for the construction 
of the entire building? What information have they received which 
causes them to recommend the repeal of the law as to the entire plan ? 
I would be glad to have the gentleman state that. 

Mr. FORNEY. We understand that the completion of this plan 
would cost some $14,000,000, We did not think the country required 
that at this time and we proposed to cut it down to about $4,000,000, 
This is the only way we could get out of it, and the best way. So we 
took Colonel Casey, a man whom we can trust—because it seems that 


how mu 


these 


every bedy can not be trusted—and in that way we get a magnificent 
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building at a cost of $4,000,000, depending upon what material Con- 
gress m\y direct Colonel Casey to construct it of—granite or marble. 

I wish to call the gentleman’s attention to our proposition, which 
repeals the law so that there can be no trouble hereafter about this 
other plan. We cut that off entirely, and confine ourselves simply to 
a building to be known as the ‘‘ West Front. Here is the proposition: 

And so much of said act entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the construction of a 
building for the accommod f the Congressional Library,” approved April 
] ‘ snstruc tion of a building for the accommodation of 


15, 1886, as authorizes the 
nd as provides for plans for the same, excepting only 


the Congressiona! Librarya 
so much of said building as is shown by thesketch termed ** Plan No.1,” on file 
ress, be, and the same is he repealed. 


in the office of the Librarian of Congr 


ation o 


revy, 


So that if the proposition of the conferees be adopted, we shall have 
but one building, which will be know the ‘* West Front,’’ 460 feet 
lonz and 300 feet throuch the cente1 hin ifficient space to con- 





tain all the books that the 
or thirty years. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, necessarv absence aft 


country will need in the next fifteen, twenty, 


er to-day « 


uses 


: 
me to occupy a few minutes now in calling attention to the appropria- 
tions that have been made at this session of Congress. [or the first 
time in my life I believe, as my remarks deal largely with figures, I 


have reduced much of what I have to say to writing, and, with the per- 
mission of the House, I will now proceed to read it. 

Mr. Speaker, the work of the first session of the Fiftieth Congress is 
almost completed. At least, we have long passed the ordinary time of 
adjournment, lL avail myself of the present opportunity to present a 
statement for the consideration of the House ot the regular annual es- 
timates for the service of the Government for the fiscal year 1889, and 
the appropriations therefor. I also submit a comparison of the regu- 
lar annual estimates tor four years under Republican administration 
(Mr. Arthur’s), and for the four years under Democratic administra- 
tion (Mr. Cleveland’s), afterwards submitting facts touching the in- 
crease of offices under this Administration, and the increase of salaries, 
with such other tacts as may bear upon the present fiscal condition of 
the Government, and that may be of interest to the House to consider. 
I will proceed in order: 


REGULAR ANNUAL ESTIMATES, 


The regular annual estimates for the fiscal years 1886, 1887, 1888, 


i I GI OO a circ: svbsntenseenncese csnntnese ion . $1,052, 442, 148.17 

For the years 1882, 1383, 1384, and 1885 they agereg ated...... : 939, 122, 356.‘ 4 
Increase for four years under Cleveland’s administra- 

cteittnirnttthintnnittin css tiesates eeinsarnapniiiiiysintijamisitindiaren 113, 319, 791. 23 


Seainain 


Re sate annua 
Estimates. 
$268, 453, 728.68 
259, 206, 7 768. = 





1,052, 442, 148. 17 





346. 32 
270, 003, 235. 21 
257, 001, 290. 48 
197, 035, 484. 83 
939, 122, 356. 94 








Increase of estimates for 1886 to 1889, inclusive, over esti- 


mates for 1882 to 1855, inclusive 
The law requires the Secretary of the Treasury to forward to nar 
Congress on the first Monday of December estimates made by the dif- 
ferent Departments of the Government for their support for the coming 
fiscal year. As the Executive directs the expenditures of all moneys 
appropriated for the service of the Government, and in the main ap- 
points the agents for its expenditure and disbursement, the law pre- 
sumes that he should have complete knowledge as to the necessities of 
the service in every branch of the Government; and the very object of 
submitting estimates is to inform Congress, which grants the money 
from the — for the public service, what the necessities of that 
service are. The Republican party held power continuously from 1861 
to 1885. It will be noted that during its last four years of power the 
estimates submitted to Congress asking appropriations of money for the 
public service were, inround numbers, $113,000,000 less than was asked 
and estimated for by Mr. Cleveland’s administration. When the esti- 
mates are received, as gentlemen are aware, they are printed and re- 
ferred to the appropriate committees by the House for consideration, 
and reported with favorable or unfavorable recommendation to the re- 
spective Houses for consideration and action. In this way the esti- 
mates submitted by the administration ripen into appropriations ot 
money for the publie service. 
REGULAR ANNUAL 
The regular annual appropriations, including deficiencies and 


113, 319, 791. 


APPROPRIATIONS. 





miscellaneous, for the years 1886, 1887, 1888, and 1889 amount 

Si etatenantties chtadiennieveriecinusnitaitinns tagtapinaocteapeneeguemnanenernoenteconapours $1, 039, 558, 444. 42 
And for the yes : i Si nscnedeubsuitineysketapseies 943, 173. 130. 63 
Increase under four years of Cleveland’s administration over 

four years of Arthur’s administration....... 96, 335, 313.79 





I call attention to the fact that the re; gular annual appropriations for 
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] } } nnder Arthnr br ov = 299 NNO ( 5 : 
the last four years under Cleveland exceed those under Arthur by over r $22, , 
¢95.009.000;: and I insert in my remarks a table showing the appropr year lssy ar 
ations for these years, respectively, anda iparison between the same lof ex rdinary v 
© ‘ ‘ dot 
Table comparing by bills th ’ ' innual appro tions, tacluding M é 
ad fay fn eral weare 18% 
ficiency an 3 tneou ypria us fo 0 1 : 
1885, incl 1886 to 1889 
Ai} 
T 
M 
Ry 
S i 
I : ° 
Agricultu 180,190.00) $405, 640 $427, 280. OF 
Army { 454. 450.00 24. 681.2 0) 2 ~ 100. OK 2 
Diplomat 1, 296, 755 36, 655. 00 
District of ¢ imbia 559, 835. 54 3, 507, 247. 96 4 846.958 
Fort at ’ 0. 000. 00 70. 000, 00 375, 000, 00 4 
Indian....... 5,859, 402.91) 5,358,655. 91) 5, 229,374. 01 
Legislative, et } 5 20, 454, 246.22) 20, 088,000.65 17,67 i Ch 
Military A y i, : 318, 657. 50 335, 557. O4 22,4 89 l nd I 
Navy 15, 894 23) 14,819, 976.80) 14,56 ne . 
Pension.. )} 000. 00 86.575. 000. 00 100, 000, 000,00 68 6 = F y 7 
Post-Office 49, 04 10, 44, 489, 520.00) 44,643, 900.00 40, 957, 432 in pt ,' ‘ 1 
River and harbor 13, 949, 200. 00 18S, 738, 875. 00, 11, 441, 30% ) | tration f the yea 220 ¢ 
Sundry civil : 22, 299, 434. 30) 23, 679 sid know th the co S 
] 9. 060 480.69 7,330. { , se in thi : ; 
Deficiencies 7,057, 509.00, 2,749 r Republican administrati 
pe eenE ee eres i for the 
Total L86. 117. 989. 69 230, 080. 92 572 - I ‘ : > 
Miscellaneous 9.592.598.40 1,912. 723. 9 $$; Vn vo i ry 10 Was the unl 
nee i much less sum than was a 
Grand total 710. 588. 09 231. 993. 506 . nistration. u the lead o 
— hy llent friend M1 
Total appropriations for four ye 1,039 58 se ‘ he De ie | 
Total appropriations for four ye v 943, 173, 13 . : 1 the rest 
96, 385. 31 i ) tha t 
* Approximated on the basis of $1,000,000 increase over amount of general « iough nd an incre ed est 
ficiency, as passed by the House > | ( 1? t « f 
jy This amount ($2,500,009) covers varions bills pending for miscellaneous <« } ai alee “7 
cts, and which will probably become laws. : . a r : 
oa . . . . a 1d oUnel pa l 
Che regular annual appropriations made at this session of Congr iaceeal - at ails 
- ' . o . . e irtment Ss ) al 
for the fiscal year 1889, as will be seen from the above table, amou eae s iaiataliien 
to $307,474,557.15. <A part of the service of the Government is pro- : a oo 
. . ° e . ine u ey itl 
vided for by permanent appropriation. Among these items perm = oe # 
nently provided for is the interest on the public debt, the sinking fund, ' : ; 
~ . rn . . . . - ‘ a Ll ) é 
the customs service, ete. The estimate of expenditures for these pur- 5 ee : 
. . : s ce ( wt VY € 
poses can be closely approximated and are fixed by the Secretary of thie | 
Treasury for 1889 at $115,640,793.90, making the grand total of regu- 
lar annual and permanent appropriations for the fiscal year 1889 $423, - ( 
115,356.05. 
The estimated revenue for the fiscal year 1889, as submitted by the 
Administration, from all sourees—customs, internal revenue, publi 
lands, etc.—amounts to $440,563,734.32, which will leave a balance of 
surplus revenue in the Treasury, after paying the above appropriations | 
for the coming year, of $17,448,378. 27. 
[ am satisfied that this estimate of revenues is quite liberal for tli 
, ; i , ‘ 5 
coming year, and will be under, rather than over, that amount at the 
close of the year. . 
The attempt at legislation changing the revenue laws has attracte : ; 
the attention of the country, and the uncertainty as to what is to } om 
the action of Congress, as well as to what will be the policy of the in- a 
coming administration, to be chosen in November next, necessarily a eee 7 
fects business throughout the country and will be felt in the revenue 
of the Government. , 
Mr. Speaker, it is but fair that I should call attention to the fact th 
the President gave a pocket veto last year to the riverand harbor bil] : 
thereby suspending many meritorious works connected with the pub 
improvements throughout the country, which was followed by loss 1 
the Government in the wear and destruction of partially complete , 
work. All this, as deemed by Congress, called for a larger appropri: : . cakeecrrs ey 


tion for the improvement of rivers and harbors, this year amounting to i 
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INCREASE OF OFFICERS 


In the campaign of 1884 much was said upon the stump by the sup- 


porters of Mr. Cieveland about the army of unnecessary and over-paid 
officials fastened like ba es upon the public Treasury, and the ne- 
cessity for wh removal justified the election of Mr. Cleveland. In 
the light of this statement and the pledges of the Democratic party, | 
call attention to the new offices created by legislation since Mr. Cleve 
land was i rated. I hold in my hand a statement of the Clerk of 
the House of l’epresentatives and Secretary of the Senate, made under 
the act of 1856; and from that statement and from an examination of 
the laws p i at 1 ion it appears that there has been an in- | 
crease of 799 new o der this Administration; that the aggregate 
nnual pay of G75 of these is $762,216.50, while 124 of them receive 
per diem pay estimated at an aggregate of $100,090 per annum. ‘This 
tatement does not include an army of additional employés provided 
for under his administration in the navy-yards, in public buildings, in 
the cust rvice, and the postal service. 


| will attach to these remarks a statement in detail touching this in- 
crease of officers and increase of salaries, of which I will speak pres- 
ently, as an appendix. Twenty-five of these new officials are to be 
found in the Agricultural Department, 45 in the office of the Secretary 
of the Interior, 35 in the General Land Office, and 100 in the Patent 
Office. 

In the fluctuations of the service of the Government, in fairness I 
shouid state there has been some decrease in offices, but of slight con- 
sequence in comparison with the increases, 

INCREASE OF SALARIES. 

From this same official statement it appears that under Mr. Cleve- 
land’s administration the salaries of 350 officials have been increased, 
at an annual cost of $52,431.90. And after careful examination of this 
document and of the laws passed, I find that the number of salaries 
reduced under this Administration is 0, and the annual saving by re- 
duction of salaries, 0. 

Mr. Speaker, where, oh where is my honorable and honored friend from 
Indiana, Judge HOLMAN? Why is his harp hanging on the willow? 
Why are the economists on the other side silent? What has become 
of the startling statements that vexed the ear but four short years ago, 
that salaries of public officials were extravagant and extortionate, and 
should be reduced if the Democratic party came into its kingdom? 

I note a few of the increases of salaries: In the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, a botanist, who received $1,800 a year during all the past, is 
now increased to $2,000; a microscopist, from $1,800 to $2,000; an as- 


sistant entomologist, from $1,400 to $1,800; and the Commissioner of 


Agriculture himself has an increase of $500 thrust into his unwilling 
pocket, making his salary $5,000 per annum. 

I do not object to paying proper salaries; but are the loins of these 
Democratic office-holders thicker than were the loins of their Repub- 
lican predecessors? Are they more competent? Are they more vigi- 
Jant? Do they perform better service forthe Government? Iam will- 
ing to let the public answer these questions. 

CLEVELAND'S RECORD ON THE SURPLUS AND FINANCE. 

Mr. Speaker, I will present the facts connected with and covering 
the fiscal policy of this Administration, and when presented I willask 
the members of the House and others to draw the proper conclusions 
from the facts I shall present. Forafter all, actions of men and public 
officials speak louder than words. Professions of economy and other- 
wise can be made by any one. But ‘‘it is not every one that sayeth, 
Lord, Lord, shall enter into the kingdom.”’ 

Mr. Cleveland, on the 25th of February, 1885, before he was inau- 
eurated as President, wrote a letter to Hon. A. J. Warner, then a mem- 
ber of the House, in which, at considerable length, he argued the neces- 
sity, which he claimed to be immediate and imperative, of instant 
legislation authorizing the suspension of the coinage of silver. If Con- 
gress failed to give that legislation and give it at once, he predicted 
bankruptcy and destruction to the business interests of the country. 
I know of no public paper, not excepting his last annual message to 
Congress, that was so positive in its statements and direct in its con- 
clusions as his:letter to General Warner. Congress refused the legisla- 
tion, and has refused it since. And the country still survives. 

l’urther than this, Mr. Cleveland, in his first annual message to Con- 
gress, December, 1886, strongly recommended legislation authorizing 
the discontinuance of the coinage of silver. More than that, he ap- 
pointed Mr. Manning as his Secretary of the Treasury; and Mr, Man- 
ning, in his first report, at great length sought to convince the judgment 
of Congress and of the country that it was absolutely necessary to enact 
legislation authorizing the suspension of silver coinage and the retire- 
ment of United States Treasury notes, commonly called greenbacks. 
In addition to all this, it is in the recollection of gentlemen that the 
President's chosen friend and representative, Manton Marble, was sent 
to Europe to discuss the problem of bimetalism, and a little later on 
Congress was deluged with the result of his observations and a strong 
recommendation for the suspension of silver coinage. 

In all this Mr. Cleveland had proved himself to be in harmony with 
and active for the interests of those citizens of the United States who 
mostly center in and congregate about Wall street; who have fixed in- 
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comes, large blocks of wealth, and are interested in having the pur- 
chasing power of their money appreciated. 
THE SURPLUS. 

From the time of Cleveland’s inauguration to the present, in almost 
| all of his messages and public utterances to Congress and otherwise, he 
has discoursed upon the subject of the surplus in the Treasury. The 
surplus has been his care by day and his burden by night. 

I desire to examine the facts touching the surplus in the Treasury, 
| its accumulation, and the reasons therefor. It had always been the 
| policy of the Republican party to use the surplus revenues in the pay- 
ment of the interest-bearing indebtedness of the United States. So 
thoroughly did President Arthur carry out this policy that on the 4th 
day of March, 1885, when Cleveland was inaugurated, as shown by the 
finance report of 1835, pages 12 and 13, the net cash balance (surplus) 
in the Treasury was only $3,764,590.11. 

I here insert in these remarks a statement of the net cash balance, or 
surplus, in the Treasury on the last day of each month from July 31, 
1885, to August 31, 1888, inclusive, as follows: 





Net cash (surplus in Treasury) on dates stated, as shown by public debt 
statements, 


March 4, 1885, commencement of Cleveland's administration. 






















(Finance Report, 1885, pages xii, xiii)................... wijieiateetainan| Ge 
July 31, 1885........ saaacea asd seplbevastseiiad amma 
August 31, 1885....... evovenesanaccoes onqunessencenepsscescotsedemenessucee EEE 
September 30, 1885.... lentdhdasaaeartes ; svesccccce §Gy SOR 


SO Bia Bi adstiecnctavnssssessescnsses< halpctieiaiairteh sabaceceudcimnbs .-» 66,818, 292 
November 30, 1885. G1, 930, 5s 

December 31, 1885..........csscccereees - 71,018, 
a eee ssccesessceceses 00,000, OOa, 
February 28, 1886. ; iia 72, 298, 202. 9: 
nT IT iniorianenita as eainnanibasaiimenntentedeences ed glace: -»» 76,381, 099, 54 
April 30, 1886... aes cats ane 77, 030, 999, 35 
May 31, 1886.. ‘ditiucalls a dhdiiadteointeaii nuns = 76, 142, GIL, 3% 
ITI dicks Gonads’ cioiiosdnpaenmcc agepondnabeniadakeitciaktinanse a 75,191, 109. 95 
July 31, 1886..... . ostten teiiipiatinniobinnibinaiiit 80, 206, 325. 98 
August 31, 1886,.. 76, 527, 561. 24 
September 30, 1886 weve 67,896, 321. 01 
October 31, 1886..... «we 52,783,199. 98 
November 30, 1886. 40, 093, 556, 22 
December 31, 1886............. 42, 196, 632.77 
January 31, 1887 ..........00.+.. 27, 780, 050. 87 
February 28, 1887.............+ 19, 148, 975. 45 
SS es 21, 859, 983. 51 
April 30, 1887 34, 886, 038. 20 







































SIE oI tides ‘cnck-ash den pile nis Onbisinebten this weapon ld ouksniog acm nell sh ees nied ace bhai pita see bhotniade’_. Se 
i hits bets gs nsienidclsiian pieenrese siktetninih macinisoebueties secsseeeee 40, 853, 369, 28 
July 31, 1887........ deteiatilvientamsilitimataanieéstnpeedilividiany an 

a os aia cllnialian sie Sa: lends pralb- weenie bt egcceeben nelle a 
September 30, 1887 $0 sev enomnsanconces sinning nennidenetaliaan ti a.dnenvene ented 665.15 
October 31, 1887....... aan inset Aaneanetedioninmadeiesr ; \ , 704. 83 
November 30, 1887......0..00 sssscscsesrseesees nauk inbniantbintaans iibdekh seseeveceeess OD, 208, 701, 19 


2,879. 11 
, 746, 09 
-- 92,987,796. 82 
wee 104, 573, 930. 34 

. 110, 244, 969. 60 
tia: caret inithicctaninagenitiiinnadaieneede * “94/706; 617.08 
June 30, 1888......... &. i — * 193°990' 464.71 
Ndi tc srasnrsstiduithibes acahetthidinialscdecsieiiapuaaacaneinhbunglbimecadeitol 107, 673, 320. 92 


December 31, 1837... 
January 31, 1888 ... 
February 29, 1888.. 
March 31, 1888... 
April 30, 1888... 


From the above it will be seen that by July 31, 1885, the surplus 
had increased from $8,000,000, in round numbers, on the 4th of March, 
1885, to $44,000,000, in round numbers. Month by month it steadily 
increased, until the 31st day of December, 1885, it had amounted up 
to $71,000,000, and on the 31st day of July, 1886, to $80,000,000. 

There were outstanding, payable at the option of the Government, 
when Grover Cleveland was inaugurated, $194,000,000 of 3 per cent. 
interest-bearing bonds. Instead of paying these bonds with the‘sur- 
plus in the Treasury, the President allowed the surplus to accumulate 
until in July, 1886, the House and Senate united in passing an act 
directing that when the surplus or net cash balance in the Treasury 
exceeded $20,000,000 the President of the United States should call 
and pay not less than $10,000,000 of 3 per cent. bonds per month. 
Mr. Manning, then Secretary of the Treasury, insisted that in addition 
to the $100,000,000 in specie held for the redemption of greenbacks 
there should be a working balance of $20,000,000 in the surplus fund. 
Congress agreed with him, and so passed the act. This was near the 
close of the first session of the last Congress, the Forty-ninth. The act 
went to the President for his approval; and setting a precedent which 
he has followed in many instances since, he held it for ten days, as he 
might under the Constitution, knowing that Congress would adjourn 
before that time. In other words, he gave it a pocket veto. And the 
surplus remained in the Treasury, and the bondholder still continued 
to draw his interest on his bond. 

However, the Congressional elections were approaching in Novem- 
ber, 1886, and this action upon the part of the President aroused so 
much indignation throughout the country that, for the purpose of af- 
fecting the elections, as I charge and believe, and perhaps also in com- 
pliance with a positive public opinion, he proceeded to call and pay the 
3 per cent. bonds in installments. If he had used the surplus in the 
Treasury to call and pay the 3:per cent. bonds they would all have 
been paid in October, 1886, and the most of them long prior to that 
time. And the truth is, they were not called and paid in full until 
July, 1887. If this idle money in the Treasury had been promptly 
paid upon 3 per cent. interest-bearing bonds the people would have 
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saved $4,000,000, in round numbers, of interest that had to be paid on | Treasury increased until, on t] Ist day of August last, it ted 
3 account of the action, or rather the non-action, of the President. to $107,000, 000 
3 On the 31st day of August, 1887, with the 3 per cent. bonds all paid, Che $220,000,000 of bonds of the United States due in Septe: 
the surplus had aga n mounted up to $44,000,000. There were two | 1591, three years from now, can be bought to-day at 6) per cent. pr 
policies open to the President to pursue. One was to purchase 4) per | miun Why does not the President buy them? Of this $107,000,000 
¥ cent. interest-bearing bonds, due the Ist of September, 1891, of which | surp! $20,000,000, as claimed by the Treasury Department, should 
3 here were then outstanding $244,000,000 and of which there is now | be held for a working balance gy t surplus that could | 
3 outstanding $220,000,000; or the bonds bearing 4 per cent. interest, due ted to the purchase of bonds at $87 If applied to the pu 
\ on the Ist of July, of which there are outstanding over $700,0 $ 00,000 of 45 |} tst would ias vs 
000; or the bonds ing 6 per cent. interest, due in 15 ind 1 | onds not purel i y vill cost t 
ot which there were then and are now outstanding 564,000,000, ie | pay $20,000,000, the prin l, Ist September SUT, $30,000, 000 
interest-bearing 45 per cent. bonds due in September, 1891, were | \ it e years’ interest a $ ) r to < 200 
worth, on the Ist day of September, 1887, 8) percent. premium. It | | If purchased to-d ' 
cost to buy a $100 bond on the Ist of September, 1387, $108.50 It | it l< to pay for t », t 
will cost to pay a $100 bond on the Ist of September, 1891, $100. In | chase thereof $5,600,000 
the mean time four years’ interest at 4} per cent. will have been paid J Id place the 
1ounting to $18; total, $118. The purchase of these bonds with the | in the national banks in cit amo the p What e 
surplus on the Ist of September, 1887, would have saved to the pock- | tion, what valid objection t 
ets of the peopl $9.50 on every $100 bond. the President o1 my <« € true the mor y ¢ 
rhe other policy open tothe President was to pile up the surplus rev- | pended it would effectually dispose ry t | is ! 
2 enues in the ‘I: He chose the latter policy. Butas the money | the revenues for the 11D ir W it | I 
i lay idle in the Treasury withdrawn from circulation, as a part of that | itures under the appropriations we have made dur ( 
policy he chose to deposit in the national banks, about two hundred | the public service. Itistrue, too, thatif this] 
and fifty innumber, $60,000,000 of this surplus, withoutinterest. Ever | would be no surplus w th which to ala t unt Che art \ 
: since the organization of the national banks the President has been au- | foundation which the President has | t up to i uy 
s thorized to use such banks as the necessities of the Government re- | demands a1 sion of the tar laws from the f i t lpoint 
2 quired, as public depositories. But always before this Administration | would be swept away. It would then be out of his power ta 
o they were only used as national depositories when the necessities of | the free-trade sentiment in the South by hary ib the sur} 
¥ the Government demanded that they should be so used. The law pro- | the necessity for its reduction It would sez sly inconvenie tl 
5 vides that, as security for the Government deposit, the bank shall de- | pet national banks of t Administration who now enjoy the $60,000 
‘ posit with the Secretary of the Treasury United States bonds, and under | 000 of depos vitl t interest. sgust tl eat 
* the practice and regulation of Republican administrations the average | int t of New York, that | ts hea t pocket in | 
deposit was $80 of money to $100 of bond security. Mr. Cleveland’s | of it nds in New Yor! ly to her the i 
administration, to make it easy for the banks and get the money back | portation of foreign goods and the | ! 1 the s 
into circulation, increased the deposit of money upon the bond security | thereof in the United Stat 
filed by the banks to $100 and $110 for every $100 bond deposited. In j irse to ] 
f the very nature of things this increased the value of the bond; because surp ‘ ! ‘ 
: it gave them another and more valuable use than they had before umbe $60, ( } held 
is These banks were loaded up with Government deposits through th r tl I 
” 3 Western National Bank of New York, which was organized and con- chase { iW 
< ducted by Mr. Cleveland’s late Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Manning, | I 
it and his late Treasurer of the United States, Mr. Jordan, the latter o | eG en ‘ 
: whom still conducts that bank. lerstood 1 igh t 1 anc 
Mr. Speaker, I find myself inquiring, why the President adopted the | of the country by the masses of the ps 
policy of accumulating this large surplus in the Treasury when he could | mine the reason why the President adopted such a pol 
have saved to the people over $3,000,000 by purchasing the 4} per cent. Let me give my opinion WwW ihe President came 
bonds. Let facts answer the inquiry. | under a declaration in favor of e term, pointing <¢ 
The President devoted the whole of his annual mess ge at the be fin- ch ness the inger to the Ré p iblic from a s rd te 
ning of this Congress, in December last, to the discussion of revenue | the sentin pI th st clause of t 
legislation, practically recommending a revision of the tariff from the | the national Democ atform of 1872, which sa; I 
‘ standpoint of revenue only, and urged the absolute necessity therefor | atively required that no President shall be a candidate for re-el 
‘f arising from the existence of the large surplus in the Treasury which | No sooner was he elected, however, and inaugurated, than he began 
f he himself had with so much pains artificially accumulated. In this | to pave the way for a reno ation and, as |} yped, a re-elec to 
- message, anticipating that he would be criticised for not purchasing | the Presidency. Th lid South, in favor of a tariff for revem . 
the 44 per cent. interest-bearing bonds, he professed to doubt his au- | and New York, New Jersey, and Connecticut, or their equivalent, 
thority to do so for the reason that the legislation was enacted upon an | would not only dictate his nomination, but, as he hoped, insure h 
appropriation bill, forgetting or not knowing that over half of all the | election. And I am justified in saying, from the facts above detailed, 
legislation resting upon the Federal statute-books was enacted upon | that his fiscal policy was deliberately entered upon to sati he South 
appropriation bills; forgetting, too, as it seems to me, that the provision | force a revision of the tariff from the standpoint of nly, a 
under which he draws his salary of $50,000 a year was enacted upon an | at the same time to secure the influence of the great wealth conc 
appropriation bill, I read the law of 1881 so that the House and the | trated in our commercial metropolis of New York, including 1 
country can again see whether there was doubt, legitimate doubt, | porting interests of the country. 
touching its efficacy and permanent force. It is as follows: Mr. Garfield, in addressing the House at one time teuch 
3 _ That the Secretary of the Treasury may, at any time, apply the surplus money | propriations for the support of the Govern tand ft ral 
I in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, or so much thereof as he may con- necessary revenue to pay the same. said 
‘a sider proper, to the purchase or redemption of United States bonds, provided | : _* 
that the bonds so purchased orredeemed shall constitute no part of the sinking | _ A vee eae manne . le es ; os ~ 
fund, but shall be redeemed and canceled, k tom. that i = eof t ; ae 1 al ' 
[t was so clearly the judgment of Congress that these bonds should | ja) i Cait ald ead and ed th ( na 
be purchased with the surplus deposited in the national banks and in | t 


the Treasury, that on the 29th day of February of this year the House I indorse the correctness of this statement, and assert that fre 
of Representatives, so far as it could, by its passage through the House, | the budgets covering the pI ns { fi policy l 
re-enacted the lawof 1531. ItwenttotheSenate. TheSenateamended | Administration, from the President’s message to this Congress, from 











the House bill by providing for an increased coinage of silver, and sent | the President’ surplus in the Treasury insté 

it back to the House for its approval. The President, still retaining | of paying the bor g the bonds, and from his re¢ 
his dislike, amounting to almost hatred, for silver coinage, made haste | ommendations { g t fiscal relat of the 
to procure non-action upon the Senate amendment by the House; and | Government, th l i t 1 South 
to let himself down from the false position he had placed himself in by | together with Wall street, and upon cted climb 


his message, and if possible relieve himself from adverse criticism for | into a second term as President of thé 
his failure to purchase interest-bearing bonds of the Government. 4 word in conclusion. I di i hat the revenues can be 
through his friends in the House secured the passage of a resolution | safely reduced, with the appropriations for 1889 staring us in the face 
declaring, as the sense of that body, that the law of 1881 gave him the | to the amount of $75,000,000, or $50,000,000, or even $30,000,000 per 
authority to purchase bonds with the surplus. This declaratory reso- | annum. If the Republican party comes into power,I have no doubt 
lution was passed on the 16th of April last. Since that time the Presi- | that with its experience, the intelligence of the people composing i 
dent has purchased $18,000,000 of 4 per cent. bonds and $8,000,000 of | and their devotion to the country, it will be enabled to administer tl 
4} per cent. bonds; and thatisall. In the mean time the surplus in the | affairs of the Government with greater economy and greater efficiency 
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and that we can materially reduce the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment Yet least in one direction we would have to increase the ex- 
penditures of the Government under the pledges made in our plat- 
form and to carry out the real desire of the party. We are pledged 
to the enactment of laws giving just pensions to the soldiers of the late 
war. And as one member of that party, while I am in public life rep- 
resenting the people I will not be content until the soldiers of the late 


war are placed at least in as favorable a condition as to pensions by the 
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laws of the country which they preserved as the soldiers of the Mexi- | 


can war. ni my opinion the tariff can not be successfully revised with 
safety to our industrial interests and to labor until it is revised by that 
party under whose policy the industries of the country have been d 


versified, and while I believe the friends of protection can and will 
amend our revenue laws as wisdom shall dictate, yet it is true ac- 
cording to present appropriations and expenditures there can not be 
revenues without causing a deficiency. I thank 


tention. 
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New offices created during the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth 


SS, FIRST SESSION. 


Co 1ITCS8CS, 


FORTY-NINTH CONGR 





Com pensa- 
tion per 
annum, 


Title. No. 


MISCELLANEOUS, 










































} 
Co «sion Library Commission, persons actually em- | 
_ ployed January 21, 1885; | { 
Secretary , | 1} 00 
Accountant and Clerk........00.:++++ +00» 1 -00 
Disbursing agent........ 1} 00 
Architect 1 | 5, 000. 00 
MeSBENQET......-00-00000 1] 720. 00 
Assistant architect 1} 3, 000. 00 
Computer ‘ ais aah 1} 1, 500. 00 
Civil engineer and expert, at $6 ay : 2 | 
Expert and chief draughtsman, at$7 per day each a S hss 
Draughtsman, at $5 per day each..... 3 |. 
Draughtsman, at $4 per day.......... 1}. 
Deaughtenan. eb 2 per day.......... 1 j. 
Draughtsman, at $150 per month. 1 |. 
Clerk, at $120 per month ... 1 |. 
Mcssenger, at $60 per month...............00+ Sie 
Viessenger, at $2 per day 1} 
Sculptor, at % per day 1 |} 
foreman, at $4 per day.... 1 
rime-keeper and clerk, at $90 per month 1} 
= cigher, at $75 per month... 1 
‘arpenters, at $3 per day each . . -| 2 
Ww atchmen, at $60 per month Cach.........cccccceescessereesssecensnes 7 
Eaborern, Gd GEO tit GiF ocssceccsseceseesseccses noccoecccsveesscooene PE, i deeads 
Registers and receivers for two additional land districts in ‘| 
Nebraska and one in Colorado, at $500 each and fees............ 6 18, 000. 60 


AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 
































Assistant fireman... J 1) 500. 00 
Pomologist ne 1 | 2, 000. 00 
Assistant microscopist.................. ncncubssaamenmeneyeiide d 1} 1,000. 00 
Aauitacbentamaiagin< or clerk. J 1 | 1, 600. 00 
Do...... ; A 1| 1,400.00 
Chief of fore stry division | 1} 2, 000. 00 
j } 
CONSULAR SERVICE. | } 
Giraerneel cb Tae Tce s mic crncnn ceccncteenvessrecescemenrececnecnessvecemn 1] 3, 000. 00 
Clerks to consulates, at $480 each. ...........c00...cccccesererecesecseres | 2 960. 00 
} j 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. | 
Clerk 1} 1, 200. 00 
Do 1| 1,000.00 
Watchman | 1] 365. 00 
Female keeper of workhouse.. a i 300. 00 
Do.... ‘ nae | 1 180. 00 
PeaGher WOrtWOUSS..0000000000cccccers00scres seccscvensve cossecboueveswscssosscucces | 1 300. 00 
Policemen, at $900 each.... sseanene a 9, 000.00 
Drivers =o wagons, at $360 each... | 2 720. 00 
SAO cececeene. cone ncgsnatnnsonanmnntotaumensnietig 1 | 400. 00 
Janitors of | school buildings, at $500 each. ' 3) 1, 500. 00 
' 
MONTANA TERRITORY, | } 
Additional associate Justice............. cccccccccecces.svesscserseserscesceeneses 1 8, 000. 00 
i 
| 
UNITED STATES SENATE. 
Messenger 1 1, 440.00 
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, | ; 
Coss ccteecnniiccnentcns pccsraveeneresnccssesnpansesousbarbeincentennenceses paonmesensocnen | 1 1, 600. 00 
CR tee, GE BIID CRA. cccvncecccnescncscenscceteeees veneers cesnsesonnesnsacssanens soonen 2 1, 880. 00 
STATE DEPARTMENT. 
Telegraph OPCrator, .. ...rcecocsecorcescosssesescncocsoversvssssneneevenessess secees 1} 1, 230.00 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Secretary's office 











Assistant messengers. ... 3 2, 160. 00 
Fireman 1 660.00 
©oal passer 1 500. 00 
Charwomen, at $240 each... 5 1,290. 00 
Laborers, at $500 each................ a 4 2, 000, 06 
Clerks, $1,400 each 2 2, 800.00 
Pe tetngnnntiininescie 1 e 000. 00 


New offices created during the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Co 


tinued. 


FORTY-NINTH CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION—continu 





Title. | 
; 
rR URY DEPARTMENT continued, | 
ecretary’s office continued: 
Cle icctscrunees 
IE cosets sesansanttindmmpionsensa 
Laboret ee 
| Laborer men nite 
| Office First Comptroller: 
Clerks, at $1,600 each............. 
Clerk. ...... se teniesobnnpeeewnnessen pakke neuen wleehedabiia’ 
Skilled laborer : inchieaiiicstnidaheea ae saathlitidi cise 
Second Auditor's Office | 
Messenger a mani an | 
| 





Treasurer's offic 
Vault clerk ‘ sinbenitnh mesianieoten vile posthuniaceed 
Custodian. — 
Distributor of st« 





Messenger............... 
Pressmen, at $1,200 eax 
Separators, at $660 each ...... ......... 





Subcustodians, at $1,600 each.. 
Folders, at $660 each we 
Subireasury, Philade — a: 


} 


Watchmen, at $720 each 





| 
} 

WAR DEPARTMENT. 

le 
Charwomen, at $240 each sabia 
Watchmen in public reservations, at 





$660 each...... 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, } 


SINT encnnovenhetnidiihanaiinedneelacons 
Watchman 
Assistant drat 









INTERIOR DEPA 
Secretary's Office : | 
Members board pension appeals, at $2,000 i 
Spr eee eee at $2,500 each......... 
Clerk ...... iatmenintiekendannliein camel 
Clerks, at $1,200 each ........ | 
IIIT 1. canirniniiinninecinneerisineciantuigiaauinnnanrtneemeiattiih 


Charwomen, at $240 each 
General Land Office : 
=e! examiners, at none )each. 
Jerk . : 
C opyists, ‘at $900 eacl 
Patent Office : 
Examiners, at $2,400 each. ... ... 00.0.0 .00 sce cee es 
Examiners, at $1,800 each,............... 
Examiners, at $1,609 each.. 
Examiners, at $1,400 each... 
Examiners, at $1,200 eac eh 
Skilled laborers, « ) 
Messenger boys, at 
3ureau of Labor : 
Clerks, at $1,800 each .... 
Clerks, at $1, 00 each . 
Clerks, at $1,400 each .. 
Clerks, at $1,200 each .. 
Clerks, at $1,000 each . 
Copyists, at $900 eac a 
Copy-holders, at $720 eac OS sh sascstan Seciss sings ociss con bane 
Assistant messenger .. 































Watchman... 
Skilled laborer. 
Charwomen, at $240 Each ,..........0sscccsereseesereees snemnatlaniainanciiaia 
Special agents, at $1,400 each.................000e..ceee ebboweacinhanelbiah | 
} 
} 
i 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 







Watchmen, at $720 each.............. 
Laborers, at $660 each. 
Charwomen, at $240 eac 


STATE OF ALABAMA, | 


Additional district judgre.................c000cccceeesseeceeeees 


FORTY-NINTH CONGRESS, SECOND SESSION. 


MISCELLANEOUS, 





Additional United States circuit judgre............ccc00ceccnee ceeeeseeeees 
Additional land office in W = gpaecremmnennad sia ae re- 
ceiver, at $500 each, and fees.. alii nanee ies natnnidaenaciaaiialin 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 
Commissioners, at $7,500... i 
Secretary’ ...cccccs...00000 eapoenaes gece coegnvaquscn euseeseouunaresstecee niestanenvniie tilde 
NEW MEXICO TERRITORY. | 


Additional associate justice.............. salle dnipennintecenemrimnecsett wobeiaen 





i” 


SEPTEMBER 18, 


r —Con- 


Com pensa- 


No. tion per 


annum. 
2 $1, 800.00 
1 S40, 00 
2 1, 320. 60 
li 550, 00 


00 





1 1, 400. 00 
1} 810. 00 
1 840.00 
1 00 
1 | 00 
1} 00 
1 09 
1} .00 
2 | . 00 
3 0, 0O 
2 b 00 
3 1, 980. 00 
2 1, 440, 00 
I 660, 00 
4 960. 00 
2 1, 320. 00 
1 900, 00 
1 | 720. 00 
1} 1, 600. 00 
6} 12,000.00 
2 5, 000, 00 
1 | 1, 600.40 
3 3, 600.00 
1 | 600. 00 
4} 960. 00 
2 j 4, 000. 00 
1 1, 000. 00 
6| 5,400.00 

i 

; 
4) 9, 600. 00 
4 7, , 200. 00 
8 | 12" 800.00 
11 15, 400, 00 
15 | 18,000.00 
30} 21,600.00 
15 | 5, 400. 00 

i 
2 8, 600. 00 
2 3. , 200. 00 
2 2' 300.00 
4| 4,800.00 
2 2, 000. 00 
2} 1, 800. 00 
2] 1, 440, 00 
1 | 720. 00 
1} 600. 00 
1} 720. 00 
1 | 600. 00 
2 480. 00 
18 25, 200. 00 
1 | 1, 600. 09 
1 1, 400, 00 
4 2, 880. 00 
8 1, 980. 00 
3 | 720. 00 
1 3, 500. 00 


1| $6,000.00 


2 6, 000. 00 
5| 37,500.00 
1) 3, 500. 00 
1 | 3, 000, 00 









































,000 each......... 


Copy ists, $900 each 
Assistant messengers, 
Laborers, at $6 ] 
Law clerks, at $2,000 each 
Clerks, at $2,009 each.. 


Clerk to the Speaker 
Clerks, at $1,200 each 
Clerks. at $1,000 each .. 
Clerks, at $800 each 
Clerk, to continue D 
C 


a4¢ 


ommilttee « rks, at 


Clerks to committees, at 
Messenger... 


CONGI 


) 
\ 


ESSION 


AL 


4, 440. 00 


1, 


800. 00 


' 
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New off cated during the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses—Con- 
tinued. 
VIFTIETH CONGRESS, FIRST SESSTION—continued. 
Com pensa- 
itle No. tion per 
annum. 
I r OF LABOI 
Disbu ne cler 1 $1, 800. 00 
Clerks, at 31,500 each 2 3, 600, 00 
Clerks, at $1,600 eac 3 4. 800. 00 
Clerks, at $1,400 each 4 5, 600. 00 
Clerks, at $1,200 eac 4 4, 800. 00 
Clerks, at $1,000 eacl . ae 3 3, 000, 00 
Messenger l 3840. 90 
Watchmer t 8720 eac 2 1, 440. 00 | 
Special agents, at $1,600 each 0 ove ceneve 2 3, 200. 00 
RICT OF COLUMBIA 
Collector's office 
Clerks, at $1,200 eacl ‘ 2 2, 400. 00 
Metropolitan police | 
Lieutenant poave . seeuse . 1 
Sergeants, at $1,140 eachh..............ccccccsceceees ‘ scuenaneaiais 2 00 
Privates, at $900 each , x) 00 
pn aed at $720 each : . 2 00 | 
Laborer l 00 
Patrol-wagon driver i 00 
lire Department 
foremen, at $1,000 each 2 2, 000. 00 
kngineer a we l 1, 00°. 00 
Fireman panaceneevespestaven . l 840. 00 
Hostler... . nteovapuionasnaenen ; ssséanipseenios 1 810. 00 
Privates, at $800 each » ebonotanisenes , , penne 6 4, 800. 00 
Watchman i : . : 1 600. 00 
Telegraph and telephone service 
expert repairman ° pospene 1 $960. 00 
Public schools 
TnL, Wan IIIOIIIINID. 1.0 isin sc teen pteinuniiienibeeenennsueuabens - 6 3,,000. 00 
Janitors, at $250 each jai paniovoinetbabaenedsaadeieeapianaiiecn 5 750. 00 
Janitors, at $165 each 9 1, 485.00 
AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT, 
Clerk to disbursing officer........... wink ; 1 1, 400. 00 
Assistant botanist : ; juoaiabes sietehen l 1, 400. 00 
Clerk pomological division anaemia : : ‘ 1 1, 000. 00 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR SERVICE, | 
| 
Secretaries of legation to Argentine Republic and Venezue- 
ie i ir nine. «-ssniasnnechphedanyshnocedenendebenmenhanmaspaenaamesinbdaes 2 3, 000. 00 
Commercial agent at Boma, in ‘the Lower Congo Basin.......... 1 4,000.00 | 
Consular clerks foronto and Brussels, at $800 each aeaasiied 2 1, 600, 00 








Grand total a ieaiiaenenaionle . Oe 


Norr.—One hundred and twenty-four of the new offices above referred to in- 
clude thirty-four under the Congressional Library Commission and nin ty 
under the Navy Department who are paid per diem compensation, the aggr 
gate of which, being indefinite, is not included in the above sum total of $76 2 : 
216.50. 


Salaries increased during the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses. 


FORTY-NINTH CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION. 


Title Ni Increase 
5 . perannunm. 


FOREIGN SERVICE, 


Consul at Friendly and } ere Islands, from $1,500 to | 





















IEE cncccscosvepentmsscannoessonsunnpseseoczcs ieataiiges 1 $500. ( 
Consul-general at Halifa Ax, “Nova 8S otia, ‘from $3 3000 to $3,500. 1 500 
SENATE. 
Committee clerk, from session to annual pay..... pplinenieetiiimaaiaiien ] 1, 230. ( 
Secretary to Vice-l’resident, from $2,102.40 to $2,290... cc ccscse sees ] 117 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Committee clerks, from session to ANNUAL PAY ......0060.cccceeeeeeees | 2 2, 020 
Page, from session to annual pay............s..c0000 1 487 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 
Indian Office: 
Assistant Commissioner of Indian Affairs, at $3,000, in lieu 
of chief clerk, at $2,000.................+. ; acbensnnanaceuinianalitdes 1 1, 000. 00 
General Land Office: | 
Law clerks, from $2,000 to $2,200 each......... iis 2 100. ( 
AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 
} 
Botanist, from $1,800 to $2,000 1 200. 00 
Microscopist, from $1,800 to $2,000 1 200. 00 
Assistant entomologist, from $1,400 to $1,800 1 400, 00 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Law clerk, from $960 to $1,000.................. ponies 1} 40. 00 
Assistant attorney, from $960 to $1,100.......... peicunbronavcaens 1 140. 00 
Firemen, fire department, from $800 to $840....... 7 280. 00 
Tillermen, fire department, from $800 to $840 2 80. GO 
Hostlers, from $800 to $840........... 9 360. 00 
Privates, fire department, from $780 to $800 6 1, 200.60 
Veterinary surgeon, from $300 to $400......... ake 1 100, 00 
Janitor, school building, from $800 to $1, 100... 1 300. 00 
Janitor, school building, from a to $900.. 1 300. 00 
Clerk, from $1,200 to $1,400 ...........c06 coves 1] 200. 00 


‘| 
| 
! 
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Salaries increased during the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses—Con- 
tinued. 
FORTY-NINTH CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION— continued. 


Title No, | Increase 
” perannum. 

LIBRARY OF CONGRESS, 
Assistants, from $480 to $600 osleenesiiel : 2 $240, OF 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Inspector of electric-light plants at $1,900 in lieu of a clerk at 





ionic cpeacnariars Ectatisvasadesastenedincenara } 1 300, 00 
Charwomen, from $180 to $240 ......-.-ccsses pakenere : ; 85 | . 00 
Additional to bookkeepers, $100 each........ seaioaiaiiiaa 2 | .00 

| Chief of warrant division, from $2,750 to $3,000.............. cape 1} m 


WAR DEPARTMENT. 


















| 
Charwomen, from $180 to $240 : ‘ 2] 120. 00 
i 
STATE, WAR, AND NAVY BUILDING 
Charwomen, from $180 to $240 hesinadendiniens 54 3, 240, 00 
POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT 
| 
Superintendent free delivery, from $2,100 to $2,500 ‘ 1 l 400. 00 
Charwomen, from $180 to $240 panto wh mavens 19 1, 140. 00 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, | 
Engineer, from $1,000 to $1,200 1 200, 00 
Charwomen, from $180 to $240 5 300. 00 
FORTY-NINTH CONGRESS, SECOND SESSION, 
i 
i 
| FOREIGN SERVICE. 
| Interpreter to legation in Turkey, from $2,500 to $3,000 ; 1 | $500. 00 
| Consul at Antwerp, from $2 500 to $ 3,000 7 : — 1 | 500. 00 
Consular clerk, from $1,000 to $1,200..... sola 1 } 200, 00 
SENATE. 
Clerk to committee at annual instead of i 1 1, 230. 00 
Assistant clerk to committee, from $1,000 to $1,800 heletins 1 200, 00 
Assistant doorkeeper, from $1,600 to $1,800.......... pidenbesnoumeenetes 1 200, 00 
Superintendent document-room, from $2,592 to $3,000 l 408, 00 
Page in document-room, from $720 to $900... l 180, 00 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Private secretary to Speaker, from $1,800 to $2,102.40. aie 1 302. 40 
; lerk to Speaker’s table, from $1,600 to $2,102.40 J 12. 40 
lerks, from $3,000 to $3,600 e ach. po cubcesbauhienemiessitenss 4 2, 400. 00 
Dishurbine clerk, from $2,250 to $2,500. i 250, 00 
Committee clerk, from $2,500 to $3,000... cai 1 500, 00 
Assistant committee clerk, from $1,200 to 31,600 ...... 1 400. 09 
WEST POINT MILITARY ACADEMY. 
Clerk to disbursing officer, from $1,200 to $1,500 sieameaaiilo 1 300, 00 
Clerk to adjutant, from $1,200 to $1,500 - ‘ ae 1 300. 00 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Assistant attorney, from $1,100 to $1,200............ccccceeeeeeenes 1 100, 00 
i.aw clerk, from $1,000 to $1,200 - Snltbindiilinia penne 1 200. 00 
nitor school building, from $500 to $ Pee scitrern savanna taetangias 1 200. 00 
aborers, from $420 to MS0.........,....000. 8 480. 00 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
Clerk to the Secretary of the Treasury, from $2,000 to $2,400 1 400, 04 
POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 
| 
perintendent free delivery, from $2,500 to $3,000...... 3 1 500. 00 
| 


FIFTIETH CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 








(Assistant librarians, from $1,440 to $1,800 each............... sckonde 2 $720. 00 
Electrician, from $1,150 to $1,250 ¥ 1 100, 00 
Annual instead of session cierk to the Committee on Elec- 
| tiONS.....0 heahite Ghsvetonbdelodtabendadideebinesddeictee Se edeneadelibsnilintes 1 1, 280. 00 
! 
| SENATE, 
| | 
| Annual instead of session clerk to committee............cccccceseeees 1 1, 494. 00 
| Assistant in document-room, from $900 to $1,200 ee 1 300. 00 
| 
LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 
Assistant, from $960 to $1,400. ........00000. ccceeeees ienoncsitgsiimblidiiiees 1 440. 00 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
First Comptroller’s Office : 
Clerks, from $1,600 to $1,800..........cc00e08. 2 400. 00 
Clerks, from $900 to $1,200............. 3 900. UC 








ae 
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Superintenae 
Assistant mic! 
Assistant cl 

















appropriations are made i { 
Mr. CANNON Yes, sir. I] ll discuss that further on But | ’ | 
will say to my friend at this point that th appropriations for the 
V 1889 are within $17,000,000 of the estimated revenues, and t nt ian from Alaba I 
estimates are certainly high enough. Gen en may say that thes« 
appropriations will ) De € vended in 188 but I took oceasio 1 wi pe 
yesterday to examine the records for a number of years back, and | t ! m A A 
found that, tal one y« with another, the « itures have usu 
ly been substantially equal to the appropriation It is true that al! 
exact sums which w ippropriate this wr may not be paid out rs 
ther money will go out of the Trea n consequence of work 
to! ep ded for Vy iaw Lie 
[ hope I shal t i led atte mn of t gent i t 
from Indiana . He [A i i 
with hesitating st becau c t 1D 
fiet uy tne economists ol t 
tations by a quarter of a ce 
cle ed to have them all bla 
t I refer to the i : 
mi tration. 
Mr. TAULBEI Mr. S I { 
should ask him a question? ;3/Mr. P 
Mr. CANNON. li the gen leman has Ome thing upon his mind A PAYSON, 7 


which he desires to get off I will give him an opportunity to do so, and Mr. KELUI In con t 
will put it in at the end my manuscript. | Laughter. ] ] yermiss to make 

Mr, TAULBEE. I will not break into the gentleman’s manuscript | t rom Illin Mr. PA 
now. I would like to ask the gentleman a question at this point. Mr. PAYSON. M 
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go on in the regular way. We understand well enough that there is 
t, and no matter what conclusion may be arrived 




















not a quorum presen 
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at, whenever any proposition is presented to which there is earnest op- 
position nothing will be done but raising the point of no quorum, a 
eall of the 1 und probably a call of the House. The debate upon 
this Library proposition, if I may venture to say so, will not be entirely 
uninterest | events, it will be more profitable than an empty 
roll-call, and I therefore suggest that the debate had better go on in 
the regular way. The gentleman trom Pennsylvania [Mr. Ketiey] 
feels a deep interest in this discussion, not only in the subject-matter of 
the debate, but also in some of the gentlemen connected with it. | 
Whether anything will besaid which will require a re¢ ply from him I do 
I K ROW 

Mr. FORNEY. I suggest that the gentleman from [Illinois [ Mr. 
PAYSON | proceed in h ;own hour. 

Mr. PAYSON. Verywell. Mr. Speaker, at the outset I wish to say 


yugh perhaps it is not necessary, that I shall endeavor 
pending subject-matter, in a parliamentary 
sense, which !s the adoption of the report of a committee of conference 
with reference to the further construction of the publie Library build- 
ing; it being conceded, as I understand, that of the different amend- 
ments, including this, which have been 
there isonly one about which there will be any discussion here, namely, 
the proposition with reference to the continuation of the construction 
of the building for additional acgommodations for the Congressional Li- 
brary as proposed, 

I said to the House on Friday last, when I had the honor to receive 
its attention for a time, that, the bill being called up as it was without 
a moment’s notice, I had not at hand the figures and records to verify 
accurately the statements which I then made or proposed to make as 
to dates, as to amounts, and as to details of the history connected with 
the erection of this building so far as it has progressed. And I regret 
that the duty seems to devolve upon me at the outset, in opposition to 
the views which have been presented by the gentleman from Alabama 
| Mr. FoRNeY | as chairman of the committee of conference, to take 
upon myself the burden of going somewhat into the details of the situ- 
ation and ia opposition to the committee. But I promised on Friday 
last that I would be ready on Monday, or as soon thereafter as I could 
get the floor, to state in a more methodical way and with greater ac- 
curacy some facts bearing on this question to which I then alluded. 

The conference report now being considered is as follows: 


to the House, 
to confine myself to the 


Amendment numbered 110: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 110, and agre e to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amcndment insert the following: 

** For continuing the construction for the building for the Library of Congress, 
and for each and every purpose connected therewith, including the cost of all 
professional and other personal services that the Chief of Engineers of the Army 
may deem necessary for the prosecution of the work, and shall specially ord: 
to carry into effect the appropriation of money made forthe construction of the 
said Library building, and to be paid from such appropriation for the construc- 
tion of the western front of the building and reading-room, and the book repos- 
itories connected therewith, as shown by ske teh termed ‘ Plan No, 1’ on file inthe 
office of the Librarian of Congress, $500,000, This appropriation and all appro- 
priations hereatter made, and allsums available from appropriations heretofore 
made for this purpose shall be expended under the direction and supervision of 
the Chiefof Engineers of the Army, who shall have the control and management 
of all of said work and the employmentof all persons connected therewith. 
Andall contracts for the construction of said building, or any part thereof, shali 
be made by the Chief of Engineers of the Army, and so much of the first section 
as provi les f ra commission, together wi th theeighth section of the act entitled 
‘Anact authorizing the construction of a butl ding { for the accommodation of the 
Congressional Library,’ approved April 15, 1886, are hereby repealed, and the 
duties of said commission under said act are hereby devolved uponthe Chief of 
ingineers of the Army, who shall annually report to Congress at the com- 
meneement of each session a detailed statement of all the proceedings under 
the provisions of this act, and hereafter, until otherwise ordered by Congress, 
ne work shall be done in the construction of said Library except such as is con- 
templated on the sketch or‘ Plan No. 1’ herein referred to, and all contracts 
for work or materials outside of the space covered by said plan are hereby re- 
And all loss or damage occasioned thereby orarising under said con- 
her with the value of the plan of said Library building submitted 
lect Committee on Additional Accommodations forthe Library of 
Congress by John L. Smithmeyer in the Italian renaissance style of architect- 

re, may be adjusted and determine d by the Secretary of the Interior, to be 

id out of the sums heretofore or hereby appropriated. All sketches, plans, 

computations heretofore made under the commission created by the act of 
\pril 15, 1886, or hereafter made respecting said Library building, or any part 
of the same, shall be the property of the United States, 

And so much of said act entitled ‘An act authorizing the construction of a 
building for the accommodation of the Congressional Library,’ approved April 
LS, 1886, as authorizes the construction of a building for the aecommodation 
e Congressional Library and as provides for plans for the same, excepting 
.o much of said building as is shown by the sketch termed ‘Plan No. 1,’ 
ce of the Librarlan of Congress, be, and the same is hereby, 
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ealed,”’ 

id the Senate agree 

Now, Mr. Speaker, 
and as a whole. 

ihe current newspapers condemn the delay caused by the action of 
the House, and it seems to be understood by them and by some mem- 
bers here that Congress in 1886, when it passed the bill autherizing the 
erection of this building, had full discussion and accurate information 
on which it acted, and therefore we are bound to continue as they 
began. 

Others insist that Congress acted inconsiderately and without due 
prudence; that its steps were hasty—without due care. 


to the same, 
Iam opposed to the proposed action in detail 


| he has. 


submitted to the conference | 
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All this is erroneous. 
show. 

rhe fact is, Mr. that Congress did act with care and caution; 
that its acts were deliberate and prudent. But the trouble was Con- 
gress and its committees were all wofully, if not wilfully, deceived, 
and by those who had charge of the plan for the building we adopted. 
This 1 charge and will prove before I am through to-day. 

I asserted on Friday last that Congress did not act without securing 
proper information, as it believed, and that the information it had, se- 
cured by its committees, where it expected and had a right to expect 
substantially accurate information, was a deceptive, totally mis- 
and I charged then that thearchitect, Mr. Smithmeyer, was ae 

holly responsible therefor; that the only fault to be found wit 

the committee, if any is, is that they depended upon the statements a 
this man. I shall speak plainly as to him, but L wish to be understood 
that in what I say I have no personal feeling as to him as an individ- 
ual. Ishould say the same as to any onein his place who has acted as 
I donot know him. I neversaw him till Saturday last, when 
I by accident happened to see him in a committee-room. Nor would 
I know him now should he pass me, 

Mr. Speaker, it has been assumed, indeed alleged, on prior days, when 
this matter was up in the House, that the element of cost as to this 
building was not seriously considered, and that the principal question 
that Congress concerned itself about was the building, as a piece of archi- 
tecture, to be grand, imposing, worthy the nation that was erecting ii, 
and of the purpose to which it was to be dedicated, the housing of one 
of the great libraries of the world, and its adaptability to that end, and 
that the item of expense was in some way, if not overlooked, at least 
not specially noticed or cared for; and at all events, whatever was said 
or done by members of Congress as to that, the cost of the building, 
Mr. Smithmeyer was in no way responsible, for his opinion as to that 
was never asked or given by him; that he made no estimate of its cost 
and of course farnished none. 

This, his friends, the gentleman from a aneen ania [Mr. KeELiey] 
and the gentle man from Indiana [ Mr. STEELE , he uve earnestly asserted. 

I read from the debate on September 1 in he House on that question: 


Mr. Hoiman. Let me say to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] that I 
would gladly see the whoie scheme abandoned, but the reduced building which 
is proposed would not be an architectural abortion in the opinion of architeets 
and those who understand such matters and are neeessarily more familiar with 
them than most of us are. That partial building with a sloping down of the 
banks, it is said, would be a very respectable structure. I know nothing about 
architecture. That isthe idea of men who understand this matter,as arc :hitects, 
much better than most of us do here. 

I wish to add a word, and will then yield the floor to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin, who is a member of the committee to inquire into the Library building. 

The one question is whether you will save by this proposition to expend the 
balance appropr iated on the foundation for the reduced plan. The amount un- 
der the contro! of the commission is not large. It is the balance of the $500, 000 
already appropriated. Under the House mg suspending the work and 
inviting new plans you will have plan No. 1, which is now in progress, and 
plan No. 2, the original plan which was aaiiee us when the House voted forthe 
bill, and then we will have beside very valuable matter, that is, full information 
on the whole subject. As to the balance of the $ 00,000—— 

Mr. Payson. That was used in putting in the foundations. 

Ir. MAtsn. I wish to ask the gentleman a question before he takes his seat. 

Mr. Hotman. Certainly. 

Mr. Maism. The question has already been asked, but the gentleman has not 

answered it. itis in reference to Mr. Smithmeyer, the honorable and worthy 
architect, a gentleman of high reputation. I want to ask if it is true as ama 
ter of fact, as was alleged by the gentleman from Illinois, that Mr. Smithmeyer, 
the architect, submitted an estimate that the entire structure would cost only 
$2,500,000? I think that was the amount stated. 
Mr. Honman, I ought to answer that question, and yet I do not wish to do so 
without the testimony before me, and yet the testimony upon that point is 
neither satisfactory nor complete. Mr, Smithmeyerstates emphatically, states 
under oath, that he made no definite estimate. There is a paper which he sub- 
mitted, perhaps to the Senate committee, which had the matter in charge for a 
long time, for it was, as gentlemen know, a Senate measure, in which there was 
at least a partial estimate; but Iam not able to stat e, either on the authority of 
General Singleton or any other person, Mr. Smithmeyer knew the terms of 
General Singleton’s report or was cognizantof the preparation of the report, or 
that he made specific estimates of the cost of the building. 'The matter is sin- 
gularly obscure. 

Mr, Keiuey. Ihave always understood exactly to the contrary. 

Mr. Houtman. I have of course no personal knowledge on the subject, but I 
understand that this gentleman is a competent architect. 

Mr. Payson. Will the gentleman from Indiana permit me to read an extract 
from the report of General Singleton’s committee? 

Mr. Hotman. Certainly. 

Mr. Payson. Coupling it with the statement that this is a report on a bill 
provading additional accommodations for the nee 3 and it will be remem- 

bered that Mr. Smithmeyer was on the committ and was in constant com- 
munication with the members of the House eng ged in that service. 

My. STEELE. Was a member of what committee? 

Mr. Payson. A commission which was appointed to look into the question 
of the enlargement of the Capitol for this purpose; and he wasin d: rily « 
munication with the members of the House who were charged with the work 
during several Congresses while they were engaged in that duty. 

This report goes on to state: 

‘ene oposed building, asstated, will contain 3,000,000 volumes, with si rita 

ynomy of aowen. Itis not designe dto fit up the whole interior at once wit th 
iron shelving, but to introduce it gradually, finishing off the central nention 
rotunda, and connecting rooms, and the entire exterior structure, The chie f 
element of cost is in the iron alcoves of the interior; and in a building so e 
Saas these may be finished in successive years as wanted for the increase of 
cooks, The most earefully guarded estimates of cost contemplate an expendi- 
ture of only $500,000 the first year, about $1,000,000 the second, and $800,000 the 
third, which will complete the building for occupancy in all ita parts sufficient 
for shelving 1,000,000 books and leaving space for the gradual introduetion of 
additional iron alcoves in the coming fifty years, the ultimate grosscost of which 
will not exceed $700,000, or an average of less than $14.000a year. When it is 


Both positions are wrong, as I shall fully 
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only $500,000 the first year, al t he second, and $890,000 the third, 
which will complete the buildi fo ancy in all its parts sufficient for 
yace for the gradual introduction of ad- 
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sylvania 
earnestness and 
cerity in what h 
Smithmeyei ] 


his relati 


[Mr. Ke_Ley], as I have read to the House, and with the 
vehemence for which he is noted, because of his sin 

says, that no such estimate was ever made by Mr. 
utleman from Pennsylvania stated to the House 
that gentleman were of the most confidential 
known him for years; 


he g 
ns with 
ules Witt 
that he had 


that 


character; 


terested in the construction of this building and its architecture from 
the fact that he had early been connected with library enterprises in 
his own city; and, if I recollect the statement correctly, he said that 
he and Mr. Smithmeyer had sat at the same table at a hotel in this 


city for some en or eight years past. 
vania in saying what he did on that occasion assumed to speak as the 
mouthpiece for that gentleman; and he said (as I have read to you 
that he had always understood that no estimate was made by Mr. 
Smithmeyer th refer this building. 

The fact is, Mr. Speaker, that in 1884, two years before this bill was 
passed, and while the identical plan now displayed before the House 
at the Reporters’ desk was being examined by members, Mr. Smith- 
meyer prepared and submitted to a member of Congress over his sig- 
nature a pamphlet containing a detailed description of that building, 
its style of architecture, the uses to which the rooms were to be put, 
the manner in which the alcoves on which books were to rest should 
be constructed, their location and material, its system of ventilation in 
great detail, elevators and heating appliances, and all that sort o1 
thing; and he supplemented that statement with a paragraph in which 
these figures were given: that to complete this entire edifice in ils in- 
terior with shelving enough on the inside to accommodate 1,000,000 to 
1,500,000 volumes would cost $2,323,600; that the additional shelving 
which would be required to run through a period of seventy-five to one 
hundred years, and complete the entire two upper stories of the build- 
ing would be, as he estimated, $700,000; that this could be extended 
over a period of about fifty years, and that the money received for 
copyrights would pay this expense; that to finish the basement and 
subbasement or cellar and everything complete would require $239,- 
000 more, so that the cost of the entire edifice fully completed, en- 
tirely so, would be $3,262,600. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman state whether that estimate was 
ever printed ? 

Mr. PAYSON, I am coming to that. If gentlemen will not an- 
ticipate me, my statement will be complete, I think. 

The statement to which I have referred was in manuscript; and it 
was furnished to a member of this House—who I do not now know. 


nee to the cost of 


But on the 3d of April, 1884, my colleague [Mr. ADAMS] introduced a | 


resolution, which I read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD: 


Mr. Apams, of Illinois. Iask unanimous consent to offer for immediate con- 
sideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

** Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be directed to cause to be printed 
for the information of members of the House 500 copies of a description of the 
plans for a new Congressional Library building, referred to in Senate bill 1139, 
and which was made a special order for April 3.” 

Mr, HotMan, What will be the probable expense of this printing? 

Mr. ApAms, of Illinois, I have seen these papers, and they cover five or six 
pages of printed matter. I think the cost will be but trifling. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 

Then the usual motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

Those 500 copies were printed. The paper was entitled ‘‘ Descrip- 
tion of the plans for a new building for the Congressional Library; 
ordered to be printed for the information of the House, April 3, 1284.’’ 
And that paper, as I have said, contained the information the sub- 
stance of which I have given,and which was overthe signature of Mr. 
Smithmeyer. Those documents have all become lost; I know of the 
existence of only a single copy; and indeed I do not know that that is 
now inexistence. 
September, and since the earnest statements and denials were made by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the statement of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. SteELE] and some others on this floor, a copy of 
that paper happened to be found; and-it went into the hands of the 
chairman of the special committee appointed to investigate this Library 
business, the gentleman from Indiana| Mr. HOLMAN], and was in the 
room of the Committee on Public Lands. It was there for the purpose 
of reference in the examination of gentlemen with regard to it. Mr. 
Smithmeyer was partially examined with reference to that paper. 
Strangely enough, it has now disappeared—perhaps I ought not to say 
mysteriously; but it is a singular circumstance thatof all the papers in 
that room which were there when that examination was going on, the 


that he had become in- | 


But since this matter was debated on the Ist day of 
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searched for for two days and it can not be found, though the records 
of the Printing Office show it was received and the edition printed and 
delivered. The file-room has been searched from topto bottom. Noth- 
ing remains, after the most careful search by gentlemen interested in 


| getting at the bottom of this matter, except the recollection of the gen- 


tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], and the gentleman from Wiscon- 
in [Mr. CASWELL], whom I do not now see in his seat, and myself; 


and also except on Saturday last Pelz, who is the partner of Mr. Smith- 


| meyer, and who drew all these plaus, who, in fact, has done the brain 


The gentleman from Pennsyl- | 


| the plans, who is the associate 


work for this entire business —— 

A MemMBeR. Who is that? 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Pelz, who does all the work and has drawn all 
and partner of Mr. Smithmeyer, this 


man who is the brains of this architect’s office, was examined before 


| the committee of which Mr. HoLMAN is chairman with reference to 


his knowledge of it. I see the gentleman rises, and I will yield to 
him. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Reference is made to that pamphlet and quota- 
tions are made from it in the testimony to which the gentleman is 
now referring. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes;I will state that Mr. Smithmeyer was exam- 
ined in reference to it, and after the examination of Mr. Smithmeyer 


| the paper was laid on the table in the room of the committee under 





one which is of so vital importance in connection with the matter this | 


House is now considering—the paper which is believed to be the only 
copy now in existence, and the preparation and existence of which have 
been so solemnly denied by its author—should have disappeared and 
nobody know anything about it. Diligent search for it was made by 
the clerk of the committee, by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoL- 
MAN }, and others, as Lam informed by them, andas I happen to know, 
having taken part in the search myself. That paper could not be found. 
It was a printed copy—printed under the resolution of my colleague 
[Mr. ADAMs]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Are there no copies in the document-room ? 

Mr. PAYSON. There are no copies in the document-room. There 
are no copies in the Printing Office. The original manuscript has been 


the control of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. I cited 
from Mr. Smithmeyer’s statement made long before that that he had 
never made any statement or that he had never made any estimate in 
reference to the cost of this building and never was asked to. Now, 
as to that statement I present the testimony taken before the com- 
mittee of which the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN] is chair- 
man_on Saturday last. It is as follows. 

A MEMBER. Have it printed. 

Mr. PAYSON. Perhaps I had better. Or I will ask the Clerk to 
read it. No, it will be better for me to read that part which relates 
to the pending matter and omit the rest. 

STATEMENT OF PAUL J. PELZ. 
Wasuryxaton, D. C., September 15, 1888. 

Paul J. Pelz sworn and examined. 

By Mr. HoLMAn: 

Q. Please state your full name and your official relations to the new Library 
building. 

A. My name is Paul J. Pelz; Iam employed on the new Library building as 
assistant architect. 

Q. How long have you held that position? 

A. Since November 8, 1886. 

Q. You hold you appointment from the Library Commission? 

A. I have no letter of appointment from the commission, I was appointed 
by Mr. Smithmeyer. 

Q. But your appointment was recognized by the commission? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you state what was the plan first entered upon in making the first 
contracts and in digging the cellar for the structure? 

A. The plan for the contracts for the excavation, trenches, drainage, etc., were 
based upon the entire building, as they show. 

Q. When was the plan of the structure changed so as to proceed on the idea 
of a moré contracted building; was it before or after Mr. Vilas became Secretary 
of the Interior? 

A. It was after Secretary Vilas had entered upon his duties as chairman of 


| the commission. 


Q. You have seen the two plans called Nos.1 and 2. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Please state when, if you remember, was plan No. 2 for the whole building 
accepted by the commissionas the plan upon which the structure should bo 
built? 

A. Ido not know; but I understood plan No.2 was the plan until Secretary 
Vilas came in, when some estimates were taken on both plans, for when the 
estimate showed in the opinion of the commission that plan No.2 would em- 
brace too much, Secretary Vilas, I believe, advocated taking estimates upon 
both, The stone-work estimates for the cellar were taken upon both plans. 
Very likely the Secretary had formed an idea thatthey were not to proceed with 
the whole building then, 

Q. How long after he came in was it that the first plan was abandoned and 
the reduced plan was adopted? 

A. The date of this plan here shows it as signed March 5, 1888, 

Q. You may state whether since that time the whole work has been confined 
to plan No. 1. 

A. Yes, sir; so far as my knowledge goes. 

Q. What have been your special duties in connection with this structure? 

A. That of preparing designs. 

. You may state whether or not you have supervised that entire work ? 
. No, sir; I have not. 

. Who has? 

. During what period? 

. From the time of your appointment. 

A. Officially speaking, Mr. Smithmeyer was at the head of the establishment, 
but it was my special duty to design the plans for the elevations, sections, per- 
spectives, and everything that belongs to the duties of an architect. 

Q. How long have you been engaged in the business or profession of an archi- 
tect? 

A. Ientered into my profession in 1859. I studied in New York with Mr. 
Lienau for seven years and have been engaged in that profession ever since. 
I was engaged in the Light-House Board for about eighteen years; fifteen years 
in charge of the office as assistant civil engineer. 

Q. Please state whether before the commencement of the work—before the 
passage of the act by Congress authorizing the construction of a new Library 
building—you yourself made any estimate of the probable cost of the structure 
on the plan entered upon now known as No.2? 

A. I never made any estimate, but assisted in getting out quantities for Mr. 
Smithmeyer. I got out the quantities and he fixed the prices and procured the 
estimates. 

Q. Did you reach any conclusion yourself as to what the entire structure, as 
originally proposed, would cost? 

A. Approximately I had an idea of what it would cost, 

Q. Did you ever make any statement on the subject? 

A. No, sir. 
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Q. What is your judgment as to the proba st of the b 
to the plan originally entered upon 
A. Iformed an idea at the ti that it would cost in the neighborhood 
$6,000,000, but I never made any figures that I w isu 
an architect. It was simply an idea I had formed 
Q yur duties have been confined to supervising t I ns 
A. Yes, sir snd pre i @ tie I} < } i arg » £ 
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A. Yes, sir 
Q. Do you know whether any es ates were based on thos i ntities 
A. I think Mr. Smithmeyer used those quantities in maku ip his estimates 
I carried on considerable correspondence with a friend in yn sines ) 
} | | 


iscertain the cost of alcoves, and I computed the amount of st 


‘ c ua 
ron, the roof surface, etc., but I did not fix the prices Mr. Smithmeye: 


f stone ek 


lected that information from mechanics engaged in the different kinds of | 
‘ss and made up his estimates rhe computation of quantities has noth 
to do with the estimates. I used a draughtsman we had at the time I w 





only partly engaged in making up the quantities 

Q. What length of time ought to be occupied in the construction of a 
ing upon plan No. 1 now in progress? 

A. If the building was properly pushed, no delay in money, I think tha 
tween four and five years would build it. 

Q. Youspoke of the estimates I would be glad if you would state wheih« 
you have seen a pamphlet purport 
House, the concluding paragraph of which contains an approximate estin 
of the cost of that buildin 
A. I have seen that pamphlet. It isa pamphlet 

+? y 


ves a description of th 1iew Library building, an 


to have | n printed by 


f Mr. Smithmeyer’s, and 


< 
g i contains a passage re 
ing to the estimates 

Q. Do you know to whom that was furnished; whether tothe House c 
mittee or the Senate conimittee, or to the Joint Committee on the Librar 

A. Ido not know; I think its object was to furnish information to members 
of Congress, or something of that kind I think it was a desc: 
brary building 

Q. Do you know whether on 


A. Yes, sir; it was printed 


tion of t 





t was printed 
By Mr. PAYson 
Q. Asa public document 


A. Well, it had all the ear-marks of a bl document 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I call upon the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. 
HOLMAN] and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL], who 
are the only gentlemen who have seen that paper, so far as I know, 
whether the statement of figures is not the exact statement which was 
given by Senator MORRILL in the Senate and Mr. Singleton in th 
b Ly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman no doubt is aware that the con- 
cluding paragraph of the pamphlet is given in the testimony. 

Mr. PAYSON. It is in Mr. Smithmeyer’s testimony. I have it 
here 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would much prefer to have that quoted. 

Mr. PAYSON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I will dothat. | 
have just received this testimony from the gentleman’s clerk tl 
morning 

Mr. RYAN. Is that Mr. Smithmeyer’s testimony ? 

Mr. PAYSON. It is, and I will read from it 


Now, will you please state, colons whether that statement 

The one I have alluded to as made in the Senate by Mr. Mor 
and in the House by Mr. Singleton 

is filed } . with the committee and printed by order of the House 
whether that ts or is not, as far as you are informed, the basis upon which Ge 








eral Singleton mede his statement in the report and in the Hous 

A. | can not tell whether Mr. Singleton made his statement on this or what 

’ { told you that we did not know 

each other until about two weeks after the bill was passed. I never knew Mr 
Singleton until tu after the bill was passed 

Q. Did you give any other data he had before him except that report wh 
was printed the 2d of April, 1884? 

A. I never had a word of conversation with the gentlen 





he made it on As you al vare. Mr. Singleton 





o or three weeks 





T unt } » hy } acl 
passed Congress. What he had to guide him I do not kn = are or 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call my friend’s attention to the fact that the dat 
of the adoption of the partial plan is upon the paper; it is March 5 of 
this year. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, my friend from Indiana calls my attention to 
the fact that the date is indorsed upon the plan, March 5, 1888, the 
present year. These transactions were years ago, in 1884 and 1886. 

Mr. HOOKER. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois this ques 
tion, whether that is only a part of the original plan; I refer to th 
paper before him—a part and only a part of the original plan? 

Mr. PAYSON. It is; it is only a portion of the entire structure 
the west front and the central tower only; the other three sides and 


the interior galleries, which in the plan was all the space devoted to 
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nditure. No one would have voted for it; 








W to invol ich an ¢€ x} | 
it would not } e been report d from the committee. | 
Mr. WHI of Indiana What object do you think Mr. Smith- 
mey had in wi 

Mr. PAYSO r. Speaker, a man who is here in Congress and has | 
been in active ess life for years asks me what object an architect | 
could have in view in having his plans selected out of twenty-eight | 
othe é nditure of millions of dollars, and he appointed | 
at a liberal sal of five or six thousand dollars a year, with a pay-roll, | 
as contemplated, wh might be supposed to amount to thirty or forty 
thousand dollars under him as architect and have that under his super- 
vision If the sta ents of these facts are not an answer to the gen- | 
tleman’s qu ‘ then it is idle for me to endeavor to answer him. 
[ Applause. | 

lt was to re what he succeeded in securing, the adoption of his | 
plan; and believing that if the plan was adopted, and if this site for 
the building in front of the Capitol was secured at the expense of half | 


a million dollars, and the foundations, extending over the whole area, 
3.9 acres, were commenced with him as the architect, the Gov- 

ernment would be committed to this work; he knew the fact as well 
s he knew the truth of revealed religion that this Congress would re- | 
gard itself committed tothe project and it would goon, And yet gen- 


covering 


tlemen will stand here, as the gentleman from Alabama is standing 
nd in tha substantial portion of this plan shall go on and | 
go on when they must know that if that is done the balance of this 


structure will have to be erected. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I donot wish to interrupt the gentleman, but 
I would like to ask him a question there. 
Mr. PAYSON, Nothing will interrupt me when discussing a ques- 
tion of public importance. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. What answer did Mr. Smithmeyer make as 


to the amount he estimated it would require to construct this build- 
ing when before the committee of which Mr. HOLMAN is chairman? 

Mir. PAYSON. He confessed that he did not remember anything 
about it. He thought he rather did it pro bono publico—for the gen- 
eral good. Now, gentlemen may believe that, but I do not. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. He does not deny the authenticity of the | 
pamphlet that was issued by him? 

Mr. PAYSON. He did before it was discovered and presented to him; 
then he admitted its authenticity. 
WHITE, of Indiana. This Congress could have guarded itself 


iT 





by tting bidders on this building and finding out what it would cost. 

Mr. PAYSON. In answer to the gentleman, and in speaking to the 
point that I am trying to make, I will say that Congress relied upon 
the integrity, good faith, and judgment of this architect. He camein 
and stated to us that the building will cost completed so much money, 


and we took his word forit; foolishly, Iconcede now. Unsuspectingly 
and confidingly we did this. I hope I will beableto make the gentle- 
man from Indiana understand that if an architect comes to me and says 
‘*T can erect a building for you for $3,000,000,’’ and I give him $6,000 
a year for superintending that building, then some other architects and 
other people come to meand say “‘ You can get no such building with- 
an expenditure of from twelve to fifteen million dollars,’’ and I 
k him about it, and he does not say anything as to what it would 
cost, and when he finally says that it will cost three or four millions 
of dollars to build less than a quarter of the building, I think that man 
is in one of two positions. He either wilfully deceived me in the start, 
or else he is an ignoramus, who, in the language of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], ought not to be permitted to build a 
stable. 

ir, WHITE 
not agree to erect 
pian. [ Laughter. | 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I abandon the attempt to enlighten 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. WHITE]. He is clearly beyond my 
reach, [Laughter.] 

Recurring, Mr. Speaker, to the report made by Senator VoORHEES 
in the Forty-sixth Congress, and to the estimates made by Clark, Esty 
& Walker as to the cost of enlarging the Capitol, and to Smithmeyer’s 
plan and statements, it is perfectly clear that he, the architect, was in- 
forming the committee and Congress as to cost of the structure he was 
proposing. He had thesame general plan as now, except the style was 
Gothic and more florid in its ornamentation. He omitted to give any 
estimate of the amount, but made this statement, to which I ask spe- 
cial attention: ‘‘ However, the cast of the most expensive one of these 
designs [he submitted two] may be safely estimated to be less than 
that of a wing added to the Capitol of the same dimensions. ’’ 

The highest of the estimates which had been made for these added 
wings of the Capitol was $4,500,000, and, without going into the de- 
tails of an estimate, Mr. Smithmeyer said that either one of his two 
plans would cost less than the wings that were proposed to be added 
to the Capitol building. Now, supplement that with the evidence of 
Mr. Pelz, that he did make the estimate upon Pelz’s computation of 
quantities of material, and made it for that purpose, to inform Con- 
gress, giving a detailed description of that building, which included 
elevators, ventilating and heating apparatus, water-closets, and every- 


at 


I think you deceived yourselves. He did 
He simply agreed to furnish the 


, of Indiana. 
that building. 


SO 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








SEPTEMBER 18, 











thing of that character required to make it a complete building, and 
which was printed upon the motion of my colleague from Illinois [Mr. 
ADAMS], showing that the entirecost of the structure would be $3, 262, - 
600, it makes a case that can not be swept away by the assertion of 
inybody, however friendly to this architect or tel 


however intimately as- 


wiated with him, that he does not believe this man would inten- 
tionally deceive this House. It is not necessary for us to determine 
here whether he would intentionally deceive the House or not. 

It is enough for this House to be put in a position to determine 
whether or not the Congress acted with knowledge of the real situation 
when it adopted that plan. 

Again, when this matter was being considered the que n of cost 
was before the committee, as is shown by some of their proceedings. 


‘Members of that committee had had experience of what Congress had 


done with regard to other public buildings. Bear in mind that in all 
the speeches made in both Chambers with reference to the construction 


of this building, the question of prudent and economical expenditure 


of the public money was being constantly debated; and, asI have said, 


the committee had before them the experience of Congress as to other 





public buildings in this city. I have here a table showing the cost of 
our public buildings. This Capitol, constructed as it was, has cost, 
according to the authorities, about $15,000,000. The Treasury build- 


ing, with two hundred rooms, many of them elaborately decorated, 
cost $6,000,000. Interior Department, with 
one hundred and ninety-five rooms, cost less than $3,000,000. The 
Post-Office Department cost $1,700,000; and the State, War, and Navy 
Department somewhere about $10,000,000. 

Mr. ROGERS. I desire to ask my friend whether we have any esti- 
mate now as to the cost of either of the wings proposed to be con- 
structed, or of the whole building as proposed to be constructed, from 
any other source than Mr. Smithmeyer? 

Mr. PAYSON. None whatever; and none from him now, only a 
passive acquiescence in the general estimate that this wing and tower 
will cost probably four millions, and the whole structure, as stated by 
the gentleman from Alabama, about fourteen millions; the lowest I 
have heard is ten to twelve millions. 

Mr. ROGERS. It follows, therefore, that the committee are pro- 
ceeding upon estimates submitted by the man who originally estimated 
that the whole building would cost only something over three millions. 

Mr. PAYSON. Precisely; and the statement which he assents to 
with reference to the cost even of this wing is in the most general 
terms—‘“‘ from three to four millions.’’ The exact cost he edn not tell; 
nobody knows. Mr. Speaker, on another point. Has it been observed 
that in this conference report a discretion is to be confided to an officer 
in the War Department, the Chief of Engineers (at present General 
Casey), the like of which has never been given by any legislation in 
connection with the erection of any public building? Who can tell 
what this building ought to be constructed of? The committee do not 
inform this House. There are gentlemen who believe that for an en- 
during fire-proof structure brick is the best material. Others believe 
that granite is best; others believe that limestone is the best material. 
Still others believe that a marble edifice, with all the florid ornamenta- 
tion which the stonecutter’s art can supply, is none too good. 

Who is todetermine this? Iask the gentleman from Alabama, whose 
constituents have to bear their share in paying this expense, have we the 
right to be heard and say to something with reference to this matter? 
The gentleman from Alabama says this matter may all be safely con- 
fided to General. Casey. Why? Because he has shown himself to be 
a competent man as an executive to be placed in charge of the expendi- 
ture of a large amount of public money, as was demonstrated by his 
conduct in the control of the erection of the north and west wings of 
the State, War, and Navy Department building. Let me suggest to 
the gentleman from Alabama and to members about me to whom this 
appeal may have been made with a certain force, that General Casey’s 
duties in that regard were purely administrative; there was nothing 
confided to his judgment or discretion as to plan or material. The 
plan of that building had been settled and agreed upon. Its east front, 
with which the west front was to be identical in structure, had already 
been erected; the south front, which was the exact counterpart of what 
the north front was to be, had already been constructed. All that was 
needed, when General Casey was putin charge of that work, was to 
see that rigid economy was practiced in the expenditure of the public 
money in following specific plans—nothing else. He had nothing to 
do with the architectural plan, because Mr. Mullett’s plan was the plan 
followed; and, asI have said, the west front was to be erected as an 
exact counterpart of the east front, and the north front as an exact 
counterpart of the south front. It is no discredit to General Casey to 
say that he is not an architect. It is no discourtesy to him to say that, 
thongh he is an honest man and has expended the public money with 
rigid integrity, I, for one, do not believe that I should place in his 
hands a discretion to determine not only the material out of which this 
building shall be erected, not only its style of architecture, but its in- 
terior arrangements for holding and storing books, with reference to 
their safety and the convenience of the patrons of the Library, 

Let it be remembered, Mr. Speaker—and I may as well allude to it 
at this point—that the interior arrangement of a great library building 
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I have m average amount of common sense and can fully appreciate 
the fitne beauty of a public building—Iadmire it. Such 
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| every department and of all the buildings that it has connected with 


it from first to last, from turret to foundation stone, during the one 
hundred and ten years of its existence, cost £1,300,000, or about $6,- 
500,000 for the entire edifice, all the buildings complete—less than 
one-half the cost of this building if the plan suggested here is pursued. 
I now feel, then, that we are generous, more than generous, in this 
business when we provide three and a half or four millions of dollars 
That sum (and I do not speak as an architect, but I have con- 
versed with persons and prominent architects about this) will erect an 


here, 


| edifice that the country might well regard with honest pride. 


ought to be the character of our public stractures, Devoid of mere 
meretricious ornamentation, manifesting only the carver’s skill, that 
Interior Department building stands out as a thing of beauty in its 
severe sim} ty and plainness, butinimposing beauty. I have heard 
from time to time the State, War, and Navy building commended as 
the most beautiful in the city; but the Interior Department building | 
in jts modest simplicity and noble outlines will do for me and the peo- 
ple I re pres { 

Mr. FORNEY What did it cost? 

Mr. PAYSON, Less than three millions, and it has one hundred 


and ninety-seven fini 
The SPEAKER 


hed and highly-decorated rooms. 


pro tl The gentleman’s time has expired. 


2 mpore. 


Mr. ROGERS. if thegentleman wishes more time I will yield to him. 
Mr. PAYSON I would be glad to be indulged a little further. 
Mr. ROGERS. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. PAYSON. I thank the gentleman for his kindress. 


I was saying, Mr. Speaker, when interrupted, that I was in favor ot 
a Library and so lam. Iam in favor of such a building as 
the greatness and the grandeur and the power of this country will war- 
rant and ty] 
appropriation of necessary sums of money for that purpose; but I want 
it understcod from one, at least, that the amount of expenditures upon 
any building of a public character ought not to be the amount of money 


building, 


| Applau e. | | 


vical of our people, and such we can afford; and I favor the | 


in the Treasury upon which an architect or a designer may draw for | 


the purpose of erecting a memorial building to himself and in honor of 
his own name 

We all know the ambition, laudable, no doubt, amongst architects 
and builders, particularly those connected with the public buildings, 
to see some grand edifice erected under their control to stand far su- 
perior in its proportions, cost, and grandeur to anything that has been 


he 


done by any predecessor or rival in the same line, whether it be erected | 


by public or private enterprise. So strong is this influence in the 
minds of some men that I have been told of instances, without men- 
tioning names, in comparatively recent years, where architects of the 


‘Treasury have necessarily been removed because of the prevalence of 


that influence, controlling in their own minds, that every building 


they erected was to be better, more costly, and grander in its propor- | 


tions than those erected by others previously employed in the same 
capacity. We all know that these tendencies to extravagance exist. 
It may be a laudable ambition for the architect, but we are to de- 
termine what is to be done with the money of the people. We are en- 
trusted with the control of the public funds, and for myself I would 


greatly prefer, as more in accordance with the simplicity of our form of 


government, for a great public structure a building to be like the In- 
terior Department, rather than one whose outside is covered with pin- 
nacles and carvings like the State, War, and Navy Department build- 
ing. I think there is no comparison between them. But I would be 
perfectly willing to vote, and vote to-day, for a building involving an 


for this purpose, although I think the amount is largely more than is 
necessary. 

I have taken occasion to look into the cost of some of the public 
buildings throughout the world, and especially the one which was 
alluded to by my distinguished friend, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, who is always eloquent, the British Museum, but who does not 
remember its cost. As we sat here and listened to his vivid descrip- 


tion of that museum, with which the library is connected, I felt my- | 


self somewhat ashamed as a granger coming from an agricultural con- 
stituency, reared up amongst farmers and laboring men exclusively, 
coming from that walk in life myself—and I felt that perhaps I was 
guilty of a niggardly action in that I was not willing that the extrava- 


gant plan of Mr. Smithmeyer or some other gigantic expenditure should | 


be adopted to erect a public Library building in this country which 
might fittingly compare with the British Museum. 


matter in regard to the British Museum somewhat in detail. 
than merely a publie library. 


repository of art, antiquities, and there are numerous rooms filled with 
all curiosities which the most laborious searcher after knowledge could 
not exhaust; strange things from strange lands; room after room filled 
with art treasures; a vast collection of works of art and illustrations of 
archwology, the results of the researches of scholars for many years in the 
rich fields ofancient lands; a perfect poly technicschool, where thestudent 
can spend months and months and then not have half exhausted them, 
nor would half be told him. Amidst them all is the London library, 
with its magnificent reading-room. I do not wonder that the distin- 
guished gentleman from Pennsylvania felt inclined to worship the 
grandeur of the structure he so graphically portrayed. But wait. 
What did it cost? I find that the great reading-room and its attach- 
ments of the British library cost £160,000, or about $800,000. This 
has been the expense of that immense reading-room, with all its alcoves 
conrected with it, about which my friend from Pennsylvania was awe- 
etvicken as he saw it; and the entire cost of the museum proper in 


i 
| 





er 


| such edifice is enough for the Republic. 


We must bear in mind that not a great deal of money is to be ex- 
pended on the inside of the building outside of the alcovesand shelves. 
It is not like any of those buildings, like the War Department, or the 
Navy, or the Interior Department, where there are immense fire-proof 
rooms beautifully decorated inside. Outside of the central structure to 
be used as a reading-room, and which will be expensive for its interior 
adornment, the cost of the building will be mainly on the outside, on 
the exterior walls. 

Iam in favor, Mr. Speaker, I repeat, of appropriating for a public 
library, but before doing so I want to see the p/ans on which we are to 
operate, and to know what we are doing, We have been-told that we 
are amply protected because we are to have an Army officer in charge 
of this building, and that we can depend upon its cons‘raction and the 
limit of its cost. But we should not forget that a gentleman connected 
with the Army was also connected with the construction of the Pension 
building in this city, in Judiciary Square, about which I will utter no 
further comment than to recite a remark which was attributed to the 
late General Sheridan, that the only fault he had to find with it was 
that it was fire-proof. [Laughter. | 

It is a fair model, in its exterior, of a grain elevator in Chicago. One 
If the Army is satisfied, Iam, 
with that example; the sample does not suit. Nor do I want anything 
more of this architect. He has manifested toward Congress the same 
feeling of regard that is attributed to a distinguished railroad magnate 
in New York toward the public. [Laughter and applause. ] 

I see I need not repeat the language! 

What do they care for Congress, ifon any pretense they secrre the 
contract? 

We were fed from the spoon of promise, but tasted only disappoint- 
ment as the result. 

And if this thing had gone on, it would have been a standing monu- 
ment to the folly of gentlemen who when their eyes are open will per- 
mit it to proceed. Forone, I will not. 

Mr. Speaker, I spoke about the cost of the British Museum building. 
Now I would like to call attention to other libraries to which the 
gentleman [Mr. KELLEY] alluded, among them the great library in 
Munich, which is the second or third largest in the world. I had oc- 
casion to see how their books were housed, and what care and atten- 
tion were given to the matter there, and how much wealth the gov- 


| ernments of the Old World who have these fine buildings and these 
expenditure of $4,000,000 for the purpose of building a proper structure | 


grand structures, as was said, expended on them. I find that library 
contains 980,000 volumes of books, with all the accompaniment of 
maps and all that sort of thing, with works of art distributed here and 
there. The cost of that entire structure, suflicient for that immense 
library, which has received such favorable comment from scholars the 
world over, was £83,000—$415,000. That was all the money expended 
upon that magnificent building, as shown by authority furnished me 
by Mr. Spofford, our eminent librarian. And the great library at St. 
Petersburgh, containing 1,500,000 volumes, with all the accompanying 
manuscripts, which will bear about the same proportion in other coun- 


| tries as they do here, cost less than $1,500,000. 


It is sufficient for all Russia, and yet we are to be impliedly charged 
here with a niggardly disposition in the attempt to control the expendi- 
ture of the public money, because we do not approve and vote for a 
building costing anywhere from twelve to fifteen million dollars. The 


| gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FoRNEY] said that fourteen millions 
But since the gentleman has made his speech I have looked into the | 
It is more | 
True, the library is connected with it | 
and forms a portion of it, but in connection with the library is a vast | 


was the estimated cost of this building, if I got his figures correctly. 

Mr. FORNEY. Somewhere between ten and fourteen millions. 

Mr. PAYSON. Anda matter of $4,000,000 amounts to nothing! 
You can see, Mr. Speaker, how glibly we talk about millions. Now 
here is a little margin of four millions from ten to fourteen millions ! 
Four million dollars to be furnished by the tax-payers of this country, 
when every dollar that is raised by taxation has the sweat of some la- 
borer’s brow upon it and has felt the touch of the toil-hardened hand 
that produced it. It is to cost from ten to fourteen millions, a margin 
of something like four millions! 

Mr. KELLEY. Five cents per head of the present population of the 
United States. 

Mr. PAYSON. Five cents per head of the present population, and 
to a man with a family of six that means six loaves of bread. It may 
be that there is some force in dealing in pennies in argument, but every 
5 cents that comes out of the laborer takes from him the price of a loaf 
of bread. [{Applause. ] 

And, Mr. Speaker, 1 cent a head for the sixty millions of people, if 
devoted to extravagant and improper appropriations, is just $600,000 
of wasteful extravagance that will not receive my vote or approval. 
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building, all the exterior of which is necessary 


| 


to be plea in ¢ t: this is now conceded. 

lhe this plan is now estimated as high as that of the com- 
pleted | of Clark and Esty. 

I i r the needs of t ibrary for but afew years 

if f ld he ut l ther is nls j e 

I } ( r | ea ) thi ske ch 

rl ‘ pl i Hl, pt the reading-room 1 t 
nmed l » the wh 

ty he n i 

t ‘ t} ( 1 ft } i 

r the ‘ ith 1 | building, n w, only 

eet i] i ind p l they could not,should 
not be used for hook stor I ort li this plan was designed for | 
oth i than book stora 1d hen¢ not adapted to that purpo-e 

»w, let me put the matter in this way—and I invite the attention 
of t chairman of the conference committee to this proposition: In 
this conference report you propose to repeal the statute except so 3 | 
the plan is r ted on this blue paper [illustrating]. If this con- 
ference rep adopted, the law stands as if it had never existed, and | 
the pre ent planis] esented to us without refere e to any probability- - 
and the gentleman sents to what I say without reference to any 
probability of tl rec 1 of { ba e of the structure. 


bilit 
Mr. FORNEY. Whether the balance shall be constructed is a ques- 


tion for posterity to determine. Those who come after us twenty-five 
or thirty years hence can settle that question for themselves. Weare 
not wound to erect the balance of the building; but if they wish to do 
80, iney cat 

Mr. PAYSON. Ido not ask what we are ‘‘ bound”’ to do, but what 
is in contemplation here? If any architect should come before this 
body, and an original proposition submit this plan, this part of the 
vhole structure, to us as that of a building suitable in point of archi- | 
tecture for this Congress to approve—a building suitable for the storage 


now in the Congressional Library—he would be branded 
as anu idiot by every man here, and by nobody sooner than by the dis- 


tinguished gentleman from Alabama, and therefore this partial plan | 


should not be proceeded with. 

Mr. CHEADLI Of what kind of material is this building to be? 

Mr. PAYSON, nothing is specified. That is one 
of the many matters to be confided to the discretion of the gentleman 
who for the time being shall occupy the position of Chief of Engineers 
under the War Department. To-day that officer is General Casey; to- 
| nay be somebody else, who may be promoted to the posi- 
tion. Everything connected with this building; the architectural style, 
the internal arrangement, the material, the cost, etc., will, unless w 


shal! now adopt some limitation, be confided to the discretion of that 


officer under this conference report. 
Mr. Speaker, it is proper that this House when called upon to act 
should act upon information which is at least prima facie reliable. The 


» far as I know, which has been constructed 


Nobody know 





mol yw ie 


building, 
yy the General Government has been submitted to Congress for its ap- 
proval. I had hoped when I ceased my opposition to the Library bill 
in the Forty-ninth Congress that we were entering upon the construc- 
tion of a public buildjng as to which no breath of scandal or improper 
criticism should ever arise. Inever believed that weshould be within 
a year and a half from the time we voted for the erection of that build- 
to face with a proposition that we should suspend its con- 
struction, repeal the law under which it was begun, and makeachange 
in its entire plan, that change brought about, as is confessed by the 
chairman of the conferenc committee, because Congress was utterly 
deccived b* ymmebody, the architect, as I believe from the evidence 
before me, because of his denial under oath before the distinguished 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] of any responsibility for this 
estimate, now followed by a confession that it was made and circulated 


ing met face 








over his signature by Mr. Smithmeyer, supplemented again by the 

tatement partner who made the estimates on which those fig 
ures wert hmitted—because we have been deceived, and by him. 
silence i x ble when truth ought to be spoken. 

On the Ist day of September, in this House, the distinguished gentle- 
man from iusylvania, as spokesman for his friend, Mr. Smithmeyer, 
asserted that no th estimates were ever made by the authority 
of Mr. Sn That statement has been printed in the REcorD; 
the debate has been copied int» the publie press; everybody knew what 
the charge ily papers of this city have been discussing it in 

afte and Mr. Smithmeyer’s mouth is closed. No word 
came from him admitting what he has done, or saying that he was mis- 
taken about it, voluntaril Only after the paper was found and he 





called as : he admit anything. 

It would have been honorable for him voluntarily to have done it. 
His duty to this Congress, his duty as a public servant drawing public 
money as compensation for his time in this business, demanded he should 
be speedy and not tardy in coming forward and correcting these mis- 
takes out of which this action, now most shameful, I regret to say, 
arises, in which we are compelled to take part, to retrace our steps, to 
call a halt, and ascertain from somebody, because we can not from him, 





| on the subject to be unequaled among librarians. 
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what this building will cost, or what some building will cost which is 
necessary for the purpose to preserve and protect what I hope will be 
the grandest collection of the literature of the world. 

I wish that time to come. 
liberally for that; 


7:7 


It can not come toospeedily. I will vote 
but whatever I do will be done in performance of 








¥ ly ‘ witt y ? ¢ } , . 

I cduty, with some degree of right, of prudence in the care of 

mol that would be d Treasury of the United States 
, } . 

3 dividual pro} the money as my own. At 
] t that de e of 1 ised by me. and I hope by 
i y lk A Jy 4ue, ane 10p y 

1 4 
r men rs ol House 
* t, . } 4 hia — - 4 f "7 . 
OW, 217. Hpeakt le this House vote down this conference report. 
\o one is harmed by it. Weare agreed on everything else to do when 
that time shall come. I will offer the substance of what I read to the 


House, which is the proposition we sent to the Senate, and with the 
wivilege on the part of the committee to report at any time. [Ap- 
ylause.| i thank the House for its kind attention. 

Mr. ROGERS. I will now yield to the gentleman from Pennsylva- 


nia {Mr. KELLEY]. 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, we have a magnificent Library, not 
comparable in extent to some of the great libraries of Europe, but the 


foundation of one of the finest and greatest Libraries of the world. We 
have a librarian in Mr. Spofford who is said by those competent to speak 
Yet we have access 


to but a comparatively small partof our Library. Whileit is theoret- 





ically open to the whole people of the country and of t d, it is 
not practically open to any of us. I ask why this deplorable condition 
of things exists? Because there is not accommodation for the books 


we own, and with the best possible system for the preservation and ce 


livery of books it is often impossible for the attendants to lind a book 
or a set of the volumes of a book. 
It was, I think, Lord Palmerston who defined ‘‘ dirt as matter out 
of place,’’ and if anybody will go through the crowded alcoves and 
corridors of our Library he will see costly works of art which come under 
Lord Palmerston’s definition of dirt, and they are not in place simply 
because Congress has not provided accommodation for them. Itis not 
that we are or have been too poor to provideample accommodation for 
them, together with future accretions under the copyright law. The 
pending question is, do we want a Library building that will relieve, 
this engorgement and afford facilities for the use of books which we 
have, which will enable our distinguished Librarian to systematize our 
igravings, charts, and maps, and to assign proper positions to the an- 
nually accumulating books to be received as donations as well as un- 
der the copyright law, and purchases made with the annual appropri- 
ation Congress makes, to give ready access to the two bodies of the 
national law-makers, to the judges of the United States and other 
courts, to the executive officers of the Government and others—current 
contributions to knowledge? 
Chat is the question before the House. The gentleman from Illinois 
seems to have lost sight of it in his eager denunciations of my friend, 
John L. Smithmeyer, whose plan for a Library building was adopted 
by the Forty-ninth Congress. And in passing to the consideration of 
this question I may, in view of the manner of the gentleman from 
Illinois, under whose architectural wisdom and experience that of 
John L, Smithmeyer has been extinguished, tell the House some- 
thing of Mr. Smithmeyer’s professional history. It began while a mere 
lad in Vienna. Before he came to manhood the revolution of 1848 oc- 
curred, and he found himself a fugitive patriot in a strange land. He 
gained his living as he could, while he devoted himself to the passion 
of his life, architecture. With what measure of success? I point you 
to yonder drawing as evidence of his competency; anc I recall to the 
memory of the older members of the House the noble drawing that 
stood where it does for one session after another. The interior of the 
building has not been modified, but the exterior was Gothic, and to 
my eyes more beautiful in its Gothic elegance, of which style there are 
no illustrations in the architecture of the capital city more beautiful, 
than any I ever saw in foreign countries. 

He has been a practitioner, and a successful one, of his profession in 
this country for over a quarter of a century, and is one of the oldest 
members of the American Institute of Architects. He is a fellow of 
that national institute. He is president of the Association of Archi- 
tects of the city of Washington. He is president of the Association of 
Technics, composed of civil and topographical engineers, ete.; and I 
have never heard, in all the wild slanders which now flood the corri- 
dors of the Capitol, and of every hotel in and about Washington, an 
authentic case of his failure to satisfactorily execute one of accepted 
Indeed, the only fault I have heard found with him by build- 
ers has been his excessive rigidity in demanding that the material 
adopted shall be adequate for the contemplated work and in so testing 
materials submitted by contractors as to insure to the builders such 
materials as were advertised for and agreed to be paid for. He has 
practiced his profession for nineteen years in the city of Washington 
and strangely enough, according to the allegations of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. PAyson], for three of these years he was withou 
architectural training or skill, as Mr. Pelz, to whom he ascribes th 
brains and skill of the firm, has been in copartnership with him for but 
about sixteen of the nineteen years. 
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ments will be less than 2 cents | ita of ista a 
The gentleman replied asthough I spoke of an annual tax of 5 cents. 
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firm without 1 oving the roof which meanwhile sheltered the Capi- 
tol 

This afternoon while the debate was going on I heard a sneer at the 
Pension Office Ignorant laymen may sneer at that building, yet it is 
modeled after one of the most famous buildings of a great Grecian archi- | 
te but expanded and enlarged, and it is to-day an unequaled struct 

x the purposes for which it was constructed, which require a great 
tmber of rooms with ample light and means of ventilation. 

When Fanny Kemble first came to this country she wrote of the 
United States Bank building as ‘‘a beautiful little copy of the Parthe 
non A ‘little’? copy, twenty feet longer and proportionately wider | 

d higher than the Parthenon It stands to-day as the United States | 
custom- house at Philadelphia, a monument of the classic taste and archi 


tectural ability of an engineer who had quitted th« 
civil engineer of the Baltimoreand Ohio Railroad, William Strickland. 
1 could go on giving tances, but it is unnecessar: I ask this House | 
to confide to a man of that type $500,000, with instructions to exam- 
foundations of this building as far as they have gone, to see that 
the money applied to its further construction is used economically, as 
wis the money he expended on the War, State, and Navy Department 
building, and at the same time to hasten a section of this building to | 
ich completion as will give Congress access to the rich treasures of its 
{ Applause. ] 


Army and been the 


; ry 


ine the 


own Library. 


Mr. HOLMAN subsequently obtained unanimous consent to have 
printed in the Recorp the following statement by the Architect of the 
( up ol 

WasHiInoton, D. C., September 12, 188 
Sut As relates to the sworn statement of Mr. J. L.Smithmeyer, architect of 


sional Library building, which was read in the House of Repre- 


the Congres 
sentatives on the 4th instant, I desire to make the following statement, which I 
wish to be considered as a part of my testimony in the case. 

What I said. or intended to say,in regard to the bricks which were obtained 


un the buildings which were torn down by direction of the commission, and 
hich were disposed of and taken from the grounds, in order to make room for 
ve w materials to be used, isas follows: A large number of bricks and broken 
sor bats, were thus obtained, which were either sold or, as in the case of 
ine of the broken bricks, hauled to the dumping-ground. This was done in 
unpliance with the request of the architect. 1 didnot concur in such disposal 
ese brick, as 1 was, and still am, of the opinion that all this material could 
have been used advantageously in the construction of the building—the brick 
n the walls, and the “ bats” for interior concrete—that is for the cellar floor 
nnd tilling up the other floors, and for various purposes in connection with the 
\ 


it 


oft 
j 


> 


{i} 


work. 
rave no knowledge of the amount received from the sale of the brick, asthe 

etary of the commission had that matter in charge, with directions to make 
returns tothe Secretary of the Interior, the officer named by law to disburse the 
money appropriated for this building, and consequently to receive moneys ob- 
tained from sales and for rents. 

\s to the grading referred to by the architect, I will say that after the old 
buildings on the Library square were torn down the commission began grad 
ing the groundsand clearingthe débris from the sites of theold buildings. The 
grading was begun on the assumption that the Library grounds should be 
xraded in a manner to suit the grade of the Capitol grounds, so that the roads 
and walks of the latter would connect and run intothe former grounds, It was 
supposed so far as I was concerned that the two grounds would form, when 
completed, a harmonious whole, 

\fter Mr. Smithmeyer became connected with the work, he protested against 
this manner of grading and at once proceeded to grade as can be seen at present, 
thitis, to set the building on a mound atits western front. Mr. Olmsted, land- 
scape architect, made a plan for the treatment of the Library grounds (which I 
furnish herewith), looking to the grading of the same in a manner correspond- 
ing to those of the Capitol,and showing how the building might be placed on 
the reservation without shutting out the whole view of the Capitol building 
from Pennsylvania avenue, the main approach from Capitol Hill. 

Much if not the greater portion of the expense for this grading was incurred 
after the architect took charge,and under his direction, as may be seen from 


the following letter from Mr. John T. Morgan, foreman : 
“OFVICE OF THE COMMIS°'ON FOR THE CONSTRUCTION 
“Or THE CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY BUILDING, 


“No. 145 East CAPITOL STREET, 
“Washington, D. C., September 12, 1888. 


Dean Str: In reference to the gradingdone by days’ labor on the site of the 


Congressional Library Building, in grading and cutting down the grounds out- | 


side of the building line, I have the honor to state that after the work was tem- 
porarily suspended, on February 21, 1887, it was again resumed in March, 1887, 
and continued until the end of the year, under the direction of the architect. 


\ great deal of the cutting down of the ground above referred to, the larger | 


part of it, was done after February, as the following statement from the books 
of the office, made up from my reports of daily labor, will show: 





Cost. 

DB Arle, 2OGT .00.sccsercvccccceccescnvevesensbeoossvencssresenes squianibetcanddids: ecinatiannni . $1,401.00 
May, 1887 158. 75 
June, 1887....... 854. 64 
July, 1887. 842.44 
August, 1857.. 697. 64 
September, L887 564, 25 
October, 1887. 849. 98 
November, 1887 153. 67 

58. 50 


December, 1887.. 








A total of 


“This does not include the cost of filling up and making the terraces and other 
similar work, and was only for the cutting down of the grounds to grade. 


“Very respectfully, 
“JOHN T. MORGAN, Foreman. 
“Mr. EDWARD CLARK, 
“Architect of the Capitol and Commissioner of 
“Congressional Library Building.” 


I had no agency in procuring for the use of the contractor the cement-mixing 
plant. This was loaned to the contractor under certain conditions, as may be 
soen from the following extract of the minutes of the commission : 








KECORD—HOUSE. 


SEPTEMBER 18, 





Extract from the minutes of proceedings of the Congressional Library Com- 
mission 

12 

* 


rembe? 1887, 


nr 


* 


“SATURDAY, 


* . 


* i * 

It was decided to loan Mr. E. E. Barnes certain material and tools obtained 
from the superintendent of the State, War, and Navy Department building, to 
be used by Mr. Barnes in the execution of his contract for laying of concrete 
foundation, with the understanding that an account should be keptof the wear 
and tear of such tools, and that while Mr. Barnes should be credited with any 
sum he might expend in the repair of such tools, he should also pay for any 


damage to the same 
& 


. ‘ » 
Iam, very respectfully, 
EDWARD CLARK, 
irchitect United States Capitol, 
Commis for th l of the Congressional Library Building, 


lion, WILLIAM S. HOLMAN, 
Chai n of the Committee to Investigate the Construc'ion of the 
new Library Building, House of Represent 


m 
ttives. 


Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, it is very desirable that we should 
dispose of this bill as soon as possible, and I now ask unanimous con- 


| sent that the debate be limited to one hour to-morrow, the time to be 


equally divided. 
There was no objection, and it was 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

\ message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of the House to the bill 
(5S. 1988) granting a pension to H. R. Blackiston. 

The message further announced that the Senate requested the House 
to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 925) for the relief of Matthew 
W. Berryman; and the bill (S. 3193) directing the commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to convey to William Brown part of an alley 
in square 1:20 in the city of Washington, on certain conditions. 

SENATE BILLS RETURNED. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a request from the 
Senate for the return to the Senate of the bill (S. 3193) directing the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia to convey to Samuel Brown 
a part of an alley in square 120 in the city of Washington, on certain 
conditions; and also for the return of the bill (H. R. 925) for the relief 
of Matthew W. Berryman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will be complied with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

PRINTING OF TESTIMONY. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 

favorably the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the testimony taken by the Select Committee to Investigate the 
Construction of the New Library Building be printed. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. The estimated cost is $435. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills and joint resolution 
of the following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (S. 124) granting a pension to Henry F.. Kaiser; 

A bill (S. 186) to amend section 1225, Revised Statutes, concerning 
details of officers of the Army and Navy to educational institutions, 


so ordered. 


If there be no objection these requests 


etc. ; 
A bill (S. 576) for the relief of Semon Bache & Co. ; 
A bill (S. 1988) granting a pension to Henry Blakiston; 
A bill (S. 2713) granting a pension to Pierre Bottineau; 
A bill (S. 2938) granting a pension to James McDonald; 
A bill (S. 2951) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Morrison Elliott; 
A bill (S. 3130) granting a pension to Patrick Welsh; 


3236) granting an increase of pension to George A. Wash- 
burn, late major Sixteenth Connecticut Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 5092) for the relief of Charles L. Bradwell; 

A bill (H. R. 11336) supplementary to an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,’’ approved the 
6th day of May, 1882; 

A bill (H. R. 8751) providing for the erection of sundry light-houses 
and fog-signals in Lake Superior, Lakes Huron, Erie, and Michigan, 
and range-lights in Lake St. Clair and Detroit River; 

A bill (H. R. 10931) to donate and transfer to the State of Louisiana 
for quarantine purposes certain lands on the Mississippi River belong- 
ing to the United States, subject to reversion to the United States in the 
event of their non-usage for quarantine purposes, and requiring the 
proper department of the United States Government to execute the 
necessary transfer to the State of Louisiana on the condition aforesaid ; 
and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 223) declaring the meaning of a clause in 
the river and harbor act of August 11, 1888. 


or 


wae 
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Mr. CATCHINGS, from the Cor ian 
unanimous consent, reporte 1 back with fa, in mendat 2 
bill (H. R. 11446) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act making apprupri- 


ations for the cons 








works on rivers : 
1884. 
Mr. CATCHINGS, 









































sideration of that bill. 

Phe SPEAKER pro tei Is the ‘ 
the gentleman from Mis that tl ' 

Mr. DINGLEY Let tl be read 

ll bill was read, a rile ‘ 

i / { } t « ” 4 
a r sir < 
harbors othe 1 ; 
he d, t] sal 

Ss Phat it sl ‘ vy of vi 
r ns res] tot i 4 
R ( the St. Marvy’s I 3 ¢ l i} 
t St. ¢ Flats Ship-Ca 1 
; : nd re s shall be 1 s 
f f the p Ww , 
i I exceeding six 1 ‘ 
the | ted St witl whose ( s , ] 

Si That this act shall tak ffect liate 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to 1 
ot this. bill? 

Chere was no objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let ushavethe report read. We want toun 
stand the object of this legislation. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I can explain it ina moment Che ettect of the 
bill is simply to extend to the St. ¢ Flats Canal the provisions of 
the act of 1884, which now apply to the Louisville and Portland Ca- 
nal, the Des Moines Rapids Canal, and the Sault Ste. Marie Canal 
By this legislation the Secretary of War will be enabled to prescribe 
proper rales and regulations governing the passage through that ca 
of ships navigating the lakes. He now makes such regulations w 
reference to the other canals I ha 

Mr. McMILLIN. What evil i remedied by this 
lation? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The Secret iry of War has now no power toma 
these regulations with reference to the St. Clair Flats Canal; and the 
necessity of such regulations has been shown by the fact that there ha 
recently been in that eanal an absolute blockade 

Mr. SPRINGER. I donot know whether I correctly understood 
reading of the bill: but if I did, it i t < ) 
sons who may violate these regulati irtment , 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The bill does ny new legisla 
beyond extending to the St. Clair Flat i 1884, w 
now applies to the other three cana I have n ed 

Mr. SPRINGER. Can we authorize the Secretary of War to pre- 
scribe rules and regulations the violation of which will be pun 
in this way ? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I hope we shall not go into a dis ion of any 
question of that kind. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I will state len from Illinois t 
in the act of 1884 the St. Clair Flat gs inadvert omitt 
This bill simply amends that act so that the Secretary « may pre 
scribe rules and regulations with referenceto this canal e now ¢ : 
with regard to the others. In this way the passag the craft up 
down will be regulated by rules of the Department, t liab ; 
to a blockade will be averted. Cries of ** Vote! ‘*Vote!’ ; 

Mr. KILGORE. What objection is there to the reading of t 
port? 

Mr. CATCHIN( I have non mut Tha re 1 its 
stance, 

Mr. KILGORE. I believe it is a good idea to have the report 1 

Mr. CATCHINGS. If there is time before the hour of adjournn 
let it be read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the session b 
tended five minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. McMILLIN. Or until this! is ¢ 
ol 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to extending tl 
session five minutes? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not object, with the understanding that 
session is extended only for the completion of action on the pend 
bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tem; the AT 
sion for five minutes, subject to the gent n 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]? The Chair hears none. , 

The report was read, as foliow 

The proposed bill seeks to amend section 7 of the act named by including i yu 





the rules and regulations provided therein for the er careand management 
of Des Moines Rapids Canal, St. Mary’s Falls Canal, and Louisville and Port- 
land Canal,the St. Clair Flats Ship Canal. The late blockade of lake craftin the | 
St. Clair Canal, on account of lack of proper regulations for the passage of ves- | 
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Mr. ADAMS, by unanimous consent, obtained ! to 1 AW 
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| 
from the files of the H vithout leaving copies, papers in the case | We, therefore, think there is no merit in the proposition, and t 
of J. W. ¢ ‘ ight to be indefinite ostponed 
L} EOF APRSENC] ri eport was agreed to, and the joint resolution indefinitely post 
7 
{ ed ' » Ve , . 
- 7 j mport 9 a ea —_ 3 | Mi At MER, from the Committe on Cr ie ce reporte l an é: 
a ho ‘ * ; es en ment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency py a 
d " ' | on bill; which was referred tothe Committee on Appropriations 3 
WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
I rred the followi s bills rted el everally hout 
See nt, and submitted ts tl n 
crt C] u 0 10 ing t ‘ rod d \ bill (H. R. 341 the relief of John Farl d 
i nn Indl ‘ , \ 1 (S. 729 I fof J. A. Henry a ( rs 
ir, BLAND bill (H 11456) to pay Philip Ir, CHANDLEI 1 the Select Commit 1 Ind ulers, to 
i L Tor t ’ ited and ‘ t Lot Lo m was referred Wis “UB th rel eort 
—_ eon \ r Cla 1 Indians, repo iin an am 
! | H. R. 11457 i of Mrs. Mar 
(re ( ef ‘ War Clain ( I MI A 
iy Mr. } I H. It. 11458) for the relief of S. P. | Mr. EDMUNDS. I am instructed by the Committee on Foreign 
Martiv—to the Cor ttee on War Claims. | iielations to report an order, for which I ask immediate consideration. 
ir. SHERMA \ bill (H. R. 11459) granting a pension to} The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read by the Secretary. 
Ow one C ttee on | lid Pensions. Che Chief Clerk read as follows: 
| Ordered, That the President of the Senate be directed to withholk 
j } 3 ssion to the House of Repre ia of tl ‘ Hlouse i c ‘ \n * 
. . . ' t to prohibit the coming of Chinese labore to the United Sta the a 
A hie t pa é ud on 1 Clerk's at ther direction of the Senat: 4 
under the rule, and referred as follo Mr. TELLER. I object to the present consideration of that order. 5 
Mr. FORD: Pet f W. H. He 1an and others, citizens of The PRESIDENT pro tempore. t will lie over under the rules. 
Michigan, for legis n to prohibit the shipment of liquors to heathen | Mr, STEWART. I should like to have the resolution again read. 
nations—to the Sel Committee on the Aleoholie Liquor Trafiic. | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will bea » read. 
Mr. LODGE: Petitions of Abby Morton Dias and 119 others, citi The Chief Clerk read the order. 
of the United States; of T. W. Caldwell and 35 others, citizens of | Mr. VEST. I should like to make an inquiry. What would be the 
Bourbon County, Kansas; of Clara Patterson and 33 others, citizens of effect of non-action on the part of the } enate as to that resolution ? 
Crawford ( nty, Kansas, and of Mary Chace Tolman and 16 others, cit- Will the Chinese restriction bill remain here until the resolution is 
zeiis Of Barnstable County, Massachusetts, to remunerate Anna Ella | taken up and acted upon, or will the officers of the Senate in the d 
Carroll for services during the late war—to the Committee on War | charge of their routine duties be compelled or required to take th 
Claims. . to the other House? 
fr. PUGSLEY: Petition of J, P. Mathews, for the passage ofa| We have had a little experience on that subject lately, not directly 
il pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | in the line of action between the two Houses, but with the commis- 
M RICHARDSON: Petition of Robert F. Bell, of Davidson ; sioners of the District of Columbia. Whilst a resolution was pending : 
C y, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— | here forbidding them to put up certain overhead electric wires, they 
to the Committee on War Claims. proceeded to put them up without any regard to our resolution or with- 
5 Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Ann M. C. MeNicholas, of | out any regard to our non-action. if I may so « xpress it. 
Dickson County, Tennessee, for reference of her claim to the Court of I should like to know what the officers of this body will do if the 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. resolution lies here for one day or five days? In other words, does the 
| offering of the resolution suspend the action of the officers of the Senate : 
| in transmitting the action of the Senate upon the bill to the other i 
SENATE. House? , : ; : 
Mr. TELLER. IfI may say a word on this remarkable resolution, : 
WEDNESDAY, September 19, 1888. it seems to me that if the Senate should pass it it would be a very 3 
singular thing to request the President of the Senate to withhold a bill. * 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. ButLEr, D. D. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator misapprehends the . 
i terday’s pi dings was read and approved. | tenor of the resolution. It will be again read for the information of % 
(TIONS AND MEMORIALS. | the Senate. 3 


Mr. TELLER. I tried to listen to it, but I could not tell just what 
it meant. 
‘he PRESIDENT pro ter 


: 


Mr. PASCO presented the petition of Mrs. Mary E. Boyd, of Palatka, 
g for the payment of a claim 
a the United States in behalf of the successors in interest of the | _ . len Goan aide enumemntion ‘Fhe sesalution will he annin read 
ate firm Boyd & Monroe, and the heirs of the partners of that firm, he Chief a. irere a sig ta 
om acc 1+ of the ire of th yner Richard Law: which was 1 1e Chief Clerk read the resolution. 


es ‘ — rC- | ry pre wNT! . a - is eat . lh, : » hoan . ha 
eared to the Committee on Claims. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection having been made, tl 


ww of Rol I. Bovd, prayin 





tors willresume their seats and 





ae ' . . sn ; | resolution lies over under the rules. 
tr. FAULKN presented the petition of Jonathan W. Thatcher, | ? on lies “dyad! pma~ the rt ont rae . 
f ‘ . \ ae ‘ a ae Mr. TELLER. I will say that I object to that. I did not unde 
of 1% ey County, W Virginia, praying Congress to refer his claim 1 the first . ate “hearth ; ' 
ed ee stand o1 e first reading exactly what the import was; but as it o 2 
to Cs i Claims for adjudication; which was referred to the Com- | ~ - - aS SES tare a a . , 3 
3 ‘ delay the bill in reaching the President, I object. ‘ 
I i { 7 ¥ 
op & 
EPORTS OF COMMITTEES. | KENTUCKY RIVER BRIDGI 3 
’ > } ‘ 2 + P. 7 ' ar “TY ww" . ‘ . ‘ 8 
Mr. BLAIR, fror e Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred | Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to re- .s 
the bill (J . 96 nting a pension to H. 8. Sayre, reported it with- | port with amendments the bill (S. 3471) to authorize the construct ; 
‘ mendment, a ibmitted a report thereon. | of bridges across the Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Lou cae 
Mr. J UNI m instructed by the Committee on Foreign Re- | ville Southern Railroad Company. The Senator from Kentucky [ Mr a 
lations, to v \ red the joint resolution (S. R. 71) providing | BLAcKBURN], who introduced the bill, was called home last night is 


| te ¢ On 


SOF Tat , report by the Secretary of State of the claim | compelled to leave the city. He requested me to ask the Senate to con- 
ol ] i f Walter H. Stevens, deceased, to report | sider the bill and pass it, as the company who are building their road 
tI me a ly, with arecommendation that it be indefinitely post- | had built it up to the vicinity of the Kentucky River and are anxious 








nm \ I yt drawn up a written report, but I can state the | for the passage of the bill throrgh both Houses, so as not to be delay« 
inds upor h committee proceeded in two minutes. in the work. It is just an ordiaary bridge bill, and I ask the consid- 
In the first place, the claim, if it ever had any existence, arose be- | eration of it now by the Senate. a 
. . he 


: 
{i the time ot the M can Claims Commission, and it should have | Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the bill acl. Pas 
° bet resented to that commission, it being a claim against the Re The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at long I 7 
if Mexico. ‘There is no ground to impute to the authorities of | information if there be no objection. f 


t} i tes any failure of their duty in respect of the presenta- The Chief Clerk read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, th 





tion of the claim o1 non-presentation of it to that commission. as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
In the second place, the committee are satisfied that the claim never The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments reported from the ' 
had any rigltiul foundation in the beginning, it being, as we believe, | Committee on Commerce will be stated in their order. ; 





a fraudulent transfer by a French quartermaster, just as the French | The first amendment was, in section 3, line 9, before the word 
were being expelled from Vera Cruz in Mexico, to the original claim- | ‘‘ built,’’ to insert ‘‘ commenced or;’’ so as to read: 

ant, of a quantity of coal that was French public property, and was | And until the said plan and location of the bridge are approved by the Secre 
immediately seized by the Republic of Mexico, as it ought to have | tary of War the bridge shall not be commenced or built. 





been, as the property of the expelled enemy. The amendment was agreed to. 





private means are contributing as li uly as they « ery where in 


nid of these stricken p . it the whole peo; f the United 





8720 


The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. SHERMAN De- 
1887, as follow 


cember 19 

Resolved, That the Pr lent innual message be referred to the Committee 
on Finance 

fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the reso- 
lution is before the Senate, and the Senator from Arkansas will pro- 
ceed, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, being now satisfied by 
ide in the Senate within the last day or two by leading Re- 
publican members that there is very great uncertainty as to when the 
Millis bill will be reported back to this body, I have determined to 


Bpe eche 


change my original purpose to wait for the debate upon that bill, and | 
some general remarks upon the | 


have concluded to submit at this time 
question of tariff taxation, not attempting, of course, in the absence of 
the bill to discuss details, and 
the Senate 

The national revenues are excessive. Nobody denies that the col- 
annually into the Treasury of the United 


lection of millions of dollars 
States more than is needed, more than can be used by the Govern- 


ment, and every dollar of which is needed in the ordinary channels of 


business in the country, is little if any short of a crime. So much 
was the President impressed by the necessity of some relief from this 
evil that he devoted his last annual message to a discussion of it and 
urged upon Congress the necessity for prompt action. Commenting 
upon the present system and estimating the probable surplus at the 
beginning of the present fiscal year at $140,000,000, he said: 

The public Treasury, which should only exist as a conduit, conveying the 
people's tribute to its legitimate objects of expenditure, has become a hoarding 
place for money needlessly withdrawn from trade and the people’s use, thus 
crippling our national energies, suspending our country’s development, prevent- 
ing investment in productive enterprise, threatening financial disturbance, and 
inviting schemes of public plunder 

The House of Representatives almost two months since passed a bill 
intended to remedy this evil, but, as is now evident, that bill will not 
become a law; in fact it requires no power of prophecy to say that 
nothing will be done at this session of Congress to remedy this wrong. 
Both political parties desire thesurplus reduced, but they differ widely 
as to the reasons for it and consequently as to the method of reduction, 
and so strong is the feeling in each party against the methods proposed 
and the purposes intended by the other that no compromise is proba- 
ble and no reduction is likely to be accomplished. 

In the opinion of the Republican party the surplus 


tion, and any means which will prevent this accumulation or dissi- 
pate it after it is accomplished seems in the opinion of that party to 
meet all the requirements of the situation. On the other hand, the 
Democratic party not only consider the surplus an evil of itself, but 
they consider it also the accompaniment, the shadow merely, of a 
graver one, excessive taxation. 

Our national revenues are derived mainly from two sources—internal 
taxes.and a part of the tariff taxes. The internal taxes are simple and 
direct; the tariff, complex and not readily understood. Every cent 
collected under the one goes into the Treasury, while much the larger 
part of that which is collected under the other does not. 

For every dollar of revenue remitted under the one there will be ex- 
actly the same amount of tax reduction and no more, while for every 


dollar of revenue remitted under the otherthere will bea largely greater | 


reduction of f 


xation 
The Republi t 


an party are agreed in desiring the reduction of the 


surpius with the least possible reduction of taxes, one part of them for | 


this reason favoring a reduction by the removal of internal taxes, while 
another part absolutely advocate a reduction of revenue by increasing 
taxation. 


The Democratic party, on the other hand, believing that there is no | 


constitutional power in Congress to lay taxes except to raise revenue, 
would decrease the surplus by the largest possible reduction of taxa- 
tion necessary to bring about the result. 


Great and threatening as are the evils of this mere accumulation of 


money in the Treasury, the taxes from part of which it grows are a 
much graver one; while that class of taxes which, bearing heavily upon 
all, does not contribute.one cent to the revenue or to the surplus is the 
most indefensible and inexcusable of the entire lot. 

The issue is distinct; one party desires to be rid of the surplus only, 
and is willing to do this even by increasing the burden of taxation, 
while the other insists that the surplus shall be removed by removing 
the unnecessary taxation upon which it rests. 

It will be well for us to remember in this discussion that when we 
have failed to agree here we must appeal to the great body of Ameri- 
can people to determine this question, and that they must at last decide 
between us 
last determine this great problem, and we had best consider the lights 
in which it will appeartothem. The principlesupon which the whole 


question rests are easily understood. 

Our people are slow to make important changes in matters of public 
policy. 
enuce— 

All experience hath shown that mankind are more disposed to suffer while 


As our fathers expressed it in the Declaration of Independ- 
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for this urpose I ask the indulgence of 


the mere ac- } 
cumulation of money in the Treasury—is the only evil in this situa- | 


The plain, practical, common sense of the masses must at | 
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1 
| ev ils are sufferabie than to right themselves by abolishing the forms to which 
| they are accustomed. 

This conservatism is perhaps more strongly marked in our race than 
in any other on the face of the earth, and it has been held by many 
wise men to be the great hope and security for the future. Always 
willing to endure the ills they have rather than fly to others they know 
not of, so long as there can be any doubt of the propriety of a change, 
| our people are ‘‘slow to wrath’’ and there need be even now no feat 
of any hasty, passionate, or inconsiderate action; but if it is though 
that the people will never act, that because they appear to hesitat 
| they will always submit to wrong, let me say that they only intend 
| to be sure that they are right and then they will goahead. Remembe 
that for years complaints came up from all quarters that the railroad 
| managers were guilty of great injustice to the masses of the people in 
the management of their roads; that they were building up one indi- 
vidual or town at the expense of another; that they were making and 
unmaking fortunes by their favoritism or prejudice; and were charg 
ing unreasonable rates for services, etc., yet the people, so unwilling 
| were they to act hastily, hesitated long. The matter was discussed in 
newspapers, upon the hustings, and in Congress, but at last, in God’s 
own good time, action came and all the money, influence, employ¢s 
and power of the railroads could not prevent the enactment of the 
interstate-commerce law. That law has come to stay; it will be im 
| proved as time and experience shows its defects, but it will live, and 
henceforth the railroads are subject to the law. 

The present problem of reform of taxation by the National Govern- 
ment is a greater question than that, more far-reaching in its effects 
| and more important in its consequences. It has been widely consid 
| ered and the people are slowly but surely working out a solution o 
| thisalso. Attempt after attempt has been made, but not until this 
session has a bill passed the House of Representatives. This isan im 
portant step and clearly indicates that the people are coming to a con- 
clusion, for there is no surer representative of public opinion than 
this great body coming directly from, in full sympathy with, and fre- 
| quently elected by the people. 

To clearly appreciate the opposite purposes of the two parties in th 
present contest, and to fully and plainly understand the consequences 
and effects of the plan proposed by each, it may be well to attempt to 
| state in plain and simple language the principles involved, and to con- 
sider them in so practical a way that they will be clearly comprehended 
| and fully understood by those who are most interested and who must 
finally decide this controversy—the ‘‘ plain common people.”? 


THE RIGHT AND POWER OF TAXATION, 

‘* The power to tax is the power to destroy.’’ It is an attribute of 
| sovereignty, and as such should always be exercised with the greatest 
| care and cireumspection, for a wrong committed in the exercise of this 
high function is practically without a remedy. Honest and patriotic 
| men, in view of this solemn responsibility, will not act in any doubt- 
| ful case in the exercise of this power against the interest of the general 
public except under circumstances of the greatest emergency. 

No good citizen will hesitate for one moment to contribute his fai: 
share toward the support of the Government. We are a law-abiding 
and a law-respecting people, and no American wishes to be freed from 
his proper share of the public burdens. In truth, in times of peril the 
people have shown a willingness to come to the relief of the Govern- 
ment without stopping to consider the question of obligation, as has 
been shown in every such instance in the nation’s life; but while they 
are thus willing todo all ‘‘that may become a man,’’ they are not will- 
ing to submit to injustice under any form nor on any pretense. The 
| people are willing to pay any just and necessary tax—certainly no un 

necessary tax ought to be now collected, and no unjust tax ought ever 
to be, under any circumstances, 

Any tax, even for the best and most commendable purposes, if im 
properly or unfairly levied and collected, is wrong, but levied and col 
lected for an improper or unauthorized purpose it is an injury to th: 
public, an injury to the state, of the very greatest character, amount- 
ing toacrime. The proper purpose of taxation is to raise money fo: 
public uses, and excludes any idea of private benefit or gain. A tay 

| levied for any other purpose is despotic and tyrannical. In this fre: 
country where we are glad to claim thatall men are ‘‘ born equal,’’ and 

| where all admit that the laws ought to bear equally upon all men, th 
taxes should be levied and collected from the property of the country 
in equal and uniform proportions. 

As the real value of property depends upon its productive capacity I 

| confess frankly that I would prefer, if possible, to see the revenues 0 
our country collected from the incomes derived from the wealth, th« 
| accumulated property of the people, but as it has seemed difficult to 

accomplish this, the plan adopted by most States seems reasonably fai: 
| in its practical operation. These as a rule lay and collect taxes upo 
| the property of their citizensadvalorem. By this means acitizen wit! 
| $10,000 worth of property pays ten times as much tax as one with 
$1,000 worth. This is fair, gives satisfaction, and commends itself to 
all just men and all loversof liberty andequality. If this system is ob 
jectionable at all, it is in that it bears equally upon all in proportion 
to property without regard to the circumstances or condition of the 
owner, 
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rHE HOME ; ‘ . ted t} ‘ 
Che very foundation of our civilization is amily, t l ‘ wort 
is the grandest of all institutions,’’ and is lief sch . 
virtue.’’ In the language of President Cleveland 
I streneth, t petu and es 
h ‘ established t iw of Go i ‘ , 
parental aut i sanctified by } 
It is, then, the wisest statesmanship to build upand guard the ] 3 | and not the G ‘ 
ol our eople by wise laws ant ealou Ca Vhat r 1s I . : ; 
good of this yreat institution should be carefi 1 ed 1 any on t . 
thing ou ws inimical to its welfare and d lopment ought to | case we 
} l, Every dollar of the proceeds ¢ daily la which go yl ¢ ai: Ah 
th supp ( th yme ought to b ré Liromt irde ( 2 
tax We exempt from taxation institutions of learning 1 e , 
chur wcount of the cl n of these ith o { 
incement and we ( gy, and the Simli asons oug to | 7% 
b So « mpt t ist to tl é necessaries of lif { é 
h is no home unless it contains food and for t iind as Ww ‘ 
as for the body. ( 
i with th ide {th Lbs r net i ou 
i e taxed, that man urs é np om t ition a vh ‘ t 
dollars and coll f their revenue ) t wi 1 is¢ ned beyond an 
nexcess of t tamoun i W iS¢ n and statesmaniike, es t 
pecially in this country where the laws should beso framed as to beat Let { wou 
least upon the members of societv who are struggling With adverse - 3 
cumstances, and should rest mainly upon those who are in afiluence 
This is precisely the principle that underlies our free-schoolsystem. In en t G 
that the property ot every one 1s made to « mntribute to the education 1) t tax On an; Oo 
of all, the child of him who pays the most receiving no more bene 
therefrom than the child of him wh ( ) eus 
Thus the policy of the States 1s se t efromt exat ) ‘ 
of taxation the absolute necessaries e, the family, and ( ‘ ' 
this that all property, all a l all be taxed in u 
form proportions for the support of tl 1m and for the e t 
tion of the young. to tot t d 
In our national finances this beneficent purpose is entirely wantin I 
and in its room we find what appears to be a determination that taxes | m ire! a 
for national purposes shall not be laid upon the wealth of the country t} e vea | ‘ ‘ 
at all, but upon the poverty and necessities of the people instead re t not 
great burden of the support of the National Government being laid u t of this 3 cents p 
the homes, and not upon the property of the people. It would seem | of t i slight 
that those who conceived and organized the system had framed it ipon ha i ire slightly ve I 
the idea that fact ce Snip t ry ! t , 
To him that hath sh be given, and he shall have abund ‘ ) fre ( > cent per vard iesst n 
that hath not shall be taken away even that wh | I | | ‘ 
There is no assessment of property for Federal taxation, ther no | under the ration 
account taken by the Fed ral Government of the fact that « l 1 of BI U pe ve 
owns a million of dollars’ worth of property, while his neighbo 3 | nickel irplus is not i ed 
by his daily labor, when contributions from each are 1 l l ! d y ; 
support of the Government. No beneficent exemptions in favor t t i e stitution oO t i 
family and the home find their place in the national statute-books, but ect taxes, not lay ta | 
on the contrary, as if the home and the fa ly were i utions to be p } t , ; ea 
taxed out of existence, the burdens of taxation are nicely a1 { d y 1 ere 
adroitly adjusted to bear directly upon them, and with a weig l 
creasing as the scale of poverty increases; it isa tax upon consump ibt « l 1ind y man I 
a tax upon liberty, a tax upon po , but not a tax upon property. s too high tl cent « t swindling combi 4 





The rule is that the lower-priced and cheaper imports must pay a 3 to! eé price h ed it, a I t that 


higher rate of taxation than the more co me |] t 
$100 worth of diamonds is taxed $10, 1 tor ) ling to 1 





taxed $18. The poor man who consumes of necessity articles of clot ch taxation in our 1 of e} t there can cel 
ing which are prote cted pays in prop yrtion to his consumption—each | « 
} 


article pays its share; clothing, hats, and shoes he must have, and In the language of the 
when he buys them he pays the tax; if his income is $500 a yea: 





all of it is spent for these things, he pays just as much toward the sup ‘ 
port of the Government as he whose income is $100,000 a year if his 
family consumes only as much asthe other. This is so plain that ther ied i 


can be no misunderstanding it, and it does not require a profes 
political economy to know that this is an outrage, that there is no 





equality in it; and the great tribunal before whom this question i ee a ‘ ; 
soon to be appealed for trial will readily see and promptly condemn | , ‘ ; a i, i il ietnettieaalc Mh. Ua Metad _ 
this wrong. ! I t i 
PURPOSES OF FEDERAL TAX and in fa snd oats 
Having considered to some extent the unjust methods of laying and | co like a “thief in the nicht,’’ and it is next to imy 
collecting our national taxes, I propose now to consider for a few min- | accurate how much is abstracted, but enou 3; known to k 
utes the graver evil of the purposes for which they are collected. In t aggregates perhaps a thousand 1 ns of ¢ rs ¢ [ft 


presenting my views upon this question I shall attempt to illustrate | been so estimated again and V3 etent men afte 
what I mean, by instances here and there, so that ‘‘ he who runs may | the most ca l ex tol '¥ 3 prot p 

a read’? my meaning. ~ land t s what t Republican party solemn ( 

F Whenever a tariff tax is laid upon any article, from that moment any | abandoned 

E man, citizen or foreigner, bringing such an article into this country 
must pay this tax at the custom-house of the port in which the article " 
is landed. From this one of two resultsis inevitable, either the article | are various ol ent, and unphilosophica 





. . ‘gs . . 
will not be brought in, orif it is imported it must cost the consumer When it was just beginning, the purpose was alleged to be t 
just that much more than he otherwise would have to pay for it. ‘‘infant industries rhe understanding was that this was to cont 


If there is no importation of the article the Government will derive | but a limited time, and the quantum of protection was quite moderate 


moO revenue from the tax, because there is none to collect; but if the | indeed, being from 5 to 15 per cent. prior to the beginning the pres- 
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wwe 
ent century; but as time has passed and the infants have grown and 
waxed fat. i tead of being willing to stand alone, they have grow 
strong « ivh to de for ye ill efforts to reduce their share of Pap, 
until now, in th ear of our Lord 1888, at the end of a century of na 
tional life the convention of a great party has boldly declare i 
We favor tl ntire repeal of rnal taxes rather than the su nder of as 
] : i ive 
And upon this declaration in favor of free whisky rather than cheaper 
e] and necessaries, the venerable and able leader of protectionist 
: med in his place in t House of Representatives 
w Lord lettest thou t servant de irt in peace, for mine eyes} 
{ LIValio Lin He] i } rt 
This exclamation on part is not to be wondered at, for he had 
long since turned his back on this false pretense and had said twenty 
years ago that he would 
protect « ry feeble « ilant | ch of dustry and quicken those that re 
robust 


now boidly declares that 


All pretenses that 


The Republican party 
tem must be maint 


purpose or ior int 


‘ the protective 
it 1s for a temporary 
last laid aside, and the American 


ained 


ant industries is at 
t 


people are put upon notice that their slavery is to be, not temporary 
as at first promised, but eternal 

I thank the Republican party throwing off the disguise and avow 
ing their 3 purp Che Democratic party on the other hand de- 
clares that it 

Indorses the eff ‘ Democratic represent 2 in Congress to 
a reduction of excessive taxation 

And thus the issue is joined. 


The Democratic House of Representatives have reported and passed 
and sent tous for our sanction a bill providing for a moderate reduc- 
tion of taxation, a reduction of the present average tax of 47 per cent. 
to about 42 percent. To this the Republican party will not agree, 
but will either adhere to the declarations of the Chicago convention 
and boldly advocate high-priced necessaries and low-priced whisky, or 
else, driven by the public sentiment of an outraged people, they will 
pretend to abendon this doctrine and offer some reduction of tariff tax- 
will relieve the s little as possible; while ‘‘ keep- 
ing the word of promise to theear will break it to the hope;’’ which 
only which are collected by the Government 
ive and unjust which are collected 





D ople 


more oppre 
by the manufacturers to remain. 
HF NTEREST OF LABOR. 
; pretense of protecting infant industries having been practically 
out vn, and acentury of protection having demonstrated that the 
infancy of these protected industries is to be eternal, the protectionists 
found it necessary to present the pretense that labor has in some way 
an jnterest in this, and they at once declare themselves ‘‘devoted to 
the protection of American labor and industries.’’? That they are de- 
voted to the protection of the industries—to the manufacture rs—needs 
no proof; their conduct demonstrates that. But their conduct just as 
conclusively proves that they are not devoted to the interests of Ameri- 





can or. The truth is ‘‘they are blindly wedded to the corporate 
powers of the country and have no proper regard for the interests of 
labor. ’ 


That the manufacturers reap a rich harvest from protection is self 
evident, but that the laborers receive any benefit from it is as certainly 
untrue. Every citizen knows that the supply and demand, the regu- 
lar market price, will regulate the price of labor. As has been well 
said, when there are two laborers and one employer the employer will 
fix the price of labor, but when there is one laborer and two employers 
the Jaborer will make the price. Those who have put themselves to | 
the trouble to notice have seen reductions in wages immediately upon 
the increase of the tariff too often to be misled by any pretense that the | 
object of the tariff is to protect labor. The protectionists themselves 
demonstrate the dishonesty of this pretense. 

The claim is that American labor can not compete with the poorer 
fed and poo | labor of Europe, and yet, while they have covered 
our statute-books w ich, laws to keep out the products of the labor of 
foreigners, have line 1e coasts with custom-houses and covered the 
seas with ships to pre vent the importation of the products of labor, 
they have not made an effort to prevent the importation of the very 
labor itself against the products of which the laws are passed, and they 
rejoice that ‘* men were on the free-list,’’ and consider them ‘‘ the most 
valuable conmodity we can import,’’ while their candidate for Presi- 
let go of the old idea that ours is the free home 
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cent can net @asliiyv 


of all comers. 


is protected versus the foreign fabric, but there is no pro- 


te t 1¢ labor gainst the foreign laborer. The very men are 
brought into this country to drive Americans out of the protected in- 
dustries } ise t] foreigners will work cheaper than Americans, as 


the investigations of the House committee recently in session in New 
ork show, wages having been reduced 60 per cent. in some instances, 
while protection has been kept up ali the time; and yet the plain peo- | 
ple of this country are asked to continue this tax upon themselves to 
enable these pets of unjust laws to pay high wages to American labor. 
The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], the foremost man of his | 
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party in ability, statesr inship nd exw has, during this session 
i that the leading question at issus 
ty of ¢ r to prote the ind 1 
iv th the \ ) ] I 
I vite s} Ll: ittention to th tion He who 
le it we hs his w | } 1) 1d nd care. It 
i it il nis i { pu ‘ l oO h he 
} vs tha t is not toy ¢ A me n lal eandi ypen 
7 ivowal to i this ce ’ it the ob t 
ot ft enublican part IS tO | te 1 tries rain undu co Y) 
with the borof Europe it tri nd not the lab i 
| t) 1 that is to] rot 1 Chis declaration rch Ling « f ) 
( t! ith of I ha been trying to dem trate that t 
pretense ol solicitude for Ar n hor is me! ting to catch ’ 
| while the real purpos is toenable the manu ure! » sell their prod- 
ucts to American consume it lvanced prices while th emplov t 
cheapest labor the world affords. 
The commissioner of labor of New York only last year reported 
officially (I quote his o 1 words 
iny large industria blishm«e . 3 not a single A 
work his is the swor testimony of seve ti , manufnet 
tl st e. Of course, the presence of ) rire iu ei f lgn-bern Ww . 
‘ 1 not but have a rious effect upon the trade iwh yl 
I tically secured a mo for that 1 ype ul t é 
American labor 
And just here it may not be amiss to note that vom » th ! y 
these people leads them to sow the wind, that the natural « equence 
| of their own conduct will be to reap the heed, for th me re 
| port also has the statement of a manufacturer, as follow 
So far as my observation goes in l to strikes the most unreasonabh! na 
hot-headed are foreigners, many of th turalized « and whio care 
little or nothing for our institution 
Their greed may yet be their ruin. ‘They should remember that th 
laws of God are eternal and always work out just results, and He } 
said that 
He that oppresseth the poor to increa i that 
l h shall come to want. 
Upon this subject Mr. Powderly, a leading I tative of la 
recently used the following language: 
Nine million seven hundred thousand ir vrants have landed 
more than the combined population of New York and Pennsylvania, and as 
much as the total p opul ation of Arizona, Arkansas, California, Colorado, ¢ 1- 
necticut, Dakota, Delaware, Florida, Idaho, Kansas, Louisiana, Maine,M nd 
Minnesota Montana. Nebraska, Nevada, New Hampshire, New Mexico, Oregon, 
Rhode Island, Utah, Washington Territory, West Virginia, and Wyoming ihe 
population which came previous to 1860 was civilized; that which coz lay 
is,in a great proportion, semi- barbarous. 
So long as this tide of unrestricted immigration is permitted to sweep in t! 





will take no steps to reform conditions at home. We must check it at once, o1 
instead of Americanizing those who come, they will Europeanize us 

These proofs of the falsity of the pretense that labor is protected by 
the tariff ‘‘ against the pauper labor of Europe’’ are not needed tocon- 
vince the masses, as their experience teaches them that the protected 
industries will get all they can by protection and pay just as little as 
possible for labor. ; Tt eH 

rhe tariff was enormously increased during the war. This was done 
to raise revenue, as the Government required extraordinary sums in the 
emergencies of the period. It was distinctly understood at the time 
that these extraordinary rates of taxation should continue only so long 
as the emergency continued, and the promise of reduction has been re- 
peated a thousand times since by the leading men of the Republican 
party. But those who are reaping the lion’s share of the profits of this 
system, having become accustomed to the vast advantages they derive 
from it and being now the absolute masters of the Republican party, 
will not consent to any reduction, but insist instead that the system 
shall become perpetual. 

One of the ablest advocates of this system recently, in the course of 

1n argument intended to persuade us that all that we have of prosperity 
comes from protection, uses the following language: 


What country can show such a trade as ours, such commerce, such immense 
transportation ‘lines, such a volume of exchanges, and such mis arvelous produc- 
tion from the raw material to the finished product? Its balance-sheet is with- 
out a parallel in the world’s history, richest in agriculture, greatest in its do- 
mestic trade and traffic, and leading in manufactures any nation in E urope. 
Why abandona policy which can point tosuch achievements and whose trophies 
are to be seen on every hand? The internal commerce of the United States is 
greater than the entire foreign commerce of Great Britain, France, Germany, 
Russia, Holland, Belgium, and Austria- Hungary. Why, a single railroad sys- 
tem in this country (that of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company) carries more 
tonnage and traffic in a single year than all the merchant ships of Great Brit: uit 
The whole of Europe has not builtas many miles of railroad as this country has 
during some recent years, and in 1880 the whole known world did not lay as 
many miles of track as were laid across this country. Great Britain’s foreign 
commerce equals about one-sixth of our domestic commerce. Can wedo better 
under any other fiseal policy? Wesay no Wise statesmanship commands us, 
therefore, to let well enough alone. 


Another distinguished protectionist in an open letter to the Presi- 
dent of the United States and to the Speaker of the House of _—, - 
sentatives, which he thought of sufficient importance to be printed i 
pamphlet form and laid upon all our tables, uses the following lan- 
guage: 

“he period since the war—1865-’87—has witnessed strikes, lockouts, the or- 






| Ee ization of labor, offensive and defensive, to an extent never before known 
in this country, and to-day shows a feeling of widespread discontent among the 
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sum of $846.95 is of equal value to one of their men in whose welfare 

we are assured they feel such a deep and abiding interest. They are 

liberality of their great hearts, to give to one of their 

has fed and clothed himself and his family, provided 

he keeps well and a good and faithful work, just the same amount 

that they take for th e of $816.95 capital invested in this ‘‘industry”’ 
ted against the cheap products of Europe , 


Jaborera after h 


which must be protec 


rhe census reports also show that there are invested and employed 
in Bessemer and open-hearth steel manufactures as follows: 
Cupital....cc Spovevrerercsaccsceprdnonsesesesscesasoucgiooesanesetner ove $20, 975, 999. 00 
Hands x 10, 895 
Wages paid $i 930. 349. 00 
Value of materials used.,...... 36, $26, 928. 00 
Vroducts oe i 55, 805, 210. 00 
Average wages paid in this industry per hand 152.53 

Deduct wages and materials from gross products as before and we find 

1,047,933 as the net product per apnum on the investment of $20,- 





175,999. After repaying total amounts paid for material and wages, this 


yields to the manutacturer $452.53 net profit upon every amount of 
$675.66 invested. 

Yet when there is a proposition to reduce the tariff on steel rails the 
laborers are notified, by the report on the Mills bill of the minority of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, that any cut comes upon them, as 
follows: 

If the majority desire to insure the handing over of our steel-rail market to 
our English rivals, th 
the workingmen who are employed in producing the raw material and finished 
products of our steel-rail works are willing toacceptstill lower wages than they 
are now receiving, and the railroad companies which transport the raw mate- 
is are willing to greatly reduce their freight rates. Have the majority any 
ance that the workingmen and the railroad companies are willing to ac 


proposed duty of $11 will accomplish this purpose, unless 






it these conditions? 

Think of it! For every $675.66 invested these people are pocketing 
clear as much as they pay their laborers gross, and yet their friends 
defiantly announce that they will remit none of this ‘‘ pound of flesh,’’ 
but that any reduction in their tariff will be taken out of the wages of 
their laborers! And the laborers are told that all this is in their in- 
terest. 

So we find that the gentlemen who own these great ‘‘ industries ’’ 
consider the amount of $675.66 as the proper equivalent of a man—his 
actual cash value. Looking at these figures who would doubt that the 
purpose of this system of taxation is to ‘‘ protect industries,’’ and who 
would, in the face of this record, pretend that the laborer has any in- 
terest in it? 

But why is it that a cotton manufacturer does not demand as much 
upon his investment as the woolen manufacturer or as the Bessemer- 
steel manufacturer ? 

Invested in cotton manufacturing it requires $1,075.28 to yield the 
manufacturer net the gross amount his operative gets for a year’s labor, 
which is only $243.65, while $846.95 invested in woolen manufactures 


pays the owner as much as a laborer receives in that industry, while | 


$675.66 invested in Bessemer-steel manufactures yields as much net 
us is paid a laborer gross—$452.53. It would only take $692.09 of the 
capital of the woolen mills to yield $243.65, the wages of the cotton- 
will operatives, while $345.72 would yield to the Bessemer-steel man 
aus much as the cotton manufacturer pays his operatives. So, $345.72 
of stock in a Bessemer-steel works will produce just as much net, year 
by year, as the labor of an operative will gross in a cotton mill; yet 
we are told, and asked to believe, that this protection to industries is 
a matter of interest to the laborers, That ‘‘it is the labor as well as 
the industries that are protected,’’ and that these laborers have a fair 
share of the products of their own labor. 

i will call attention to one more fact in connection with this. The 
average tariff on cotton goods is 40,17 percent. ; on woolens is 67.21 per 
cent.; and upon steel rails is 84.33 per cent. In a cotton mill with 40 
per cent. protection a man is worth $1,075.25; in a woolen mill with 67 


per cent. he is worth $846.95; and in Bessemer steel rails with 84 per | 


cent. he is worth $675.66. As the tariff goes up the value of the man 


goes down! 

Mr. President, the wrongs of African slavery have been often and 
pathetically told; the marring effect of that great curse upon the prog- 
resy, and development of our country has been argued with great force 
and ingenuity; the inhumanity of the system has stirred the deepest 


feelingsat the North and doubtless amongst these very people; but the | 


time never was when any slaveholder would have insulted a slave by 
considering him for one moment worth only the miserable, paltry sum 
of $675.66! But such is the estimate put upon the free laborer now 
by these task-masters, whose grinding extortions render insignificant, 
by comparison, the barbarity of the Egyptians, who ‘‘made the children 
of Israe! to serve with rigor and made their lives bitter with hard bond- 
age,’’ which called down upon that wicked and selfish people the ven- 
geance of an offended God. 

This unjust distribution, this belittling of labor and magnifying cap- 
ital, has aroused the attention of the laborers themselves, and they are 
trying to compel areadjustment. In agreat speech made in the House 
of Representatives some years ago, Mr. Hewitt, now the mayor of the 
city of New York, himself a manufacturer, but one of the type of men 
capable of looking above and beyond any mere selfish and personal in- 
terest, give an account of his personal observation of steps taken by 
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an organization in England to correct an evil of this character. I quote 
from his speech as follows: 

In a strike I witnessed on the Brighton Railway, in England, I had an inter 
view with one of the chief officers of the great Association of A Igamated Ex 
gineers. I asked him what was the limit of the wages which they expected to 
get from the railway. Hesaid * There is no limit; we end to have allthe net 
earnings of these railways except a fairremuneration for the eapitalactually in 
vested and fair salaries for those who administer them ; and the only quest 
with us is how to find out what the amount is, and we intend to have it 

That great association contained as its members al! the engineers of Great 
Britain, numbering many thousand. It hasa great fund in its treasury of nearly) 
a million of dollars, and it has had as muchas a millionanda half dollars atone 
time. 

It selects one concern at atime and puts the men there uponastrike until the 
demands have been acceded to. The hours of labor have been cut d« by this 
process to fifty-five hours per week and the wages of labor have been 





creased, for no man can say them “nay”? within the sits of right 
which they strive to obse ve. With this example other trades} 


and these trades have confederated together and now constitut« 


orwanize 


atl cougress. 





They met in 1881 when I wasin London, and the figures of that time are the latest 
that I happen to have. 
There were 157 delegates in that congress, representing a constituency of 463,899 











members. They met then to consider what could be done to raise the average 
condition of the British workmen. Their deliberations were condu iwitha 
calmness, with a courage, with an intelligence that would do honor to this House 
or to any other deliberating body inthe world. They did not seek to attack cap 
ital. They have learned that capital is their best friend, |! they intend tomake 
it their servant, and they can make it their servant 

There is a steady increase in the growth and influence of this gr organ 
zation, but what concerns me here is to define the siqnilicence of such organi- 
zation. The labor of Great Britain to-day is practically pooled for the purpose 
of securing out of the products of industry the full portion which ig to be 
allotted to labor after paying the current rate of interest upon capital anda proper 
remuneration for management. Thisresultthey have been ablet mK ish 
The rate of wages has steadily tended upward in Great Britain,and although 
much time has been lost in disputes ending in strikes, the result of ( rea 
zation has been to introduce arbitration between the muster and me so tha 
strikes are becoming the exception rather than the rule ; les 

In these arbitrations the master and the workmen meet is. The 
result is a better understanding of each other's rights, inte: \ ties, and 
out of which is slowly growing,through the agency -O the ass 





ad management of th 


Ik God, the day iss 


tion of the workmen with the owners in ownership an 
property. That process isonly at its beginning; but, than 
hand and will surely come, in my time I hope, when workmen themselves wil 
be the owners ofall the machinery upon which they expend their daily toil and 
shall themselves have whatever profits the God of nature intended them to 
have as the fruit of their labor, That process in England will precede its pos- 
sibility in this country, but it will be then as a great example. 

In this country it can not begin until protection is broken down. I repeat 
that protection is in the nature of artificial friction, causing so large a deduc- 
tion from the earnings of labor as to prevent the accumulation of capital in the 
hands of workmen. Hence I have changed my views. I have changed my 
views because I am a Democrat who believes that the welfare of the people is 
to be considered before the welfare of any single interest or of any single man. 





e 
ut 
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Labor is organizing in this country, too—organizing, as I firmly 
believe, not to do any wrong to any man or interest, but for the pur- 
pose of enforcing their rights and to secure for themselves a fair share 
In this 
struggle from my heart I wish them God-speed. 1 believe that not only 
their interest but the interest of all mankind is involved; in their suc- 
cess the future freedom, happiness, and progress of man are assured; 
with their failare—but I will not consider that; they will not fail; their 


contest may be obstinately resisted, it may take years to accomplish 


| their emancipation, but the truth is mighty andit will prevail. 


The aggregate of wealth made here, produced here, would be here 
still in just as large quantities as now if it had been differently dis- 
tributed, and I believe that the country would be much more pros- 
perous if of all this wealth those who produced it now owned it in- 
stead of its being, as it is, collected into comparatively few hands. 

The glorious state of things of which Mr. MCKINLEY speaks in the 
extract quoted above is the result of the labor, industry, and economy 
of the American people; the calamities of which Mr. Baird speaks 
come from the fact that the law takes unjustly and in insidious ways 
this product of the labor of the masses and transfers it to the hands 
of people who did not earn it. 

If the hundredsof millions of dollars which are thus taken annually 
from the masses could be retained by them, who can estimate thie dil- 
ference in the condition of those who earn day by day their daily bread ? 
Falling like the gentle dew of heaven upon all, iis effect would he to 
relieve many a burden, save many a mortgaged home, educate many a 
boy and girl, and improve the condition of the masses everywhere. The 
effect of this in a series of years would bean absolute revolution in the 
social advancement and well-being of those upon whose well-being the 
future not only of this country but of human liberty in all the futur 
absolutely depends. The conservatism of the people will not always 
lead them to submit to these outrages so thinly veiled, and it will not 
always do to try to satisfy the demand of the poor for lightened bur- 
dens by telling them of the prosperity of the rich, made so by robbing 
them, nor of the prosperity of the country as a whole. 

SELFISHNESS APPEALED TO. 


The laborers in protected industries are urged to vote for a continu- 
ance of these wrongs upon the plea that they are benefited thereby. 
There doubtless is a class of persons who are so selfish and unfair as to 
be willing that the masses may be robbed if only they can be thereby 
benefited, but I am persuaded that this is not a large class. The 
American citizen as a rule demands fair play, not only for himself but 
for all others as well; he is unwilling to see any injustice done. He 
believes that justice to each is the best interest of all, and that ‘‘ the 
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vesto w h »as e-trac sw get the a S L 
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only cla that by ‘ ve 
den l her wa 
fhis argument will not bear in tigatio When p 11S 1 
essary it must be admitted tl Wi it pre tion the proposed | 
I ould not be profitable ot] words, would b ing bus I : 
ness. Theefiect, then, is that the law is in > country 
at large to contribute to those who engage , enough the exis 
} not only to make up all losses, but also to make the investment pay In = 
! them what they call a reasonable profit, after paying interest, insu Lid 
expenses, etc f 
It requires no argument to satisfy practical men that a losing busi 
ness does not pay, and it does not make the case any better to have | ‘ ’ i pr 
forced contributions taken from the public at large to indemnify the - 2 
owners for losses, because then the loss falls upon the com1 lity i 5 
stead of upon those who own the business. There is a loss to the com- to My 
munity as a whole as the result of this sort of financiering, and if it 
is prosecuted far enough the result would be the } a O 
entire country. The more there is of h losing 
fo country at large. 
have all heard of the pedlar who, trying to convince his country 
customer that he sold goods for less than they cost him, explained it, | 
saying he sold so many goods that he could afford it. But the peo 
are few in this country who believe that prosperity results from either 
conducting a losing business or from taxing th el cs 
LABOR COST. i .Y : . 
The truth is our difficulty in manufacturing in competition witl d 
world is not one of labor cost. Americans ‘‘used not aforetime”’ wad. 
confess themselves inferior to anybody; they are not now. Investig to b 
tion has shown that owing to the better work, the uperior sl nd | ¢ 
machinery in this country that the labor cost of the product of Ame i I « ‘ ‘ I sa 
j labor is often less than the labor cost to English or other ign | 
i lucers. But if this is true our manufacturers can not produce goods as { iting ld 
i cheaply as the nglish rivals, for the re 1 that th handica at . : Am 
i by the tariff. — . neauD : 
It was stated toa committce of Congress that the machinery of a . ide b 
which cost $300,000 in this country could be had 1 1 Englishma + 
or $200,000. The tariff was the cause of this diffe: h ‘ ‘ 
a tariffis paid upon all the material used in such a1 th \ 
with the same labor cost Americans can not produce n i 
Englishman, ec quently Americans are driven ot of ‘ netiti . 
the world, the English being able to manufacture lem . : 
at a profit at prices that Americans can not produce ! Che on! , , .t the exnenss 
market open to Americans for the product of protected industries is o a 
own home market, and this they confess by their actions that they keep | , 
only because the law compels the American people to pay higher prices | cvct, 
for their goods than any other people on earth will pay. ‘ 
If the American manufacturer had the right to buy his machine: 
as cheaply as his English rival and could procure his material on { 
favorable terms, I have faith enough in the thrift, energy, and i ae 
ligence of our people to believe that they can ‘‘ hold their own”? ag: ‘ t 
the world, and that without any reduction of wages. I believe tl 
our manufacturing interests would, und ich a stem, ie to t ' 
ward at a rate that would startle the ind without y al i 4 
advantages of anybody, without skulking behind this Chin \ » laborer by n 
protection, that our manufactures, on account of superior skill of ou Che keen interest of th 
Z workingmen, could and would pay his wages, and hold our own | g,, t] : ; 
; markets and also those of the world : ist all competitors, and that it-of t] 
our people would then have their goods on as favorable terms as 0 a ; agine t ‘ : 
DRAWBACKS | s rtions so often made that A 
This mode of taxing our own manufacturers, so as to render them un- | sona high ta 
able to contend for a share of the foreign trade, is so manifestly suicidal | that ean not mistake 
that to avoid in some degree the effect of our own folly we have adopted | portant 
our system of drawbacks, undef which, when a manufacturer imports | f ncreased pric + 
4 certain materials to be manufactured and then reshipped abroad for | pr ed rom 47 to 42 } 
E foreign consumption, the tariff tax paid by him on the importation | p: l interest pl are not kept uy t? 
: Shall be refunded to him upon reshipment after manufacture. Th lon oa \ 
a design of this, of course, is to enable our manufacturers to compete | § has been productive « reat good, and ( 


for foreign markets by giving them their raw materials free whenever | t ymerce is the greatest on t a I 
they manufacture for foreign consumption; but the outrage of the sys- | restricting trade with the world by the | 
tem is that the very same article, manufactured by the same man, when | th: me reasons demonstrate that 
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Georgia would be a like manner benefited by protection of their own 
citizens against the people of all other States? If these arguments are 
t not necessary to protect the white farmer of Ohio or 


goood, why i 
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will sell his goods to the cotton-grower too cheap, in the opinion of the 


The farmers of this country are an honorable class. They eat their 
bread in the sweat of their faces all the days of their lives; they furnish 


1 


us nine-tenths of all our great exports; they supply the food for the 








millions of this great continent; they supply cotton to clothe the world. 
in times of danger by millions they ready to present their bosoms 
i stone wall in opposition to any foe; th e the for ition, sup- 
defense, and hope of this country. Trom t ri com il- 
who t i ) I fell l President of thir 

‘ t from no ymewhere on a fa Your future general 
and statesmen are now in that 1 ry of great men. Whyshould thi 
at cl s of honored citizei } di it rated t, be made hew- 

ers of wood and « ers of water to their brethrin? This will not al- 
ways be Che spirit and the numbers are with them, and their 
modesty and conservatism will not always prevent an assertion by force 
of their superior numbers and the justice, fairness, and righteousness 
f their caus their rights to equality under the law. Great as are 


idustries in this country, all-important as the pro- 


tectionists assure us they are, the census of 1880 shows that the capital 
nvested in them and in farming was as follows: 
rming . cone ; 2 1, 44 
While from the same authority we find that of persons employed in 


ae 
each there wel 


eturing oiiclies : — . 2,738, 930 


| Farming.... - saete eo otnitalinbdlsadaeianiaiasenl sineniiun tees eee 


the white mill laborer of Massachusetts against the poor and ignorant 
negro laborer of M ippi and Louisiana? Yet here in this country 
we have the spectacie ol ed ‘ated intelligent labor in the Northern 
ent t complaint and without injury into competitio: 
with the uni ed, unskilled, yes, pauper negro labor of the Sout! 
people Ii in cabin wear coarse clothes, are accustomed to 
i 1, lettered and untaught, and so far undeveloped 
iS to ¢ ‘ l ni V ( t y can be de veloped to : 
j d t I icl too on il 
re i j ele ‘ illy and ha t 
een 1! A > \ il j r ¢ ip i I bid 
nd br 
j IS II l ) ] has } 
i in bie i I ; not be well to 
t} ht tot | cou rie ham i Oonriy 80 iar as 1s 
ry to , 
( urk » tere y st J trade amongst the nations of the 
! | t little ther wa vy, difficult, and dangerous. 
Vha rote ! li hen there was uly nocom ‘ 
i ! Ol ti earth yet who Vy the old ord oO 
thi re i ry of protection, of restriction, ana ¢ 
bar ment « e, for after all that is just what it mea 3 the 
true idea, t all ities of commerce are a mistake or worse. Thi 
cheap and quick transit across the ocean, the communication by steam 
and lightning is a great misfortune. It 1s astonishing that anybody in | 


this age should advocate a doctrine which leads to such a conclusion 


yet such is the re 


' ult of protection. It would turn back the wheels of 
progress; would clip the wings of the lightning; would undo all that 
the marvelous advance of this age has done and leave us unknown to 


the world. 

\nother proof of the falsity of their claim that the purpose of pro- 
(ection is to raise wages is the fact, which no one will deny, that no 
higher wages are paid in protected than in unprotected industries. 

HOW FARMERS ARE AFFECTED. 

But suppose, for the sake of argument, that the laborers in the pro- 
tected industries do get the benetit of this tax, why should the 15,- 
392,099 workers who are not engaged in protected industries be taxed 
to make high wages for those who are, being fewer in number than 
1,600,000 people? 

The laborers in protected industries are assured that while the 
masses are taxed they get the benefit of it, that it raises their wages. 
At the same time the farmers are assured that the real purpose of pro- 
tection is to build up a market for their products, and in an argument 
to farmers years ago Mr. KELLEY said: 

I find that whenever our duties have been low immigration has failen off, and 
whenever our duties have been high the volume of immigration has increased. 
This seems to be a fixed law. 

This was perhaps not the kind of argument to use to convince the 
laborers in protected industries that the sole purpose of protection was 
to protect them against competition with pauper labor of Europe, for 
this would plainly show that whenever protection is high and the man- 
ufacturers are reaping great harvests the European laborers are brought 
over in greatest numbers to take the place of high-priced American 
labor; but it was good to show to farmers that more consumers of farm 
products are by this means brought into this country, with the purpose 
of making them believe that this would insure them a ‘‘ magnificent 
market.’’ 

The logic of events always exposes a false position. If this increase 
of population was to insure high prices for farm products, why is wheat 
now worth only one-third of what it was twenty years ago? We have 
had high protection all the time just forthe purpose of making wheat 

‘high, if protectionist argument to wheat-growers are true; yet wheat 
has declined greatly. Mr. President, the farmers who make the wheat 
of this country know that the price of their product is fixed by the 
markets of the world. They know that if the manufacturer whosup- 
plies his laborers can buy his wheat or his flour cheaper in Europe than 
here he will do so; so the price of his wheat here in the United States 
is fixed by the price in Europe. 
protection in open and direct competition with the real pauper labor 
of India and the serf labor of Russia. 
to deceive the practical men of this time. 

The cotton-grower knows well enough that the price of his crop is 
fixed by the Liverpool price. He knows that this brings him in direct 
and personal competition, not with English and European labor, but 
with that of Egypt and Brazil, and it will be long before you make 
him believe that while he is thus forced into open competition with the 
lowest and poorest paid labor on the globe, that he and his little ones 
ought to be taxed to save others of his fellow-citizens from an equally 
open competition with intelligent European laber. 

The cotton-grower is compelled to tind a market for his cotton in 
England, but he is not allowed to buy hiscotton goods of the man who 
buys his cotton, but is compelled to come back to this side of the ocean 
to buy of an American manufacturer—all this because the Englishman 


l'rom which it seems that there are employed almost five times as 


3$as many 


much capital in farming as in manufacturing and three ti 
people. Yet the gross product was: 


Manufacturing 





while the average product of a laborer in farming is $288.44. 

Yet we are gravely told that farmers must be taxed, not only now 
but for all time, to benefit this other class, 

Living apart from each other,constantly employed in mind and body 
in the struggle for a living, the farmers have been slow to note the ef- 
fects of combination amongst others; but the lesson has at last been 
forced upon them, and they too are moving; with the same high pur- 
pose which Mr. Hewitt imputes to the English workingmen, they in- 


| tend to observe the ‘‘ limits of right and justice,’’ but conscious that 


He thus comes without any sort of | 


That argament will not serve | 


they are the great interest of this country, that they have more men, 
more money, and more homes involved in this great controversy than 
any other class, they are learning their power and their rights and are 
preparing to assert them. Thereis now a greater spirit of inquiry, a 
more earnest seeking for light and the truth amongst this great body of 
men than has ever been seen before. They are perhaps the most con- 
servative class of all our citizens. They will think well and calmly 
before they strike. They will dono injustice to anybody, but they 
will understand their rights, and will demand them, 

Of course the cohesive power of public plunder will hold the pro- 
tectionists together. They are a drilled, disciplined, and thoroughly 
organized army, compact and active, and have unlimited money at 
their disposal. The stakes they play for areimmense. They know 
that to succeed they must mislead all the voters they can into joining 
with them. Their great enemy is the Democratic party; they fear 
nothing but this. It has for years denounced their wrongs and has 
steadily demanded reform. It has grown in power and strength and 
influence in each contest. It has shown itself to be the party of the 
people and liberty,until now it is almost within reach of the power to 
accomplish the great purposes for which it has struggled so long, and 
with a leader who has shown himself wise, able, and patriotic, and an 
unselfish man of the people. 

The protectionists know that withoutdissensionsand division amongst 
the Democrats they can no longer resist the reduction of unjust taxa- 
tion, hence their unlimited campaign fund will be used without stint 
or scruple in misleading, deceiving, and dividing them if possible; 
shrewd, able, unscrupulous men will not be wanting to urge cunningly 
devised complaints against that party; wrongs, real or fancied, will be 
paraded and exaggerated with the purpose of dividingand thereby weak- 
ening those who ought now to act together; hired candidates will ap- 
pear everywhere howling ‘‘down with the Mills gang;”’ hireling, venal 


| newspapers will be enlisted and paid for everywhere to foment discord 
| amongst those who are being plundered for the purpose of dividing the 


only party that can bring relief and continuing for ‘* yet a little while’’ 
this system of iniquity. 

Despots and tyrants in past ages were able to maintain their control 
over their people only by divisionsampngst them, fomented by the hire- 
ling minions of power. The hydra-headed monster which is now ab- 
sorbing the entire wealth produced by this nation must, if it retains 
its grasp upon the country, resort to these tactics. It isclearly in the 
minority; force will not serve its purpose now; fraud and deception, the 
corrupting power of money, are the only means left by which it can 
hope to contrél the majority. 

* These means are being unscrupulously resorted to at this moment, 
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4 and will be used for all they are worth every day and hour until this Mr. STEWART if 
ct 
’ struggle is over. 


The earefully sown seeds of discord are b nning to bear truit 
everv hand. Every enthusiast is encouraged to believe that this is t 
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power, to promote any well-founded scheme of trade and manufacture to which 


the circumstances of this State are adapted and the pro 


and center with her own citizens. 
Resolved, That the present circumstances of this State are adapted to th« 
manufacture of the coarser woolens, cottons, linens, cordage, leather, and iron 


and the production of salted pork and beef, of butter, cheese, soap, tallow, and 
' 


its of which shall arise 


an es. 


Resolved, therefore, That we will use the utmost of our ex 
ulture in general, and more particularly those parts of 
> encouragement of our manufactures and tothe dimin 


riations. 
The Association of Massachusetts expressed its views in the follow- 
Ing manner: 
Whereas the excessive use of articles of foreign growth and manufacture 
been attended with the most pernicious consequences by exhausting our ci 
lating medium and by diffusing a taste for extravagance; and 


Whereas it is of the utmost importance to encourage industry, frugality, and 


tions to promote 
t which tend most 


ition of our foreign 


, 


| our own manufactures, to recover a circulating medium, to restore publiccredit, 


j oldier te families And is not our property seized 

the her ymen whocry, ‘Give, give,’ and never say, * Knough 
' j rt to be forfeited without a jury?”’ 

ri é is not si igh in t colonies to pay for the stamps,’’ comput 

pat n - t trade by which we could get more is prohibited 
And tL verchants of New York we have a natura 
to re i of trade of the English.” ‘To tax us and bind our com 

in r reasoned even the most patient, “is to bid | 

uke brick without straw The Northern colonies will be absolutely re 

t l fre ising any art es of clothing of their own fabric,’’ predicted on 
} vy to anot And men laughed as they added, *‘ Catching a mouse within 
i lajesty mies withatrap of our own making will be deemed, in the 

ministerial nt i famous, atrocious, and nefarious crime.’ “A colonist 
murmured a Boston man who had dipped into Grenville’s pamphlet, ‘a co! 
onist can not m t horseshoe or a hob-nail but some iron-monger of Britain 

libaw! that he is robbed by the ‘American republican.’ Yes. they areev« 
stupid enougl it was said in the town of Providence, *‘to judge it criminal for 

us to become our own manufacturers 

We will eat no lamb,’’ promised the multitude, seel x to retaliate; ‘‘we 
vill wear no mourning at funerals.’ We will none of us import British 
scoods,”' said the traders in the towns, The inhabitants of North Carolina set 
up looms for weaving their own clothes and South Carolina was ready to follow 
the example. “The peoplk wrote Lieutenant-Governor Sharpe, of Mary- 
Jand, ‘‘ will go on upon manufactures.”’ ** We will have home-spun markets of 
linens and woolens,”’ passed from mouth to mouth, till it found its way across 
the Atlantic and aiarmed the king in council: “the ladies of the first fortune 
kthall set the example of wearing home-spun ; it will be accounted a virtue 


in them to wearagarmentof theirownspinning “A little attention to manu 


factures will make us ample amends for the distresses of the present day, and 
render us a great, rich, and happy people. 

Volumes of sentiments of this character might be collected showing 
how keenly the colonies suffered from the tyranny of Great Britain, 
which deprived them of the natural rights of trade and manufacture. 
The separate protests of the colonies were found unavailing; every pe- 
tition was met by the enactment of more rigorous and cruel laws. 
Many efforts were made among the colonies to unite in a demand for 
the redress of their common grievances. 

These efforts finally resulted, in 1765, in a convention or congress, 
which met in the city of New York. 
how to obtain redress from the mother country and the repeal of ob- 
noxious laws. Otis, of Massachusetts, was instructed to support not 
only colonial liberties but chartered rights; Johnson, of Connecticut, 
pleaded chartered rights from the Crown; Robert Livingston, of New 
York, placed the rights of the colonists on broader grounds than the 
narrow limits of chartered rights. He contended that all the rights 
and privileges of Englishmen belonged to the colonists as a common 
heritage, and warned his associates to avoid the danger of technical 
quibbles growing out of the construction of particular charters. Gads- 
den, of South Carolina, was the inspiration of the assembly. He de- 
clared that they must stand on the broad and common ground of those 
natural rights that all feel and know belong to them as men and as 
lescendants of Englishmen. Continuing, he said: 

I wish the charters may not ensnare us at last by drawing different colonies 
to act differently in this great cause. Whenever that is the case, ail will be over 
with the whole. There ought to be no New England man, no New Yorker, 
known on the continent, but all of us Americans. 

His views prevailed and America was united, although a perfect 
union was not formed until after years of struggle and a most bloody 
and exhausting war, yet the sentiment remained and grew that ‘‘all 
of us are Americaus,’’ until it finally culminated in the Constitution of 
the United States. The discussion of grievances and the union of the 
colonies oceupied the attention of the people until the immortal Decla- 
ration of Independence was proclaimed on the 4th of July, 1776. The 
seven years of war that followed impressed upon the colonies a realiz- 
ing sense of the terrible privations and sufferings which befall a people 
who are compelled to endure the hardships and trials of war without 
manufactures, and who are forced to improvise not only the instru- 
ments and munitions of war, but the means of clothing, feeding, and 
transporting armies while the war is raging and danger is imminent. 

During the war no protective tariff was necessary; ali American ports 
An industrial crisis came with the close of the war. 
The Confederation had no power to impose duties on imports or deal 
with national questions. Some of the States passed tariff laws and 


were blockaded. 


started manufactures, but there was no uniformity of action or freedom | 


of intercourse between them. Great Britain pursued her accustomed 
policy to destroy the manufactures of other countries and glutted the 
markets of the States with her cheap manufactures without regard to 
temporary loss. The advice which Lord Brougham gave after the 
war of 1812, ina speech in Parliament, was anticipated and acted upon 
in 1784. He said: 

it is well worth while to incur a loss upon the first exportation, in order by the 
glut to stifle in the cradle the rising manufactures in the United States which 
the war had forced into existence contrary to the natural course of things. 

During the first seven years after the war of the Revolution the bal- 
ance of trade against the States was over $50,000,000, which was at that 
time more than $15 for each inhabitant. The condition of the Confed- 
eration became desperate and the people of the several States, actuated 
by acommon impulse, formed associations to encourage home manu- 
facturing. The ladies in Connecticut and North Carolina formed asso- 
ciations pledging themselves to retrenchment in their domestic expenses 
and to give encouragement to home manufactures. Numerous citizens 
of Richmond, Va., formed a similar association and passed the follow- 
ing resolutions: 


Resolved, That we will be at all times ready, bv every encouragement in our | 


to facilitate the payment of public and private debts, and thereby to promote 
the welfare and happiness of our country : 

With a view to these salutary and important purposes, we, the subscribers, do 
hereby enter intoa solemn agreement and association to refrain from and, as 
far as in our power, to prevent, the excessive use and consumption of articles of 
foreign manufacture, especially articles of luxury and extravagance; and that 
we willexert our best endeayors for the promotion of industry and our own 
manufactures. 


The people of Pennsylvania were thoroughly aroused. The inhab- 
itants of Germantown adopted the following resolution: 
We will individually exert our utmost influence for the promotion of indus- 


| try and our own manufactures, and will refrain from, and, as far as in our 


The subject of discussion was | 


power, prevent, the excessive use of foreign articles of luxury. 

The Society of Pennsylvania for the Encouragement of Manufactures 
and Useful Arts declared: 

The United States, having assumed the station of an independent Govern- 
ment, require new resources to support their rank and influence, both abroad 
and athome. Our distance from the nationsof Europe: our possessing within 
ourselves the materials of the useful arts and articles o/ consumption and com- 
merce; the profusion of wood and water, those powertul and necessary agents 
in allarts and manufactures, the variety of natural productions with which this 


| extensive country abounds, and the number of people in our towns and most 


ancient settlements whose education has qualified them for employments of 
this nature all concur to point out the necessity of promoting and establishing 


| manufactures among ourselves. 


At a meeting of the State University of Pennsylvania, over which 
the governor presided, it was declared— 

That an extravagant and wasteful use of foreign manufactures has been too 
just a charge against the people of the United States since the close of the war. 
Chey have been so cheap, and so easily obtained on credit, that the consump- 
tion of them has been absolutely wanton. * * It behooves us to consider 
our untimely passion for European luxuries as a malignant and alarming 








| symptom, threatening convulsions and dissolution to the political body. Let 


; Constitution. 





us hasten, then, to apply the most efficient remedies ere the disease becomes 
inveterate, lest unhappily we should find it incurable. 

Other States passed similar resolutions. The voice of the press was 
in harmony with the sentiments of the people, but there was no power 
in the Confederation, as I before stated. to remedy these evils. A more 
perfect union was required, and when the States met in constitutional 
convention they gave the General Government express power to deal 
with the whole subject of commercial intercourse between the States 
and with foreign governments, and expressly conferred upon Congress 
the power to lay duties on imports. This is the language of the Con- 
stitution: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties. imposts, and 
excises, to pay the debts, and provide for the common defense and general wel- 
fare of the United States. 

The power granted is complete and comprehensive. Taxes, duties, 
imposts, and excises may be laid and collected, not only ‘‘ to pay debts 
and provide for the common defense,’’? but also to provide for the 
‘* veneral welfare of the United States.’’ No doubt was expressed by 
the framers of the Constitution or their contemporaries that the power 
to impose duties for the protection of manufactures was granted by the 
The contemporaneous discussions show that such pro- 
tection was universally regarded as necessary for the general welfare. 

Immediately upon the assembling of the First Congress, in 1789, 
petitions were presented by the people of the several States urging the 
passage of laws for the protection of home industries. The tradesmen, 
mechanics, and citizens of Baltimore presenting the following: 

The happy period having now arrived when the United States are placed in 
a new situation, when the adoption of the General Government gives one sov- 
ereign legislature the sole and exclusive power of laying duties upon imports, 
your petitioners rejoice at the prospect this affords them, that America, freed 
from the commercial shackles which have so long bound her, will see and pur- 
sue her true interest, becoming independent in factas well as in name; andthey 
confidently hope that the encouragement and protection of American manu- 


factures will claim the earliest attention of the supreme Legislature of the na- 
tion, as it is a universally acknowledged truth that the United States contain 





| within their limits resources amply sufficient to enable them to become a great 


manufacturing country, and only want the patriotism and support of a wise, 
energetic government, 

Similar petitions were presented from New York, Massachusetts, and 
other States. 

The immortal Washington knew as well as any man could know the 
grievances that forced the colonies to separate from the mother country, 
the embarrassments under which the Confederation labored for the want 
of power to protect home industries and maintain financial and indus- 
trial independence, and also the purposes of the Constitution and the 
intent and meaning of the language used. In his first annual message, 
in 1790, he used the following language: 

The advancement of agriculture, commerce, and manufactures by all proper 
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the several Stat umong the first ; which 
Congress W: t to levy < on ne ) 
protect home try It was « t \ 
goods, wares, merchandi imported t 
was recommended and approved by Pre \ 

ss . 1) ; 
amble is in the following significant uy 

Whereas it is necessary for the < he ¢ t 
the debts of the Un d States, ar ‘ pr 
factures, that duties be laid on goods, wares, an¢ erchand 

Mr. Madison, who, as a member of the Constitut 
contributed more than any other individual in the f i 
Constitution, took a ling part int diseu n of t 
House of Re ives \ few extracts from h I } 
instructive. <ing of the ge ul purposes of the } 

The Union, ablishment « 4 more effective gove 
covered from imbecility t t her fore prevented a } 
its duty, ought, in its first act, to revive those principles of hor 
that have too long lain dorman 

Mr. Fitzimons, of Pennsylvania, offered an additional | 
amendment, and remarked: 

I have prepared myself with an « onal num . > 
to those already mentioned the m on on your ta f 
calculated to encourage the productions of our country and pi 
manufactures 

In discussing this proposition Mr. Madison said 

Duties laid on imported articles may have an effect \ 
idea of national prudence It may happen that materials for m 
grow up without any encouragement for that purpose. It has 
some of the States, but in others regulations have be p 1 
ceeded in producing some establishments which ought not to 





perish from the alteration which has taken place. ° It wou 
them and direct their industry to other channels, for it is not 
hand of man to shift from one employment to another without be 
the change. There may be some manufactures which, be 
advance toward perfection without any adventitious aid, w 

of the fostering hand of Government, will be unable to 





In giving his assent to Mr. Fitzimons’ amendme! 

I have no objection to the committee's accepti 
the gentleman from Pennsy! 
may be productive of revenue and some may 
ures, ete 








In the course of the debate Mr. Bland, of V Lia 


There are mines in Virginia capable of sup ig t 
ind if some restraint were laid on the importat 
might be worked to advantage. 








Mr. Madison, continuing the debate, said 
The people adopted the new Constitution, I believe 


tion that we should collect hig 























es must ) 
direct tax which was always me of rey I 
Let us review tl olicy of Great Br toward I 
disposition to enter into reciprocal 1 i . ss 
policy plainly declared that uutil we ‘ and 
selves she will shut us out of her ports and 
Washington, in his last m« said 
Congress have repeatedly, and not without success 
to the encouragement of manufactures rhe « 
not to insure a continuation of the fforts in eve ‘ 
eligible 


And after his retirement from oftice, in 


ple, he said: 





Ought our country to remain ir ch « sd 
carious because liab!e to be interrupted if I 
mode cost more in time ol I 5 
arising form an ample consideration 


At this time Washington was not only far 
shown, with the grievances of the people b 
vations and necessities during the war, the 
war, and before the tariff he had approved 
the fact that during the seven years previon 
of trade was more than $50,000,000 against the Stat 





knew another important and material fact, showing t 
eration and effect of the new tariff. During the en ye 
to 1801, both inclusive, after the new tariff went into « 
ance of trade, instead of being against the United Stat 
favor more than $31,000,000, and the pe ople wer 


pro perity, progress, and contentment never before kn 


American continent. 


The principle of protection was maintained without cor 
opposition from any source of the slightest importance unti 





election of Andrew Jackson in 1828. Joh 


Democratic party, was a strong advocate of protection 
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ciple in all his messages. Jefferson, the father and founder 
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80 superior in import to them all, that it is scarcely necessary to invite to it 
your special attention It is principally as manufactures and commerce tend to 
increase the val ‘ gricultural productions, and to extend their application 
to the wants aud « rts of society, that they deserve the fostering care of Goy- 
ernment ‘ 
Looking forward to t period, not far distant, when a sinking fund will no 
} r the ities on t e articles of importation which can not 
1 com petitic our ¢ proc tions are the first that should eng 
f attention of ¢ modification of the tariff.” Of these teaand coffe« 
the most; i i enter largely into the consumption of the counts 
me »all classes 4 luction, therefore, « 
‘ a legis i 
10uld be 
' ' , ] rote tariff ¢ 
f | y 
l ( i dut s tl ‘ l be pr iced in 
this country ' » 1 tained, and any reduction which the state 
of the rev e@ ' 1 iit was to be made on articles that could not 
he produced t country, and consequently did not come in com- 
etition with A1 can productions. The surplus in the Treasury at 
the time of the d ‘ of th n age was $5,000,000, and it wa 
est ted that aby 54,009,000 on the Ist of January, 
1s Jackse like J m and Monroe, found a surplus in the 
F with which he was called upon todeal at the commence: 
trat He did not recommend a reduction of thatsu 
plu red ng the duties on protected articles, but recomn 
' T yr a } the state if rd I to ’ 
ulation i! 
r ‘ c i pius t ppears >I t 
1 ! t safe sposition wh could be made of this surplus 
, Wo ; iment among the several States, ac« ding to 
‘ ese should this measure not be found wart ted 
} t Cor i at it w 1 be expedient to propose to th a n 
aut : 
Some years afterwards he stated that his opinion had changed with 
ird to the necessity of amending the Constitution. But that is 
immaterial. The only materiality in the suggestion is that General 


on would reduce the 
devised rather than destroy 


re he rid: 


urplus by any other means that could be 


our manufactures. In his second annual 


The power to impose duties on imports originally belonged to the several 


“tat The right to adjust these duties with a view to the encouragement of 
domestic branches of industry is so completely identical with that power that 
it is dificult to suppose the existence of the one without the other. The States 
have delegated their whole authority over imports tothe General Government, 
without limitation or restriction, saving the very inconsiderable reservation re- 
lating to the inspection laws. This authority having thus entirely passed from 
the States, the right to exercise it for the purpose of protection does not exist in 
ther and consequently, if it is not possessed by the General Government, it 
snust be extinct. Our political system would thus present the anomaly of the 
people stripped of the right to foster their own industry, and to counteract the 
most selfish and destructive policy which might be adopted by foreign nations. 


‘This surely can not be the case; this indispensable power thus surrendered by 
the States must be within the scope of the authority on the subject expressly 
delegated to Congress 

In this conclusion I am confirmed as well by the opinions of Presidents Wash- 
ington, Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe, who have each repeatedly recom- 
mended the exercise of this right under the Constitution, as by the uniform 
practice of Congress, the continued acquiescence of the States, and the genera! 
understanding of the people, 

The effect of the tariff of 1828 on the industries of the country was 
marvelous. General Jackson, in his annual message of December, 
i831, had occasion to congratulate the country on the growth of man- 
ufactures, agriculture, and commerce. The excess of the revenues over 
the expenditures for the preceding year had been over $13,000,000, and 
the prosperity of the country was unparalleled. 

Up to this time the United States had been regarded by statesmen as one 
common country. Its industrial, financial, and commercial independ- 
ence was regarded by all statesmen as the object to be promoted by 
national legislation. In the mean time a disturbing element was de- 
veloped. It was ascertained that the new and fertile lands of the 
South, by slave labor, could produce cotton cheaper than any other 
country in the world. The people of South Carolina abandoned the 
traditions of the fathers of the Republic and the principles upon which 
the nation had been founded for the common good of all. They were 
beguiled by the free-trade arguments of Great Britain and induced to 
believe that their interests demanded as free intercourse with the Brit- 
ish Empire as South Carolina enjoyed with her sister States, 

The discussions between Hayne and Webster presented a new issue 
between the cotton planters of the South and the manufacturers of the 
North, the same issue which is to-day under consideration. Although 
King Cotton now has no slaves, and although there is now greater ne- 
cessity for protecting manufactures in the South than in the North, 
still ihe war for the destruction of Northern manufacturers for the bene- 
fit of Engdand is raging as fiercely to-day as when it first begun. The 
arguments of Mr. Cleveland are borrowed from Hayne and McDufiie. 
I call particular attention to the language of Mr. McDuffie, of South 


Carolina, in the House of Representatives in 1832, when a bill was un- | 


der consideration amending the tariff act of 1828, which was the last 


tariff act passed before the fatal compromise of 1833, to which I shall 
hereafter call attention. Mr. McDuffie said: 


It is against dome and not foreign industry that the manufacturers call 
for protection. But why is it that they need this very high and extravagant 
protection? It is because foreign manufactures are purchased with the pro- 


ductions of the Southern States, and because these are produced by slave labor, 
which is four times as cheap in the operations of agriculture as the white labor 
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| 
of the Northern States. This is the true and only cause why the manufacturers 
require the Government to interpose its powerful arm to keep down compe- 
titior It is, when properly considered, the greatest of all absurdities to sup- 
] that it isagainst the English manufactures that this protection isdemanded 
rhis isa mere flimsy disguise to cover the fraud and conceal the outrage per- 







petrated against the planters. I confidently beli ntributions ex- 





sve that the 











m the planting States of this Union by t action of disguised and 
sponsible despotism of confederated interests is in nod a3 Oppre-sive 
sastrous than the exactions levied by the most insatiable of the Roman 
erors from the cx ered and dependent provinces of the empire. I mean 
o cast any especial repre h upon the manufacturing racy, which 
tes the exist y majority in this country Ispeal but the plain 
f phil hen Is ton suchae stior 3 hich we are 
at i na ‘ ' re or 
r p an rl le m A i v« Sypre al 
k here at spotism of 1 s er existed in 
nt inaform so danger il so itd at 
! tin 3 (« eder ; 
2 ’ 
I call t itten of tne i 3 Ol this ¢ to i frank ad- 
on of Mr. McDuflie, that the slave la of the South was four 
1 ; ; 
cheap as the free lab ( } t 1 that therefore the 
iters of the South req 1 no protective t the under- 
leat r Hs al . a tii esate Miia tiie 
d labor of Europe, and also to his fierce denunciation against the 
erican system and the government of the { f because they fo 
1 and ‘ ] ] from 1 : netiti vith t} . 
and protected iree iabor irom rau In pe m with the ser- 
a r ol reign ial . ii did no Pp etend t 
nent which he aavoe iy 5 ap ) LO 
D! ection Ol 1b, excel Wi cotton y produ 
'T} , . «7 ) ] 7 
x. There, and there only, where slave labor was 
cheap as free labor, no necessity existed for a protectiv 
hho) ! ‘ ee +4 ns is Bicanes wee ID nat - 
re declared that the cotton planters would not subi 
4 an é : ont che’ 6h ant 
ment of duties on imports, however beneficial it might r 
majority of the people of the United State His policy was predi- 


cated upon the cheap labor of African slaves, aud the foundation of it 
removed with the abolition of slavery. He never pretended that 
| free trade was beneficial to free labor; he was opposed to free labor and 
| to any legislation that would benefit it. He was more honest in the 
expression of his sentiment than the emissaries of tho Cobden Club, 
who advocate free trade under the false pretense of increasing the 
wages of labor in thiscountry by depriving the laborers of employment. 
Jackson remained firm, and the act of July 14, 1832, continuing the 
protective policy was passed. He was re-elected in 1532 without the 
| aid of South Carolina. A cotton rebellion was then inaugurated with 
the avowed purpose of-obtaining free commercial intercourse with 
Great Britain for the benefit of cotton-planters, and in November, 1832, 
| the celebrated nullification ordinance of South Carolina was adopted. 
The sole ground of complaint of South Carolina, and for which she 
| passed the ordinance, was because of the policy of the United States of 
protecting home manufactures, which had been established by the Con- 
| stitution, and had been maintained by patriotic statesnien for more 
| than forty years. 
The language of the ordinance is as follows: 
| 1. That the tariff law of 1828, and the amendment of the same of 1832 are null 


was 








and void,and no law, nor binding upon this State, its officers, or citizens. 

2. No duties enjoined by that law or its ameudment shall be paid or permitted 
to be paid in the State of South Carolina after the Ist day of February, 1833. 

3. In no case involving the validity of the expected nullifying act of the Leg- 
| islature shail an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States be permitted. 
No copy of proceedings shall be allowed to be taken forthat purpose. Any at- 
tempt to appeal to the Supreme Court “‘ may be dealt with as for a contempt of 
the court’* from which the appeal is taken. 

4, Every office-holder of the State, whether in the civil or military service, 
and every person hereafter assuming an office,and every juror,shall take an 
oath to obey this ordinance, and all acts of the Legislature in accordance there- 
with or suggested thereby. 

5. If the Government of the United States shall attempt to enforce the tariff 
laws now existing by means of its Army or Navy, by closing the ports of the 
State, or preventing the egress or ingress of vessels,or shall in any way harass 
or obstruct the foreign commerce of the State, then South Carolina will no longer 
consider herself a member of the Federal Union. ‘‘The people of this State 
will thenceforth hold themselves absolved from ali further obligation to main- 
tain or preserve their political connection with the people of the other States, 
and will forthwith proceed to organize a separate government, and doall other 
acts and things which sovereign and independent States may of right do.” 

Although the firm action of General Jackson prevented the final con- 
summation of the secession of South Carolina atithe time, an humiliating 
compromise was made, whereby the industries of the nation were em- 
barrassed, the finances deranged, the credit destroyed, and universal 
bankruptcy and misery throughout the country produced. 

Great injustice has been done to the memories of Jackson, Clay, and 
other great statesmen who submitted to this compromise, by assuming 
that it expressed their real views upon the American system of protec- 
tion, and by quoting them as favoring free trade. This is refuted by 
their long and patriotic services in support of measures for the protec- 
tion of home industry. The only motive on their part for consenting 
to this legislation was a patriotic desire to preserve the country from 
anarchy and disunion by conciliating the cotton-planters by conces- 
sions to a policy which they knew was at war with the industrial in- 
terests of the whole country. These concessions, it was well known, 
| would be injurious to the best interests of the country, but they were 
| made to avoid the disruption of the Union, but were not accepted in 
the spirit of generosity and conciliation in which they were made. 
South Carolina never forgave General Jackson for forcing her to remain 
| in the Union. 





Mr. Clay was tL author of this compromise measure. It is known 
as the tariff act of 1833. It provided that, from and after the 31st day 
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erned by the same law of supply and demand that fixes the price of 
property. A deficient supply of money ise illed contraction. An over 
abundance is called expansion. The more stringent the contraction 
the more property will be required in exchange for a given amount of 
money. ‘The greater the expansion of the circulating medium the larger 
the amount of money which can be acquired with a given quantity of 
property. From which it follows that the value of money depends upon 
the volume of the circulation and not upon the material of which money 
is made, 

Gold and silver were selected in the early ages of civilization as money 
metals. They have always determined the price of property and the 
value of obligations for the payment of money, including issues of paper 
circulation redeemable in coin. The quantity of gold and silver in ex- 
istence in the commercial world has consequently determined the price 
of all other things. Property and services have been forced to corre- 
spond in price to the volume of these metals. It is a significant fact 
that civilization itself has advanced, remained stationary, or receded, 
in response to the increase or failing supply of the precious metals. 

While Rome augmented her stores of gold and silver from the treas- 
ures of conquered nations and from the toil in the mines of the van- 
quished armies she enslaved, she advanced in power, wealth, and do- 
minion until her circulating medium in gold and silver, at the time of 
the zenith of her glory, is variously estimated at from two thousand to 
three thousand millions of dollars. When she ceased to acquire the 
precious metals her ruin commenced. 

During the fifteen hundred years which followed the reign of Au- 
gustus this vastaccumulation of gold and silver gradually disappeared 
by wear and loss, by war, and by accident on land and sea, until, in the 
year 1500, less than $150,000,000 remained in the commercial world. 
The price of property and labor during all this dreary period, called the 
Dark Ages, declined as the volume of the circulating medium was con- 
tracted, until the laborers of Europe were feudal slaves. 

The flow of gold from Mexico and South America, commencing with 
the fifteenth century, in three hundred years replenished the exhausted 
circulating medium of the civilized world and increased it to near the 
same amount which existed in the Roman Empire at the beginning of 
the Christian era. Civilization revived with this new supply of the 
precious metals and advanced without embarrassment so long as the 
supply continued. 

‘The Spanish-American wars retarded mining in the early part of the 
present century and its depressing effects were immediately felt through- 
out the civilized world. Notwithstanding the enormous impetus which 
civilization had received during the preceding three hundred years from 
a continued supply of the precious metals, the diminution of that supply 
produced stagnation, low pricesof labor and of commodities throughout 
Europe and America from about 1810 to 1850, when the gold discoveries 
in California and Australia furnished new life-blood to commerce, busi- 
ness, and enterprise, and advanced the prosperity of the world in the 
twenty-five years from 1849 to 1875 more than it had advanced in any 
period of one hundred years which had preceded it. 

At the end of the year 1875 a conspiracy, which commenced in Ger- 
many in 1871, to discard one of the precious metals, for the purpose of 
enhancing the obligation of contracts by contracting the world’s money, 
was so far consummated that silver was excluded from every mint in 
the United States and Europe and discarded as a money metal ex- 
changeable for coin at any fixed standard. Since 1875 the civilized 
world has been contending against the relentless pressure of contrac- 
tion. From 1810 to 1850 the price of property and of labor decreased 
with the shrinking supply of the precious metals, and at the latter date 
it reached a lower point than it touched at any time within the pre- 
vious century. From 1850 to 1875 the annual product of gold and 
silver averaged nearly $200,000,000 and_the price of property and of 
services increased more than 30 per cent. More wealth was produced 
and more of the comforts of life were enjoyed during that period than 
during the whole century that preceded it. 

I’rom 1875 to the present time gold alone has been treated by Europe 
and America as a money metal, and although the aggregate supply of 
the two metals has increased rather than diminished, the annual sup- 
ply of gold has been but little more than one-half of the annual prod- 
uct of the two metals combined for the twenty-five years preceding the 
exclusion of silver from the mints of Europe and America, which has 
reduced the supply of money metals nearly one-half and inflicted upon 
the world the withering blight of violent contraction. Notwithstand- 
ing the accumulations of gold and silver furnished by the new discov- 
eries, and notwithstanding the various devices by which paper circu- 
lation has been maintained, the contraction occasioned by the rejection 
of silver has already checked the progress of the civilized world and 
reduced the price of property more than 33 per cent., which is now as 
Jow, if not lower, than it was in 1850. 

The act of 1878, which requires the purchase and coinage of not more 
than four million nor less than two million dollars’ worth of silver 
bullion per month, has saved the United States from utter bankruptcy 
by adding to the circulating medium more than $300,000,000. 

The great financial question of the hour is the restoration of silver 
to its place as money, and the revival of business and the renewal of 
prosperity by a generous supply of the circulating medium, which would 
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be afforded by the joint annual production of two hundred millions of 
gold and silver. 

The Republican party and its nominee for President are pledged by 
the platform adopted at the Chicago convention to favor the use of both 
gold and silver as money, treating neither as a commodity of depreci- 
ated value, and although the great mass of the Democratic party are in 
favor of the free coinage of silver, that party was restrained from an ex- 
pression of its honest views upon this vital question on account of the 
unfortunate position its candidate for President occupies with regard 
to it. 

President Cleveland, by the use of the enormous power of his great 
office, has during his short administration depressed the price of silver 
more than 17 per cent. His exertions to prevent its use as money in 
any form have been vigorous and persistent. Before his inauguration 
he addressed a letter to the Democratic members of the Forty-eighth 
Congress urging the repeal of all laws providing for the coinage of sil- 
ver, and assumed that the bonds of the United States were payable in 
gold alone, notwithstanding that the statutes under which every debt 
of the United States was contracted provided that it might be paid in 
coin of either gold or silver. 

In July, 1885, the President, through his authorized agent, George 
Walker, consul-general to Paris, informed the Latin Union Monetary 
Conference assembled in that city that there was a growing sentiment in 
the United States in favor of the repeal of the Bland act, and that the 
Administration would do all in its power to secure its repeal. In his 
annual messages to Congress in 1885 and 1886 he urgently advised the 
repeal of all laws providing for silver coinage, and predicted ruin and dis- 
aster if this werenotdone. In 1885 and 1887 hesent commissioners to 
Europe, who entertained views on this subject in harmony with his 
own, to junket about in that country at the expense of the United 
States and inculcate theories adverse to the free use of silver as money, 
namely, Manton Marble ip 1885 and Edward Atkinson in 1887, both 
abundantly competent to misrepresent the United States on the vital 
question of the free coinage of silver. When the Senate, in April last, 
amended the House bill authorizing the purchase of United States 
bonds by requiring the purchase and coinage of sufficient silver to take 
the place of the national-bank notes retired, and thus stop further con- 
traction, the bill, through the alleged influence of the Administra 
tion, when it was returned to the House, was smothered in the Dem 
ocratic Committee of Ways and Means, from whence it will never 
emerge. 

The opposition of President Cleveland to the use of silver as money 
is so intense that he refuses to allow the Secretary of the Treasury to 
purchase and coin more than $2,000,000 worth of silver per month, al- 
though the surplus in the Treasury and the stringency of the money 
market indicate that the contingency exists contemplated by Congress, 
when it is the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase and 
coin $4,000,000 worth of silver per month. The President advocates 
the purchase of bonds at 27 per cent. premium, and the destruction of 
our manufactures by free trade to reduce the surplus, rather than re- 
lieve the stringency of the money market by exercising the discretion 
conferred upon him by Congress to coin more silver. 

Whatever may be the views of the Democratic party or the suffer- 
ings of the people in consequence of contraction, Mr. Cleveland will 
never sign a bill for the free coinage of silver to afford them relief. 
He does not regard it as a calamity that the prices of wheat and cot- 
ton, the staple farm products of this country for export, have fallen so 
low that there is no profit in their production. He makes no account 
of the fact that silver has the same purchasing power in India and 
other Asiatic countries that it ever possessed, and that 412) grains o! 
silver will purchase the same amount of wheat or cotton to-day in all 
countries retaining the silver standard as it would before that meta 
was excluded from our mints, and that the prices of wheat and cottor 
have declined and must decline in the markets of Europeand America 
in exact accordance with the fall of the price of silver. 

The fact that silver can be bought in this country at 30 per cent. di 
count and exchanged in India at par is immaterial to the President 
It makes no difference to him that the wheat bought in India with sil- 
ver costs the importer in European markets 30 per cent. less than wheat 
bought in America with gold, and that therefore India wheat is fast 
supplanting wheat from America, and that importers of wheat from 
America are forced to sell in the Liverpool market at prices fixed by 
India wheat. In proof of this assertion I will print in the appendix 
to my-remarks tables showing that the purchasing power of silver 
bullion has not decreased in India or any other couatry which main- 
tains the silver standard, while the price of that metal has declined in 
this country over 30 per cent. since its exclusion from the mints, and 
the prices of wheat and cotton in the United States have kept pace in 
their decline with every fall in silver. (See Exhibits A, B, C, D, 
and E.) 

It is useless for the Democratic party to point to their votes in Con- 
gress in favor of remonetizing silver while they indorse the adminis- 
tration and advocate the election of a President whose avowed policy 
on all financial questions is in accordance with the views of the most 
avaricious Shylock, who, without remorse, would enslave mankind to 
enhance the value of his bonds and increase the burdens of his debtovz. 
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While financial independence and commercial su ; can only be 
maintained by an ample and permanent su] of money, the state of 
manufactures always indicates the prosperity enjoyed by the people. 
This proposition is verified by comparing the condition of manufactur- 
ing countries with that of purely a iral countries at any period 
of history which may be selected. ( mpa erv cast 
without an exception, prove the truth of my propositio A few ex- 
amples will illustrate this. 

During the eighteen years that Ireland had an independent parlia- 


ment (from 1782 to 1800) her manufactures developed enormously un 





der iaws protecting her home industries. At f the union 
with England, in 1800, there were employed in turing in [re 
Jand about 250,000 people. Her manufactures are nearly a 


stroyed, except the flax industry in the n 


English Government has not suppressed. 














ufactures of Ireland when 250,000 people w il 
pursuits will be appreciated by an exampk 

Illinois, Indiana, and New Jersey, in 1880, contained a popul 1 ot 
6,187,288, which was about the same as that of Ireland at the time 
union with England. ‘The number of px 3 emp 1 in manufact 
uring in the three States named in the year 1880, was 240,266, 
quite equal to the number employed in Ireland in manufacturing at 
the time in question. The value of manufactured products in the 
three States was $817,046,420, which was over $200,000,000 more than 
the products of all the manufactures of the sixteen Southern Stat 
The manufacturing industries of Ireland were destroyed by | h 
laws. After the union England required Ireland to receive free of du 
English manufactured ¢ y gclutting her markets cd 
stroyed her manufactures, a lvice ol ( rougham 


to which I have already alluded. 
Many apt illustrations might be given showing the effect of manu- 
facturing in our own country upon the grow 
development of those sections of the Unit r 
of the people have been directed to multifarious industries, as compared 
with those other sections where the industries of the people have been 
mainly confined to the pursuit of farming. Tle products of man: 
ts 





i States where the energies 


factures in the State of Ohio in 1880 amounted t 
the value of the products of all the manufactures of the late Conf 
erate States, namely, Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Louisi 
Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, ‘Texas, an 
ginia, was, in the same year, only $240,544, 295. 


» $348,505, 390, w 








the late Confederate States was at the same date ot 
the aggregate value of $1,229,958,624, while th: irms 
in Ohio was only 24,529,226 acres, and the aggrega iS 





$1, 127,497,353, only $102, 461,271, less than theva 
the late Confederate States; an acre of farm | 
in value to about eight in the late Confederate States. 

The area of farms in Indiana and Kentucky were about equal, 
former containing 20,656,259 acres and the latter 21,941,974 a 
while the producis of manufactures in Indiana were about doub! 
value of those of Kentucky, the former being $148,600,411 and 
latter $75,483,311. The value of the land in Indiana, followi 
value of the products of manufactures, was more ! 
Kentucky, the former being $635,236,111; and the latter $299,298, 631 
an acre in Indiana being worth more than two acres of 
Kentucky, and an acre in the former being worth more than $51 w 
an acre in the latter was only worth about $14. 

If we were to compare the great manufacturing States of Pennsyl 
vania, New York, New Jersey, and New England with the South tI 
contrast would be more apparent. For example, the products of man 
ufactures in the State of Massachusetts in the year 1880 was $631,511 
484, while the products of all the manufactures of the sixteen Southern 
States was in the same year only $631,401,105. The number of a 
of farms in the State of Massachusetts was, in 1880, 3, 
of the value of $146,197,415, while 22,639,644 acres of farms ip the 
State of North Carolina were valued at only $135,793,602; an acre in 
Massachusetts being worth about $48 while an acre in North Carolina 
was worth only about $6. 

The value of the products of the manufactures of North Carolina in 
1880 was only $20,084,237. The value of manufactured products of 
New York and New Jersey in 1880 was $1,335,013,932, being more than 
double the value of the products of manufactures of the sixteen Sout! 
ern States; and the estimated value of real and personal property of 
New York and New Jersey was $9,052,000,000, while the total esti- 
mated value of the real and personal property of the sixteen Southern 
States was only $8,569,000,000. Take the States of California and 
Texas, which are about equal in age, for another comparison. Texas 
in 1880 had 36,303,454 acres of farms, while California had only 16,- 
593,742 acres. The value of the products of the manufactures of Cali- 
ifornia in 1880 was $116,227,973, against $20,719,928 for Texas. The 
value of the farms in California was $262,051,282, while those of Texas 
were valued at only $170,468,886; an acre of land in California being 
worth about $19 and an acre in Texas about $4. 

THE NEW SOUTH 
The foregoing comparisons between the agricultural States of the | 


land in Ohio being equ 
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uct the t: mperate e, and particularly such articles as are used in 
the manufac: re of textile fabrics, including hemp, flax, jute, wool; an 
over a large extent of tl irea cotton is also produced; and besides, al 
the great cotton-fields of America, if not included within, lie adjoinin 
and form parts of the great tates of the South. Wood, coal, iron, and 
ev mineral necessary for use in the manufacture of iron and steel 
bound in unlimited quan Water power for the use of manu 
factories exists on every hand, and the climate is such as to render it 
use available throughout the year, in winter as well as in summer. In 
hort, nature has done everything for the South that she has done f 
the most favored land, and this new birth of industry indicates a di 
position of the people to discard dependence upon any other section o! 
this country, or any foreign land, and join in a noble rivalry with 

ist and the great and growing West in the development of the 





I 
resources of our common country, and in the de velopm nt of the inte} 
lectual faculties of the people by making the whole country a school, 
80 to speak, of technology, in which eve 
useful employment. 

lready the names of the growing centers 
in the South are familiar throughout the land. 
Tennessee, bids fair to rival its namesake in the great State of Penn- 
day is not far distant when Birmingham, in Ala 
bama, will be as well known throughout the world as the Birming 
ham ofold England. Anniston, Talladega, and Tuscaloosa, in Alabama; 
Atlanta, Augusta, Columbus, and Rome, in Georgia; Chattanooga and 
Lav rh, in Tennessee; Burlington and Charlotte, in North Car 
Olina, and Little Rock, in Arkansas, exhibit the same thrift, enter- 
prise, activity, and prosperity that is witnessed in the most thriving 
manufacturing towns in the North. Skilled artisans and mechanics 
are already flocking to these centers of industry. Both Northern and 
local capital find profitable investments, and industries of every kind 
are multiplying and developing in these and many other places in the 
Nothing but unwise legislation can prevent the de- 
or mar the prosperity of the South. 
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THE NECESSITY OF MARKETS, 


Che fact that manufactures can not be maintained without markets 
ms self-evident; but strange as it may appear this truth is generally 
ignored by the advocates of free trade. The efforts of Great Britain to 
» markets for her manufactures show what importance she at- 
taches to them; the skill of her diplomats, the power of her army and 
navy, and the resources of her treasury have been exhausted by the use 
of strategy, force, and money to protect the markets of her own country 
and to secure the markets of foreign countries for her manufactured 
commodities. She holds in her despotic grasp Ireland, India, Egypt, 
and more than fifty other countries, for the sole purpose of compelling 
their inhabitants to purchase her wares. Her cruel exactions from her 
American colonies, and her vindictive war to retain them as tributaries 
to her industrial resources, I have already mentioned. 

Her utter lack of all sense of moral obligation in pursuit of foreign 
markets is illustrated by her encouragement of slavery in the South and 
of the abolition of slavery in the North, by her acknowledgment of the 
belligerent rights of the South while she maintained friendly diplo- 
matic relations with the North, by her building armed cruisers to run 
the blockade and carry on contraband trade with the South while she 
retained all the advantages afforded by the markets of the North for 
military supplies and munitions of war, and by the ruin and demorali- 
zation she has produced in China, in forcing that unwarlike people to 
make a market for her opium, and also by corrupting the minds and 
warping the judgment of the youth of America by awarding prizes to 
students of our colleges and universities for writing essays in favor of 
the surrender of our markets to English manufacturers. 

‘The influence of the Cobden Club in institutions of learning, which 
are the pride of America, such as Harvard, Yale, Williams, and others, 
is most unfortunate. It is strange that the educators of this country 
fail to realize that there may be some sinister motive in the eontribu- 
tions of the aristocracy or England for the education of American youth. 
‘The influence of the Cobden Club is also felt in the public press, where 
hundreds of editors, who have been taught at the seats of learning of 
both England and the United States the arguments of the Cobden Club 
in favor of free trade, are daily flooding the country with arguments to 
show that the prosperity of this country would be enhanced by surren- 
dering our markets to England. The character of these arguments is 
well illustrated by a short extract from the last report of the Cobden 
Club, published in London, showing its membership, operations, and 
purposes. It is as follows: 

Your committee have never despaired of the ultimate adoption of free trade 
by the commercial nations of the world, in accordance with the aspirations of 
Richard Cobden. They do not forget what has been forcibly explained by Mr. 
Medley and others, that the adoption of a free-trade policy by great productive 
nations like America would probably put a severe strain upon our power to 
compete with all comers in neutral markets; and they have in their publica- 
tions emphasized the point that Great Britain enjoys ‘the lion’s share of the 
world’s trade"’ toa large extent, because the nation which has free imports 
while other nations impose a tariff enjoys the best half of the free-trade loaf. 
But the Cobden Club puts faith in free trade as a principle of universal applica- 
tion for the benefit of mankind, and therefore your committee rejoice to see 
that the Government of the United States, by the very inconvenient excess of 
its tariff revenue, is being driven irresistibly to the reduction of its tariff. A 
considerable reduction of American tariffs would have the effect of educating 
the poople of the States in the true principles of international exchange. 
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Competition with ‘‘ all comers in neutral markets”’ is good; it would 
be better, however, if the report had continued and stated where such 

neutral markets ’’ exist for the products of the United States. 

IE It ITED STATES I DED FROM FOREIGN MARKETS BY FOREIGN TARIFFS 


An examination of the tariffs of England and her various colonies, 
together with the protection she extends to her steam-ship lines by sub- 
dies amounting to near $4,000,000 per annum, and the credit facili- 

; her banking institutions afford to exporters of her manufactures, 
will show with what care and ingenuity she has guarded against the 
possibility of any product of the United States entering her dominions 
vhich she can cbtain elsewhere; and an examination of the tariff Jaws 
of all other organized governments will also show that all American 
products are shut out from every foreign market in the world, except 

ich products of the United States as 
other source. 

[ will print in the appendix to my speech tables showing the tariffs 
of England and her colonies, and also the tariffs of other nations. (See 
Exhibits F, G, and H.) I chullenge any free-trader to examine these 
tables and point out where there is a foreign market in any country 


obtained from any 


, t hea 
can how ve 


South Pittsburg, in | for the products of the United States, which that country can produce 


in sufficient quantities or obtain elsewhere, or where the United States 
could obtain any additional foreign markets for her products if she ex- 
tended free trade to all the world. 

The following brief statements of the main features of some of the 
foreign tariffs will illustrate how other countries protect their markets: 

On cotton gloves France levies a duty of $88.44 per 100 pounds. The 
importation of tobacco on private account is prohibited, and only a few 
privileged importers are allowed 22 pounds per annum for their per- 
sonal use. Cigars and cigarettes are taxed $315.15 per 100 pounds; 
smoking, snuff, and chewing tobacco, $131.32 per 100 pounds. The im- 
portation of tobacco, raw or cured in the leaf, is absolutely prohibited, 
and the importation of pork is virtually prohibited. Woolen goods are 
taxed from 40 to 110 per cent. 

The German tariff regulations as to pork are virtually prohibitory. 
In 1872 the German Empire inaugurated the system of protection. In 
that year the imports amounted to $824,432,000 and the exports to 
$593,096,000, while jn 1886, under the influenceof her protective tariff, 
her exports rose to $726,225,000 and her imports fell to $700,902,000. 
In seven years Germany has increased her tariff on foreign wheat. In 
1879 the duty was 63 cents per bushel; in 1881, 20 cents per bushel; 
and in 1887, it was increased to 334 cents per bushel. 

The tariffof Russia is virtually prohibitory. Plain woolen goods pay 
a duty of 79 cents per pound, and if colored 30 per cent. is added. ‘The 
duties on cotton goods vary from 40 to 120 per cent. On American 
tobacco Russia levies duties of from 250 to 680 per cent., and on Ameri- 
can wines from 80 to 125 per cent. 

Spain collects on cotton goods from 30 to 70 per cent., and én woolen 
zoods from 20 to 66 per cent. A duty of $16 per ton is levied on iron 
and steel rails, and $38 per ton on iron nails. 

A duty of 120 per cent. is levied on American clocks by Italy. On 
cotton and woolen goods the duty is from 30 to 70 per cent. 

Mexico taxes unbleached cotton cloth 150 to 175 per cent., and 
bleached cloth from 150 to 200 per cent. Common cotton covers for 
umbrellas pay a duty of $1 per pound, while they are not worth 26 cents 
per pound. Her duty on iron nails is over 100 per cent. ; on tobacco 
from 100 to 300 per cent. The duties on woolen goods are virtually 
prohibitory. 

Brazil lays a duty of from 45 to 125 per cent. on tobacco, besides : 
special duty of 40 and 60 per cent., making the duty 145 to 225 per 
cent. Oncotton and woolen goods her tariff is almost prohibitory. 

Argentine Republic levies a general duty of 25 per cent. ; buton wheat 
she exacts from 80 to 100 per cent. The duty on American clocks is 
from 100 to 200 per cent. 

Our tobacco has to pay a duty of 150 per cent. and our cigars 300 
per cent. in Chili. The duty on American clocks is 80 per cent., and 
some of our boots and shoes are taxed at from 75 to 125 per cent. 

Peru charges a duty of 70 per cent. on spirits, 40 per cent. on cotton 
and woolen goods, and 70 per cent. on cigars. 

The duties of Venezuela on cotton and woolen goods are almost pro- 
hibitory. 

I desire to call especial attention to a few itemsin the tariffs of Great 
Britain and her provinces. The import duties collected in England in 
1887 amounted to $101,564,430 (see Exhibit I), which was $2.73 for 
every man, woman, and child in Great Britain and Ireland, while the 
duties collected in the United States during the same year amounted 
to about $217,000,000, which was $3.46 per capita, estimating the pop- 
ulation at 62,000,000. Although the duties collected in the United 
States exceed those of Great Britain per capita, yet the various devices 
adopted by Great Britain furnish her manufacturers far more protec- 


tion from competition with foreign countries than the manufacturers of 


the United States enjoy. The reason why duties in England do not 
amount to as much per capita as duties in the United States is not be- 
cause England practices free trade (which she urges us to adopt), but 
because the principles of protection are fuliy complied with by the 
duties she levies. 

She can not collect duties on articles of food which are not produced 
in sufficient quantities at home without injury to her manufactures by 
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; importing those articles an li them in Canadia 
: imposes a duty of 10 per cent. when imported from t U1 
admitting them free from all other sources rhis duty w 
% Can aiter the establish nto American shi} 
; Whis d spirits of all kinds p 1 duty of from $1.33 t 
ys gallon The people of several of the ites of the Westa 
5 cheap lumber, and it has been su sted that the repeal of 
. $2 a thousand feet on lumber mi ive them some re 
mistake, as shown in the caseof logs forlum import I 
- The United States imposes no d ( log but Canada. f 
they will beara duty and still compete suc h leg 
; United States, imposes an export duty of $1.01 per thousand t 
5 Che famous Joggins raft, which attracted so much at 
j passage from Canada to New York, contained 3,000,000 f{ 
A ber, upon which Canada collected a duty of $3,030, but it 
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ne repeal the duty on lumber, can there be any doubt that ¢ 
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bidding the Postmaster-General from making a contract for carrying 
ocean mails for more than two years, or to involve a higher rate of ex- 
pense than the amount collected on the sea and land postage. This 
destroyed the Collins Line and the Havre and Bremen Americiun lines. 
Mr. Cobden, the father of the cardinal principles of modern democ- 
racy, in examining a witness before a Parliamentary committee with 
regard to contracts for subsidies in 1859, asked the following question, 
which the witness answered in the affirmative: 

You are aware that it (the Collins Line) ceased because the American Goy- 
ernment withdrew the sul ly 


Mr. Wilson, another fre¢ 
the following question 


trader, during the same examination asked 


Mr. Cunard’s contract f 000, is it not? 

A. Yes; £191,400 

Q. Three hundred and twenty thousand pounds is the amount which is now 
paid by this country and the « y for the trans-Atlantic postage, including the 
Galway Line 

A. Yes. 

q. And in the face of these increasing subsidies the American Government 
has altogether relinquished the practice of subsidizing their vessels, and their 


vessels, of course, have | n driven off the passage ? 

The astonishment expressed in these questions at the folly of the 
American Government by these English free-traders is significant. In 
1851 England commenced building steel ships. The cotton tariffs of 
1833 and 1846 had rendered it impossible to manufacture steel in the 
United States. As these steel ships supplanted wooden ships it was 
impossible for the United States ship-builders longer to compete with 
Great Britain in the building of ships. England, however, continued 
to increase her subsidies for the purpose of driving our ships off the 
ocean, and finally, when the war broke out, she sent her armed cruisers, 
which destroyed our wooden ships and ended the contest. She was 
then enabled to decrease her subsidies somewhat, but every time the 
United States has made an effort to inerease her carrying trade by sub- 
sidies, as in the case of the China line in 1870, Great Britain has in- 
creased her subsidies and put on competing lines. The following table 
will show the annual subsidies paid to steam-ships by Great Britain 
from 1848 to 1882, both inclusive: 
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1856 5, L874 5, 697, 546 
ISS 5, 1875 4, 860, 000 
ee 1 1876... 4,420, 271 
1859, 4, IE sheduis sellnsctaammedietmauntiint 8, 976, 580 
1860 { 1878 3, 914, 990 
1X6] 4 1879....040 ; 
Is62 4 MD scanesvotevoueusvenressans 3 
1863, 4, 188, ¢ 1881... 3, 601, 
1864. 1,503,050 | 1882.. 3, 538, 835 
1865....... ; 3, 981, 995 
Since 1882 these annual subsidies have been somewhat increased, 
averaging about $3,800,000. France and Germany have also adopted 
the policy of subsidizing their steam-ship lines, while the United States 


has returned to the policy inaugurated by Mr. Cobb, Secretary of the 
Treasury in 1858, of making money on our letter postage through the 
mails carried on American vessels. By means of these subsidies Eng- 
land increased her shipping to 5,500,000 tons, valued at one thousand 
millions of dollars; employed two hundred and forty thousand men in 
the construction aud repair of ships and two hundred and twenty thon- 
sand more in sailing them, and added to her national earnings $350, 000, - 
COVayear, while the United States got cheap postage by sending her mails 
on American ships for 2 cents per letter if she could find such a ship 
afloat, otherwise by paying foreign ship-owners for carrying our mails. 
The present Administration is keenly alive on this subject, as on all 
others, to the interest of Great Britain, and bitterly opposes a dollar in 
subsidy to American vessels, but kindly advises the people of the United 
States to cultivate foreign intercourse and find foreign markets. 
NO NEW POLICY WANTED, 

I would not have the United States enter upon any new or untried 
policy. I would have it return to the policy for which the colonies 
separated from the mother country, for which the patriotic soldiers of 
the Revolution fought, and which was incorporated in the Constitution 
and carried into effect during the administrations of Washington and 
his successors in the early end better days of the Republic. That pol- 
icy included not only political but financial, commercial, and indus- 
trial independence. Financial independence was secured by the free 
coinage of both gold and silver. Commercial independence was main- 
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tained by charging less duties on goods imported in American ships 


| than on goods imported in foreign bottoms, thereby discriminating in 





favor of American vessels. If treaty obligations would be violated by 
such discrimination, I would use the methods of avoiding those obliga- 
tions which Great Britain, France, and Germany have adopted by ap- 
plying a part of the customs revenues in subsidizing steam-ship lines 
to South American ports and every other part of the world which would 
buy our products. 

Industrial independence was encouraged by laws for the protection 
of manufactures. I would soextend those laws as to give tothe labor- 
ing people of this country the entire market of the United States fo1 
every product of both farm and factory which can be produced in our 
own country, and I would secure to them the permanent and exclusive 
right to supply such markets, and thereby give confidence to capital 
invested in manufactures. The laborers of this country, with the tixed 
market for their productions which our great and growing country 
would afford, would be more independent than any other people on 
earth. The vast amount of manufacturing necessary to supply such a 
market would cheapen production and increase the priceof labor. Ex- 
perience has taught us that the morea people manufacture the clieaper 
they can produce. The people of this country would have the best 
market in the world, and in time might be able to send their surplus 
products abroad, where none now go. This was the policy of the fathers 
of the Republic, and to it I would return. 

POLITICS, 

There are 401 votes in the electoral college; 153 of these are in the 
sixteen Southern States, which compose the solid South; 197 of them 
are in those Northern States in which there is no city where European 
influence is predominant; 51 of them are in New York, New Jersey, 
and Connecticut, which added to the vote of the solid South make 204 
votes, which is a majority of the electoral college. The51 votesin the 
three States last named are expected to be carried for the Democratic 
party by the overwhelming majority which will be given in New York 


| and Brooklyn and their suburbs in New Jersey and Connecticut. If 


| the President and his associates succeed in this scheme it will be inter- 


esting to inquire by what influence it isto be accomplished, and whether 
such influence is American or foreign, and who is to receive the bene- 
fits from the victory. During the twelve months ending June 30, 1888, 
foreign imports into the city of New York amounted to $470,426,77 
while the total imports into all the ports of the United States was only 
$723,865, 146, and during the same period the exports from New York 
City to foreign countries was $310,627,476, while the total exports of 
the United States from all the ports was only $695,971,619, showing a 
balance of trade against the United States during the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1888, of $27,890,527, which was increased on July 3i to 
$45,210,538. Ido not give these figures in this connection for the pur- 
pose of showing the balance of trade, but to show the vast amount of 
trade which centers in New York and its surroundings. 

The persons engaged in this trade must be very numerous and have 
command of vast capital. They are either agents of foreign merchants 
or foreign manufacturers. They are called ‘‘ consignees,’’ ‘‘ brokers,’’ 
‘*merchants,’’ and ‘‘importers.’? Their enormous business gives them 
vast control of merchants, bankers, tradesmen, newspapers, and, in 
short, over all the people living or doing business in New York City 
and its surroundings. The value of the prodnets of the manufacturers 
of the United States in 1880 was more than five thousand millions of 
dollars, and undoubtedly the value of such products during the past 
year was more than seven thousand millions of dollars, 
this vast product was consumed by American markets. The increase 
of foreign productions which would find a market in the United States 
under free trade can hardly be overestimated. If two or three thou- 
sand millions of dollars could be added to our imports by admitting 
foreign manufactures free of duty the business and profits in New York 
of these ‘‘consignees,’’ ‘‘brokers,’’ ‘‘agents of foreign merchants,’ 
‘‘agents of foreign manufacturers,’’ and ‘‘importers’’ would be enor- 
mously increased. 

New York is the center of another interest equally powerful and im- 
portant, which would be subserved by the election of Mr. Cleveland. 
He is asingle gold standard contractionist. The people of the United 
States owe vast sums of money to England and other European coun- 
tries for money borrowed for the construction of railroads and other 
enterprises. Most of the agents of these foreign creditors reside in the 
city of New York. The bonds and other evidences of indebtedness 
which they hold as agents for European capitalists have already been 
enhanced more than 334 per cent. by the contraction of the currency 
resulting from the demonetization of silver. 

The capital stock of the national banks of the United States amounts 
to the enormous sum of about $578,000,000. New York City controls 
the policy of the national banks and directs it in harmony with the 
schemes of the bankers, money-lenders, and bondholders of Europe. | 
do not intend to reflect on the patriotism of American bankers. They 
do not differ from the members of any other trust or combination or- 
ganized to benefit themselves and draw money from the people. I 
simply desire to say that when the interests of bondholders and monev- 
lenders are involved it is as natural for a banker to defend them as it 
is for a member of the sugar trust, the oil trust, the whisky trust, the 
cotton-bagging trust, or of any other trast, to defend the principles of 
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the institution or organization which he represents and from wl 
derives large profits. 

The good mont y of the banker m« 1 y 
No money is good in his estimation unk t ‘ i 
dearer the money the sounder the currency in the estimation of 
banker. The more wheat or cotton it requires to procure a g 
tity of money the more precious and desirable to the ba the1 
becomes. Quoting the opinion of bankers where tl nterests ar 
volved to influence legislation is as absurd as it would be to rely on 
the arguments of the Cobden Club as to the beneiits of free trade to 
the manufacturers of the United States. It is natural for the National 
Bank Association to advocate the repeal of the Bland act and contrac- 
tion to the gold standard, because it will make money dearer and pro 
erty cheaper. In other words, it will produce good money and bad 
times. 

The National Bank Association also controls the indebtedn 
United States, the value of which they have largely xd, and 





sire further to increase, by contraction to the gold star l. 
and the West, by the demonetization of silver, are sorely dep 
both by the low price of wheat and cotton and other fi 
which are governed in foreign markets, as I have already shown, 
the price of silver, and also by contraction of the currency which h 
involved them in debt and com pe lled them to mortgage their far 
This vast moneyed interest centered in the city of New York, and « 
operating with the foreign influence which I have already described 
threatens both the industrial and financial independence of the United 
States, and if not successfully resisted will destroy our manufactures, 
ruin our farmers, and render the United States dependent upon Gre 
Britain. 

It is easy to see why foreign manufacturers and foreign import 
and all persons engaged in foreign trade should support Mr. Cleveland, 
because he is in favor of free trade. And it is also easy to see why t 
agents of bondholders, both foreign and domestic, and money-loaners 
and dealers in money should support Mr. Cleveland, because he is in 
favor of the gold standard and contraction, which will increase thei 
wealth. But it is diflicult to comprehend how any patrictic person 
who desires the prosperity of the United States can join in that sup- 
port, and particularly how the South and the West, which are develop 
ing manufactures and desire good prices for their farm products, can 
support a candidate for the Presidency who would destroy their manu- 
factures by free trade, and who is laboring to enhance the obligation: 
of contracts, to increase the burden of debts, and reduce the price of 
all the productions of the United States by the demonetization of 
silver. 

It is incomprehensible that anybody should believe that Mr. Cleve- 
land was sincere when he suggested in his message that free trade and 
the surrender of our markets to foreign competition would enable the 
people of the United States to supply foreign markets and increase home 
production when he knew, or ought to have known, that the people o 
the United States were shut out from every foreign market by exorbi 
tant foreign tariffs, by vast steam-ship subsidies to foreign vessels, and 
every device possible to exclude the products of this country from for 
eign lands; when he knew, or ought to have known, that it is necessary 
for the life and existence of manufacturing establishments that they 
shall have a secure and permanent market to justify investments and 
insure steady production, and that all other countries in the world 
have ample tarifls to secure their markets for their own establishments 
to enable them‘to manufacture cheaply and send their surplus ab 
and that it would be the extreme of folly and madness for the United 
States to surrender its markets to foreign countries without the possi 
bility of reciprocal favors. The statesman who will compel the people 
of the United States to compete with the underpaid labor of Europe 
operating behind breastworks of protection is either incompetent o1 
wicked. 

In view of the depression of business in consequence of contraction, 
how could the President contemplate a reduction of the tariff in the 
present stringency of the money market which must be followed by a 
glut of foreign commodities, the closing down of our manufactures, and 
the withdrawal of our circulating medium in payment for foreign goods ? 
Is it possible that he considered the inevitable consequence of his ad- 
vice and the ruin and disaster which followed the tree-trade tariffs of 
1833 and 1857, which stand out as warnings to the American people 
against the commission of similar blunders? The necessity of the situ- 
ation must have been pressing to have induced the President to have 
preferred the bankruptcy of his country to some more patriotic method 
of securing his re-election. How any representative of the people and 
particularly from the South or the West, can desire destruction of their 
new and growing manufactures, the contraction of the currency by the 
withdrawal of our circulating medium for the purchase of foreign goods, 
and its further contraction by the repeal of all laws for the coinage o1 
silver and the continual decline in the price of wheat and cotton, is in- 
comprehensible. 

I appeal to every voter in the United States who is in favor of honest 
money and a steady and constant supply of the circulating medium, 
who is in favor of home production, who is in favor of employment for 
labor and wages sufficient to save the wage-workers of the United States 
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Exuinir D RUSSIA. 











Table rowing thal wh Russia maintains the silver standard, the averzge prices of 
follou ) leading productions of that country have remained stable. i 
ae Wheat, Corn, Wool, Linseed, Butter, | 
se per bushel. per bushel. per pound.| per bushel.’ per pound. 
Cents Cents. Cents 
J $1.49 84} 23} $1.47 19 
S74 1.35 91} 23} 1,38 19 
187 1. 28 54 19; 1. 324 194 
] 1. 34 57 204 1. 36} 20 
1S/ 1. 47} 67 34 1.63 17% 
l 1, 4% 51 22 1. 64 18; } 
is 1. 62 23 1.724 19 
1s 1.6] 1 17 1. 67 16 
LI. ciudiaesteniinin 1.59) 51 2] 1.50 18 
is 1.42 oO 19 1.38 I 
1833 1.30 85) 15} 1.43} I 
1884 1. 24 0) 13 964 2 
1885 1.03) 74} 14} 1.24 15} j 
] M6 1.01 76 144 1.10 | 16 
1887 1,02 ) 14} 1,12 16 
Average 1, 40 17 1.43 18 
| 
Exuisir E.—HoLviann. | 
| 
Ta ow J ul while Holland has f years maintained the silver standard, hav- | 
ing ly of late years returned to bimet i, the average prices of the follor 
le ng produ ms of that country have remained stable, | 
} 
Weaus Wool, Flax, Tallow, Butter, Cheese, } 
; per pound, per pound. per pound. per pound. per pound, | 
| 
Cents Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents, 
187 2 13 94 15 6 
1874 215 134 9h 143 6 
L375 22 14; 10 14; 6 
1876 ig 18; il 143 | 7% 
_ ae 18} 135 | 9 14} | 6} 
1878 16 133 9 14} | 63 
1879 19 13% 9 143 6} 
1880 18 13) 9} | 145 | 
ISH! a 20 134 | 9h 14} | 65 
1882 20) 13} 9 | 154 | f 
NITE icirsemstatemidtintinnnn 21 13 9} } 14} | 5 
1884 213 127 95 14} 6} 
TSS. 2! 13} 9 | 143 6 
1886 21 13 9} 14} 6 
1887 21; 13 9 14} ( 
A , 12 ‘ L 3 | 
Average 20; 13 9} 14} 63 | 
| 
Exurmr F.— Duties on imports levied by Great Britain and Ireland and the « | 


nies of Great Britain. 


Tobacco: 

Unmanufactured, containing 10 pounds or more of m« 
pounds weight thereof, 87} cents per pound. 

Containing less than 10 pounds of moisture in every 100 pounds, 
per pound, 

Manufacture d cigars, $1. 

Cavendish or negro- head, ‘$1: 

Snuff containing 

weight thereof, $1.02 per pound. 


yisture in eve 


per pound, 
20 per pound. 


Not containing more than 13 pounds of moisture, $1.20 per pound. 
Other manufactured tobacco, $1.08 per pound. 
Tea, 12 cents per pound 
Coffe 
Raw, $3.50 per cewt 
Kiln-dried, roasted, and ground, 4 cents per pound, 
Chicory 


Roasted, ground, and mixed, md, 
Raw, $3.25 per cwt. 

Cocoa or chocolate, 4 cents per 

Spirits, brandy, rum, Geneva, 


i cents per pot 


pound, 
etc., $2.58 per gallon. 
Liqueurs, ec 4 


gation. 


Perfumed spirits, $4.12} per gallon. 

Chloroform, 75 cents per pound. 

Chloral hydrate, 31 cents per pound, 

Collodion, $.86 per gallon. 

Ether, $6.11 per gallon. 

Ethy], iodide of, $3.25 per gallon. 

Naphtha, purified ,$2.58 per gallon, 

Wine, from 25 to 62} cents per gallon as to strength. 
Currants, figs, raisins, plums, $1.75 per ewt. 

Cards, playing, per dozen packs, 94 cents. 

Beer and ale, from $6.35 to $7.48 per gallon as to strength. 





Total duties collected last year by Great Britain (as per Exhibit I) $101,564. 430, 


Tobac co. 






yrdials, or other preparations containing spirits in bottles, $3.! 


ry 100 


more than 13 pounds of moisture in every 100 pounds 


| 
Colonies. 7 

| Raw. Manufactured. Cigars. 

| 
Labuan pentenooneseiuel 7t ets. per Ib.........) 15 ets. per Ib. 
Falkland Island 18$ cts. per Ib. 75 ets. per Ib... .....| $1.25 per Ib. 
St. Helena 12 ets. per Ib.... 21 ets. per lb. .| 24 cts. per Ib. 
Gambia 45$ cts. per lb. 75 ets. per Ib. ........! 75 ets. per Ib, 
New South Wales 24} cts. per Ib.. {8} cts. per Ib. ......) $1.25 per Ib. 
Ceylon ..... 4 cts. per Ib....... 8 cts, per }b...........| 22§ ets. per Ib. 
Mauritius............. 35 ets. per Ib......... 43 cts. per Ib.........! 47 ets. per Ib. 
Victoria ........... arcssseese] 24} Cts. per Ib...... 75 ets. per Ib... ...... $1.50 per Ib. 
South Australia... | 24) cts. per Ib...... .| 50 ets. per Ib.. $1. 25 per Ib. 
West Australia... ...| 24} cts. per Ib........) 75 ets. per Ib. . $1. 25 per Ib. 
Tasmania.............. : ..! 75 ets. per Ib... $1. 25 per Ib, 





»0 per 


95 cents 


ieee aataatraataeaae 


Exuisir F. 


Colonics. 


New Zealand 
Queensland... 
Fiji Islands 
Natal! : 

ape of ‘Good ‘Hope . 





Lagos 
Gold ¢ ‘oast: eaccevesssceses 
Canada............ 


Newfoundland 
Bermuda.......... 


Hondurag......... 
sritish Guiana 


Bahamaa............+-se00 | 


rurk’s Islands 
Jamaien eee ee 
6 Fas po ncencrsensqunt 
SE. VimMCOME....-coccccccarar 
Barbadoes 
Grenada. 

robago 





St. ( hristopher e. 


Nevis. 
Antigu 





Montserrat... 
Dominica .,....... 
Se Ricccncvemeseniibens 


Colonies, 


India 
Labuan ...... 
Falkland Islands. 
St. Helena.. 
Sierra Leone. 
Gambia...... 
Gibraltar 
Malta. 
New South Wale 
Ceylon... 














Dutie 


Raw. 


24} ets. per Ib... 
9 ets. per lb..... 
18 cts, per lb.. 





4 ets. per Ib 
12 cts. per lb 


5 ets. per Ib : 
| 25 cts. per Ib........ 
3 cts. per Ib........... 








1 ct. per Ib : 
12 ets. per Ib........ 
21 cts. per lb 
12 cts. per lb......... 


14 cts, per Ib......... 
5 cts. per Ib.......... 
5 ets. per Ib....... 


12 cts. per Ib 
6 ets. per Ib..... 
18 cts. per Ib........ 


SEP 


Tobacco. 


Manufactured. 


88 cts. per lb 


63 cts. per Ib... . 


75 ets. per Ib... 
37 cts. per Ib. 
37 cte. 


12 ets. per Ib..... 


24 cts. per lb. ... 


20 cts.and 12} p. 


ct. per lb. 
14 cts. per lb 


4 ets. per lb 
10 cts. per Ib... 
35 ets. per lb 


7 cts. per Ib..,..... 


24} cts. per Ib 
42 ets. per lb 

24} cts. per Lb.... 
37 cts. per lb 
24} ets. per Ib.. 


24) ets. per Ib....... 


9, cts. per Ib 
9; cts. per Ib. 


Scts. per Ib........... 


20 cts. per lb 
20 p. ¢ t.ad val. 
24} cts. per Ib.. 


Spirits. 


50 p. 
2.50 p. 





62} cts. 


$1.40 p. 


5 P. et. ad val 


5) ets. p. gal.. 
50 cts. p. gal.. 
97 cts. p. gal.. 


$3 p. gal..... 








gat.. 


gal. a 


p. gal 


gal.. 





per Ib. ....... 





2 cts. per TD.. ........ 


| 12} to 37} cts. p. 
















a eveinbooenhie $2.09 p. gall.........00+..000 
WHET seclestxcecstinnastssacncnsscreumecoeeeed 2.50 p. wal......... 
South Australia $3 p. gal...... 
West Australia.. $3.50 p. gal. 
hain ast ciearaia $3 p. gal...... 
EEE IEE vine sanuninesvdieneersapaniinn $3.50 p. gal. 
oe 2.50 p. gal.. 
—s --| $3 p. gal...... 
Natal .. | $1.56 p. gal 
Cape of Good Hope. | $2.06 p. gal..... 
BOB icc sscicserssetites 12 to 24 cts. 
RE GBR aes coitnanstontennnicnmtionesnied $1.25 p. gail...... soadea 
Canada......... wee $1.32} to $3 Pp gal. shia oe 
icles nnscdiilitncadandivideand | $1.90 to $2.10 p. gal.. 


Honduras. 


St. Lueia.. 
St. Vincent.. 


Antigua ......... 
Montserrat .. 
a 
iitetittiindnianctnains 


Colonies. 


INI <: sinstinusestocueent 
South Australia... 
West Australia. 
Tasmania ...... 
New Zealand........ 
Seta ial 
Natal sadeaneeninontiiiaineatinies 


I 
Canada. 
Guiana... 








DIRE cconcncscscmnoccttoccencien 


Se 





Se icninctedhinmrardenctne 
RR iavccetenresewvnen 


I Riiiiibdadsbskescinnctaciblinean 


I ittidiiieteccastncenninitenin 









Ceylon .......00.rcceeereoees | 
TB cncccsmmnaceveee | 













$1.04 to 





87} cts. 


Wheat. 


| 

~ | 
3 ets. p. bush........ 
14} cts. p. bush...... 
| 50 cts. p. 100 Ibs.. | 
| 8 ets. p. bush.. 
8 ets. p. bush......... 





| 18 cts. p. 100 Ibs. 
12 ets. p. bush... 








4 cts. p. bag........... 
16 cts. p. 100 ibs.....| 
4 p. ct. ad val........ 
15 cts. p. bush........ 
5 ets. p. bush.... 

6 cts. p. bush.. 


4 cts. p. bush........ 
18 ets. p. bush...... 
12 ets. p. bush...... 
6 cts. p. bush........ | 








$1.67} p. gul 


$1 and 20 p. ct. p. gal 

SD __ 
$2.08 p. gal 
75 ets, to $2.25-p. gal... 


75 cts. to $1 p. gal........ 
$2.50. p. gal............ 
$1.50 to $1.75 p. gal. 







to $1.50 p. gal. 





Barbadoes... $1 to $1.50 p. gal.. 
Grenada, | $1. ag EE tiie 
Tobago.......... ceeseeee) $1.75 p. gal... os 
RN 25 to 37} cts. Pp. ‘gal. beaeti | 
St. Christopher........ 25 cts. to $1 p. gal....... 


75 cts. to $1.04 p. gal... 
75 cts. to 
| 50 ets. to $1 p. gal...... 
| @ per gal................... 


$1 p. gal....... 


Flour. 


22§ cts. p. cewt 
193 ets. p. cwt . 


50 cts. p. 100 Tbs .... 
25 ets. p. 100 Ibs .... 
25 ets. p. 100 lbs .... 
| 20 cts. p. 100 Ibs... -| 3 


cts. p. 100 lbs 


| 25 cts, p. 100 Ibs . 










TEMBER 19, 


Continued. 


Cigars. 


$1.50 per Ib. 
25 per Ib. 
$1. 25 per lb. 
..-| $L per lb. 
.| $7.30 per 1,000 and 
| 0p. et. 
.| $1.25 per 1,000. 
75 cts. per lb. 
| 63 cts. and 20 p. ct. 
per lb. 
$5.50 ets. per 1,000 
and 5 p, ct. 
$4.86% per 1,000. 
$5.80 cts. per 1,000. 
78 ets, per Ib, 
$2 per 1,000 and 15 
} p.ct. 
$2.43 cts. per 1,000. 
| $1.25 ets. per Ib, 
o«| 75 ets, per ib. 
| 7) Cts, per lb, 
«-- | $1.25 per Ib. 
50 cts.and $1 per lb, 
25 p. ct. ad val. 


- 


@ 





$1.25 cts. per Ib. 
and 10 per ct, 

16 ets. per Ib. 

20 p. ct.ad val. 

50 cts. per Ib. 


| Wi ines (bottled, double 


duty). 


$1.92 p. gal. 

$5.10 p. gal. 

50 cts. p. gal. 

62} cts. p. gal 

gal. 
18? to 24} cts. p. gal. 
7 ets. p. gal. 

31 cts. p. gal. 

$1.25 p. gal. 

23 to 34 cts. P. gal, 
16} ets. Pp. g yal. 
$1. 50 Pp. i 
$1.25 to $4,863 p. 
$1 to $3 p. gal. 
$1 to $3 p. gal. 
$1 to $3 p. gal. 
$1.50 to $3 p. gal. 
50 cts. to $1 p. gal. 

50 ets. to $1 p. gal. 
98 cts. to $2.16 p. gal. 
25 to 50 ets. p. gal. 

12 to 50 cts. p. gal. 

24 cts. and 30 p. et. to 

69 ets. and 30 p. ct. 
$3.124 and 30 p. ct. 

30 cts. to $1.87}; and 
12} p. et. 

20 p.ct.ad val. 

24} ets. to $1 p. gal. 

36 cts. to $2.10 p. gal. 
—— p. gal. and 20 p. 


gal. 


24} r ots. p.g 
et. 

62} cts. p. gal. 
20 p. ct. ad val. 
25 p. ct. ad val. 
18 ets. p. gal. 
50 ets. p. gal. 
50 cts. p. gal. 
37? e. p. gal. 


gal.and 10p, 


20 p, et. ad val. 
10 to 624 ets. p. gal. 


Corn. 


13 cts. p. bush. 

-| 14; cts. p. bush. 
25 cts. p. 100 Ibs, 

| 8 ets. p. bush, 

| 8 ets. p. bush. 

| 20 cts. p. 100 Ibs. 


<=] 18 ets. p. 100 Ibs. 


b PR instetenoresisvnccced | 12 ets. p. bush. 
4 cts. p. bag. -| 4 cts. p. bag. 
62} cts. p. 100 ibs... | 1 ets. p. 100 lbs, 
4 p. ct.ad val........| 4 p.ct.ad val. 
52 cts. p. 112 Ibs..... 7¢ cts. p. bush. 
$1.04 p. 112 Ibs....... 5 cts. p. bush. 
$1.25 p. 112 Ibs...... -| 6 cts. p. bush. 
95 cts. p. bbl. 4 cts. p. bush. 
$2 p. bbe... .| $ ets. p. bush. 
$1.04 mm -| 12 ets. p. bush, 
Fl p. he recta | 6 cts. p. bush, 
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CONGRESSIONAL 


cieamedin cts. p. bush $i p. b s. p. bus 
Tobago 10 cts. p. bush $1.25 p ta a} 
Virgin Islands 12 cts. p. bush..... | $1.25 p. bbl 12 cts. p. bush 
ae ¢ istophe 6 cts. p. bush $ tp, I f s. p. bush 
Ne 6 cts. p. bush ¢ tp. ts. p. bus 

Antigua 6 cts. p. bush $1.25 p. bk s. p. bush 
lou rat 8 cts. p. bush 0 ets. p. bbl ; s. p. bush 
Do : 8 cts. p. bush = t p. bbl 8 ets. p. bush 
Tr lad one 10 cts. p. bush 8 Pp ts 

Hat nd S i ; 
P fam ar I . 
con I 


N South Wales $4.50 2} cts. } ‘ 
( l ) p.« ad val 
lauritius 1.07 

\ ria ° 1 ) ] 3.) 1 
Sou \ustr Lo 3 

















ismania 4.50 | 42 cts. p.cwt p. ct.ad val { 
New Zealand..... 4. 50 
Queensiand eco see 4.50 
Fiji wee 1.54 
Cape Good Hope 37 1.37 p.ewt l 
Canada 2. 27 1.13 p. cwt 7 cts. p. gal f 
Newfoundland ......... 2.02 .60 p.cwt 4 cts. p. gal 
Guiana cain 2.27 3. O4 p. bb! 15 cts. p. gal 
Bahamas 1.64 1.64 p. cwt 15 cts. p. gal 
lurk’s Island... 1.13 1.13 p.cwt 8 cts p. gal 27 
1.54 65 p. bbl 11 cts. p. ge 1.54 
1. 50 1, 80 p. ewt ..| 5 cts. p. gal 4.5 
7 ip bbl 2 cts. p. gal asus . 2. 28 
1 > l 5 p.cwt 5 cts p. gal 2.04 
1.35 1.35 p.ewt. ..| 18 ets. p. gal 2.27 
4.54 2.10 p.cwt.. 12 ets. p 1.54 
3 } 56-p. cwt 15 ets. p 
I l Sp. cwt 15 cts. p 2 
1.13 1.13 p.ewt 15 ets. p. gal 
i H IT ts 
Export duties collected by th of G t I 
INDIA. 
An export duty of 11 cents per 100 pounds is collected on rice, amountin 
an average for the past seven years to $3,432,820.48, of which at least two 
ions have been paid by the United States, while the whole duty collected i 


rice in the United States in 1887 was only $971,454.89, half of which was collected 
on rice from China, 











CANADA. 
Canada charges export duties of $1.01 per 1,000 feet on pine and spruce logs, 
1 $1.04 per cx of i28 cub on shingle bolts, while logs are ¢ d 
of duty into the United States ul ida also charges $5 per square r it 
ber land and a ro} of 5 per cent, on all sales of timber cu 
GAMBIA 
G id ts, 3 = pert } 
< ¥ N 
Duties on elephants 11.20 each plumbago, 11 cents pe vt. : cents per cwt 
on tea, coffe nd cx 1, and 12} cents on rice; 4} cents per cwt. on Peruvian 
} 
rORIA, 
On scra ron, $14.5 ton 
SOUTH STRALIA 
Twenty ir cents per nee on ¢ i. 
WESTERN AUSTRALIA, 
One dollar and twenty-one cents per ewt. on sandal wood; $19.46 per } 





and $4.86 per ton on other shells 


Forty 


-eig 


ht cents per ounce on 


Forty-eight cents per I 0 feet on cedar |! 


per 100 feet on same logs per 4-inch thickness 








three cents per cwt. on sandal-wood, and 


Twenty-four dollars and thi 
er cent. on silver coin. 


BAHAMAS 

Forty-eight and a half cents per ewt. on guano. 

Ten per cent. on salt 

JAMAICA, 

Twelve and a quarter cents on logwood per ewt.; while the United States ad 

mits the same free of duty. 
T. VINCENT 

Eighteen cents per cwt. on arrowroot; l6cents per ewt. on cotton and « oa 

64 cents per puncheon of 52 gallons on spirits of all kinds. 


GRENADA, 


Thirty-two cents per 160 pounds of cocoa; $1 per puncheon of rum; 54 cents 
per cwt, on spices. 
VIRGIN ISLANDS, 
Two dollars on every bull, cow, and ox; $1 on each calf; $1.50 on each horse. 


mule, ass, and foal; 75 cents on each sheep and lamb; 37 cents on each goat and 
kid; 24 cents on each pig and hog; 12 cents on each sucking pig; and 4 cents 
on each pound of butter 

On salt, 6 cents per barrel; 4 cents per barrel on charcoal and lime ; 54 cents 
per cwt. on coffee; 26 cents per cwt. on cotton, yams, and sweet potatoes; and 
18 cents per cord on fire-wood. 


ST. CHRISTOPHER. 
On salt, 5 per cent.; 50 cents on each puncheon of rum, 





t{CORD— 
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Woolen yarn 
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W oc 
W o« 
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WM 
VV 





NATE. 





d and cotor 





en eloth 


from 3235 





, $47.86 per | 


119.60 per 

















1S per 100 pound 
ver 100 pounda, 














S740 


Wool rugs, $18.20 per 1 
Wool shawls, $49.20 per 


¢: 


ii 


al 


IK 


CONGRESSIONAL 


pounds 


100 pounds 


W ool laces, trimmings, ete, $32.60 per 100 pounds, 
India rubber goods, $9.50 per 100 pounds, 
ron rails, $5.50 per te 
RUSSIA 

Agricultural implements, $1.05 per 100 pounds, 
Biacking 10 per 100 pounds 
Brass manufacture@#$9 per 100 pounds 
Brooms, $6.50 per 100 pounds, 
Cars, horse, $130 each 
Cars, 2-horse, $165 each 
Clocks, tower, $16.30 « I 
Clocks, alarm, in brass cas¢ 39 per 100 pounds 
Cotton, raw, 99 cents per 100 pounds 
Cotton, partly prepared to be used in spinning X) per 100 pounds; if dyed, 
3.20 per 100 pounds 
Cottons 

Yarn, unbleached, $7.50 per 100 pounds, 

Yarn, bleached, $9.86 per 109 pounds, 

Yarn, sewing and knitting, $12.50 per 100 pounds, 


Lamp-wicks, $10.50 per 100 pounds. 
Drilis of all kinds, 42 cents per pound 
Bed-ticking, 14 cents per pound 
Oil-cloth, ts per pound, 
Handkerchiefs, 11 cents per pound 
Woolen blankets, 36 cents per pound 
Woolen stuffs, pla 79 cents per pound, 
W tuffs, if printed or colored,79 cents per pound and 30 per cent. added. 
Woolen scarfs, handkerchiefs, plaids, 22 cents per pound. 
Woolen shawls, bunting, $2.72 per pound. 





10 ce 


oojen 


Woolen galloon, braid, knitted goods, 46 cents per pound 

Cotton tissues, bleached and dyed, 26 cents per pound to $1.04 per pound es to 
neness of quality; if printed, from 46 cents to $1.10 per pound as to quality. 
Cotton 


Velvets, plush, and plush ribbons 42 cents per pound. 
CGialtloon, braid, ete., 34 cents per pound, 
Laces, 26 cents per pound. 
Clothing, ready made, woolen and mixed with cotton, $1.30 per pound, 
Ladies’ dresses of cloth, $1.75 per pound. 
Other feminine attire, woolen and mixed per pound. 
Women’s hats and other head-dresses, $6.50 per pound. 
Buttons, from 14 cents to 46 cents per pound, as to quality of material, those 
{6 cents woolen. 
India-rubber boots and shoes, $26 per 100 pounds. 
Cools used in the arts, trades, factories, mills, and works of all kinds, $2.10 per 
pounds 
Portable engines, tenders, fire-engines, $2.25 per cwt. 
Scythes, knives, spades, rakes, ete., 36 cents per 100 pounds. 
Cutlery, scissors, knives, and knife-blades, $32 per 100 pounds. 
W ire 
Steel or 2.50 per 100 pounds. 
Copper, brass, etc., $8.75 per 100 pounds, 
ufactures of, $5.75 per 100 pounds. 


» 21 97 
goods, eid 











iron, $ 


ann 


To acco 
Leaf, $35 per 100 pounds, 

Smoking, snuff, etc., 87 cents per pound, 
Wines, 27 cents per bottle. 

Wines, sparkling, 87} cents per bottle. 











Hlides, dressed 
Calf skin, ete., $20.28 per 100 pounds. 
Ox, cow, hors , $14.50 per 100 pounds. 
SPAIN, 
Cotton 


Spun and twisted, 7) cents per pound, 
Spun and twisted, colored,# cents per pound. 
Spun and twisted, three or more threads, 14 cents per pound, 
Woven textiles, from 16 cents to 28 cents per pound, 
Woven textiles, printed, 35 cents per pound. 
Laces, 62 cents per pound. 
Knitted fabrics, undershirts and drawers, 19 cents per pound, 
Socks, gloves, ete., 13 cents per pound. 

Wo »t 
Worsted, spun and twisted, 10 cents per pound. 
Worsted, spun and twisted, dyed, 18 cents per pound, 
Carpets, from 8 to 11 cents per pound. 

lankets, 19 cents per pound, 

osiery, 35 cents per pound, 

loths, from 44 cents to 80 cents per pound, 

All other textiles, 48 cents per pound, 

tther: 

lanned, 45 cents per pound, 

Gloves, $3 per pound 

Woot hats and caps, 19 cents each, 

Iron and steel rails, $16 per ton. 

Iron wire, $16 per ton. 

fron wire in nails and screws, $38 per ton. 

Iron pipes, $25 per ton 

Knives, pen and carving, 9 cents per pound, 

Scissors, 20 cents per pound 


KB 
I 
‘ 


ITALY. 

Clo 
Cotton 

Wadding, 52 cents per 100 pounds, 

Thread, untwisted and unbleached, from $1.60 to $7.20 per 100 pounds. 

Thread, twisted and unbleached, from $2 to $9.68 per 100 pounds. 

Warps, single and unbleached, from $1.80 to $7.20 per 100 pounds. 

Warps, single and dyed, from $4.30 to $8.85 per 100 pounds. 

Warps, twisted, dyed, from $6 to $11.50 per 100 pounds. 

Warps, twisted and unbleached, $2.35 to $9.40 per 100 pounds. 

Cloths, tissues unbleached, from $4.90 to $8.87} per 100 pounds. 

Cloths, t ched, from $6.85 to $10.50 per 100 pounds; if col- 

ored, from $8 to $11.50 per 100 pounds. 
Clothes, printed, from $12.15 per 100 pounds to $16.75. 
Gauze and muslin, from $21.80 to $43.50 per 100 pounds, 


ts each, 


is } cen 


etc., 





ssues, etc., bles 


Galloons and laces,”"from $8.25 to $26.50 per 100 pounds. 
India-rabber boots and shoes, $2.80 per 100 pounds. 
Wool: 

Yarn, untwisted, $4.35; if dyed, $6.56 per 100 pounds, 

Yarn, twisted, $.25; if dyed, $7.87} per 100 pounds, 
Woolen: 

Textures from, $12.25 to $14.95 per 100 pounds, 

Textures, embroidered, $35.20 per 100 pounds, 

Knitted goods, $18.75 per 100 pounda, 

Carpets, $9.65 per 100 pounds, 
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MEXICO, 
Cotton, manufactured 
Scarfs and handkerchiefs, 81 cents per pound; if embroidered, % cents per 
pound, « 
Canvas, 29 cents per pound. 
Clothing, ready-made, $1.14 per pound, 
Collars, culfs, etc., $1.60 per pound, 
Corsets, etc., 86 cents per pound. 2 
Cloth, unbleached, per square yard, 9} cents. % 
Cloth, mottled, dyed, or stamped, 13} cents per square yard, 
Cloth, bleached, 18 cents per square yard. 
Blankets, coverlets, 31 cents per square yard, 
Covers for umbrellas, ete., $1 per pound, 
Curtains, 17 cents per square yard. q 
Dress goods, 86 cents per pound. : 
Fringes, galloons, etc., $1.14 per pound. : 
Gloves, $1.70 per pound. : 
Handkerchiefs, 7} cents per square yard, 
Laces, $3.04 per pound. 
Shawls, 55 cents per square yard. 
Shawls with fringes, $1.10 per pound. 
Socks, stockings, and underwear, 80 cents per pound. 
Thread, 74 cents per pound. 
Yarn, white, 32 cents per pound; colored, 50 cen 
Hides, tanned, 70 cents per pound. 
India foot-wear, 23 cents per pound gross weight. 
Iron: 
Cots, etc., 11} cents per pound. 
Nails and brads, 6 cents per pound gross weight. 
Needles, 16 cents to 43 cents per pound gross weight. 
Scissors, from 9 cents to 43 cents per pound gross weight. 
Manufactures of wire, 15 cents per pound gross weight. 
Manufactures of copper and brass, 60 cents per pound gross weight. 
Leather: 
Boots of cowhide, $1.50 per pair. 
Boots of calfskin, $2.50 per pair. 
Gaiters, 90 cents per pair. 
Gloves of all kinds $4.75 per pound. 
Saddles, 90 cents per pound. 
Slippers, 19 cents per pound. 
Uppers for gaiters, $1.50 per pound. 
Tobacco: 
Chewing, 31 cents per pound. 
Fine-cut chewing, 50 cents per pound. 
In the leaf, 60 cents per pound. 
Cigars, $2.50 per pound. 
Cigarettes, 60 cents per pound. 
Smoking, 60 cents per pound, 
Wool, manufactures: 
Scarfs, 97 cents per pound; if mixed, $1.60 
Carpets, 54 cents per square yard ; rugs, 
Carpets, Brussels, $1.22 per square yard. 
Clothing, ready-made, $2.10 per pound. 
Coverlets and counterpanes, $1.29 per square yard. 
Cravats, $1.25 per pound. 
Drawers, shirts, ete., 82 cents per pound. 
Dress patterns, 9 cents per pound; if mixed goods, $1.45 per pound, 
Fringes, galloons, tape, cord, etc., $1.22 per pound, 
Garters, suspenders, etc., 49 cents per pound, ' 
Gloves of all kinds, $1.74 per pound. 
Laces, etc., $3.20 per pound, 
Muslins, $2.50 per pound. 
Shawls, from $1.50 to $2.20 per pound. 
Tassels, 45 cents per pound. 


} 
| 
| 
i 
} 
| 
| 
| 
} 
Goods cut in dress patterns, $1.45 per pound. " 
BRAZIL. ; 
Cotton manufactures: 
Muslin, coarse, 15 cents per pound, 
Muslin, if embroidered, from 95 cents per pound to $1.90 per pound. a 
Muslin, in cuts for dresses, $1.14 per pound. ee 








ts per pound. 





per pound. 
ts per square yard. 
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Lado B54. 


Shawls, handkerchiefs, ete., 23 cents per pound, 

Lace, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Girts, 12 cents each. 

Quilts, 11 cents per pound. 

Cords, plaits, ete., from 15 cents to 95 cents per pound, ; 
Corsets, 50 cents each. P 
Knit work, smooth, plain, $1.33 cents per pound. 

Velvet and bombazines, 28} cents per pound. 

Caps of knit work, 57 cents per pound. 

Linings, 19 cents per pound. 
Satinets, 28} cents per pound, 
Galloons, ribbons, and fringes, 47} 


4 


cents per pound. 
Cravats, 25 cents per dozen. 
Sheets, spreads, pillow-cases, towels, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 
Gloves, common, 29 cents per dozen; other kinds, 75 cents per dozen. 
Saddle blankets, 9} cents per pound. 
Socks and stockings, 50 cents per dozen pairs, 
Socks and stockings, long, $1 per dozen pairs. 
Oil cloths, 9) cents per pound, 
Cloth, smooth or twilled, 8 cents per pound. 
Cloth, bleached, 11 cents per pound. 
Table-cloths 23 cents and 30 per cent. ad valorem. 
Knit skirts, 42 cents per aozen. 
Knit skirts, fancy, from 84 cents to $3.57 per dozen. 
Drawers, knit, from 84 cents to $1.50 per dozen. 
Collars, 38 cents per dozen. 
Suspenders, 49} cents per pound. 
Window-shades, 42 cents each. 
Leather: 
Boots, high, from $1.68 to $2.52 per pair. 
Shoes, from 25 to 67 cents per pair. 
Gloves, from $1.26 to $2.01 per dozen. 
For shoemakers’ use, from 34 to 45 cents per pound, 
Tobacco: 
Cigars, $1.26 per hundred. 
Cigarettes, 38 cents per pound. 
Chewing, 11 cents per pound. 
Snuff, 34 cents per pound. 
All other, 68 cents per pound. 
Norre.—On tobacco there is a special duty of 40 per cent. in 
given above and to the regular additional tax of # per cent. 
Clocks, alarm or others, metal, 42 cents each, 
Brooms, $1 per dozen. 
Brushes of straw for clothes, $1 per dozeu, 





addition to those 
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Wool: : s 


rhread for weavy 
' 








Loose for embroider) i ee I | : 
Wooden chairs, 25 cents each. ‘ 
Wooden chairs, cane seats, $1 each. = eee : 
Wooden chairs, rocking, $1.26 each ; : 
Wooden beds fo 2 Sh oe 
Wooden beds for t OL enc 












































Wooden spoons, 28} cents to 9 cents per |} id. 
ARGENTINE RI I 
se following articles 
Tobacco of all kinds, 55 per cent 
Perfumery, cigars i snuff, 50 per cen 
Ready-made clot 3, caps lles, harn¢ 3, 1 
irniture, 45 per cen ; 
W heat, 75 cents per 100 pounds, or 45 cents per | 
Starch, 2 cents per pound 
Flour and corn-meal, 1} I 9 
Alcohol, in bottles, 25 c« 
Liquors, in bottles, 25 cer ‘ ti } Es 
Playing cards, $10 per S 
Spades, 25 per cent. 
Axes and hatchets, it 
Brass manufactures t i | g 
Corn, $1.05 per bushel | ‘ | 
Clocks. from 50 cents te each | | ‘ ? | t 
Cotton manufactures, 24 per cent. ( ‘ | 0 | s 
Woolen manufactures, 25 per cent | ‘ tor re 
CH s 5 s et A) | s } 
Brooms, 88} cents per dozen dag 21 per pounds ; 
Clothes brushes, 75 cents per dozen Ca s . its, twine, > per 10 S, : 
American watches, 75 cents each to $1.80 each, Cioth, u eached, 211.09 per 100 pounds 
American clocks, 45 cents each | Vrills inkets, thread, $22.11 pe r iw pou 
Cotton sheetings, prints, etc., 25 per cent vind ts, Knit-goods, ¢ vit.ce per iM 
Goat skins, $1 per dozer . ‘ A £€, GOS. 40 | pounds 
Leather aA 
Boots and shoes, $16.80 per dozen, } Ves, 250.4% er mM s 
Sailors’, $10.50 per dozen. j ai i t : 8,¢ I ‘ 
Women’s boots and shoes, from $5.60 to $18.20 per dozen. | "v 
Children’s boots and shoes, from $3.50 to $12.60 per dozen. unkets, $11.05 per 100 pounds 
Tobacco, 150 per cent. for leaf | ‘ et eas. 1k pe I 
Tobacco, cigars, 300 per cent. i ings, et vit.22 per IW |} ; 
Wooden buckets, 75 cents per dozen ‘ sins, Shirts, shawis ta e-cioths, ul Shirts, 355.460 per 100 fF 
Wooden buc kets, oak, $1.25 per dk zen t yr of k is, re ly- i . pe! OY 3 
Woolen manufactures I ; 2 
Carpetings, 35 per cent 
Clothing, ready-made, 35 per cent, ( t ‘ 1 and collected d vy S87, t \ 
Skirts, underwear, 35 per cent, es on rts 
Fringes, 35 per cent. ly . 17. 440 1 ¢ 1 ~ 
Gloves, 35 per cent. rea ; 29 574.53 ( 
Hats, 35 per cent. | Rus PT 40K Raisins g 
Blankets, 25 per cent, | Brandy 62.2 j 8 725 
Bunting, 25 per cent ! Othe 53 * 4 546 ) oe 
Baize, 35 per cent. iW fc ». 648. 15 ta 101. 564. 430 
Cloth, 3 per cent | 
Ribbons, 25 per cent. Exy rJ ‘ ( B 18 8 
Felt, 25 per cent. i 
Stockings, 25 per cent. | 
Flannel, 25 per cent | Cir } ' a g ‘ D s ] 
Boots and shoes, 35 per cent, . : Te ee ‘ 
American lamps, 35 per cent | 
lron spades, 15 per cent | 
Horse cars, 35 per cent. ( i] ind { { ¢9 
Flax drills, sheeting, 35 per cent. M j 4 
ECUADOR, iS s -S wel ‘ » 
Clocks, 11 cents per pound. ; 
Cotton, manufactured, 11 cents per pound. ' — ; “4 . 
Flax, manufactured, 11 cents per pound. | ee : van’ na 
Leather, manufactured, 11 cents per pound, | } 7 ae ’ a ° 
Woolen goods, 22 cents per pound. a “eeptby —— aa aaa ' : ‘ 
NICARAGUA, } 5 58 MM 
Button, bone, 30 cents per pound, a 178, 27 i, 74 
Cotton ‘ Lid 
Canvas, 2} cents per pound, 1.4 nn l 
Wicks, 9 cents per pound, ‘ H 1, 252 ‘7 ‘ 
Denims, 15 cents per pound. la 1, 404 4 
Blankets, towels, rugs, 18 cents per pour : i 
Ribbons of all kinds, 24 cents per pound. 
Ginghams, 18 cents per pound, 5 ’ A 
Sateens, 30 cents per pound. | 89, 3 125, 8 
Hose, 30 cents per pound. 2 ; : 1, 834, 40 id 
Prints, 24 cents per pound. : Lu . OS), OUR i 
Lawns, 36 cents per pound. ! ’ - , 19 
Handkerchiefs, collars, cuffs, etc., 42 cents per pound, | \ c ' BUD ) 
Fringes, 72 cents per pound. | West A 1,08 634,00 <V. OO 
Laces, edgings, 90 cents per pound. i 
Woolen manufactures : } 
Alpaca, merino, gloves, hose, 60 cents per pound, I ARTME? \ 
Broadcloth, serges, flannels, 75 cents per pound. | M PLUMI Owing to 1 ‘ 4 nd tl thin « 
Carpets, curtains, 42 cents per pound, is ; , arse rainy? 4 -— er 
Blankets, rugs, pouches, 24 cents per pound. dition of the Senate, 1 preier tha te on e amendment to the 
Homespun, 42 cents per pound. bill creating the Agricultural Department sho he t en to-mo yy 
Thread, hats, 72 cents per pound, | . PRESIDEN f ~ ( t law hafnre 4 
Tape, ribbon, and braid, 75 cents per pound. a x ee . A gt d _— ' , } , , 
Fringes, laces, ctc., $1.20 per pound. | Senate the nfinished business 
PERU. The Senate n Committee of t \\ t yn f 
| WP at Ind f 
Cotton manufactures, 40 per cent. } tion of the i. 1 1) to « the } id d es of t 
Lamps, 45 per cent. Department of Agriculture nd to create an ¢ tive department to 
Leather manufactures, 45 per cent. | be known the Depart t Ag sIture 
» p 5 per cent | - 
fue ewe ceet | The PRESIDENT p temp The pending question i on tl 
Spirits, 70 per cent. tion of the Senator from Tennessee [| Mr. HARI to pon the t 
Starch, 40 per cent. t} amendment of the Committee on Act Bena 1] sty 
Tobacco, leaf, 70 per cent; cigars, ete., 70 per cent, } ‘ ‘ ‘ aia i 
Woolen manufactures, 40 per cent. |} posing to strike out section 0. 
Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent that to-morrow at 2 0’ 
UNITED STATES OF COLOMBIA, the vot » shall be taken npon the samend1 ent ; mmediately t 
Cotton manufactures: - 

















Unbleached cloths, 18 cents per pound. ter upon the bill, without further debat ; 
Bleached, 24 cents per pound. | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator nK LS : 
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i CO t] t ) e motion ot the Senator from Ten- 

ub ndment of the committee propos- 

ity ) e taken at 2 o’clock to-morrow, and 

t} ye ( J pe the bill shall be had without debate. 
] 0 I l 1 Khan as that there : 

( Oo ] I o desire to submit some remarks upon 
‘ I } 0 e best to cor ine the requ 
ti ] dment upon the table or t 

| ! 1 l ith t] 

on. 

GRO . 

] t othe 

] PRI | 07 he Chair has been notified by two 

rs of te: o speak upon the ape ¥ proposition in th 
} i present The request as m d is that the vo 
uy} mot of 1 itor from Tenness« be tsienah batdie 
{ . 

Mr. HARR is it proper that I should state to the Senator from 
Ka that J ready consented, upon the appeal of at least one | 
‘ it vho desires to address himself particularly to the merits of th 

dment, that I would not i t upon my motion to lay on the table, 

»as5 to cut him off from the privilege of debating it? I am exe 
j inxio to come to a vote upon it, but I can not arbitrarily in 
upon the motion when appealed to by a Senator who desires to discuss 
the merits of the amendment proposed to be laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT } tempore. 'The Chair then understands the 
q t for unanimous consent to be withdrawn. 

PLUMB. Ido not withdraw it. I will prefer the requ to 
the Senate. If it is not desired to have the bill disposed of in that 
way, I shall not prefer any other request, and will let the biil take its 
chances in the mélée hereafter, as far as 1 am concerned. 

ir. BUTLER. Mr. President 

fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from South Carolina 
will pardon the ¢ hair one moment, the question would recur on the 


motion of the Senator from Tennessee to lay the amendment on the 


Mr. PLUMB. I make my request. I say I do not modify the re- 
quest. I prefer the request to vote to-morrow at 2 o’clock, and leave 
it with the Senate. 

N BUTLER l was § 
that he say 4 o’clock to-morrow. That would give everybody an op 
portunity to be heard who desires to be heard. Let us get a vote at 
o’ clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. Say 4 0’clock, and let the bill be open to debate un- 
til that hour, and take the question then upon the ameadment and t 
biil. 

Mr. BUTLER. I make that suggestion to the Senator from Kansas 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon [ Mr. 
MircukEL.] has given notice of a desire to speak to-morrow at the close 
of the morning business, 

Mr. BUTLER. Heecan speak after 4 0’clock, I 

Mr. MITCHELL 
not commence before 4 o’clock, I shall not commence at all to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. Would it be convenient to the Senator to postpone 
his notice until the day after to-morrow? 

Mr. MITCHELI! [ have very strong reasons why I should like to 
go on to-morrow, if consistent with the convenience of the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. If there is to be no further debate except that sug- 
gested by the Senator from Tennessee, we ought to dispose of the bill 
within halfan hour. A vote on the motion to lay on the table is prac- 
tieally a vote on meg 9c nt. Ifthat motion should be voted down, 
of course the vote on the amendment will go without anything except 
the ordinary viva voce division. As far as I know there are no other 
amendments to be proposed, and I do not see why the bill can not be 
disp sed of to-morrow; but if it is not convenient to the Senate, I am 
willing to ask that it be postponed until the middle of next week and 
see if we can get a vote on it then. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope that will not be done. We ought certainly 
to get a vote within three hours after we meet to-morrow. I ask the 
Senator from Oregon if it would 
3 0’elock to-morrow ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I stated to the Senator from Kansas on my left, 
in answer to a request made by him to myself as to whether I wonld 

ive way in case I got the floor to-morrow morning for a vote, that cer- 
tainly I would, but-—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the request. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like very much for certain reasons to go 
on in the morning, but I am willing to give way if a vote can be taken 
at any reasonable time on this other question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee to lay upon the table the proposed 
amendment of the committee to strike out section 5 of the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Tennessee to be kind 
enough to withdraw the motion to lay upon the table so that I may 
submit a few remarks on the pending amendment. 


oing to suggest to the 


‘ 
i 


should think. 





Senator from Kansas 


[ do not prefer to speak after 4 o’clock. If I can | 


convenient to him to speak alter 
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! 
Mr. Of course, if the Senator from New Hampshire de- 
to de te the merits of the amendment, I shall not cut him off by 
i t on my motion I suggest to the Senator if he proposes to dis- 
Cl the merits of the bill that he can do so as well after the vote has 
ken upon m t1on a ) ) 
Ir. CHA ER I prop to speak t t iend- 
ir. HARRIS I thdraw ) l t t] enator 
'-) he ird 
Li PRESIDENT ) } i I 1 to lay on the table is 
thdrawn qu ( ou mel t posed by the 
1 { 
VEST. Does the Senator from New Hampshire propose to pro- 
in 
Mr. CHANDLE]I I ld On pi t row, or I can go 
if there is no otl business. I intend to speak but a little 
Mr. VEST. Iv 1 to ask the Sena ) pass a bridge bill, about 
iich there is an ¢ icy eX1sSti i want to ge t through now 
Mr. CHANDLER Very well 
e PRESIDENT » 7 ” Senator fi 1 Missouri asks 
) ( ent that the unfinish siness may be informally laid 
I | iy h to call up Orde ( susiness 2024, Ho e bill 
it will { » debate and ¥v l onl L few! ments 
I RI I R BRIDGI 
inimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
pl ded to consider the bill (H. R. 9619) to authorize the construction 


of a bridge across the Missouri River at some accessible point within 1 
ile north and 1 mile south and east of the mouth of the Kansas River. 
Che bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 


{> ; ? 7 , , +; : » } f, ] RW . 
ihe first amendment vas, in section 1, line 7 before the word 
| ‘‘noint,’’ to strike out ‘‘a;’’ and in line 8, after the word ‘‘assigns,”’ 


Within 1 mile north of the mouth of the Kansas River, in the eounty of Wy- 
indotte, in the State of Kansas, and 1 mile south and east of the mouth of th« 
Kansas River, in the county of Wy indot te, in the State of Kansas, and in the 

| county of Jackson, inthe State of Missouri, to the county of Clay, in the State 
of Missouri, as shall best promote the public conve and welfare and the 


necessities of business and comm« 


And in lieu thereof to inset 


ackson County, Missouri 
<ansas River, 





So as to make the clause read: 

Chat the Missouri River and Land Improvement and Construction Company, 

orporation organized under the laws of the State of Kansas, or its assigns, is 
hereby authorized to construct and maintain a bridge across the Missouri River 
at such point as may be hereafter selected by said corporation, or its assigns, 
| in Jackson County, Missouri, within 1 mile north and 1 mile south and east of 
j the mouth of Kansas River, Kansas. 








The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 25, after t 
| ceiving,’’ to insert ‘‘such;’’ so as to read: 

And also to construct accessory works to secure the best practicable channel- 
way for navigation and confine the flow of the water to a permanent channel 
at such point; and also to lay on and over said bridge a railway track or tracks 
for the more perfect connection of any railroads that are or shall be constructed 
to said Missouri River at or opposite said point; and said corporation may con- 
struct and maintain ways for wagons, carriages, horses, or other animals, and 
for foot passengers, charging and receiving such reasonable toll therefor as may 
be approved from time to time by the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 3, before the word ‘‘ ob- 
structions’’ to strike out ‘‘material and substantial;’’ so as to make 
the section read: 

Sec. 6. That Congress shall have power at any time to alter, amend, or repeal 
| this act so as to prevent or remove all obstructions to the navigation of said 

river by the construction of said bridge and its accessory works; and the ex- 
penses of altering said bridge or removing such obstructions shall be at tl 
expense of the owners of or persons controlling such bridge 





The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of lowa. I desire to call attention to the provision 
in section 3 with reference to the description of the court. The court 
is described as ‘‘ the circuit court of the United States of the State of 
Kansas or State of Missouri.’’ There is no such court. 

| Mr. VEST. That isa typographical error; it ought to read “‘ circuit 
court of the United States for the district of Kansas or for the district 

Missouri.’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I move that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the pro- 
posed amendment. 

The SecRETARY. Insection 3, line 17, after ‘‘ United States,’’ it is 
proposed to strike out the words ‘‘ of the State,’’ and insert ‘for the 
district:’’ and in line 18, after the words ‘‘ Kansas or,’’ to strike out 

‘State ’’ and insert ‘‘ for the district;’’ so as to read: 

And should any change be made in the plan of the bridge or said accessory 
works, during the progress cf work thereon, such change shall be subject like- 
wise to the approval of the Secretary of War, and be made at the expense of 
| the company making the same; and in case of any litigation arising from any 


| obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free navigation of said Missouri River, 
| caused or alleged to be caused by said bridge, the case may be brought in the 
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h and Winnipeg Railwa 
ae Indian 


ommenci! ul 


at or near Grand Ka 


So as to read: 


That there is hereby gn 
commencing at Duluth and runt 
or near Grand Rapids, on Mississ 
ing under the laws of the State of Mi 
iy 


The amendment was agreed to 
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thereof as limits the total quantity of the diminished reservation proposed to 


120,000 acres, and the Secretary ofthe Interior shall set apart such further quan- | 


tity of land of the existing Umatilla reservation, in addition to the 120,000 
acres thereof required by said act to be selected, designated, and reserved for 
the usesand purposes of said Indians, as therein provided, as shall enable him 
to fix, define, and establish the metes and bounds of said reserved tract ina sat- 
isfactory manner, and to include therein such portions as he may deem advisa- 
ble of certain lands in the eastern part of the reservation, which the Indians 
desire shall be reserved for them; and the said Secretary is authorized by or- 
der to establish such diminished reservation accordingly; and in all other re- 
spects said act shall continue and remain in force, 

Mr. DAWES. I desire that the Senate shall put on record a state- 
ment of the character of this proposition. 

Mr. MITCHELL. This amendment is taken from a bill introduced 
by myself some weeks ago and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and reported favorably by the Senator from Massachusetts, who 
is chairman of that committee. It is recommended by the Secretary 
of the Interior in aletter which I hold in my hand, but I will not have 
it read unless some Senator desires to hear it. 

Mr. DAWES. Some five or six years ago, by a special act, there was 
an undertaking to set out in severalty a portion of the Umatilla reserva- 
tion and offer for sale the rest of it. A commission was appointed for 
that purpose which was ineffectual. They were unable to make an 
agreement with the Indians. At the head of that commission was the 
late Senator from Oregon, Mr. Grover. Another commission was ap- 
pointed with a like result. The Secretary of the Interior has recom- 
mended a new survey of the land so as to make the measure more ac- 
ceptable to the Indians. That is the scope of this proposition which 
was reported by the committee as a bill and is now offered as an amend- 
ment to the pending bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator from Massachusetts will permit me a 
moment, I think the provision of the law was that after allotting lands 
in severalty to the Indians there should be reserved a tract of land for 
pasturage purposes. An amount was named, 120,000acres. The Sec- 

» retary of the Interior is of opinion that there should be a larger tract 
reserved for the use of the Indians in common and that there should 
not be as much sold as was provided for in the original act. 

Mr. DAWES. The dissatisfaction of the Indians grew out of the 
character and perhaps the quality of the land that was reserved under 
the old survey. 

Mr. DOLPH. This authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to re- 
serve a greater quantity. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read again. 

Mr. DAWES. I think it is in the interest of the Indians. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The Secretary read the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know why it is that this amend- 
ment is to gc on a bill which is simply for the purpose of granting the 
right of way through an Indian reservation? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state to the Senator from Missouri—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have got two or three bills that I want to put 
on if this is an omnibus bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There has been great delay in executing the law 
providing for the allotment of the land of the Umatilla Indian résez- 
vation to the Indians in severalty. 

Mr. COCKRELL. So there has been in passing the bills that I want 
to put on. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Secretary of the Interior has written a let- 
ier stating the importance of early legislation so as to enable him to go 
on and finish what he is engaged in doing, and unless we get it in one 
of the House bills, as the Senator from Missouri will readily see, we 
are not likely to get the legislation during this session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is this specific amendment, now offered by the 
Senator from Oregon, recommended by the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It was prepared in the office of the Secretary of 
the Interior and sent to me with an accompanying letter, which is now 
on my desk. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the title be amended. 

The title was amended so as toread: ‘A bill (H. R. 10112) granting 
to the Duluth and Winnipeg Railway Company the right of way through 
the Fond du Lac Indian reservation, in the State of Minnesota, and 
for other purposes. ”’ 

Mr. DAWES. I move that a committee of conference be asked for 
on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous.consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Saprn, Mr. 
DANIEL, and Mr. DoLPH were appointed. 


FORFEITURE OF MICHIGAN RAILROAD GRANT. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Senate bill 858, Order of Business 2172, the regular order of busi- 
ness being laid aside temporarily for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
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| imous consent that the unfinished business be informally laid aside, 
| and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill named by 
him. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senator from Kansas to allow me the court- 
esy of making an inquiry of the Senator from Missouri, and that is if 
it is convenient to him to proceed this evening to the consideration of 
the Army nurses bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I prefer not. I have not got the report that I 

| expected, and I am expecting it every day. I will write again for it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 858) to forfeit lands granted to the 
State of Michigan to aid in the construction of a railroad from Mar- 
quette to Ontonagon, in said State. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, after ‘‘subject-matter,’’ in line 9, to strike 
out ‘‘which are uncertified lands within the limits of the grant, to- 
gether with all the lands, certified or uncertified;’’ after the word ‘‘ On- 
tonagon,’’ in line 13, to insert ‘‘including lands within indemnity 
limits;’’ in line 17, after the words ‘‘subject to,’’ to strike out ‘‘ sale 
and;’’ and in the same line, after the word ‘‘settlement,’’ to insert 
“‘only;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be itenacted, etc., That all the lands granted to the State of Michigan for the use 
and benefit of any railroad company or companies, whatever their corporate 
name, to aid in building and completing a railroad from Marquette to Ontona- 
gon, in said State, by an act of Congress approved June 3, 1856, and by any and 
all acts of Congress amendatory or supplementary thereto that relate to the 
same subject-matter, which lie opposite the uncompleted portion of said road, 
extending from L’ Anse to Ontonagon, including lands within indemnity limits, 
are hereby declared, by reason of the breach of the conditions upon which the 
grant was made, forfeited; and that all of said lands be restored to the public 
domain and made subject to settlement only under existing laws of the United 
States. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend by inserting, after the word ‘‘set- 
tlement,’’ in line 17, the words ‘‘and entry;’’ so as to read: 

And that all of said lands be restored to the public domain and made subject 
to settlement and entry only under existing laws of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT KALAMAZOO, MICH. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of Order of Business 2157, being Senate bill 3431. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. 3431) for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Kalamazoo, Mich., was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CITADEL ACADEMY AT CHARLESTON. 


Mr. HAMPTON. lIask unanimous consent to call up Senate bill 
3486, Order of Business 2165. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3486) for the relief of the State of 
South Carolina. . 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to inquire of the Senator from South Carolina 
if this is a unanimous report of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I think it isa unanimousreport. I will explain 
to the Senator that a joint resolution was reported by the Military 
Committee, referring to the Secretary of War the question as to the 
proper amount of rent to be paid. He referred it to the Quartermas- 
ter-General, who fixed this rent at only one-half the amount that the 
State had asked. The Secretary of War has sent in his report, saying 
that the Quartermaster-General has fixed the amount and that he ap- 
proved it. 

Mr. PLUMB. What is the purpose of this bill ? 

Mr. HAMPTON. To pay the rent of the Citadel Academy. 

Mr. PLUMB. That item has been put on the deficiency bill by the 
Committee on Appropriations, if the Senator will observe that bill, and 
that therefore obviates the necessity of passing this bill. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I do not care to press it, then. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL], who is a 
member of the committee, will recollect the case, and so will the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition shall be made of 
the bill ? 

Mr. HAMPTON. I propose that it lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall it be returned to the Calen- 
dar? 

Mr. HAMPTON. Yes, let it retain its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will resume its place on 
the Calendar. 

AGREEMENT WITH FORT HALL AND LEMHI INDIANS. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Calendar No. 1465, Senate bill 2992. 

There heing no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
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resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2992) to accept and ratify the 
agreement submitted by the Shoshones, Bannacks, and Sheepeat 

the Fort Hall and Lemhi reservations in Idaho, May 14, 1880, and 
other purpose 

Mr. DAWES. TheS ) un Alabama | Mr. M N |} submitted 
an amendment as a substitute for this bill which meets the ¢ 
of the committee, and I ask that that may be read instead of t 
inal bill. I believe the original bill has been read heretofore. 

The PRESIDENT pro ¢ vre. The amendment will be stated 

The amendment was to st out the preamble and the bill, and 
lieu thereof to insert: 

Where ertain chiefs of Shoshone, Banna ind Sheepea tribes of Indiar 
have agreed and submitted to the Secretary of the Int ranagreement for the 
sale of a portion of their] l lerritory of I 10, their settlement up¢ 
lands in severalty, and ses: There 

Be it enacted, ct Phat t be, and t ime is hereby , 
ratified, and confirmed. s assented to by a duly-certified ma- 
jority of the adult male l roshone and innack tribes occupying 
or interested in the lands of the Fort H reservation, in nformity with th 
eleventh article of the treaty Shoshones an } nacks of July 3, I+ 
(fifteenth Statutes at Large and in w figures as follows 





namely 

First. The chiefs and head men of the Shoshones, Bannacks, and Sheepeaters 
of the Lemhi agency hereby agree to surrender their reservation at Lemhi, and 
to remove and settle upon the Fort Hall reservation in Idaho, d to take up 
lands in severalty of that reservation as hereinafter provided. 

Second. The chiefs and head men of the Shoshones and Bannacks of Fort 
Hall hereby agree to the settlement of the Lemhi Indians upon the Fort Hal 
reservation in Idaho, and they agree to cede to the United States the following 
territory, namely: Beginning where the north line of township 9 south inter 
sects with the eastern line of their reservation; thence west with the extension 
of said line to the Port Neuf River; thence down and with the Port Neuf River 
to where said township line crosses the same; thence west with said line to 
Marsh Creek; thence up Marsh Creek to where the north line of township No 











e 
10 south intersects with the same; thence west with said line to the western 
boundary of said reservation; thence south and with the boundaries of said 


reservation to the beginning, including also such quantity of the north side « 
Port Neuf River as H.O. Harkness may be entitled to under existing law, the 
same to be conformed to the public surveys, so as to include the improvements 
of said Harkness, 

Third. In view of the cessions contained in the above articles the United States 
agrees to pay to the Lemhi Indians the sum of $4,000 per annum for twenty 
years and to the Fort Hall Indians the sum of $6,000 perannum for twenty years 
the same to be in addition to any sums to which the above-named Indians are 
now entitled by treaty, and all provisions of existing treaties, so far as they re- 
late to funds, to remain in full force and effect. 

Fourth. Allotments in severalty of the remaining lands on the Fort Hall res- 
ervation shall be made as follows 

To each head of family not more than one-quarter of a section, with an add 
ional quantity of grazing land, not exceeding one-quarter of a section 
To each single person over eighteen years and each other person under eight- 
een yeas now living, or may be born prior to said allotments, not more than 
one-eighth, with an additional quantity of grazing land, not exceeding one 
eighth of a section; all allotments to be made with the advice of the agent of 
the said Indians, or such other person as the Secretary of the Interior may des- 
ignate for that purpose, upon the selections of the Indians, heads of families 
selecting for their minor children,and the agent making allotments for each 
orphan child. 

Fifth. The Government of the United States shall cause the lands of the Fort 
Hall reservation above named to be properly surveyed and divided among the 
said Indians in severalty and in the proportions hereinbefore mentioned, and 
shall issue patents to them respectively therefor so soon as the necessary laws 
are passed by Congress. The title to be acquired thereto by the Indians shal! 
not be subject to alienation, lease, or incumbrance, either by voluntary convey- 
ance of the grantee, or his heirs, or by the judgment, order,or decree of any 
court, or subject to taxation of any character, but shall be and remain inalier 
able and not subject to taxation for the period of twenty-five years, and unt 
such time thereafter as the Preident may see fitto remove the restriction, which 
shall be incorporated in the patent. 

Done at the city of Washington this 4th day of May, A. D. 1880. 

TEN DOY, his x mark. 
‘TTESEDEMIT, his x mark 
GROUSE PETE, his x mark 
JACK GIBSON, his x mark. 
TI HEE, his x mark. 
CAPTAIN JIM, his x mark 
JACK TEN DOY, his x mark. 

















Witnesses: 
J. F. Stock. 
Jos. T. BENDER. 
A. F, GENTES. 
CHARLES RAINEY, Acting Interpreter. 
Joun A. WriGur, United States Indian Agent. 





Sec, 2. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
cause to be surveyed a sufficient quantity of land on the Fort Hali reservation 
to secure the settlement in severalty to said Indians as provided in said agree- 
ment. Upon the completion of said survey he shall cause allotments of land to 
be made to each and all of said Indians in quantity and character as set forth ir 
the agreement above mentioned ; and upon the approval of said allotments by 
the Secretary of the Interior, he shall cause patents to issue to each and every 
allottee for the lands so allotted, with the conditions, restrictions, and limita- 
tions mentioned therein as are provided in the agreement. 

Sec. 3. That for the purpose of carrying the provisions of this act into effect 
the following sums, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same 
is hereby, set aside, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, as fol- 
lows: 

For the expense of the survey of the land as provided in section second of 
this act, $12,000. 

For the first of twenty installments as provided insaid agreement, to be used 
by the Secretary of the Interior for the benefit of the Indians in such manner as 
the President may direct: For the Lemhi Indians, $4,000, and for the Fort Hall 
Indians, $6,000. 

For the expense of removing the Lemhi Indians to the Fort Hall reservation, 
$5,000. 

Sec, 4. That this act, so far as the Lemhi Indians are concerned, shall take ef- 
fect only when the President of the United States shall have presented to him 
satisfactory evidence that the agreement herein set forth has been accepted by 
the majority of all the adult male members of the Shoshone, Bannack, and 
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The House met at 12 o'clock n | el H. ¢ RT, 
D. D 

The Journal of yesterday proceedings \ read l app ed 

] ‘ ~ ‘ ‘ ) i ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro tempor laid before the H se aco lun ition 
from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claim», trans ting copies of 
the orders of the court and lings of fact in the lowing cases, 
namely: John C. Jones vs. nited Stat James G. Spencer vs. 
Che United States. Nora Walsh rs. The United Stat 1 Jacob Rich- 
ards rs. The United States. 

REFERENC! SEN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the b S. 
1078) for the relief of Florida Kennerly; which was read a firs nd 
second time. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask for the readi \ | 


Che bill was read at length. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 1 now ask unanir ynsent { its 


present consideration. 


Mr. HOLMAN. With the statement of facts, w 1 do not r 
1 the face of it. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. This is for the pa of the sum of 


$126 due to Mrs. Kennerly here, and has been passed by the $ te 
and favorably reported from the War Cla 








I ( t if the H ) 
A reference to the Committee on War Clair s y bring : 
in its present shape. 
Mr. HOLMAN. What is the character of the « 1? 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. There is no doubt of the j the 
claim. 
Mr. FORNEY. Regular order. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Let this bill go through 
Mr. FORNEY. I call up the conference report the sund il 
bill. It will take an hour l then gent i ha - 
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STONE, of Kentucky I unal msent, the { 
be allowed to remain on th peak tal 
re was no objection, and it was so or 











Mr. FORNEY. I call up the « ren pending that I 
ask unanimous consent that gentlemen having ttees 
may be permitted to file th with the Cl. 

There va no objection 

EPOR 

Che following reports were filed by being hand 1 at the | k’s 

desk 
OHN ¥ R 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Ps ns, 
reported the bill (H. R. 11460) for the relief of John . Hart h 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committe: the 


Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom; yin 
report, ordered to be printed. 
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SQUIRE WALTER. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10448) granting a pension 
to Syuire Walter; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

EMANUEL P. STEED. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10253) granting a pension 
to Emanuel P. Steed; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

Ww. G. ANDERSON. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back the bill (H, R. 7922) for the relief of W. G. Anderson; 
which was laid on the table. 

lie also, in the nature of a substitute for the foregoing, reported a bill 
(iJ. R. 11461) for the relief of W. G. Anderson; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM T. MAYNARD. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6765) for the relief of William 
T. Maynard; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM 8S. THATCHER. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6765) for the relief of William 8. 
Thatcher; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

CAPT. MICHAEL PIGGOTT. 


Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 7633) granting a pension to Capt. Michael 
Piggott; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ANTHONY SHAFER, 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (HH. R. 3512) granting a pension to Anthony 
Shafer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES 8S. HARDEN. 


Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11378) granting a pension to James S. 
Harden; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JOUN W. BARRETT. 


Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 3570) granting an increase of 
pension to John W. Barrett; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


— . , . . j 
Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported | 


back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

\ bill (S. 3266) granting a pension to Mrs. Adelaide H. Woodall; 
and 

A bill (If. R. 5507) granting a pension to Julia G. Morse, 

ELLEN G. KING. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (Hf. R. 9107) granting a pension to Ellen G. 
King; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FORNEY. Under the order of the House adopted on yesterday, 
one hour remains for debate to he equally divided. The gentleman 
from Arkansas [ Mr. RoGrrs] I presume will control the time in oppo- 
sition to the report with the understanding that Mr. Smiru, of Arizona, 
is to have fifteen minutes. I yield now to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [| Mr. JACKSON] ten minutes of the time allotted to me. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. TARSNEY, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. NIcHOLS, for two weeks, on account of important business. 





SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Alabama calls up 
he conference report which he has indicated. ‘The gentleman from 
ennsylvania [Mr. JACKSON | is recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
FORNEY] in calling up this report for consideration, stated that the 
appropriation to continue work on the new Library building was the 
only part of it to which objection was made in the House. I consider 
it a matter of great public importance that a reasonable amount of 
money shall be appropriated by Congress at this session for that pur- 

058e. 

The sum proposed of $500,000 is certainly not too large, and the 
plan of placing its expenditure and the entire charge of constructing 
the building in the hands of the Chief of Engineers of the Army meets 
my hearty approval. 

A library at the seat of Government, worthy of our nation, is so de- 
sirable, and the immediate urgent need of a building suitable for its 
accommodation so apparent, that I did not expect it would be necessary 
to consume time in discussing the general proposition. The debate, 
however, to which we have listened makes it plain that there are mem- 
bers here who feel no great interest in such a library. Some, I trust 
the number is not large, are wholly opposed to it, whilst others have 
so little friendship for it that they are willing to risk the entire defeat 
of the project in tedious, profitless discussion of opinions about details 
if it shall enable them to renew their professions of economy. 

Under these circumstances I consider it proper to urge upon Con- 
gress the duty of making this appropriation, and to state some of the 
many reasons that can be given why we should make liberal provis- 
ion for a national library. 

Mr. Speaker, the collection of books in the Capitel known as the 
Library of Congress was commenced by authority of Congress in the 
year 1800. It was destroyed with the Capitol in 1814 by the British 
army. After this it was replenished by the purchase of the library of 
ex-President Jefferson, and additions annually made by appropriations 
made by Congress for the purpose. In 1851 it contained 55,000 vol- 
umes, but by an accidental fire in that year all were destroyed éxcept 
20,000 volumes. Congress at once made an appropriation of $75,000 
to replenish the loss and has since made annual appropriations for the 
same purpose. In 1865 it contained 92,450 volumes; in 1881, 390,000 
volumes, and it has now reached the magnificent size of 590,000 vol- 
umes, besides 180,000 pamphlets. 

The collection is rich and valuable, and has grown far beyond.the 
capacity of all the rooms in the Capitol that could be appropriated to 
its use. Vast guantities of books are stored in piles, inaccessible to 
readers, whilst maps, charts, and pamphlets that could not be replaced 
if lost are exposed to destruction for want of even safe storage rooms. 
The rooms used are unfit for the purpose, aré disconnected, some on the 
main floor and others in the basement. 

It is safe to say that no such valuable library in the world is so poorly 
housed and cared for as this one. In addition to this, the scant room 
furnished is taken at the great inconvenience of Congress, which has 
use for it all for legislative purposes. 

For many years the need of a separate building to accommodate this 
growing Library has pressed itself upon Congress. Committees of both 
House and Senate, at different times, have given full and careful con- 
sideration to the subject. There were differences of opinion as to 
whether the building should be made an addition to the Capitol or 
built separate. Then the question of location of a separate building 
was the source of a long contention. 

Finally, some two years since, in the Forty-ninth Congress, all con- 
flicting opinions were so far united that the law was enacted which 
fixed the location on ground east of the Capitol, adopted a plan for the 
building, and appropriated money to purchase the land and commence 
the work of construction. 

The matter seemed to be finally settled, and from all parts of the 
country came congratulations on the prospect of our having at no very 
distant date a library worthy of the name. 

Since then the ground has been purchased, excavations made, and 
the foundations of the building commenced. 

Mr. Speaker, I stop now to inquire what objection is made to this 
appropriation to continue this desirable work. Has it been discovered 
that the location is not a good one? Not at all. It is evidently a 
wise one. Is the general plan of the building unsuited for the pur- 
pose? Not by any means. With scarce a dissenting voice it is con- 
ceded to be an admirable design, uniting beauty with strength and 
utility. What, then, again I ask, is the objection? Judging by the 
long debate to which we have listened there is but one avowed objec- 
tion, and it is a most remarkable one. It is this: The building will 
cost when finished more than certain members of Congress supposed it 
would when they voted in the Forty-ninth Congress to authorize its 
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lf any gentlemen were induced to support the original measure by [ am satisfied to do t 
want of knowledge of the cost, I ask to be allowed to suggest to them W hilst to the ‘ < 
that it would be good policy to say nothing about that now and e1 joy bet to prt it oO ( t 
the full credit of having supported a most worthy measure. : i a i s I 
Mr. Speaker, I have already stated that the proposed plan of this vel inDy ) ( l 
building is conceded to be suitable for the purpose of the Library. I | it l be considered roper i of 1 i 
understand that Mr. Spofford, the most eminent librarian in the coun- | 1 end 
ry, givesit his hearty approval. Other gentlemen competent toejudge, ten l t to the 1 l a ! 
who have examined it, are well satisfied withit. Iam not unmindful y 3 a 
that some criticisms have been made upon it, but so far as I have ob- | 1 1 and when there ] : 
served these criticisms ean be traced to either jealousor aspiring archi- | 1 In 1851, after the fire, th ( 20, ( 
tects or their immediate friends. This is nothing more than might the Library; in 1865 the number ] n to 
expected, No one would say that it is unusual. reached 390,000, and in 1888 it has i ),( 
I feel confident we can go on with this building with the full as- | 140,000 pamphlets. This has g 
surance that it will well answer the purpose for which it is designed. | k i f irs and 
The discussion has been so entirely taken up with collateral ma 3 | tl man 
and questions of detail in architecture that we are perhaps in danger | that t mit portant 1 
of losing sight of the main question. 1 itiol 
I consider the main question to be what is necessary, and what is the 
best plan to hasten the construction of the building. On minor mat- | 7 } expe 
ters | am ready to yield to the judgment of others if necessary to se- | ha ude by D » M. 7 
cure agreement. reasel 1d proper to plan 


[t is a subject of regret with me that my friend from Illinois [Mr. pacity a st two or thi 
PAYSON], who is, as we all know, so zealous, earnest, able, and con- | quires Che British Museum was ¢ ted in 1 > i 
scientious in everything he advocates, has allowed himself to be car- | (00 umes. It has now grown to », Of 
ried away from the main question. He has made a very plausible ad- | increase additions have b 
dress on what I consider the contest between the different architects, | planned and very defé 








and which I think is an issue that should not have been raised at all. Te I ry of 
Of course in that issue it is to be expected that he will take the side of | always been found too s 
the architect who lives in his own Prairie State. It is at most but a | to b« ) 
difference of opinion, and, I may add, a question that but few members 
of Congress are competent to pass upon. He devoted himself so faith- | th¢ I 
fully to this question that he has not given any of the very liberal time | t] h L ; : 
that has been accorded to him to urging upon Congress its great duty } sca Chere is not to I ( 
of providing for the prompt construction of the Library building, this | is ad tely provided 
being, in fact, the real and main question. And 1 are the others crowded tha Le ar 
But I still more regret that he seems to have felt himself compelled | sit s to transfer other business to that building 
in the line of argument he undertook, injorder tosupport his position, to Chose buildings that have been planned wi 
belittle the objects, purposes, and designs of the rary. He utterly | fi en re wholly inadequate to r the 
opposes the construction of the whole building, and then attempts to | ernmen rou Know -very well that : 
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of the Government but is seeking additional room to properly transact 
the public business. ‘This year we are paying thousands and thousands 
of dollars rent within the city of Washington for buildings for the use 
of the Government. If to-day the Library building was completed, 


and only one-half required for use of the Library, the Government | 


could to a great advantage use the other half for other purposes and 
save rent it is now paying. We could well use part of that Library 
building for years until it could be gradually absorbed by the increase 
of the Library, as it certainly would. 

Our forefathers, far-seeing and wise as they were in laying the foun- 
dations of the Government, never anticipated fully the great and glo- 
rious future that was before them. No ordinary man consulting the 
history of other nations could have anticipated such marvelous growth 
as ours has had. Indeed, we who are now in active life can scarcely 
comprehend it when we look backward and try to study its causes. 

When the corner-stone of this Capitol was laid, September 18, 1793, 
the Congress consisted of thirty Senators and one hundred and five Rep- 
resentatives. Lach of the Representatives in the House had a constit- 
uency of 33,900 people. 

To-day Congress is composed of seventy-six Senators and three hun- 
dred and twenty-five Representatives. Each of these Representatives 
had by the apportionment a constituency of 151,912 people. This was 
based on the census of 50,155,783 taken in 1880. But our population 
is to-day estimated at 62,000,000, so that each one of the three hundred, 
and twenty-five members of Congress represents on this floor 190,000 
people. . 

I have not time or I would reply to some of the arguments used by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] why we ought not to com- 
plete this building. He spoke of the cost of the British Museum. He 
tells you that the aggregate cost was nine millions; but the gentleman 
knows very well, for he shows that he has examined the statistics, that 
the British Museum would not be a model for us to-day; that it is alto- 
gether different from what it was intended to be in the beginning, and 
that it was wholly inadequate for the purposes which it is now used 
for; that it is a piece of patchwork, increased by additions from time 
to time like a Pennsylvania farmer’s barn built in the olden time; 
these additions having been added to as required, and that it would 


mentioned, we ought to learn by their experience to build a large build- 
ing at once. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentieman permit me to iuterrupt him 
there ? 

Mr. JACKSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. I simply alluded to the cost, as the gentleman’s col- 
league [Mr. KELLEY] had stated to the House that he was surprised 
that there should be on the part of any member of this House a dispo- 
sition to curtail the expenses; and he told of what he had seen abroad of 
these great buildings which were put up in Europe as patterns for us, 
and I came to the same conclusion as the gentleman now addressing 
the House, that Mr. KELLEY was mistaken about their being any cri- 
terion for us to go by, and the distinguished gentleman coincides with 
me. And the fact that they had erected buildings costing from five to 
six millions is no reason why we should erect a building costing fifteen 
to twenty millions to produce the same results. 

Mr. JACKSON. ‘The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON] now 
gives a very different conclusion to his illustration than I supposed at 
the time he intended us to draw. When he referred to the eloquent 
and masterly description of the interior arrangements of the British 
Museum given us by Judge KELLEY, and then told us that this grand 
and gorgeous institution only cost seven or eight million dollars, and 
feelingly spoke of what plain people in Dlinois where he lived would 
be satisfied with, I supposed he meant that for the Congress of the 
United States to spend seven or eight million dollars on a library would 
be reckless extravagance. 

I trust the gentleman may conclude to explain all he has said on the 
same plan. Now, if it be true that the British Museum is not good 
enough for us, we ought not to hear any more on the subject of the 
present Library building being extravagant. I am free to say that I 
think we ought to build a better building than the British Museum. 

It seems, then, that the principal objection of the gentleman from 
Nlinois [| Mr. PAyson] to making this appropriation is the general one 
to which I at first referred, namely, that in the original adoption of 
the plan the House was deceived and did not know what it was getting. 
I undertake to say, sir, that it does not make any difference now 
whether the House was deceived in regard to the plan or not. The 
question now is, is this a reasonable and proper plan, one which we 
ought to carry out? If we settle this in the affirmative, as I think we 
should, the matter is ended. All further debate is superfluous. 

The gentleman from Illinois said yesterday that he would not vote 
any money for any public building the plan for which he did not un- 
derstand or did have an opportunity to carefully examine and consider. 
Why, sir, that isa very remarkable statement. Every year we vote 
large sums of money to be spent under the direction of others without 
attempting to consider the plans of expenditure in detail. It is not 
within the province of Congress to do such work, and I am surprised 


- 





| 
not be a suitable pattern for us at this time at all. In fact, as I before | great national library as we are. This is justly a reproach to us. 
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that this body should undertake to examine and pass upon details of 
| this character. There are matters which can be passed upon intelli- 
| gently only by those who are especially skilled in the science and art 
| that is involved. 

This very session Congress voted over twenty millions of money to 
be expended upon our rivers and harbors and similar public improve- 
ments, but in all the discussion on the subject I did not hear the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, nor any other member, speak of prescribing the 
details of the plans of those improvements. ‘The details of all such 
expenditures are left to the Engineer Department of the Government. 
Every session Congress votes millions of money to build Government 
buildings and the plans, materials,and contracts are all subject to the 

approval of officers of the Government. We intrust all these things, 
and properly so, to men we believe to be honest and capable, men who 
are specially trained in that direction. 

In my judgment we are wasting our time in discussing the details of 
this building. As I said before, it is not within the province of Con- 
gress to consider such matters. Having determined that we ought to 
have a Library building suitable for the greatest nation on earth,a nation 
that prides itself on a government founded on the general intelligence 
of its people, we ought to go on and provide liberally for the work, 
place it in what we consider proper hands, and then trust to the hon- 
esty, skill, and ability of those men to expend the money wisely. We 
will never succeed in building a suitable building any other way. 

Let it be remembered that this is not a library for the city of Wash- 
ington alone, although its free use should be one of the attractions of 
this growing and now beautiful city of more than a quarter of a million 
of people. 

It is and should be the distinctive library of the nation. The best 
furnished, best equipped, and largest in the United States. It ought 
in its buildings and surroundings to be a model that the cities of the 
country so far as necessary might copy. 

We owe it to the nation and to ourselves to make liberal appropria- 
tions for this purpose. It is unfortunate that the work had not been 
commenced sooner. The intelligence, virtue, and character of anation 
has always been estimated by its care of books and archives. None of 
the other great reading nations of the earth are to-day as deficient in a 











We should have the greatest library in the world. With fair treat- 
ment of the subject by Congress we soon can have. We should recol- 
lect that we are building for a nation that will soon bea hundred mill- 
ion of people; that our present form of government can not long exist 
without general education and intelligence among the people. This 
Library should be a national repository, the great collection of the lit- 
erature of the people of the United States. More than this, it should 
be enriched by the treasures of all lands and of all generations of civ- 
ilized men. It is to-day worthy of the best building proposed for it, 
but with that building a few years will more than double it. Itis a 
library for all the people of the United States, and it should be such 
a collection and have such a safe and convenient building for its ac- 
commodation that it would be inquired for by visitors when they come 
here next after the Capitol itself. 

Under our laws the copyright fees paid to the Library amount to 
$20,000 yearly, and copies of books deposited for preservation and in 
pursuance of law are worth $25,000 more each year. These are addi- 
tional reasons why we should make a liberal appropriation. 

If there be anv one who thinks we can temporarily suspend work on 
this building and omit the appropriation for this session and provide 
for it again without danger to the whole project, I fear he is greatly 
mistaken. 

If the appropriation to continue the work fails this session, that fact 
will be used as a reason for omitting it next session. In the suc- 
ceeding Congress objecting economists will find increasing reasons for 
delay, and there is but little doubt that the hopes of having erected a 
suitable building forthe Library will be deferred for many years. This 
would be a great national loss. The only.safe plan is to agree to the 
conference report and make an appropriation now, which I most sin- 
cerely hope will be done. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, there are only two main 
points involved in this question. One is whether we shall go on with 
this building or not, and the other is whether we shall disgrace the 
architect who has designed the building. These, I say, are the two 
main points for the consideration of the House; and in the little time 
allotted to me I will devote myself to those points exclusively. 

In the first place, sir, is there any good reason why we should hesi- 
tate to go on with this building? We have already commenced it, we 
have accepted the plans, and the work is in progress. If any one will 
take the trouble to go over to the ground that has been purchased for 
the erection of this building, he will see the great excavations that have 
been made there for the main foundation and the central walls; he willsee 
the filling up that has been done with the finest kind of Portland cement. 
The trenches are filled with this cement 6 feet deep and 3 or 4 or 5 feet 
thick. Then if he will look around the yard he will see the great blocks 
of granite ready to be placed on that foundation, provided Congress will 
say, ‘‘Go on with the work.’”? But we are asked to hesitate about com 
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tinuing this work. Sir, thisis not the time to hesitate. If such hesita- 
ion would have been proper at any time, it would have been at the 
beginning, and not now, in the middle of the work. Half a million 
dollars at least has already been expended on the building, and now, 
when we have come to a point where we ought to go on and complete 
it, we are asked to stop, upon the ground that we were deceived as to 
the extent or the cost of the work. That is the main argument of the 
gentlemen who are antagonizing this project. Deceived by whom? 
What object has this architect in deceiving Congress? Can any man 
give a satisfactory answer to that question? Certainly not. 
Thearchitect was simply instructed to draw a plan for a Library bu ld- 
ing, and he did it in competition with twenty or twe nty-five others, 
and his plan was selected. When he furnished his plan he did not agree 
that he would construct the building. That was leftto Congress. & Sup- 
pose a client should consult an attorney, and the attorney shoul d ad- 
vise him to go into a suit, because he believed the case was a good one, 
and suppose that after the litigation had been prolonged for years at 


| 


great expense the client should finally lose the suit, what would you | 


think of him if heshould go around denouncing his attorney as a rogue 


and a scoundrel upon the ground that he had deceived hir m into begin- | 


ning the lawsuit? This is just the position of the architect. 

There is no deception about it. An attorney simply tells his client 
that he thinks he has a good case and that he will win the case for him 
if he can, and, to the credit of the attorneys, members of the grandest 
profession under the sun, thatis their highest aiminlife. They do not 
deceive the parties who employ them. They are, as a rule, high- 
minded men, and so the architects as a class are high-minded scientific 
men who have no object in deceiving those whoemploy them. I know 
an instance of a building that is going on now for which the architect 
made an estimate of $12,000, but in the face of that estimate the man 
for whom the building is constructing let the contract for $17,000. 
There is an increase of five thousand on an estimate of twelve thou- 
sand, a difference not much greater in proportion than that which is 
charged against the architect here. 

Architects are not, as a rule, familiar with the business of building. 
They are not contractors; they do not know how to manage labor; they 
do not always know the price of the materials that go into a building. 
They simply make an estimate and then it is for the party who under- 
takes to construct the building to protect himself against the archi- 
tect’s estimate if it is wrong. Will any one say that this House had 
not an opportunity to do that in thiscase? Is there a member on this 


floor who will say that this House, or the committee in charge of this | 


building, had not full opportunity to protect themselves against any 
mistake which this architect may have made, if he did make any mi 
take? Could they not have advertised for bids, and would there not 
have been a hundred builders from all over this land looking at their 
plans and specifications and bidding upon the work and upon every part 
of it from the cellar to the turret ? 

In that way we could have found out exactly what it would cost to 
construct the building, and then if we found it would cost too much 
we might have hesit: ted. But, sir, as I have already said, it is too 
late to hesitate now: if is almost a scandal to find this great Congress 
hesitating upon the paltry sum of a few million dollars for a great work 
of this kind. Furthermore, sir, there has been nothing brought out in 
this whole debate to show that this architect really made an incorrect 
estimate. Gentlemen charge that he made an estimate lower than his 
present one, but that is in dispute, and I say there has been no proof 
produced here to show that whatever estimate he did make is wrong, 
or would be wrong if the builders of the country were permitted to bid 
upon it. It is quite possible that if this plan which is now before us 


was put into the market, so to speak, to be bid upon by the builders of 


this country to-day, the result would show that the work could be 
done for five millions. We have no assurance that it could not. 

It is true that members here say that it will cost from twelve to fif- 
teen millions, but how do they know that? Where do they get the 
evidence of it? Do they get it from their talk? There is no evidence 
except talk. It is probably true that some disappointed architects, not 
having this job thrown into their hands, and their friends not having 


the contracts to furnish the material, may have interfered in this mat- | 


ter; and I believe that is where the trouble is. Whatisit proposed to 


do? To stop the erection of a great public building at the behest of 


these gentlemen; and at the same time the attempt is made to degrade 
and disgrace a man against whose character there is absolutely no 
charge which can be plausibly sustained. If there were any evidence 
here to show this man guilty of malfeasance, to show that he had been 
in any way corrupt, I would say he ought to be removed. But on the 
contrary there is nothing whatever to impeach his character. He is 
charged with having deceived this Congress, which is a very trifling 
way of getting out of our responsibility. 

I assure this House (and I am in earnest—I will be bound by my 
statement) that, taking that plan there (I do not know what the esti- 
mate is), I will give my bond to find a builder who will construct that 


building in keeping with that plan of the architect for $7,000,000, and | 


I should make a million dollars by the undertaking. These people 
should stop their talk about this building costing twelve to fifteen mill- 
ion dollars. Without leaving the Eastern coast, I will find a builder 
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who will construct that building from top to bottom for $7,( 
rhis ettempted seare about the great expense of the present plan ou 
to be stopped. Wedo not want any of this pretended econom) Itis 
not economy; it is 7 mony Econo » virtue, and is a proper 
thing to exercise, but parsimony is not. It is looked upon with con- 
tempt as a e "A parsimoni us person is ne Imired or respected. 
Neither is a parsimonious govern) t 

It is our duty ina matter of this kind to con what is right Chis 
question has been considered for years. It is no hasty ep that Con- 
gress has taken. This matter has | 1 under consideration for fifteen 
years; and now when the building is under way we have thes iult- 
finders, who, under pretense of economy, insist that we must the 
work onthis building. Why should you stopit Suppose you do stop 
it; suppose, as now proposed, you advertise again | ids; ' you 
advertise to the world that you want bids for a new buildin rel 
itects come down here in great numbers with their plans, w they 
submit. Your committee agrees on a certain plan Che arel tsays 
the building on that plan will cost $5,000,000. You adopt that plan, 
nll te work begins anew You discard entirely ft old plan l go 
to work on this new one. Six months after the work has progressed 
un ore this new plan some other architect or some aisappoints i con- 
ractors make the statement the building will cos ou $10,0 O« 
$1 000,000. You then stop the work and consider the question of 1 
mencing it upon anew plan. Where are you? Just where you com- 
menced. You will have to advertise for new plans, get ano rch- 
itect. In this way the work may be delayed indefinitely, and eu 
lable expense entailed on the Government and no assurance of « et 
ting a building. 

a the hammer fell. | 

- ROGERS [ yield t othe gent! m Indiana L H } 

five minutes, and more if he desire 

Mr. HOLM AN. Mr. Speaker, 3my colleague from the 


Fort Wayne district [Mr. WHIT! 
be able to meet his constituent 

He will take with him to Fort W 
speech delivered yesterday b xy my hed friend from Illinois 
[ Mr. CANNON], and will read to his constituents that gentleman’s ar- 
raignment of Congress for excessive appropri itions of the public money. 
When my friend looks his constituents in the face and calls attention 
to that exhibit I want him to add to that speech the following lan- 
guage he has just used, which will be a able commentary upon it 
‘It is disgraceful for the Congress of this great nation to cavil over 
the paltry s it was 


just spoken, will, I hope, 
ver matters with them. 
»no doubt, a copy of the 





I 
um of a few million dollars;’’ and let him add that 
in this = the Senate of the United States, my colleague himself, 
and his political associates, as a rule, ran up those excessive appropria- 
tions to which my friend from Illinois referred on y [ trust 
my colleague will not forget this. If he should forget to call the at- 
tention of his constituents to the spirit which has inspired this appro- 
priation of excessive millions, I certainly would be justified in calling 


esterday 


| their attention to the spirit in which he himself has voted for the ap- 


| 


propriation of the public money, voting for the largest sums, the largest 
number of officers, and the largest salaries, during the period that he 
has honored this House with his presence 





Mr. Speaker, I regret that the committee ap; ted by this House 
some months ago toinquire into the construction of this Library build- 
ing has not been able up to this time to submit its report, with the tes 
timony taken, to the House. The absence of a member of the « mit 
tee—the only member who found it convenient to attend its me ngs, 
except myself, the gentleman from Wisconsin | Mr. CASWE! ] 
prevented that report from being submitted. Iwish to state ina word 


what that report will be, in substance, when presented. 
The committee will report that the whole history of the period dem- 


onstrates the f en ee Be ed the act of 1886, authorizing the 
construction of this Library build with a distinct understanding that 
a proper and careful estimate had | been made. and that th building to 
be erected, the plan of which was then exhibited to the H as itis 
to-day, would cost, when completed in all its parts >, 262,600; that 
the House acted on thatinformation: that the estimate was before the 
House not only by two successive reports of the Co ttee on the Con- 
gressional Library, but also in the elaborate speech made by the able 
and distinguished gentleman, then a Representative from the State of 
Mississippi, General Singleton, who wv chairman of that committee 

a gentleman of the highest standing, and who was | f undoubtedly 
deceived by the estimates which had been inade: that as soon as that 
bill had passed and proper steps had been taken to begin the work, the 


commission, under the supervision of which the building was to be 
erected, entered upon the construction of the ent \ilding, and that 
while the work is only fairly com 1 cnown that the 
building will cost at the lowest estimate $7,000,000 1 in all human 
likelihood nearer $15,000,000 than $7,000,000. 

As soon as General Vilas, as Secretary of the Interior, became the 
presiding officer of that commission he suspended the work upon the 
gigantic plan which was then in progress, and believing the commis 
sion possessed the power under the act of 1886 to modify the plan 
plan was adopted to construct only a fragment of the building, and the 
cost even of that is estimated at $4,000,000; 1 ut that effort will fail, as 
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all such efforts fail, because where a part is entered upon it will be 
absolutely certain Congress will find it necessary, having spent millions 
on the work, to go on and finish it in its entirety—the most gigantic 
structure, in cost at least, this Government has ever entered upon, not 
excepting even the National Capitol. 





If the report of the committee was before the House it would rec- 
ommend the work be suspended, that the House owes it to itself and 
to its sense of honorable le; gislation to suspend the work until the facts 

can be more carefully considered, and then further on we can begin the 
erection of a structure on the foundation already secured, and on a 
plan the cost of which shall be known in advance. I think, Mr. 


Speaker, the original proposition of the House Committee on Appro- 
priations was the correct one, to suspend the work where it is and place 
the property under the charge of the Secretary of the Interior, ad- 
vertise for new proposals for the strueture to be erected, and it appro- 
printed $10,000 for that purpose. When Congress meets in December 
next it wil) then, for the first time in the history of this long contro- 
versy, be able to le vislate intelligently on this subject. I trust that 
line of policy will be adopted, and the House having proper regard for 
the integrity of our legislation will not hesitate to suspend this work, 

and will not carry out a law now known to be the result at least of 
misunderstanding and misrepresentation whether excusable or not. 

The enormous sum involved, if nothing more, demands this. I have 
said all I desire to say on the subject. The able speech of the gentle- 
man from Illinois { Mr. PAYSON | has exhausted the subject. I ask 
the House to non-concur in the conference report, and to instruct the 
conferees on the part of the House to insist on the proposition adopted 
by the House, suspending this work until Congress, fully informed, 

can safely legislate on the subject. 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. ROGERS. How many minutes have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has seven minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. ROGERS. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
IlJinois [Mr. ADAMS], 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I remember distinctly the feeling with 
which I supported the Library bill two years ago. I think many gen- 
tlemen voted for that bill almost under protest. My protest, my hesi- 
tation about the bill, was due to a doubt I had whether the plan 
adopted for the building was a good one. Other gentlemen who sup- 
ported the bill had some objections either to the plan of the building 
or to the commission which was to have charge of it. Yet we voted 
for it, and I, for one, am not sorry that we did so. 

W hy did we support the bill in spite of some objections we had to 
some of its provisions? ‘The reason was undoubtedly this: We wanted 
# national library worthy of this great and enlightened nation. We 
thought this was the only chance to get it. We tound that there were 
many gentlemen in Congress, some of them of national reputation and 
great influence, who we thought were opposed to the project of having a 
national library at all. In view of that fact we voted for that bill in 
spite of our doubts as to some of its provisions for fear that if the bill 
failed we should not only not get such a library as the American people 
ought to have, but we should not get a national library at all. 

| remember distinc tly that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hot- 
MAN }, who has just addressed the House, was in favor of asmall library 
te be located in the Capitol. He wanted a Congressional library in the 
strict and original senseof theterm. It was tocontain only such books 
as would aid Senators and Members of Congress in the discharge of 
their Congressional duties. He proposed that all the books now in the 
Library of Congress not required for that purpose should be given away 
tosome municipality which was willing to takecharge of them and make 
them the basis of a circulating library. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My plan was a Congressional Library and a Dis- 
trict Library, the surplus books not required by the Congressional Li- 
brary to be deposited in the latter. 

Mr. ADAMS. Very well. It was the impression that many gen- 
tlemen in the House were like the gentleman from Indiana, opposed 
to @ national library, properly soe called, which induced mapy of us 
to vote for that bill as the best thing we could do. I know I voted for 
it under that impression, although I had some doubts as to the wisdom 
of adopting the plan of the building which was then before us. 

New, what is the proper thing to do? I am as anxious to see a 
proper building started as I was two years ago. The considerations 
which prevailed on me then to vote for the bill regardless of objections 
or doubts as to some of its provisions no longer exist. It is no longer 
a matter of doubt that a building suitable for a national library for 
this great Republic will befavored by a majority of the members of this 
House. The site is already purchased and I believe will not beehanged. 

‘The passage of the bill and the diseussion that has taken place make 
it certain that if a reasonable plan is presented a majority of this House 
will favor its adoption. Now, what is the quickest way to reach the 
result? We can not do it by the mere adoption of this conference re- 
port. We shall need large appropriations year after year for several 
years. Will Congress appropriate liberally for this purpose when sus- 
picion has been cast, justly or unjustly, on the plan proposed two years 
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ago? Ido not believe it. If we go on under this plan upon which 
some suspicion has been cast, Congress will appropriate in a niggardly 
way and with hesitation. If we wait three months and allow full in- 
vestigation to be made and other plans to be presented, we shall lose 
no time whatever. Whether the present plan prevails or some other 
plan prevails, I am convinced that we shall make real progress by means 
of this short delay. At the end of five years we shall find ourselves 
nearer to the completion of sucha Library building as we ought to have 
than if we adopt the conference report. 

I am in favor of refusing to adopt the conference report because I am 
in favor of having a national library in the best and most beautiful 
library building in the world, whether it cost $3,000,000 or $10,000,000, 
and because I believe that at the end of five years we shall find that 
we have made more real progress in that direction than if we follow 
this line on which suspicion, just or unjust, has been cast. 

I do not believe that a proper building will cost $10,000,000. Iwas 
struck by the figures presented by my colleague [Mr. PAyson] in re- 
gard to the cost of the British Museum and other great library build- 
ings abroad. I was surprised that they cost so little. Whatevera 
suitable building honestly and thoroughly built may cost, I am willing 
to vote for, for the sake of having a national library in the U nited States 
such as the people of this country desire and ought to have. 

[| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. KERR]. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I am not disposed to question the line of 
policy adopted by a former Congress as to the construction of a Con- 
gressional Library building. I will assume that question has been al- 
ready settled; and I think we ought to assume that another question 
has been also settled, that is, that the cost of whatever building may 
be erected shall not exceed the sum of three or four millions of dollars. 

The estimates made to a former Congress in regard to the cost of the 
building certainly did not exceed the sum that I have named; and the 
action of Congress was doubtless influenced by that estimate. The 
most correct figures that I have been able to obtain indicate that be- 
tween three and four millions of dollars was understood to be the total 
cost. We have already expended in regard to that matter, as I under- 
stand, the sum of $500,009 for a site. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Five hundred and eighty-five thousand dollars for 
the site. 

Mr. KERR. Five hundred and eighty-five thousand dollars, the gentle- 
man reminds me; and about $400,000 for excavation and foundations. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Five hundred and eighty-five thousand dollars for 
the site, and nearly $500,000 up to this time for work. 

Mr. KERR. Five hundred thousand dollars for the excavations and 
foundations. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The expenditures up to the present time, includ- 
ing the existing contracts, cover nearly $500,000. 

Mr. KERR. Solunderstood. Now, it seems that the sums already 
expended, with the exception of the foundations, have been properly 
expended in the line understood to be adopted by the House; but I do 
not think the foundations are laid in accordance with what was the 
understanding of the country, and especially of the House, when the 
building was began. I do not think the plan proposed, at the cost now 
indicated, was what the House understood it was to be when the build- 
ing was started. It was not the understanding of the House that this 
nation was about to expend in the erection of the Congressional Li- 
brary building from ten to sixteen millions of dollars. And I think 
the architect who furnished the plans, and who published a circular 
stating to the House that the building could be erected for less than 
$3,000,000, deceived the country and the House to the extent of $13,- 
000,000. Iwould not, therefore, expend one dollar—one other dollar— 
in the erection of that building under his supervision. 

I think we owe it to the people, we owe it to the tax-payers of this 
country to see to it that the men who make estimates for our public 
buildings shall be required to tell the truth in regard to the sums of 
money that are to be expended in the corisummation of the plans they 
propose; and I think when the estimates they make deceive the country 
to the extent of ten millions of dollars, where an appropriation was 
originally only proposed for three millions of dollars, they should not ex- 


pect, and certainly weshould not undertake to grant them, adollarmore _ 


to be expended under their control in the construction of the building. 

It does-not add any weight, in my mind, that men whom we all honor 
and admire stand on the floor of the House and say that these archi- 
tects are their friends; that they were distinguished men from foreign 
countries and patriots thirty years ago. The question is whether they 
have faithfully, as architects, made recommendations in regard to the 
building intrusted to their charge that we could rely upon and say to 
our constituents, ‘‘ You are to expend, you who pay the taxes, the sam 
named in this estimate, which is the sum we contemplated expending 
when the appropriation was made.’’ If that is not done, if we 
are not sure that is to be the cost, then we ought to the building 
just where it is. I do not believe in going on with the work under 
such circumstances. Let us find out where we stand. There can be 
no great harm in waiting for afew months. The winter will be on us 





died eae Fi ga a 





Be eee 





- 


seapingeneene aia 


wes PG 


et BEATE BELEN BY 48 


wlio 


amas 


g 
é 
5 
% 
: 
4 











CONGRESSIONAL 


1888. 


in a month or six weeks, so that this wi 
for a time, and no harm can accrus now. The whole 
matter can then be settled by competent architects and experts in whom 
we have confidence before any great delay will oc 
of the building. 

I therefore favor to pause and 
and understand what we are doing be 

| Here the hammer fel] 

Mr. ROGERS. I now yield five minutes to the 
Alabama [ Mr. Coss]. 

Mr. COBB. Ido 
Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, which prompted me in tl 
beginning to seek the floor to submit certain observations in regard to 
this conference report has been in a great measure removed by the able 
presentation of the subject in the speech of the distinguished gentleman 
trom Illinois [Mr. PAyson]}. Iwill, however, present two or three ad- 
ditional points which suggest themselves to me now, and to which I 

desire to invite the attention of the House. 

As an original proposition, how many members of the present Con- 
gress, or how many of the last Congress, would have voted for the con- 
struction of a public library at a cost of $15,000,000? Ihave not fully 
investigated the subject, but I have heard no expressions, « xeept from 
one source, that indicated more than one gentleman on this floor would 
have voted for that proposition. Secondly, as an original proposition, 
how many gentlemen now in this Congress would vote for the building 
now proposed to be constructed, which has been designated as a ten-pin 
alley by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]? I undertake to 
say that if it were tocome up as an original proposition for the build- 
ing to be constructed on that plan for a library for the people of this 
country it would be ridiculed and hooted out of this body. It would 
not have received respectful consideration. What, then, is the con- 
clusion, and the logical and inevitableconclusion? Itis that if we pro- 
ceed with the erection of the west wing of the Library, ultimately this 
entire building, as was intended by the original Smithmeyer plans, shall 
be constructed. 

That is the ptop« 
report says; it makes no differenc 


rk would nece ssarily be stopp d 
Irom stopping it 
ur in the construction 
the proposition nd out where we are 


fore another appropriation is made. 


gentleman from 


1 . — } ; 7s 
not desire to occupy the fioor at this time. 


the opje 





tion. So that it makes 


t ces no difference what this 
what this committee of conferen 
may say; it makes no difference who draughted this report which has 
been read. It leads tothe ultimate question of the expenditure of 
ten or fifteen millions to construct this Library building on the orig- 
inal Smithmeyer plan It is not contended, so far as I can ascertain, 
that anybody except Mr. Smithmeyer has offered to this House any 
opinions even approximating the cost of this building. Nobody has 
attempted te deny—or, if so, it is demonstrated beyond all contro- 
versy and beyond all reasonable doubt—that there has been a miscal- 
culation made upon his part of from seven to ten million dollars on 
the cost of this building on the original plan. And will the Congress 
of the United States, the representatives of the people, with these 
facts staring them in the face and confronting them, proceed with the 
construction of a building of this kind, based upon an estimate which 
has. deen demonstrated to be so far at variance with the real facts, and 
upon that estimate alone? I take it that the statement of the propo- 
sition is all the argument that could be required against it. And it 
for any reasons that could be assigned you would not construct this 
west wing as an original proposition, what reason can be assigned for 
the construction of it now? 

I have been unable in the scope of my inquiries to find any more 
than two reasons. One is that we have sunk a large amount of money 
in that excavation—say, $40,000; I do not know how much more in 
foundations, grouting, and thingsofthatsort. Is it possible that having 
embarked in a scheme to construct a library upon estimates so false as 
to be at variance from seven to fifteen millions of dollars, and having as- 
certained that fact after we have spent forty or fifty thousand dollars in 
it, we should go forward on this plan and spend $15,000,000 ultimately 
in the construction of the building? It doesseem to methat the mere 
statement of that fact is all the argument required on that point. That 
reason does not justify it. In the second place, it issaid that the Gov- 
ernment will be sued by Mr. Smithmeyer for these plans; and itis very 
true the courts are open to him to bring his suit. But, Mr. Speaker, 
the Congress of the United States, after a full and thorough investiga- 
tion of this subject, will be enabled to deal with any judgment that 
Mr. Smithmeyer may recover in this matter. It will be enabled to do 
him justice and enabled to do the people whom we have the honor to 
represent justice when we come to pay him for any judgment he may 
recover. 

And in this connection I submit this question: In view of this in- 
vestigation and in view of the statement of facts made by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] as to what ‘he report must be from 
the investigation already made, in view of the argument and the con- 
ceded and demonstrated facts shown here by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois (Mr. Payson] yesterday, is it wise even to submit to a non-judi- 
cial investigation the ascertainment and payment of his claims or 
equities in this controversy without having it reported back to Con- 
gress? Yet that is one of the propositions embraced in the conference 
report now under consideration. I submit, therefore, Mr. Speaker, 


























that the construction of the west wing of this building as determined 
upon by the conference report is not the real proposition pre sented he 
The proposition presented is the construetior, af a cost unknown and 
est ited for, except by Mr. Smithmeyer, of the or ial building 
which he first d would cost three m ns which, I understand, 
h vdmits ( tt 3 en as 
m 3 315,01 00 
id S tne } n, and it is the on i 3 ine 
proposition that is to be read between tl ines of this conference re 
port, and the quest 2 presents sel t< i eightha 
Congress: Are we willing to construct in the Dist of Columbia, 
a public library, a building that shall cost mo han t ( ite ) 
I I Mr. Speak tha state ‘ h 
Si I al 3 the real proposition present is ‘ 
it can be required Can we defend it | > ( 
but fain, what guaranty pave W ( ere! re] t 
we shall surrender e futu mana ta co 
build ot i" Depa ent e sna I ea l 
same 
Ip p ng tl juest Lputi on Un 1 t , 
perfect integri of the ‘ ility, of 1 ‘ onic 
everything that is complimentary to the present head of 1 l 
ment. jut, as \ said upon yesterd 1 a day he 
the sod, his hands may be folded across his breast, a is ¢ 
and another may take his place Phat « ma 
regard, or may be infinitely his inferior So when we int 
Department this building, without timate, without pla vith 
power to alte with the power to do everything that the « 
had originally power to do, what guaranty have we that w 1 ( 
gress iali ass ble on the 4th of next Decem! we 8 I 
upo wnds the sam white el p! int that we have to-da j I 
sist, therefore, that it is the partof wisdom, the part of busine 
the part of presentatives of the people who are charged with 
proper and correct approj m of the publ oney, that b W 
take another step in the direction of the construction of this building 
wes c vhat we to b ive relia j 
t ¢ ites a to the ( ( what to yt (< 
rres United States l S ( l ) t t 
spon hich be ngs to 1 can demo »t é 
it is now unable to demonstrate, that i is ta ull proper preca 
tions and thrown all proper safeguards a 1e expe ture of pu 
lie mon 
It was said by the gentleman fro 3 1{(M ~ 
this was a contest between architects. That may be true in | 
but it is absolutely untrue in mine. I do not know Mr l 
I do not know any other of the architects that have had connection 
with this building. With me it is solely a practical b ie jue ym 
which presents itself, a question which would present itself to t I 
of every member of this body if he were engaged in the 
of a building for his own u to. be paid for from his own bank 
count rom this point, and this point alone, I view it. It was 
pleas of the gentieman irom Pennsylvania Mi 
place sterday to express his frien p i his ititude towa 
distinguished gentleman who has been engaged on that work M 
Speaker, the most unwise, the most unsafe standpoint 
legislator can view a business proposition involving the expenditure of 
ten, twelve, or fifteen millions of public money the standpoint 
strong personal friendship and profound gratitud 
We can not consider business propositions from that standpoint; and 
even the gentleman froin Pennsy!vania, the long personal friend of this 
architect, and who, as he says, is under the obligation of gratitude to 
him, is unable on this floor to meet the facts as developed by t 
vestigation, which, as said by the gentleman from Illinois, and as I 
reneat, unless they can be overturned, would be sufficient to warrant 
the verdict of a petit jury—facts which demonstrate this architect’s in 
capacity or his bad faith toward the Congressof the United Stat rhe 
highest principle of equity and good conscience r red this man to 
| speak when he ascertained that Congress was laboring under a misa 
prehension which had grown out of his estimat if } ood b i 
that hour and remained silent when good conscier equired that he 
should speak, every principle of common justice and Lit ies him 
the right to be heard now, when he seeks to speak 
Therefore, Mr. Speaker, in view of what has 1d ped in t 
progress of this investigation (I have personally made no ition 





so far as the facts are concerned) it would be the height of absurdity, 
it would be the extreme of injustice toward the people of the United 
States, if wedid not now temporarily suspend the work on this build- 
ing until we can get plans and estimates, and determine approximately 
the cost of construction, so that we may then go 


charge of public duty with such reasonable light as will enable to 
do justice to ourselves and those whom we represent. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the rest of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore. The gentleman’s time has exp red. 


Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, there was an understanding that the 
gentleman from Arizona | Mr. Smrru]} should have fifteen minutes. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Outside of the hour? 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes,sir. Hewill now occupy those fifteen minutes. 

[Mr. Situ, of Arizona, withholds his remarks for revision. See | 
APPENDIX. ] 

Mr. FORNEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New | 
York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Forty-ninth 
Congress, and as one who paid some attention to the pending matter 
when it was then discussed, permit me to say that I am sorry to find 
in this debate some remarks which seem to cast doubt on the fidelity 
of General Singleton, the chairman of the Library Committee, as well 
us upon the good sense of the two-thirds of the members of that Con- 
gress who voted for the passage of the bill. 

My recollection of that debate, which began on the 24th day of March, 
186, and finished on April 5, is that there were two main features dis- 
cussed ; and in the debale the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] 
and the gentleman from ‘Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] and others made 
the chief contention that there was a ‘ job’’ involved in the amount 
of money appropriated for the purchase of the site. It was contended 
at that time (while $550,000 was named as the sum to be paid for that 
purpose) that no one could tell, considering the valuable buildings to 
be torn down, whether or not in the end it would not amount toa 
million of dollars or over. Well, time has proved, sir, that it did not 
cost more than the estimate at that time made by the Library Com- 
mittee 

The other feature of the debate was as to whether the Library should 
be an extension of the present Capitol building or an entirely new 
structure; the contention being on the part of members of this House 
that the present Library was not fire-proof. It was also contended that 
it would be marring the present architectural beauty of the Capitol to 
add the new building to it. 

Now, I wish to refer simply to General Singleton’s position, because 
I believe it is due to an absent member that he should be placed right 
on this question, and to show that not one member of the Forty-ninth 
Congress was hoodwinked as to the action proposed to be taken on the 
cost of the building. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
a moment? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It never was intimated on this floor at any time 
that this building was to cost $10,000,000. If it had been, Ido not be- 
lieve, with all the job that was in it, that it would ever have gone 
through. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. In response to the gentleman from Tennessee 
let me quote the closing remarks of the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
REAGAN], who gave as much care and attention to the subject as any 
member of the House. He used this language: 


This bill makes an appropriation, but it is only for the purchase of the site or 
possibly for the purchase of a part of the site and for the beginning of the build- 
— without any statement in the bill as to what the Library building is to cost, 
We have had estimates all the way from two millions and a half to eighteen 
million dollars for the construction of the Congressional Library. 


Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him 


Yes, sir. 


[ Applause. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. There was no estimate. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And not one word was said in opposition to that 
statement. Let me state to the gentleman from Tennessee that I was 
looking at the record of this debate, because my recollection ran back 
to it, and that the gentleman himself said on the floor of the House 
that while they named $2,000,000 as the sum, no man in the world 
knew whether it was going to cost six, eight, or ten millions. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I said then, as I say now, that it was an enormous 
job; and that the amount was not properly stated by those in charge 
of the bill. But it never was intimated that this building was going 
to cost anything like $8,000,090. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I have just read the statement of Mr. REAGAN, 
and now I wish to read from General Singleton’s own speech when 
this matter was presented to the House in the Forty-ninth Congress. 

He says: 


The appropriations asked for will be $500,000 to begin the work, $1,000,000 at the 
next session to continue it, and $823,600at the succeeding session to complete it. 
This, of course, does not e mbrace the purchase of the site. Itis confidently be- 
lieved that these sums wil! finish the building so far as needed at present and 
for many years to come. 


[ Applause. ]} 

And I pretend to say that no man, independent of the pamphlet or 
otherwise, can prove but what in the Forty-ninth Congress we voted 
blindly of the ultimate cost, or voted the exact amount that was be- 
lieved to be necessary to complete the building. In view of the state- 
ments made I am satisfied that the exact amount was not known, and 
I think any man who will look at the debates will be satisfied of the 
fact. I think, therefore, the Library Committee ought to be freed from 
any taint of suspicion, or Mr. Smithmeyereither, in having hoodwinked 
any member of the House in regard to this question of cost. 

Mr. PAYSON. I hopethe gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FoRNEY ] 
will yield me a single minute that I may ask a question of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. FORNEY. I would like to have this letter read. I will say, 
Mr. Speaker, I made a statement yesterday that the building under 
P lan No, 1 would hold a million and a half volumes, Since that time 
Mr. Pelz, one of the architects, has made an estimate. He says that 
instead of holding a million and a half volumes it will hold 1,778,592 
volumes, when that building is completed under Plan No. 1 which is 
now before the House; and it will be sufficient for thirty-four years to 
come. I ask that the Clerk read the letter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE ARCHITECT OF THE 
CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY BUILDING, 
Washin¢ton, D, C., September 19, 1588. 


DEAR Sir: In my verbal statement to Hon. Luwis E. Payson, of Illinois, re- 
garding the amount of space in the reduced plan of the Library building, desig- 
nated as Plan No. 1, I had made no detailed computation, as 1 was uninformed 
« - actual uses to which the various spaces in the reduced plan would be ap- 
pliec 

I had supposed that the original design for a large gallery for the exhibition 
of works of the graphic arts belonging to the Library would be preserved, and 
that the corner pavilions would be applied, not to the storage of books, but to 
the copyright records and other uses, 

I now find that your design upon which you based your testimony before the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations contemplated the devotion of all the space 
in Plan No. 1 to the uses of a library proper, except the large rooms immedi- 
ately adjoining the rotunda, which are fitted for the copyright business and for 
ree ading- -rooms for Senators and Representatives, the art gallery also being post- 
poned in the reduced design. 

Upon a careful computation now made I find that the actual accommodation 
for books in Plan No, 1 will be as follows: 

Volumes. 





Interior Of reading-rOOM.........s0seresessseseenererssssesseneeensseneesessenscesseseseres 260, 000 
Four book repositories connected with rotunda...............+. . 888,592 
ee I or a ain chscndiekellignssiaaaseaho pines odieses unbeldbeedsebetesh 850, 000 
‘T’'wo curtains or corridors connecting pavilions with main Library..... 730, 000 

BT ani ins nitiei di nb beneepitnommibnsaton ntintiinbbin neil enniasnceesiaees taiipeipeimalaimmits 1, 778, 592 


On the basis suggested by you of 600,000 volumes for the existing Library, and 
fifteen years’ growth at the rate of 36,000 volumes per annum, you will have a 
total of 1,140,000 volumes at the end of fifteen years, giving room in Plan No. 1 
for the storage of 668,592 volumes more than the computed increase. 

Yours, very respectfully, : 
PAUL J. PELZ. 


Hon. A. R. SPOFFORD, 
Librarian of Congress. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time for debate has expired. 
REGULATION OF COMMERCE, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will announce as conferees 
on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houscs on 
the House amendments to the Senate bill 2851, to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,’’ approved February 4, 1887, the 
gentleman from Georgia, Mr. Crisp, the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. 
ANDERSON, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. O’ NEILL. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on agreeing to 
the conference report on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The question was put, and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ‘‘noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. FORNEY. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 48. 

Mr. FORNEY. [I ask for tellers. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PAYSON. I hope my friend from Georgia wil] withdraw the 
call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwill for the present withdraw the call for the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Pending the count, 

Mr. BLOUNT said: I ask for the yeas and nays. I think it is for 
the interest of this House to have a yea-and-nay vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will announce the result of 
the vote as reported by the tellers. The ayes are 63, the noes 65. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I renew my request for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FORNEY. I hope the yeas and nays will not be ordered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would suggest to the gentleman from Georgia 
that if the yeas and nays be ordered it will disclose the want of a quo- 
rum and prevent any business being transacted. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That would not be hurtful. 

The question was put on ordering the yeas and nays, and the Speaker 
pro tempore announced that twenty-one gentlemen had arisen in sup- 
port of that demand, not a sufficient number. 

The other side was demanded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (aftera count). Seventy-five gentlemen 
have arisen, and the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let us have tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Speaker pro tempore appointed the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] and the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLount]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers report—ayes 22, noes 17; 
and the yeas and nays are ordered, 
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NAYS—77 Mr. CLARDY with Mr. WADE. 
Abhots, Cummings, Laffoon Richardson, Mr. Perry with Mr. SPooNER. 
Adams, Dox kery, Lal et Rogers, Aly 'EerRPp r x } tr ‘ 
Anderson, Iowa Elliott, Landes ied 7 — ak Wee Mr. MASON. 
Anderson, Miss. Flood, Lane, Sayers, — | Mr. Bieas with Mr. Morrow. 
nena 4 wean ene, Sowden, Mr. BELMONT with Mr. DAVEN! 
i jarnes, tibson, iwler, Spinola, M GRANGER th . ” Vl I 
% Bland, Grimes, Mansur, Springer, ae = a with ~~ att — — 
i Bliss, Hall, Martin, Stewart, Ga, Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. THOMAS, « 
‘ Blount, Hare, McClammy, Stockdale, Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. HUNTER 
& surnes, Haugen, McCreary, Stone, Ky. Mr. Morse with Mr \ I 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Heard, MeMillin, Stone, Mo. ae = eee : Mr. Vi oe » OF Massa 
Carlton, Henderson, N.C. Merriman, i [r. TURNER, of Georgia, with Mr. R ‘“ 
Cheadle, Herbert, Mofiitt, Mr. HowaAl! Mr. HopK ins, of 
Clark, Holman, Moore, } Mr. ¢ H Et i Mr. TARS)> 
Clements, Holmes, Oates, | ar t =o . ; ; ; 
Cobb, Hopkins, Va. Payson, Vilson, Minn. ae IN th Mr. Moor 
Conger Hutton Peel, 1, W. Va. M Mr. Pa 
. Cothran, Johnston, N.C, Penington, h i of 4 t Mr. ( 
é ‘ Kerr, Phelan, ty ae . . 7 
5 Culberson, Kilgore, Plumb, . : Mir 
J AT 41T 5 . 
q NOT VOTING—I179. a \ = I AN 
4 Allen, Mass Dalzell, Kean, Romeis, a a ; 
; Vilen, ch. Dargan, Ketcham, Russell, Mass, N i I ' i 
Anderson, Il. Darlington, Laidlaw Rusk, I »ACON J iM ( I ur I ‘ 
: Anderson, Kans, Davenport, Latham, Scott M AToA ) h Mf | . | : ~ 
‘ Davidson, Ala. Lee Shaw, | ‘ : oe soe “4 ; 
‘ Davidson, Fla Lehibach, Sherman, | . nas y with M U ii 
' 1 Davis, Lodge, Shively Mr. MCSHANE with Mr. LAIR! t ot 
' selmont De Lano, Long, Simmons, Mr. I h \ 1 1 
' Biggs, Dibble, Lynch, Smith, } as . rs x ; ; 
Bingham Dorsey, Macdonald, Snyder, Mr. SHIVELY with Mr. O n 
Blanchard, Dunham, Maffett, Spooner, i Mr. J CKINI of A iM 
5 Boothman, Dunn, Mahoney, StahiInecker, notice ' 
Boutelle, Enloe, Maich, Steele, oN 
# Bowden, Ermentrout, Mason, Stephenson, | Mr. LATHA vith sir. G ‘ t 
a Bi wen, Felton, Matson, Stewart, Tex. } Mr. GLA with Mr. ] rCHAM, until tur I ‘ 
3 Breckinridge, Ark, Finley, McAdoo, Stewart, Vt. Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. WEBEI ' ther 1 
3 Breckinridge, Ky. Fisher, McCullogh Symes, | Sie te ee eee eee eee ; - 
‘ Brewer, Fitch, MeKinley, Varsney { Mr. MILLs with Mr. Josern D. Tay! til furthe 
: Brower, Foran, McKinney, Taylor, . Ohio Mr. NEWTON with Mr. FELTON, until fart I . 
| Browne,T.H.B., Va. Ford McRae, — Thomas ? MI mMewoy <a M Pp he rr . Se r 
; Brown, Ohio Gaines, McShane, Thom ag one ane a seoerasanaiears : : moe 
; 2 Brown, J.R., Va. Gallinger, Mills, ‘Thomas it, € , with M ‘ M of Ono ul 
: a Gear, Montgomery, Thompson, Ohio I ) v 1 Mi } tl 
yr Gest, Morgan Tillman, AT +} 1 oa 
f j Bt anan, Giass, Morse, 1 oiaane. ; with Mr. rte mu rl - 
a Buckalew, Glover, Neal, Townshend, | NoRWoop with Mr. PAR ntil t 
< ees, Goff, Newton, Turner, Kans, } M RAYNER with Mr. De LANO itil i { 
% butler, Granger, Nichols, Vance, Aly rower wit] » I . comet 4 } 
Fi Butterworth, Greenman, Norwood, Wade, | — OR. Wsen Mr. DORSEY, nS Sa 
i Bynum Grosvenor, O’ Donnell, Walker, | ir. MERRIMAN with Mr. STEPHEN u ] 
4 Campbell, Ohio Guenther, O’ Ferrall, Washington, Mr. WILKINSON with Mr JALZELL, unt I 
& Campbell,T.J.,N.¥. Harmer, O’ Neall, Ind, Weave r. | Mr. E cs NTPO! : . } a 2 aoe ; - “4 per 
Z Candler, Hatch, O'Neill, Pa. Weber, 2 —. __— 
4 Caswell, Hayden, Outhwaite, West rhe following-named members wer d I 
a Chipman, Hayes, Parker, White, N. Y. day ; 
3 Clardy, Hemphill, Perry, Whiting, Mich Mr. Rict it} 
: Cuchi. Tete) aves  Meteed Whitine’ Mase, | ir Rr E with Mr. HARMER. 
g Cogswell, Henderson, Ii. Phelps, Wilber, Mr. ENLoE with Mr. Nicno! 
4 =. Hogg. Pideock, Wilkins, Mr. Tow NSHEND with M HY - ( va 
* Jompton, Hopkins, Il. Pugsley, Wilkinson | Mr 1 TST ONY >North ( ] 
] Cooper, Houk, Randall, Wise, | Me: JORNSTON, of North Carolina = 7 , 
a Cowles, Howard, Rayner, Woodburn, | Carolina [Mr. DARGAN } 1s detaine l at n | i 
a Cox, Hunter, Reed, Yardiey, Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, I ted r that I 
= Crain, Johnston, Ind, Rice, Yost. tines ‘red I withdraw my 
Cutcheon, Jones, Rockwell, | Was paired. withdraw m oa 
; is : - s Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Sp ker, alth 1] red wi 
_ On motion of Mr. NELSON, the reading of the names of members vot- | gentleman from Maine [Mr. Reep), I hay lin order ts 
ing was dispensed with. ouorum 7 , 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I voted ay under a misapprehension. LEAVE OF AI 
4 I find that I am paired, and I therefore withdraw my vote. P Ate J ' 
on - 7. »y unani us ymsent, Mr. B W I 
‘ The following-named members were announced as paired on all polit- | joes & Satie nae a 
ical questions until farther notice: gr KER | egy eens oy ay 
/ he SPFAKER » 
Mr. WILKINS with Mr. Lona, |. See REBAR pr ee ee one ” 
Mr. RANDALL with Mr. Lopee. | and the nays are 77. eee ee 
Mr. Scott with Mr. GROsVENOR. | Mr. McMILLIN. per eed 
T 7; Sond . nove t the ouse caijo 
Mr. WILson, of West Virginia, with Mr. McComas. | move that the Hou eee 
Mr. Hatcu with Mr. Srewart, of Vermont. ee eee ene ee eee ee eee 
Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. McKINLEY. ep nee ee ee TT 
Mr. CoMPTON with Mr. Gorr. a: 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. KENNEDY. PETITIONS, ET 
Mr. CoLLins with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. | The following petitions and papers were laid on the 
5 Mr. JONES with Mr. BowDEn. | under the rule, and referred as follow 
c j > of > — > Tyrer Dp ea . . 
Mr. WALKER with Mr. RoMEIs. | By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of the son of Sarah L. Me 1, of 





XIX—5A 











S754 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SEPTEMBER 20, 


Washington County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court | the Senate to present a report in writing on the bill at a subsequent 


of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of John Bianchi, administrator of | 


Nicholas Sanguinetta, of Warren County, Mississippi, for reference of 
his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

bby Mr. DAVIS: Papers in case of the widow of Capt. William M. 
Iilye, for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

by Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Alden Chase and 25 others, citizens of 
North Woodstock, and of the Androscoggin County Grange, of Maine, 
in favor of pure food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GAY: Petition of Emarante W. Gaule, of Lafourche Parish, 
Louisiana, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

fy Mr. HOGG: Petition of George McKendree, administrator of 
America Holderby, of Cabell County, West Virginia, for reference of 
his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Andrew J. McNabb, of Ruther- 
ford County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Charles Sidney Lobdell, of West 
Baton Rouge Parish, Louisiana, for reference of his claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Mrs. Sue Milhouse, of Giles 
County, Tennessee, for reference of her claifn to the Court of Claims— 


to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, September 20, 18885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuriEer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FRYE. I present resolutions in the nature of a petition from 
citizens of Bath, Me., which read as follows: 

Whereas that fearful scourge and dreaded disease, yellow fever, has again at- 
tacked a portion of our land, and rendered large, populous, and thriving cities 
and towns helpless; and 

Whereas the pestilence bids fair to spread to other sections of our country, 
with sorrow, pain, and death following in its wake: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the citizens of Bath, in mass meeting assembled, believing that 
private aid will fail to fully meet the exigency, are earnestly of the opinion 
that the strong arm of the National Government should be promptly extended 
to the relief of a suffering people. 

Resolved, That we most respectfully urge our Senators and Representatives 
in Congress to use their best efforts in securing a generous appropriation by the 
National Government that may be expended under wise and prudent direction 
in alleviating the suffering of our fellow-citizens of the South. 

J. W. WAKEFIELD, Chairman. 
CHAS. F. HOLBROOK, Secretary. 

I move the reference of the resolutions to the Committee on Epidemic 
Diseases. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of the Yearly Meeting 
of Friends of the State of Lowa, praying for the passage of the joint 
resolution providing for the submission to the several States of an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting the 
manufacture, sale, ete., of all alcoholic beverages in the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6619) for the relief of Eliza A. Cutler Jones, 
reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 7843) granting to Citrous Water Company right of way across 
Papago Indian reservation in Maricopa County, Arizona, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. DAWES. I am instructed by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
to report favorably, without amendment, the bill (S. 3557) to ratify 
and confirm certain agreements with the Upper and Middle bands of 
Spokane Indians, the Coeur d’ Alene Indians, the Lower Pend d’Oreille 
or Calispel Indians, and the confederated bands of Flathead, Pend 
d’Oreille, and Kootenay Indians, in Washington, Idaho, and Montana 
Territories, and for other purposes. 

Mr. President, I have had occasion to ask many indulgences of the 
Senate in regard to bills from the Committee on Indian Affairs, but 
this bill comes to the Senate under peculiar circumstances, and I should 
like to state what it is and ask further indulgence that it may be put 
on its passage now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The Chair will receive formal morn- 
tng business, if there be no objection, and recognize the Senator later. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am directed by the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2407) to authorize the 
conveyance of certain Absentee Shawnee Indian lands in Kansas, to 
report it with certain amendments in the preamble. I ask leave of 





| time. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. The report in writing will be received hereafter. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3225) for the relief of David Morrow, reported 
adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1830) for the relief of the Stockbridge 
and Munsee tribe of Indians, in the State of Wisconsin, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (8. 
1881) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act for the relief of the Stockbridge 
and Munsee tribe of Indians in the State of Wisconsin,’’ approved 
February 6, 1871, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 11101) to include Sapelo Sound, Sapelo River, 
and Sapelo Island, in the Brunswick collection district in the State of 
Georgia, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3104) granting an increase of pension to Albert H. Smith, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropri- 
ation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2661) to amend the act approved March 1, 1887, con- 
cerning the pay of hospital stewards, United States Army, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6364) to provide for the sale of land allotted 
and patented to certain members of the Black Bob band of Shawnee 
Indians, and for other purposes, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred an amendment submitted by Mr. CALL on the 17th instant, in- 
tended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, re- 
ported it favorably, and moved its reference to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referre:l 
the bill (H. R. 5716) for establishing a light at the mouth of Otter 
Creek, Lake Champlain, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported a bill 
(S. 3573) granting the right of way to the Pensacola and Memphis Rail- 
road Company over and through the public lands of the United States 
in theStates of Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, and Tennessee, and grant- 
ing the right of way to said railroad company over and through the 
United States naval and military reservations, near Pensacola, in the 
State of Florida; which was read twice by its title. 


CIRCUIT COURT POWERS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the bill (S. 3234) to abolish circuit court 
powers of certain district courts of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses, together with an amendment proposed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to report the same back with a recommendation that the 
Senate disagree to the amendment of the House, and request a confer- 
ence thereon. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the motion 
of the Senator from Vermont, reported from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, will be regarded as agreed to, and the managers of the confer- 
ence will be appointed by the Chair if there be no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. EpMuNDs, Mr. WIL- 
son of Iowa, and Mr. VEsT as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


MRS. ADELINE COUZINS, 


Mr. DAVIS. I desire to call up at this time the bill (8. 2356) to pro- 
vide a pension for Mrs. Adeline Couzins, for the purpose of moving to 
concur in the amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The Chair will lay before the Senate 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill, which will 
be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 3, before the word “ dollars,’ strike out 
the word ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and dir to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Adeline 
Couzins, at the rate of $30 per month. 


Mr. DAVIS. 
the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (8. 3574) for the relief of the Potomac 
Steam-boat Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 





I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 


; 
3 
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’ 
He also introduced a bill (5 79) for the relief of the Norfolk 
; County Ferry Committee; which was read twice by its title, and referred ' 3 ' 
to the Committee on Claims. | 
CALIFORNIA 
Mr. DOLPH submitted the following resolution; which was consid- | 4 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to M 
Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and h 1ereby 
directed to transmit to the Senate a statement of the allowances heretofor« I 
admitted by the several accounting officers of the Treasury in behalf of the Che PRES J 
State of California, and certified settlement No. 3249 of 1588, on account of ‘ , 7 
imbursement to certain States and Territories for expenses ir redin rey 2 
invasions and suppressing Indian hostilities, act June 27, 1882. i ents W the Ly} } 
PURCHASE OF SEEDS. ; : ne 208 . 
Mr. HAWLEY. I presentthe petition of D. Landreth & Sons, of Phil- | gi, thie Eliclem ' 
adelphia; J. M. Thorburn & Co., of New York City; Crosman Brothers, | purpose : ; 
of Rochester, N. Y., and eight other firmsand individuals of the Ameri- | ~ \j- DAWES cecanies 
can Seedsmen’s Protective League, praying that a committee be aj hn malta often Te lia The D of the I : 
pointed to ascertain and report the facts concerning the purch of » Shh heer ann in eo aia ; 
seed by the seeds division of the Department of Agriculture. — Tne bilbemewides sai d’ Alene 
I offer also a resolution, to be, with the petition and sundry papers, | ¢ 1e wenerwal es ‘ An stats 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. O lhe ; “2 : two 
The resolution was read, as follows: hesak Taner s 7 : ; : 
1 Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture is instruct« and r« ‘ 
port concerning the purchase of seeds for distribution by t vision of ‘i a 
the Department of Agriculture, and for that purpose it shal ve} rtosend |. —— Sa . } 
for persons and papers and administer oaths. The expenses of said inquir peen nt here on purpose to gr to th ttenti of the Depa 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved | the destitute condition of the Indians at is m nt I 
by the chairman of said committee. m him to the committe comin a 
Mr. BUTLER. I should be very glad, if the Senator from Connec- por l una isly lo pa it will take no ! 9 t { 
ticut would have no objection, that the scope of the resolution might | j 
be enlarged a little, and that the committee be also instructed to report a consent, the Si sf iia eat 
' as to the advisability of abolishing the purchase of seeds by the Depart- | ; ed to sider the 1 
ment of Agriculture. vas reported to t te without a iment orde , 
Mr. HAWLEY. ‘That isa very serious business, as gentlemen will | }y o 1 for a third ré ' third snd 1 
find if they undertake it. I prefer that the investigation shall be co preamble w toreed ; 
fined to this matter, and that so great a change in the Agricultural ; 
Department shall be left for independent consideration. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution, under the rules, will t 
be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex ' ' 
penses of the Senate; and the petition will be referred to the Commit- | ‘ ee oo 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. e vl CLE Vv , : 
" } reli of George K. Otis. 
CHINESE IMMIGRATION. | Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. ] 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further resolutions, Mr. PLUMB 1 ask the Senator 1 O 1 to 1 lto m 
concurrent or other, the Chair lays before the Senate an order coming | moment. If | ] t e 
over from yesterday, which will be read. desire to say t at conclusic i I shall ask 
The Chief Clerk read the order reported from the Committee on For- | ate to continue the eration of t reating the D 
eign Relations September 19, 1888, by Mr. EpMUNDs, as follow f Agriculture, with the hope and expect 1 that it wil 
Ordered, That the President of the Senate be directed to withhold the tra OID re adjournment and in fact very s 1 after the « 
mission to the House of Representatives of the act (House bill 11336) entitled t t ] 
act to prohibit the coming of Chinese laborers tothe United States’’ until t Q . 
further direction of the Senate. , 7 . 
Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent that that may be laid aside PCHEL: [ m that thes te } ed to 
' for a moment, that I may ask for the consideration of the bill I re- | ' resolution offered b A enator from Ohio | Mr. = 
i ported this morning. : E the + residens 5 annual Message tO the Vomumiitiee On 
; Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will pardon me, I will state that PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read 
I understand the Chinese restriction bill has left the possession of the Cnlel Clerk re > Tesouuvion § ted by Mr. § 
Senate in due course and has gone to the House of Representatives. | *’ er 19, 155%, : 
The resolution of the Committee on Foreign Relations reported yester- Phat the P vss ( 
day is, therefore, no Jonger applicable, and for aught I see we must ae Pages oaom , ’ 4 - 
leave the bill to take the fate there or elsewhere which I think it de- ine FREER 5 a RO eujechon, * 
serves. This resolution, therefore, may be laid upon the table. ee SS ee ee Hanes, aes ee way 
Mr. TELLER. We do not hear in these back seats what the Sen: : ITTCHELI f tow , P of this t 
tor says. t 16 tW » grea po tical p i I l i 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I was saying that, for the reasons I stated, as the | }“** P'0Y* ehereal _e. , ; 
bill has gone out of the possession of the Senate, the resolution re- | 4 “~~ re a = 
ported yesterday is not applicable to the present state of the case, and | ' _ Pn = GHG SRE ARE Soler seven a 
; therefore, so far as I am concerned, it may lie on the table. repeat, Gage: perypeae ~ypom, Sere - stent 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the resolu- | "°° ° PERFOR, 28 WES SONS, | _ 
tion will lie on the table. ae 6 ee ee na 
i ilk il} jUaL hi wo Lal 1 y t l l i 
RELATIONS WITIL GREAT BRITAIN AND CANADA. nue taxes reduce and equalize the burd yf ta tion so 3} 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate, | Furthermore, all must concede that constitutio the Senate o 
under the order of the Senate yesterday, the resolution submitted by | United States could have no lict t ft 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], on the 17th instant, directing | legislative suggestion whatever b 
the Committee on Finance to inquire into and report at the next ses | lating to the House of R tat 
sion of Congress the state of the relations of the United States with | itiative by ] 1g a 
Great Britain and the Dominion of Canada. all iknow. fundament ( 


Mr. PLUMB. I understand that an understanding has been had | tution prov that 
between those who are interested in the resolution and its discussion i 
that it shall lie over for the time being : 
Mr. MORGAN. Until Monday. ' ls pi ig f r ‘ 
Mr. PLUMB. Until Monday. 1 rl vo Hou of ¢ t : ) 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall it then be called up as cur- p yy t senate being Iv yICAN majority, t Ho 
rent business under the call for resolutions or go to the Calendar? Lhe | n ng t first nd 
Mr. MORGAN. Let it be called up then as current business. t, now nearly ten months ago Not hstanding t i 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If that be the understanding, that | dent of the United States l on t md day of t 
order will be made. jen ssion, by an annual messag no r 3 mas 
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any other subject, called attention to this question, making such rec- 
ommendations as he deemed wise, and which, by the way, were di- 
rectly in the line of the doctrines and theories of a tariff for revenue 
only, which is but another designation of free trade, not until July 24 
last, a period of seven and one-half months after the convening of Con- 
ress, did the House of Representatives present the Senate with a reve- 
nue hill. 

Then, although the dog-days were upon us, although we had been in 
continuous session for neariy two-thirds of the entire year,.although 
a great Presidential election is being waged and to be fought out before 
the American people and determined in the next three months, and in 
which it was expected by constituencies Senators and Members would 
give a helping hand in theshape of campaign work—although all these 
circumstances so patent to all would have more than justified the ma- 
jority of this Senate in postponing even in committee a consideration 
of this important subject until the beginning of the next session, three 
months hence, it was determined by the Republican majority to waive 
all these objections, weighty as they are, and in the interest of good 
government meet and in so far as possible proceed with the investiga- 
tion of this great question here and now before an adjournment shall 
take place; and in pursuance of this determination the subcommittee 
of the Finance Committee of the Senate have held sessions continued al- 
most uninterruptedly by day and by nightsessions with open doors, where 
not only Senators and Representatives of all political parties, but also 
the representatives of all the great industries and occupations of the 
country could be heard—where the laboring man and the artisan, as 
well as the manufacturer, the wool and cotton grower, the jumberman, 
the miner, the agriculturist, the fruit-grower, the ship-builder, the hop- 
producer, and the importer as well, had iull opportunity to be heard. 
‘Those hearings are still progressing as rapidly as possible, and it is ex- 
pected that at no distant day the fall Committee on Finance will be 
ready to present, as they constitutionally may, an amendment in the 
shape of a substitute to what is known as the Mills or House bill. 
‘This House bill and the Senate substitute when reported, as we are 
already advised by that committee, will be each complete in and of it- 
self and independent of the other. 

The one—the House bill—following in the main the recommenda- 
tions of the President, is a measure based in the main, except as to 
certain Southern products, upon the theory of a tariff for revenue only, 
or in other words, free trade pure and simple, clean cut and absolute, 
in so far as the principle upon which it is based is concerned, and ab- 
solutely in so far as very many of the great industries of this country 
are involved, and which in that bill are placed upon the free-list. It 
is free trade also professedly as to every article upon which a duty is 
exacted, inasmuch as it is publicly insisted by the friends of the meas- 
ure that no duty, except just 'so much as may be necessary to raise 
sufficient revenue to meet the ordinary expenses of the Government, 
should be exacted. While this is the theory of the Mills or House 
bill, it is however a noticeable fact that the principle of protection is 
applied in the House bill as to duties on certain importations, mainly, 
however, as it will be seen, to those that come in competition with the 
productions of the Southern States, and for this reason I should not be 
surprised to hear it defended by some Senators who are not yet ready 
to swallow the doctrine of free trade, as a bill based on the principle of 
protection. The House bill, therefore, may very properly be regarded 
as a bill in the interest of the importer, a bill in opposition to American 
labor and American industries, a bill in the interest of free trade, and 
one which secures the hearty and enthusiastic approval, not only of 
every professed free-trader in the United States, but also of every free- 
trader and every free-trade journal throughout the domain of the 
British Empire. 

On the other hand, the proposed Senate substitute will, we are as- 
sured, be one based from beginning to end, every schedule and every 
line, on the American doctrine of protection to American labor and 
American industries. While this substitute, if enacted into law, will, 
we are assured, reduce the annual revenues of the Government very 
materially, perhaps from $50,000,000 to $60,000,000, and will thus tend 
materially and rapidly to aM necessary reduction of the surplus now in 
the Treasury, the amount of which has been fearfully misrepresented 
as we shall see later; while it will remove opportunities for frauds by 
false classifications and undervaluations, and reduce and equalize all 
irregularities in existing tariff laws; while it will largely reduceinternal 
revenue taxes, it at the same time will do no injustice to any of the great 
industries of the country; it will nowhere bear down on either the la- 
boring man, the agriculturist, the miner, or the manufacturer; it will 
strike at no struggling industry, either great or small; it will protect 
alike the interest of the producer and consumer, and give to each and 
ail encouragement, support, and cause for future hope. 

The Senate and the country therefore, to use a borrowed term, are to- 
day confronted with a question more important still, a question of more 
vital interest to the people of this country, a question that more nearly, 
and seriously, and vitally affects the general welfare and the present 
and future prosperity of the American people than can possibly in any 
possible event the condition of the national finances which the Presi- 
dent in his annual message stated confronted Congress at the threshold 
of their legislative duties in December last. And that question is, as 
will be and as is virtually now, fully and fairly presented in the issue 
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| joined by these two bills —the House or Mills bill and the Senate sub- 
| stitute to be soon reported, and the general character of which all now 
fully understand—whether or not the Congress of the United States 
shall abandon the American doctrine of protection to American labor 
| and American industries—a doctrine that nearly every government on 
earth except England has recognized, or is rapidly coming to recognize 
as the correct one, a doctrine which England herself practiced for hun- 
dredsof years, until she becameso great and strong and powerful that she 
could compete successfully with all or any of the nations of the earth. 

The great question is, shall we now abandon this theory and prac- 
tice and adopt the free-trade policy of not only our greatest rival but 
our greatest and most formidable enemy? The question is, shall we 
turn our laboring men, our artisans, our producers, our manufacturers, 
our agriculturists, over to the tender mercies of a competition that 
lives and thrives and flourishes on the pauper labor of Europe, Asia, 
Africa, South America, and the islands of the seas? In other words, 
shall the Cobden Club of England and other free-traders of that coun- 
try, dead and alive, dictate our policy, or shall we legislate in the in- 
terest of our own people without dictation from any foreign power or 
any foreign people? This is the great issue of the hour. This is the 
issue that must be fought out and determined, not alone by the Amer- 
ican Congress, but by the people, the twelve million of voters of these 
United States of America at the approaching election in November next. 

The question is not any longer what party is or is not in favor of re- 
adjustment. That is a dead issue, because it is favored by all parties. 
It is no longer a question which party is or is not in favor of reducing 
the surplus. That isobsolete forthe samereason. The question is not 
now who is or who is not in favor of reducing taxation. This we all 
favor. ‘The great financial problem, however, the overshadowing issue 
of the hour, is, how shall allthis be done? Shall we accept the Mills 
bill and thus abandon the great fundamental doctrine of protection, a 
doctrine admitted, advocated, and urged by George Washington, Ben 
Franklin, Alexander Hamilton, Thomas Jefferson, James Madison, 
James Monroe, Andrew Jackson, Henry Clay, Daniel Webster, and 
others of our illustrious men, or shall we reject the Mills or House bill 
and by the adoption of a Senate substitute, such as has been indicated, 
adhere toa policy approved and supported by these great founders, 
builders, and defenders of the Republic, and under which it has bounded 
forward in the grand race of nations with such marvelous rapidity that 
in the great contest it has outstripped them all? 

Under ordinary circumstances, Mr. President, I should have remained 
silent while the subject of the revision of the tariff was under consid- 
eration leaving the discussion to those whose experience and financial 
education as well as position on the Committee on Finance more thor- 
oughly equip them for such duty. In view, however, of the very em- 
phatic free-trade policy urged upon Congress by the President, and of 
the substantial adoption of that policy by the national House of Rep- 
resentatives, and of the absolutely blighting effect of such a policy, were 
it adopted, upon nearly every important industry of the Pacific coast, 
no Senator or Representative rom that section of our common country 
can, in justice to himself or his constituency, remain silent when 
this subject is under consideration. To remain mute at such a time 

vould be to trifle with duty; to dodge responsibility would be coward- 
ice; to fail to protest would be little less than criminal. 

It is to be regretted, Mr. President, that in a great nation such as 
ours, first in wealth and in the greatness and grandeur of its institu- 
tions and the elevated plane of its public thought and political action, 
if not in population, there can not come to the assembled Congress from 
the pen of the Chief Executive recommendations upon this as upon all 
subjects, which,though in other respects might be subject to criticism, 
might be so essentially American in their nature, so pregnant with the 
vitalizing influences of American thought and American policy, and so 
distinctly opposed to all that is wn-American or in any degree in 
sympathy with the thought or policy or interests of foreign powers, 
orin any respectin antagonism to our own, as to have commanded, with- 
out distinction of party, the co-operation of the American Congress. 

To expect that much, however, 1s perhaps more than can with any 
reason be hoped for in a country divided into two great political par- 
ties, each struggling for the mastery, especially when the head of the 
administration is the nominee of his party for re-election, and hence 
we are divided here, and as we can not agree, the great controversy 
resolves itself into a gigantic inquiry, a great national, political in- 
quirendo hefore the American people as the jury, as to whether the 
policy upon the subject of the tariff recommended by the President in 
his annual message and adopted by the national House of Representa- 
tives is one founded in justice to and in the interest of American labor, 
American industries, American development, and American progress, or 
whether it is not, upon the contrary, one calculated to depress and de- 
grade labor, reduce wages, repress development, hinder progress, dis- 
courage enterprise, dwarf individual effort, paralyze capital, discourage 
friends at home, and encourage enemies abroad; and, in a word, a policy 
that will benumb the energies and arrest the development and progress 
of our nation. 

This, Mr. President, is the vital question which the Fiftieth Con- 
gress is called upon to determine. And in this connection, it may be 
premised, it is once more, and more clearly than ever before, defined 
the old conflict which has so often in the past engaged the attention of 
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the American people, the conflict between the doctrines of free trade 
and the principle of protection to American industries in all their varie 
forms and American labor. Upon one proposition we can all agree id 
that is that the great object in the administration of any government is, 

or at least should be especially in a republican government, to bring 
the greatest possible good to the greatest numb We must all agres 
furthermore, that whatever policy will bring the greatest strength to 
our national energies, that will more thoroughly infuse vitality into the 


great arterial ducts of the nation, that will more effectively animate the 
country’s industries and promote their development, and thus equip 
our nation and our people for vigorous, prolonged, and successtul effort 
in the great contest for supremacy among the nations of the earth, is 
the policy that should receive the approbation of each and every Amer 
ican citizen; and whenever a policy the reverse of this is proposed tot 

people of this country for their adoption, and it is sought to ingraft 

upon national legislation, whether that course is suggested by a Pi 

dent elected to his high position by our votes or in spite of them, i 
should be met with our stern, resolute, united, and vigorous opposition 


+ ‘ 


And it is a fact, moreover, that the great masses of the people of this 
country never have been in the past, and will not now be, slow tocom 
prehend the effect upon their individual interests, and upon the general 
welfare, of any suggested legislation; andifitis deemed to be ofa nature | a 
hostile to their interests, they will not hesitate to oppose it b 
and votes, even although in so doing they may come in conflict with the | | 


views, policies, and recommendations of the head of an administration 








who succeeded to power in part by their influence and their votes. W 


Party ties are strong, I admit, but there are ties of national and in- 
dividual interests that are stronger still. Great party leaders may, for 


the sake of sustaining the standard-bearer of their party, suffer thei int 


party ties to lead them unwilling captives in one direction, while 
their better judgments are all the while pointing in the opposite di 
rection not only as the proper, but also the more politic, course; but | a 
the great masses of the people—the individual, intellectual, patriotic 
voters of this great country—never have been and never will be led | t 
into an indorsement by their votes of any policy which their educated | } 
judgments disapprove. 

‘The history of the past furnishes many instances of the verification 
of this statement and of the operations and effects of combination in 
the interest of individual and national interests and by which admin- | p 
istrations have been ruthlessly and sometimes mercilessly hurled from 


power. Thomas Jefferson was not by the American people elected to | w 
the Presidency so much on any distinctive principles or policy ot his | lia 


own, as by a combination of those interests and opinions which were 


opposed to the administration of Mr. Adams and to the measures of | may | 
his administration, chief among which were tle alien and sedition laws. | P1 


The administration of Martin Van Buren went down in the election | est 
of General Harrison, not so much because of any distinctive policy on | vir 


the part of either personally, but rather by a combination of those in | tl 


favor of a more rigid economy, of a protective tariff, and by those favor al 


ing the rights and interests of the soldiers of the war of 1812. So, also, 
in the case of Mr. Polk. The Democratic party had in the campaign 
of 1844 inscribed upon their banners in Pennsylvania and other manu 
facturing States, **‘ Polk, Dallas, and the tariif of 1842;’’ in Pennsyl- | 
vania it was *‘ Polk, Dallas, Shunk, and the tariff of ’42,”’ and when | 
power was reached they violated their pledges and enacted the free-trade | 
tariff of 1846, and the result was that hundreds and thousands of the | 
men who had voted to elevate Mr. Polk to the Presidency combined | 
with the Whigs and hurled him from power by the election of Zachary | 
Taylor. But in turn, four years afterwards, a great portion of th 

} 

| 

| 

| 





Whigs, becoming dissatisfied with the administration of Mr. Tyler, who 
succeeded General Harrison by death of the latter, and who apostati 
combined with the Democratic party, and the result was tl 
ment of the Whig party by the election of Franklin Pierce. And so | 
it is, and so it ever has been, and so it always will be, that by the 
power of combination of intelligent, patriotic men, personally and po 
litically opposed to each other on many questions, the equilibrium 


things has been maintained, fundamental errors have been arrested, | 


lat} 
a 








the general welfare has been promoted, and the interests of the nation | | 
and of the people for the time-being have been advanced. |p 
This idea which I have thus brieily hinted at was illustrated most | 
beautifully more than a quarter of a century ago by one of the purest | a 
_ y ag purest | 
as well as one of the ablest of our now departed statesmen, when he said: | 
| 
The battle which perhaps decided the fate of most of Europe was won | 
force of allied powers, and the chaplet that decked the brow of the w i i t 





mightiest hero was torn away by the power of combination. The tyran: and | 
despotism of the mother country was overcome and destroyed by the flow ‘ 
and fusion of French and American blood. Without this power of combination 
the sun of England might have set at Waterloo, and the reverberation of the 
last feeble echo of liberty might have been heard upon the hills of Yorktow 
Side by side in these great struggles were commingled the voices of | 
speaking different languages, the blood of patriots of dif t 
for the attainment of one common end—the disenthrs 
and yet unborn. 





Possibly, Mr. President, that combination of dissatisfied Republi 
ans with the Democratic party in 1884 may have in a certain sense 
and in a certain direction been productive of some temporary good to 
the. ~untry, although it must be confessed it is difficult to define at 
this time just in what respect, exceptit be the more perfect unification | 
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States or an old country like France with its industries undeveloped, 
would be ruinous. 

in arriving at a correct conclusion as to the intentions of the leaders 
of the Democratic party we must consider the character of the bill as 
originally reported from the Committee on Ways and Means of the 
House of Representatives and before the various concessions and sur- 
renders that were subsequently found necessary to be made in order 
to obtain enough votes to secure its passage were indulged in. An ex- 
amination of that bill will show that nearly two hundred articles on 
which duties more or less are now collected, were placed by that bill 
on the free-list. On the bill as it passed the House there are about 
one hundred and fifty articles, and upon which it is asserted the ag- 
gregate duties now collected amount to $19,773,599.34. But it is a 
noticeable fact, as stated in the minority report of the committee, that 


‘*more than one-third of the free-list is made up from the products of 


the farm, the forest, and the mine.’’ It is a further noticeable fact 
that considerably over one-fourth of the whole proposed reduction re- 
sulting from those additions to the free-list arises from the one article 
of wool—the revenues derived from wool during the last fiscal year be- 
ing $5,899,816.63, the next largest item being tin-plates, $5,706,433. 89. 


WILL THE HOUSE BILL REDUCE THE SURPLUS? 


True, the Mills billas it passed the House placed upon the free-list 
articles which during the last fiscal year contributed revenues to the 
amount of $19,773,599.34, and itis also true that internal-revenue taxes 
will by that bill be reduced, it is claimed, to the extent of about $24,- 
000,000, making as a starting point to be either increased or diminished 
by either a reduction or increase of revenues in the turther modifications 
of duties contained in the bill about $43,000,000. But after this point 
is reached you enter at once on the domain of prophecy and uncertainty, 
or rather whatever of certainty there is in reference to the matter 
points directly and emphatically in the light of past history, where 
largely reduced duties have resulted in largely increased importations 
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and consequently largely increased revenues, to an absolute increase, 
rather than diminution, of the surplus. 

And while Mr. MILLs claims that the bil! will save $30,000,000 more 
in the reduction of duties on other articles, to any one conversant with 
the history of the reduction of duties in its effect in increasing impor- 
tations rather than reducing them, and thus increasing rather than re- 
ducing the revenue, the prediction must seem wild in the extreme, and 
unsupported by either past history, reason, or common sense. It is, 
therefore, a matter of very serious doubt whether the duties received 
under the Mills or House bill, were it now a law, would not by reason 
of vastly increased importations be equal to the amount collected un- 
der existing law, in which event there would by that means be no re- 
duction in the surplus whatever. 

FREE TRADE IN WOOL. 

It is my purpose to diseuss, in so faras I may be able in the limited 
time in which it may seem reasonable to detain the Senate in one 
speech, after nearly ten months of continuous session, the effect on 
some of the great industries of our country of the application of the 
free-trade doctrines tendered by the Mills or House bill. And I will 
first attract attention to the subject of wool. The House bill places 
wool on the free-list. The effect of such action, were it adopted would, 
in my judgment, and I believe it is susceptible of demonstration, be to 
destroy that industry in the United States. 

THE EFFECT OF THE REDUCTION OF TARIFF ON WOOL BY THE ACT OF 1883, 

The great increase of importations in foreign wools and the conse- 
quent disastrous effects upon the interests of the wool-growers of this 
country even by the small reduction of duties on wool made in the 
tariff ot March 3, 1883, will be seen by a comparison of importations 
in the three years subsequent to the passage of that act with the im- 
portations for the three years preceding its passage. I submit the 
following table of statistics computed from official statistics of the 
Treasury Department by the Philadelphia Wool Merchants’ Associaiion: 


Imports for three years previous and three years subsequent to the reductton in the tariff of March 3, 1883. 


[Cc ampypent from official statistics of the Treasury De agente ent we the Philadelphia Woo! Merchants’ Association.] 



































































Articles. | Rates of duties. 1881. | 1882. 1883. Total. 
| a a a a =? 
stihtsaininbetciilaaiadiiitiaaaeiatdniaagiiaiatiaeas 
WORSTED CLOTHS. } } 
| 
Except such as are composed in part of wool— Pounds. | Pounds. Pounds. 
Valued at not exceeding 40 cents per pOound...............scccerseeseseenenerseereneteerecesnns sessee teeeeeees ™ p. Ib. and 35 p. et.. 50, 162 | 156, 472 41, 146 
Valued at over 40 cents and not exceeding 60 cents... baila \ p. et.. 2, 076 85, 672 124, 096 
Valued at over 60 cents and not na 80 cents p. ct.. 119, 236 114, 928 37 4, 543 
Valued at over 80 cents per pound... ‘ eos p.ct..| 969, 875 423,195 438, 775 
WPAN 1. scsicucstababesnaciadinne theuimiiieswvigseskies cam tanaliassadbte<adilaioasind bet -sepiidiasemanbesiaentit nue silinilidek Sea aedntina iat lamer | 1,180, 399 780, 267 978, 560 2,989, 226 
Amount of Cathe eelbeetedl Cth CIOS oc cerssiccnsnvceeerseincesntth, eerine ceestnsenctoneceacnbesanasnsescectenstaen| th ittmdeniiithniathtadteniansaiabease | ssesveensanesnees|suanenien sansnnes]eesseneenseneene _®, 456, 548. 03 
YARNS. Ce es gkpaes 4 
Valued at not exceeding 40 cents per pound..............cssceecceeeneeneee oe 20e. p. lb. and 35 p. ct.. 3, 644 321 2, 406 
Valued at over 40 cents and not exceeding 60 cen’ 30c. p. lb. and 35 p. ct.. 3, 741 1, 288 1,958 
Valued at over 60 cents and not exceeding 80 cents. 40c, p.lb.and 35 p. ct. 6, 832 16, 503 87, 467 
Valaed 06 oven 60 COm0e GE POTIE oes cccsnccee. cxescccessssceccorsesesness iedorncees cnvese conse sronenssesies | 50c, p. lb. and 35 p. ct.. 462,565 346, 591 326, 468 
- Total. etliiianibianaslinnsasiaittitnnish ilianapeiaitutiticalaelilediinemenialties 426,782 |  364,7 418, 299 | 1,259, 7 
Amount of duties collected on ‘yarns... sesesenseeseneseeneersenrcocsnssetses ssvesnansrancaranansnses csnnensenananne | aaanascisesuesnaneneanaeats suesus lerssersnsnegenaanel sesenennrenensenn |oeessesesseessores | $1, 101, 818 39 
KNIT GOODS. rt 7 | _ 
Hosiery, shirts, drawers, and other knit goods— | 
Valued at not over 40 cents per pound... ero eereneorererneencvnrenesesecovere 20e, p.1b.and 35 p. ct.. ae 7 
Valued at above 40 cents and not exceeding ‘60 cents .. . p. Ib. and 3 p. ct.. 49 | 1 43 
Valued at above 60 cents and not exceeding 80 cents . p. Ib. and 35 p. ct.. : 30 | 345 65 
Valued at over 80 cents per pound..............00 Snsbssneedoltichershintimeesataiibaeianibey Quemtueinacsonetd . p. Ib. and 35 p. ct..| 461, 688 | 446, 978 396, 589 
Total. vracii ests naseteeash aitattea ta, MeN SiS Se ied | 461, 767 | 450,324 | 396,709 | 4.318, so7 
Amneael A NR sae cicsoccsecncecennscsssitnassonpeteibsorensashenbccthaliaiaiiuaaihthdidiimmeniatinatindaitiiaiadipadatibeiheliigia |ccsseessrees sonore Fhiesnteitses |esesveseeeeeseeeee| $1,722, 483, 68 


Cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, ulsters, or other outside garments for ladies’ and chil- | 


dren's apparel, and as of similar ee or [a for rae wep 
Amount of duties collected .. noite 


RAW WOOLS, 


Class Be. 1—Ciobhaleg Weeks... o.ccvescsceqcsscncessscescossesanccscns ssescesssonscsovecsomerecseccosesoscupsebooeenes 


Amount of duties collected..... 
Class No. 2—Combing wools..............00+.. 
Amount of duties collected.............. . 

Class No. 3—Carpet wools.. 


Amount of duties nottanted.. eine 
Rags, shoddy, mungo, w aste, @ and flocks... " 
Amount of duties collected.. ns qpusnminndatnen 





Articles. 




































WORSTED CLOTHS. 
Except such as are composed in part of wool— 


Valued at not exceeding SD CBRMEB ..........scceseccssevecesessenssecnccvcvccsecseeewevsess —_eessvees 


Valued at over 30 cents and not exceeding 40 cents............ .. 
Valued at over 40 cents and not exceeding 60 eents 
Valued at over 60 cents and not exceeding 80 cents 
by a et ee . 


Amount of “duties collected < on cloths... 
Increase in revenue . pasbectianedpuvtenl 





















11, 546, 530 | 45, 646, 160 
cE $5, 737, 712. 76 
1,373, 113 | 8,113, 274 
$1, 065, 314. 12 
’, ‘130, ‘322 | 129, 724, 266 
candies ee $5, 086, 569. 7 72 
ol 971, 401 2, 432, 138 
et ih ee ee Ne nee eR ares 291, 857. 37 
| 
L836. Total 
| fesestmanhal ln 
- 
Pounds Pounds. | Pounds. | 
iatiaidell | 10e. p. Ib. and 35 p. et. 40, 358 60,888 | 105, 674 | 
sniel 12c. p. 1b. and 35 p. ct... 34, 017 35, 445 | 144, S46 | 
sini | 18¢. p. lb. and 35 p. ct... 577,519 937,164 | 2,057,736 
nae 244c. p. Yb. and 35 p.et..| 777,327 | 1,407,051 | 2,795, 244 | 
seabuadiiea 35e. p.Ib.and 40 p.ct...| 1,234,677 | 1,274,736 | 1, "483, 811 | 
be | 2,663,898 | 3,715,284 | 6,587,311 | 
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I ise in Tr n 
RAW WOOT 
f ( sN ] —( y i 
Amo fd s co ed 
Increa revenue 
Class No, 2—Combin s gr { { 
A it of duties collected ‘ 2 
EMOTORSS Tah TO VOM WG so ccvsnte encccntncesescccscassescsssesccecsesssecscccususnees ) 
Class No. 8—Carpet wools............... niseaieeliisieanenai sinpcciieadiaeadatiis prise sai ath a ore 2,5 2 6 | 79,7 24, O49 
p. Ib § 
Amount of duties collected " . wensenses discern 2 i ) 
Increase in revenue eae pececanenticncncneesanseeenssonccucone censcoeusuntnentanmnens is 
Rags, shoddy, mungo, waste, and flocks............. eeseee socces ceccee evoccecseecccoeseseccesesevoces ‘ .p. lb 1, 22 i 2 4 
ace as haaiineeitieeaeininnbidniGendanenamuseenaa/uaNees $4 
BIC GRID Sib POTD ic crccemencnrnsntontntccnscansrencecranessantninbnceoenutasacesneasascanneesencnnnesnnesces i 
Total increase in revenue on these six articles in three years 
From this it will be noticed that the effect of that reduction in the | was collected, while for the three su ling years t 
tariff on wool and woolen goods was, first, to vastly increase foreign | were 57,498,033 pounds, on which was collected a revenue of $5, i. 
importations; and secondly, an increase of the revenue in the three | 430.42, or anincrease of importations of 11,851,873 pounds and in re 
years subsequent to the date when duties were thus lowered, of $11,- | nue of $167,717.66. On class No. 2, or combing wools, the imp 
465,503.27 over the duties collected for the three years prior to the re- | for the three prior years were 8,113,274 pounds, with a revenue ¢ 
duction in duty. 065,814.12, while for the three succeeding years the importations v 
While for the three years preceding March 3, 1883, the total num- | 13,239,048 pounds, upon which was collected duties to the amou yf 
ber of pounds of worsted cloths imported were but 2,939,226, the im- | $1,337,340.02, or an increase in pounds of 5,125,774, and in revenuc 
: portation of worsted cloths for the three years subsequent to the tak- | collected of $271,525.90. On class No. 3, or carpet wools, a like lesson 
ing effect of the act of March 3, 1885, reached the enormous sum of | is taught, as the importations for the three years preceding the r 
12,966,493 pounds, and upon which there was an increase of revenue | tion in tariff rates by the act of 1883 were 129,724,266 pounds, bring 
in duties collected over that raised on the importations of the three | ing a total revenue of $5,036,569.72, while there came in unde } 
prior years of $4,910,863. 62. reduced rates the three succeeding years 195,024,049 pounds, with a 
While but 1,259,784 pounds of woolen yarns were imported in the | revenue of $5,570,459.69, or an increase in i rtat 3,299,783 
years 1881, 1882, and 1883, there came in under the reduced tariff of | pounds and an increase in revenue of $483,889.97 
March 3, 1883, in the three years of 1884, 1885, and 1886, 6,427,278 On woolen rags, shoddy, mungo, waste, and. flu é yarisgn 
pounds, or over 500 per cent. of an increase, and upon these importa- | stands thus: Two million four hundred l thirty-two th id 
; tions there was an increase in the revenue for the three years over that | hundred and thirty-eight pounds impo ring the thre 
of the three prior years of $1,657,563. 50. | high rates, witha revenue of $291,857.57, while during the: ree 
On knit goods we find asimilar result. The total number of pounds | years following 4,710,917 pounds were rted, on Ww larev ot 
of knit goods imported during the three years preceding the date when | $471,091.80 was realized, or an rease for tl I l of 2,278,779 
the tariff of March 3, 1883, went into effect was 1,318,807 pounds, | pounds in our importations and of $179,234.47 in ou vel r,in 
\ = while for the three subsequent years the importations increased over | other words, or to state the case in ad ler 
; 290 per cent., and reached a total of 3,433,480 pounds, and the revenue | rate of tariff on wools and woolen goo 7 i 
g on knit goods was for the latter period increased from $1,722,483.68 to | to the date when theact of Ma 18s 3 
$3,617,364.71, being an inerease for this period of $1,894,881.03. | for three years reached only 191,764,453 pound 1 which wa 1 
In the matter of clothes, dolmans, jackets, talmas, ulsters, or other | a revenue of $17,964,907.52, while durin three sequent 
J ? | 7 i 
outside garments for ladies’ and childrens’ apparel and goods of simi- | or the first three years of the operation of the lower t »f 1835, our 
{ lar description or used for like purpose, but 330,908 pounds were im- | importations reached the enormou ire of 293,706,903 pounds, « i 
ported during the three years preceding the date when the tariff of | increase over the importations of ling r 1,942,340 
March 3, 1883, went into operation, whereas for the three years follow- pounds, or more than 150 percent., and on wh ys revenue of 329,450 
ing, the importations of this class of goods advanced over 700 percent. | 410.79 was collected, or an increase the latter period of three years 
and reached the enormous sum of 2,407,605 pounds, while there was | over the former period of same length of time of $11,465,503.27 
an increase of revenue on this class of goods of nearly 500 percent.,the | But coming down still later in considering the ill effects on t 
total revenue for the three prior years being only $502,103.45, and for | industry of the reduction of the tariff on wool by the act of 13353, y 
the three latter $2,401,930.61. But what was the result in reference | find thatin the year 1837, ending June 30 of that year, our importations 
B to raw wools? It is equally emphatic and significant in the lesson it | of wool from foreign countries amounted in value to over $14,000,000, 
| eas teaches. Of class No. 1, or clothing wools, the importations for the | upon which we swell the surplus in the Treasury by collecting d 3 





last three years of tne higher rates of tariff duties (the tariff of March | to the amount of $6,390,055. 
3, 1867), were 45,646,160 pounds, on which a revenue of $5,737,712.96 But the effect of the reduction of the tariff on wo y th 























































































































































~ { TAP Tae T ns IT (WAT AMID ‘ 3 
8760 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. SEPTEMBER 20, ’ 
ona aaa Re: ———_______———— —- 3 
March 3, 1883, was not only a large increase in imports of wool and Had our sheep industry in the United States in the matter of the i 
woolen goods, and a large inc in the revenue, as has ju st been | number of sheep increased since July 1, 1883, when the wool tariff of ¥ 
shown, but its te ndency to the absolute destruction to a certain and | that year went into operation, in the same ratio it did during the in- 5 
indeed avery a _ ye ¢ ae of the sheep industry of this country | crease under the former protective tariff of 1867, there would be to-day a 
is clearly manifest by the decrease in the nun if sheep ; yf , ‘ . ae - i : oe va 
course in the vield ef qeol. umber of sheep and « in he | nite d States 64,000,000 head of sheep, instead of but 44,759,- : 
li } ‘ven 1 0 my ’ 99 +200 » . a 
We have in this country to-day over 5,500,000 less sheep than we had | °.” - er =e see on — , mane of sump. 
when the act of 1883 went into operation. Then there were in the | /2€s¢ 14 ts are fully illustrated in the following interesting table, re- 
United States, according to these statistics, 50,360,243 head of sheep, | cently published by the Philadelphia Wool Merchants’ Association, 3 
while to-day there are but 44,759,314, and which I will incorporate in my remarks: t's 
[Published by PI! leiphia Wool Merchants’ A ciation. | 
Table showing the number of sheep in the United States, with estimate of probable number if rate of increase had continued. 
| (880. | J/88/. } ‘1882. 1883. | 1/884. /885. 1886. 1887. | 
| | 
eiilaiie . sahcians yds diaixdeinscencee ane a 
| i } 
ged i a coed ade eaee bi Sas 
| ie son | aes Sa _ aes 4 G4 000. 000. Estimated number 
| | ea oe ae 7 if rate of increase 
an a I a Be ta ails atin — pi eiad nile =e had continued. 
} } | | } ¥ 
senate eplaacaiai sisaialtins cts ieianncen i lerenii aad Neat = wcdlia a 
The rate of increase | en oe - | - — _f 
Srom 1878 to 1883 | | iz 
UX 74 um = ee a eles a - aa - a } aiiiiiapeaaianin si | — : ee 
Sh Be ne eel i a eel a le _$9.900.000. 
| | | | eee 
—+} +} —_|- |_| —#- + —— 
iepeniiiie 1 nenisieneninnncisnsjcnatl siectabcmmaniagmameainiveil = sciiall Aiccapecilichaiaiapaas tei Aiaapicitiinstsl 
a“ of Sen) on eee ee ___ | 56.000.000. | | 
\/ | 
eG aa EI — {————-— ~~ - 
il ase oe —) EE ++ - ——— a $$ 
r| 
ian tao saanncsiacodaa ita canes jj} —_—_— tries bixeekanoen 
| 52.300.000. | 
—+ —_—— 4 NN ee S nf eh 
50.626.626~~ 59. 360.243 | 
Diels iasengin ceeeegroos } ipa 
19.237.291. we 
| | 448.322.3311: 
cl cnnliigi ge Meat ese eS ed 
! 
| ,45.016.224 
= a Aiccnts 1 =e 4 
| | Total number of shecp. 
43.569.899: | | 
7 ~~ Se eh ee adadiioatemedinds oe 
— — — ns = —— q 
Total number of sheep. | | = ‘ee ee —. pene ereneeret q 
| 3 
oy ae Ee | eee en! i ee ae 3 
. at ‘ 
| | | 4 
sie gee a tele eee, ae he eal oo ae ek ee Re ee 
| | | | | 
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—_ | } “ aah —_ | miami tt i li eal 
7 
a: . a ee ee ae Se sessile erslayeneeplnisaeneecanaae 
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— ——— 4m —_— — — —E———E———EEEE 
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The reduction in tariff on wool went into effect July 1, 1883, 

Another table is given in which its effect on groups of States and the | 
Territories is shown, as follows: Western States, Southern States, Pa- 
cilie Coast States, Middle States, New England States, and the Terri- 
tories. While it shows that the number of sheep in the Pacific States 
as a group did not decrease, the number in 1837 being 276,560 more 
than the number in 1884—the number in 1884 being 9,616,092, and in 
1887, 9,892,652—yet the proportion of increase over that of the imme- 
diately preceding years was most materially lessened, as the increase 
alone in 1884 over that of 1830 was 704,192, while in every other one 
of these groups, including that of the Territories, the decline in num- 


| 











ber of sheep after 1884, when the tariff of 1883 had come to have full 
effect on this industry, was marked and uniform, as will be seen from 
the following table, prepared by the same association, and which I make 
a part of my remarks. 

Notwithstanding all the superior facilities for sheep- raising in Ore- 
gon, California, and Washington Territory, the ruinous effect in this 
section, while not so marked as in other groups of States, is made 
clearly apparent, while in the groups of Territories it will be seen there 
were in 1887 only 7,037,558 head of sheep as against 8,495,039 i = 1885, 
a decrease it will be seen in two years of 1,407,481. 
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/88o. /8Si. (882. 8&3. 1884. 1885. /8éeé. 1887. 
= 262.626.~ 
| ] \ i 
\50, 360,24 
t i | * ; 
| jz 23 i \ 
} , 
| $9 
} \ i 
\ 
| \ 
1 j 
14,759,314 
( 43,569,899! 
{ ! 
15,638, 829-~-15,6326,760. 
, Total United States. | 40,765,900! anyon W5,131,912 \ j 
f 74,332,538. | 
| 
13,845,938: 
-— 728,939! 12.973.860-—-12.950.761» 
Western States. 12,212,600 Naz 168.301 | 
1 \ 7 
; 17,916,911! \ 
} ? 
Y1.534.6 a2 \ | 
10,87 2,938 \ 


9,922,200! 


X 
“1 
as 


> 616 oe. 5 2.652 
9.067.837 9.370.6177 \9 241.449 


4 


I f ast | &, 911, 900: ‘ a 
. ° &, , 90 “8,670, 297—8.685.506 


8.495 O39N 
‘ d ~~ | 
7.245.450 7 087.558 


{ 6.320.000: 


fore 4£460-~5,351,2 —f 
— 4,019,600! 


+ wee 
Se 


. 799 279 
4,174, 0007 2% 9%, 203 


\3, 830, 9767-3.848.513I ~~ 2 79 
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Vew England Rat 
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| rectit 
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1,5 25,600¢7 1072, 008N| 
1,385, G4677 1.388.252 1.384.855 


Fo, 293.809. 7.219.328 1.237.085 


The reduction in tariff on wool went into effect July 1, 1882 





As further showing the effect on its price that would necessarily fol- yo cost of w 
. . . . ° . e scoure cost ff Am i Wo i s i 
low the placing of wool on the free-list, attention is attracted to the aiiiieedces eiteall tos 7 
following table, showing a comparison of the scoured value and the American wool-grow 
value in the grease of competing grades of American and foreign wools | t vashed condition 
. ° . . 7 ~ m } fn} — no tahio + 14 4 , oF 
on the basis of the scoured value in London in December, 1887. This Lhe following 1s the table re ed 1d y 
Bg table was prepared by Justice, Bateman & Co., 122 South Front street, | which has just been given 
Philadelphia. That the table may be intelligent to all and fally com- See table next page. | 
3 prehended, I repeat the explanation by its author as follows: i his table comprises & Co pt os AO 
to the intelligent s ent h ' \ nrot n nro 
The first column of figures on the left containsthe average price for each grads 1) Uae Inve! Be nt stud _ ~ pt : : — 
i of American wool at this date (January 2, 1888) in Philadelphia, New York,and | grower, and how without adequate protection the Ameri 
iis Boston. growers would be driven from their busines It w | 
The second column contains the percentage of shrinkage in scouring the this table the Philadelphia p1 » in 1887 Fact » Ore 
various grades of American wool. and the third column shows the seoured cost | S44 '° '4¥tG bh ge ; . ee ‘ 
of the same to the manufacturer here. The fourth column the free-trade price | ington Territory A fine and above ivy Was in the ¢§ i its 
for each grade of American wool, or in other words, it shows the price which | | ) |: if there had |} 1 nodu l l 1 ) 
would have to be accepted for domestic wool on the basis of the present values | * * ind in ord to . ) ' 
in London if the duties were taken off. The fifth column shows the decline, in . oo oe ; ; 
cents, per pound in fleeces, which must occur to domestic wool to reduce it to A 3 \ red poun lof the O I 4 Was then 
the free-trade level, This column also shows the actual amount of protection, | } en, 55 cents: a scoured pound of the enos Ayres 
in cents, per pound,which the different qualities of domestic wool now have cial icant elite F could have bes ld shown by th 
The list of foreign wools on the right-hand side of the paper enumerates some a a a en ; aa ; ee 
of the qualities which compete with domestic wools named on the same line on scents. In other words, the Oregon and Washington Terr 
% the left-hand side. The first column of figures to the right of the foreign list is | grower got 19 cents per pound more for his scoured ) 
the foreign price in cents in London. The last column on the extreme richt ‘ 4 . or that n = h - wre thar e would } e ohbt j 
shows how much decline would have to take place in the value of domest a a a a ee 7 eo 
scoured wool to reduce it to the London basis of value to-day, been on the tree- list. 
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Ohio and Pennsylvania fine delaine, X, XX,and above | 
© »and Pennsylvania medium combing, § to § blood 
“ »pand Pennsylvania } blood,combing ‘ sie : 
‘ ind Pennsyly Sai UCI iinineatialinicatinnielebesennnintasestiiiiidaibbintinainnianiea 
Ca Col > y 
j 
WASHED CLOTHING, } 
} 
Ohio and Ps sylvania XX and above, choice } 
Ohio and Pennsylvania XX and above, average 
Obio and Pennsylvania X.. enpetammabaccuvngbecnces | 
Ohio and Pennsylvania me dium, ay De RUIN cs inine aiciianaahcoiontel 
Ohio and Pennsylvania coarse, + bIOOd,.........s006.c.ce0e0eees | 
Michigan and New York fine delaine......................cecceccoeeess } 
Michigan and New York X and above. Sa eRe 
Michigan and New York medium, } to } blood ..................... 
Michigan and New York coarse, } blood. : 
Choice tub-washedé ........... 
Average tub-washed 





UNWASHED COMBING, 


Fine unwashed delaine X, XX, and above................. sown f 
Medium unwashed combing, } to } blood ... 
Coarse combing unwashed, } blood 
Braid unwashed Combing...........060 ce. 


UNWASHED CLOTHING. 


Fine unmerchantable, XX and above, Ohio................0000.000s 
Fine unmerchantable, X and above, Michigan. 
Find unwashed clothing, XX and above, choice.................. 
Fine unwashed, X and above, average 
Medium unwashed clothing, ¢ to $ blood, choice. 
Medium unwashed clothing, } to } blood, average. 








Coarse unwashed clothing, + blood, choice..... 

Coarse unwashed clothing, } blood, average 

Common and DUrry wm WABI, ..... scree -cocccsserssccccesnccsecccccsecosccs 
TERRITORIAL, 

Kansas and Nebraska fine unwashed, X and above............ | 

Kansas and Nebraska medium unwashed.. ad 


Kansas and Nebraska coarse unwashed, } blood.. 





Kansas and Nebraska carpet..............sssccsssscssseeseerseee 
Eastern Oregon and Washington Territory, fine, X and 
above, ING ..c0ncsscubnesusuiondenpesanesbocibibaneninbaasintedtinnndaknidaeieed 
Eastern Oregon and W ashington Territory, fine, X and 
aber Oy MOD VY. .ccccercversecescsceesecscves snonsnsne roorecvesossseoscosencssees 7 
Easte rn Oregon “and W: ashington “Territory, fine medium 
erth & WRG, CCN nteinemerrnnenabsiotnh ces 


Easte rn Oregon and Washington Territory, fine medium 
and L blood, heavy : 

Eastern Oregon and W: ashingtot i Territory, coarse, } blood.. 

Valley Oregon fine X and above Saas 

Valley Oregon medium, j and } b! ood. 


Valley Oregon coarse, } blood 
Valley Oregon, No.3 common 
Texas fine, 12-months, choice 
Texas fine, short . 
Texas medium, 12-months, ‘choice 















Dae BR IER eincitnitan vn raneantectccenes ctasei vientnitamamntanene ees 
Texas medium, fall clip, short, choice. 
Texas medium, fall clip, short, heay y.. 
FOCAS CREPOS...0..0r0c0re0esecs worse scoceserssee 00 
Wyoming and Idaho fine, choice ne 
Wyoming and Idaho heavy, fine........ ......--s.sssesseesees 
Wy oming and Idaho medium, } § to ¢ blood, choice 
Wyoming and Idaho medium, ODITG).. stentdeenicgiincaens 
Wyoming and Idaho coarse, } blood Linacheempenahiieabtiintianeaihels 
Utah and Nevada fine, choice. 

Utah and Nevada fine, heavy. 

Utah and Nevada medium, choice. 
Utah and Nevada medium, heavy. 
Utah and Nevada coarse, } ae ei ee 
Utah and Nevada carpet WOOL ......0........:0see80 — 
Montana choice medium f........ 
scout average BOG Beicrrcespccreqenengs 


Montane average fine medium } — and oi 
Montana fine XX choice.. piccensbdtnetnnbeensien 
Montana fine XX heavy. 
Montana coarse } bloo¢ 
Colorado, New Mexican. and Arizona choice fine an 
Colorado, New Mexican, and Arizona fine XX heavy 
Colorado, New Mexican, and Arizona fine medium } blood 
and X choice. 
Colorado, New Mexican,and Arizona fine medium } blood 
and X heavy. 
Colorado, New Mexican, and Arizona medium } choice......... 
Colorado, New Mexican, and Arizona medium } heayy......... 
Colorado, New Mexican, and Arizona coarse or } blood........ 
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3 FOR WOOL-GROWERS TO STUDY, SUGGESTED BY 
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2 Foreign wools 
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wools grown in 
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Australian.. 
‘| Austr ralian eross-bred | 
17 | Irish super hogs 





id h wethers............. 
Ba. 34 ada comb. 

13} | Montevideo primo.... 
12 iy Diciéatias 

12 Montevideosecut ndo 
9} | Australian cross-bred. 
17 | Irish super hogs......... 
14 | Montevideo primo.....| 


8} | Australian cross-bred.} 





16 | Irish super hogs 

15 | Down tegs........... 

1B) Pessoa Waa nciscensaubeka’ 

6 | Australian............... 

7 Australian cross-bred. 

12} | Irish super hogs......... 
10 | Irish wethers............. } 
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5} | Montevideo secundo.. 
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9} | Bagdad best 

Bh | Cape.........cceeesee. 


8 | New Zealand cross- | 











bred. 
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I recently received a communication from a very intelligent constit- 
uentof mine, a Democrat residing at Long Tom, Lane County, Oregon, 
in which he propounds to me certain interrogatories touching the sub- 
ject of the tariff un wool, and I take this occasion to answer them pub- 
licly. 

The first inquiry is: 

How are wool- 


tariff? 


me, hs 


growers protected by 
This general question, it seems 
in what has just been said. 


My correspondent next re 


een answered 


to 


marks: 





Wool under 32 cents per pound, when imported, has to pay 10 cents per pound 
specific and 11 per cent. ad valorem duty; or on wool at 16 cents per pouns a the 
duty would be a little more than me cents per pound; on wool rated at 23 ce nts 
per pound it would be nearly 12 nts duty. This isa very complex style of 
tax and hard for the sheepman to understand. 

This, to a certain extent, may be true, and, as a rule, had I my way 


uties only woul 


all ad valorem duties would be abolished and specific d l 
to have an ad 


be imposed, although in the matter of wool, if we are 





valorem duty, then it should be map anied also by a specific duty, as 
will be shown later on. Many frauds on the law would, in my judg- 
ment, be avoided by having a simple and specific duty. Still the law 
as it stands, and it has been correctly quoted by my correspondent, 
not difficult to understand. The average intelligence of those engage 





in this great industry, which has “te n regarded so worthy and honora 
ble since the days of our Saviour,when, as we are told, ‘‘shepherds 
watched their flocks by night,’? must not be underestimated. The 
sheep-owners of this country understand the law thoroughly and its 
operation and effect. The officers charged with the duty of executing 
the law understand it, and my correspondent, it is quite apparent from 
the general intelligence exhibited in his letter, understands it. There 
is a reason for the complex or double system, part specific, part ad va- 
lorem. If an ad valorem duty alone were charged it would open the 
door to immense frauds. The specific duty is higher on more valuable 
wool and lower on cheaper wool, because the finer ‘grades require greater 
protection to encourage their production. 
Again, my correspondent calls on me to answer this conundrum: 


If our wools sell for 23 cents per pound, and the tariff adds 12} cents of that 
price to us,its real price without the tari ff would be 10} cents, would it not? 
and at 15 cents per pound, the price we received in 1886, the real value of our 


wool was 3} cents per pound, if figures do not lice and if I know the meaning 
thereof. be obliged to 


Now, sir, if you can explain these discrepancies I will 
you. 


In the first place, my correspondent, as is the President in his last 
annual message on this subject, is in error in assuming that the value 
of wool is always, at all times, and under all circt umstanees, ascertained 
and fixed by deducting the amount of the tariff from the selling price 
Suppose, for instance, the tariff were $1 a pound, wool would not be 
increased in price $1 per pound, as we all know. Such a tariff being 
prohibitory, would simply shut out all importations; but our price 
would be fixed by the relative value of wool as compared with other 
products of the farm. 





A tariff of even 20 cents per pound on wool would bejust as protect- | 


ive, no more, no less, as would bea tariff of $1 a pound, because either 
would shut out the foreign wool and give the American wool-grower 
the exclusive American market. While this is true, while it is cer- 
tain that the value of wool is not always measured by taking the sell- 
ing price and deducting therefrom the amount of duties imposed, yet 
it is true that a tariff gives to the American producer an advantage over 
the foreign producer in this—if the foreign producer can raise wool and 
ship it to Boston and sell it for 10 cents a pound and there is no tariff, 
then the American producer must sell for 10 cents or go out of th 
business. This, it seems to me,'is plain to everyone. But if the for- 
eigner is met at the custom-house with a duty of 10 cents on his for- 
eign product, then he must sell his wool for 20 cents per pound in orde 
to get 10 cents for himself—10 cents going to the United States through 
the custom-house; and thus it is the American wool-grower will get 
20 cents for his wool and thus have an advantage of 10 cents per pound 
over the foreigner. South American merino wool can be raised at Buenos 
Ayres for 6 or 7 cents a pound, and the country is so vast and pastur- 
age so plentiful and cheap and the wages of herders so low that with- 
out a tariff our people can not raise wool in free-trade competition with 
them. It is simply out of the question, and to me it seems absurd to 
insist that they can. 

President Cleveland in his recent letter of acceptance reiterates in 
these words this statement, which is substantially the declaration con 
tained in his last annual message: 


I suppose that it is needless to explain that all these duties and assessment! 
are added to the price of the articles upon which they are levied, and thus | 
come a tax upon all those who buy these articles for use and consumption 

I suppose, too, it is well understood that the effect of this tariff taxation is not 
limited to the consumers of imported articles, but that the duties imposed upon 
such articles permit a corresponding increase in price to be laid upon domesti 
productions of the same kind, which ine rease, paid by all our people as con 
sumers of home productions and entering every American home, constitutes a 
form of taxation as certain and as inevitable as though the amount was annu 
ally paid into the hand of the tax-gatherer. 


From this proposition I most emphatically dissent. It does not fol- 
low that because a duty of 10 per cent., or 20 per cent., or any other 
amount is levied on any foreign product, this amount is necessarily 
added to the price of the article to be paid by the consumer; much 
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less that the effect of such tariff laid on the foreign product is to in- 
crease correspondingly to the amount of duty the price on the do 
mestic or home product of the same ki nd. Possibly where the article 
imported is not produced at all in tl untry there may be some 
reason for concluding that the tariif une imp sed is added to the pric 
that is paid by the consumer, as in that case there is no competition, 
whatever to regulate the pr but where the imported prod- 
ne produce i here, and there is competition between the home 
> imported product, then it does not follow that the amount of 
duty imposed is added to the price to be paid by the consumer, even 
for the imported product, much less has a ta duty levied in such a 
case the effect of adding an equal tax on t 
paid by the consumer. 

But suppose the President is right in his 
absolutely, logically, and necessarilv, and there is no escap 
for every cent of tariff that is imposed on each pou f l 
then the domestic product is increasad i ce to the w yw ) 
just that amount; if the tariff on wool is 10 or 12 cents a pound, then 
el ider the President’s reasoning, t I yf wool w I 
ull imstances be just 10 or 12 cent r pound h han. l 
be ¢ vise And so with wheat here is un x 4 
duty of 20 cents a bushel on all imported wheat. So, according ) 
the President’s theory, there is just 20 cents added to the pr 
e€ hel of domestic wheat raised and sold in t l i 
and the producer of wheat is just that much er off b : 
the tariff, according to the President’s theory, although t wn 
is pu ser and the consumer of wheat would in such a case b 
pelled to pay 20 cents per pound more for his wheat than wo 
the absence of a tariffon wheat. And so it would be all through 
list on every domestic article where the foreign at of th 
kind is subject to a tariff. 

But the President is wrong. The philosophy of a protective po 
does not operate in this manner; while its effect is highly beneficial to 
the I > producer, while if upholds prices both of labor and product, 
its operation is not on the scale or regulated in the manner indicated 


but the effect 
land regulated 


by the President: to be produced by 


variety of « 


an import duty is 


controlle ircumstances and 





by ¢ economic 
conditions as indicated by me in the answer given tothe interrogations 
of my constituent. 

But another great historical fact in conn with the constant de 
cline in the price of cheap clothing, since the enactment of the tariti 
of 1867 is worthy of note. Clothing can be purchased to-day in any of 
our great Eastern cities, Philadelphia, New York, Boston, for 
one-half its cost twenty-five years ago; and not only is this a fact, b 
actually cheaper by from 10 to 20 per cent. than the same kind and qual 
ity of goods can be purchased in L iverpool or London. While therefore 


under the operation of our protective tariff the past twenty-one years our 
flocks of sheep have vastly increased in numbers, our wool and mutt 
have improved in quality and price, clothing has become materia 
cheapened. But sincethe Democratic party insists on placing wool on 


the free-list, and the House of Representatives has passed a bill to t 

















effect, what has been the effect on the Pacific coast? Simply this: Th 
price of wool has dropped from 25 cents to an average of 3 to 12 
while the price of clothing is in no wise cheapened. 

Already have the wool-growers in the West suffered immensely 
account of the proposed repeal of the tariff on wool. Woo! is se 
to-day in Michigan, we are told, for from 15 to 17 cents per pound 
reduction of 10 or 12 cents per p ound from last year. The highes 
price paid for wool in the interior of Eastern Oregon and Washington 
Territory this year until very recently was 12 cents per pound, wh 
much, it is s:id, has been sold as low as 8 cents per pound. Recs 
since it has become known that the Republican Senate will 
present rates on wool and perhaps advan > rat 
in Oregon is selling from 13 to 15 cents p nd. 

Again, our wool product is to-day less | 10,000 po 
was under the tariff of 1867, or when the act of 1833 to i 
then it was little if any more than 300,000,000 pound ) ! 
ing to the best statistics, it is only about 265,000,000 poun I 
are the figures of reliable statisticians—although I am aware the w 
merchants’ figures differ mater 7, SO placing the present d 
as high as 333,000,000 pounds 106 all nor yet ti rst 
fects by any means of the red ie tal m wool by thea 
Mareh 3,1883. A fu rr f f this red 3 in 
ing down the price of wool in the United States; ad Le t 
ol 01 Atld d ute follow ‘ } ! I 
ow ne or he U { at s i th 1 yn 
2 loss t i 1 an id 

H d rd the eilect o of March 2 
156 { ier the stimulating iniiuence oi the pro t } Alloraed y 
tna I i tae numo 8h » in the Un A yi i ! 

he yield of wool in wed, and the q ty In 1 
there were in t Un tes but 21,72 i 
only 52,516,959 pounds of wool. In th ral 
protection was given to this industry and the 
| sheep and in the yield of wool was compara‘ti i 
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were only 22,471,275 head of sheep, or an increase in ten years of only | 
748,055 or about 34 per cent., while the yield of wool in 1860 was but 
60,264,913 pounds, an increase in ten years without adequate protection | 
of only 7,747,954 pounds. The decade from 1860 to 1870 had in it | 
three years of protection under the actof March 2, 1867, and the result | 
was an increase in that decade in the number of sheep of 6,606,675, or | 
an increase of 27 per cent.; while the yield advanced during the same 
period from 60,264,913 pounds to 100,102,487 pounds, while in the next 


ten years, from 1870 to 1880, during the whole of which time the tariff 
of March 2, 1867, was in operation, the increase in the number of sheep 

vas 12,287,949, or 44 percent.; in the four succeeding years, from 18%0 
to 1854, when the tariff of 1867 was modified by that of 1883 going into 
operation, the increase in the number of sheep in the United States 
was 9,594,703, making a total of 50,360,243, since which time under 
the less protective duties under the act of 1883 there has been a de- 
cline in the industry, and the number of sheep has been reduced as has 
also the yield of wool. The statistics are taxen mainly, but found to 
be entirely correct by comparison with others, from an address deliv- 
ered by Hon. William A. Lawrence, of Ohio, November 11, 1887, be- 
fore the Farmers’ National Congress at Chicago, and they are authentic. 

Crue it is a Republican Senate consented to the reduction in the tariff 
on wool made by the act of March 3, 1883, not, however, because of 
any belief that such a policy as to wool was the correct one, but simply 
because the clause in the tariff bill of that year making this reduction 
was part and parcel of a general act which contained many other pro- 
visions whereby the revenue could be reduced and yet do no injustice 
to the industry taxed. Noone believes for a moment that the majority 
of this Senate, then more evenly divided politically, would have voted 
a reduction of the tariff on wool had it been presented as a separate and 
independent proposition. ‘The alternative was presented of either vot- 
ing this modification in the wool tariff or refusing to vote a reduction 
of taxes on a variety of imports upon which the duties were admit- 
tedly too high, the removal of which would not only do no injustice 
to the industries taxed but effecta large decrease in thesurplus. And 
what seems most remarkable, if not indeed somewhat amusing and in- 
deed ludicrous, is the fact that the Democracy, especially of the Pacific 
coast, denounced this reduction of the tariff on wool as an unjust dis- 
crimination against a great industry, declaring it to have been the re- 
sult of the recommendations of a Republican commission appointed by 
a Republican President, and yet we are to-day greeted with the sublime 
spectacle of a Democratic President demanding not merely that the 
tariff of 1833 be retained, not merely that a further reduction in the 
tariff on wool be arranged, but that wool be placed on the free-list; a 
Democratic House of Representatives seconds that demand by an almost 
solid party vote, and Democratic leaders throughout the country—not 
by any means all of them, I am gratified to say—are crying ou: at the 
top of their voices: ‘‘Great is Allah! Give us free wool!”’ 

As a forcible illustration of what has just been stated and of the hu- 
miliating subserviency to the behests of party leaders, I desire to at- 
tract attention to a plank in the State platform of the Democratic party 
of the State of California of 1836, and on which two of the present mem- 
bers of the national House of Representatives of that State were 
elected. It read as follows: 

The present tariff on wool, prepared by a Republican commission appointed 
by a Republican President, is an unjust discrimination againsta great industry, 
and we denounce the same and demand the restoration of the tariff of 1867. 

‘The recent vote elsewhere on the Mills bill indicates pretty strongly 
that the Democratic representation in the national House of Repre- 
sentatives from the State of California have changed their minds if 
they ever indorsed their own platform on that subject, otherwise their 
votes have been cast contrary to their convictions. 

| 


THE MAGNITUDE OF THE INDUSTRY ASSAILED. 


And what is the extent in value and importance of the wool indus- 
try in the United States thus assailed by the President and by the 


Mills or House bill? Only five of the great agricultural industries of 
the country exceed ii in value. These are corn, hay, wheat, cotton, 
and oats, inthe order named, wool coming sixth. It is estimated there 
are in the United States 1,020,728 owners of flocks of sheep. Of these 
over 700,000 are engaged almost exclusively in the business of sheep- 
raising as an industry. These give employment continually on an 
average to more than half a million of men. The value of the wool 
crop last year was $75,000,000. But not onlyso. Mutton is a choice 
and cheap food. About 15,000,000 mutton sheep are sold annually in 
the United States for home consumption and export. These, while 
furnishing an excellent and cheap food to the consumer—the laborer, 
the mechanic, and others—bring to the producer or sheep-raiser annu- 
ally an average of at least $3 per head, or an aggregate in coin of about 
$45,000,000, thus making the annual aggregate value of the wool and 
mutton crop of the United States over $120,000, 000. 

A writer of ability and accuracy, Mr. Washington Belt, of New York, 
in a recent article on this subject, foots up the damage that will ensue 
in the destruction of values by placing wool on the free-list in this wise: 


These 700,000 farmers engaged in the wool industry will ave to own at 
least 160 acres of land each, making a total of 112,000,000acres; devoting the 
more desirable parts of their farms to the raising of grain and hay, and se- 
lecting the poor, rough, and hilly portions for the turage of their sheep, 
thus putting to profitable use their entire farms. If you remove the duty on 
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wool, and so make the growing of it an unprofitable business, it would render 
almost valueless the portions of their farms devoted to sheep-raising, and would 
thereby decrease the average price of the whole farm at least $2.50 per acre, 
making a loss from this source alone of $230,000,000. Sheep would also decrease 
in value 5) cents per head, making another shrinkage of $25,000,000. Wool 
would decline from 7 to 8 cents per pound at least from the average price of the 
last fifteen years, adding another loss of $23,000,000, and the farmers would be 
so impoverished by the low prices obtained for their wool that out of actual 
necessity they would be compelled to reduce the wages of 500,000 persons em- 
ployed to assist in the growing of their flocks to the extent of at least 15 cents 


| per day, or about $50 per year, making a still further loss of $25,000,000 from this 


source alone. 
This writer concludes with the following very pertinent remarks: 


Now, for the sake of reducing our revenue between five and six million dol- 
lars we must virtually impoverish this vast number of persons engaged in this 
industry, and those dependent on them as employés and their families, and 
those dependent on this industry, numbering one-fifteenth of the entire popula- 
tion of the United States, asa majority of these flock-masters, as well as their 
employed help, are heads of families, and so force this large body of people to fol- 
low a business that will yield no profit, and compel them to raise wooi in com- 
petition with all the poorand poverty-stricken nations of the earth, where land 
and labor are fully one-half less than in this country; and in doing this we in- 
flict upon this most honorable and respected American industry the following 
losses, namely: 


Shrinking in value of land..................0008 a ileahiatesticdecbitahecniapilidaa tidak dite $280, 000, 000 
Shrinking in value of labor... ite 25, 000, 000 
Shrinking in value of flocks... ae 25, 000, 000 
Sern i SNOT aaa iin neastienaneusemesinanncansonmendaoseuree 25, 000, 000 


Total loss to the wool industry............cc:.cccceseeeeee pidpbinuieiiiel 255, 000, 000 
The fallacy of the argument advanced by the promoters and defend- 
ers of the Mills bill proposition to place wool on the free-list is made 
manifest by the very contradictory reasons given in favor of it and the 
diversity of prediction as to the effect the placing of wool on the free-list 
will have on its price. For instance, it is asserted confidently by the 
President and by Mr. MILLS and others that the effect of placing wool 
on the free-list—and, in fact, this is given as the main, if not the sole 
reason for placing it there—will be to reduce the price of wool and thus 
cheapen, as they claim, the cost of clothing to the people. But while 
this is so, in the great debate recently held elsewhere, Representative 
SPRINGER, one of the leading Democrats of the national House of Kep- 
resentatives, and other leading advocates of the Mills bills, declared, 
and supported their declaration by various arguments, that the effect 
of free wool would be to advance the price of wool for manufacturing 
purposes. Surely both of these propositions can not be true, and, in 
fact, neither is absolutely true. It is true, however, as stated by the 
President and Mr. MILLs, that the effect of placing wool on the free- 
list will be to reduce the price of wool to the wool-grower, but it is not 
true, as it is believed, that the effect of such reduction will be to 
cheapen manufactured woolen clothing. 










THE SHEEP INDUSTRY IN OREGON. 

The sheep industry in Oregon is in its infancy. Prior to 1867 there 
were less than 150,000 sheep all in the State of Oregon. In 1860 there 
were but 86,052, and in 1850 only 15,382. Stimulated, however, by 
the protection afforded by the tariff of March 2, 1867, this industry 
made gigantic strides until checked in a great measure by the reduction 
made in tariff by the act of 1883. For instance, there were less than 
150,000 head of sheep in 1867; the number in the next three years had 
increased to 318,123; in 1880 the number reached 1,083,182, while in 
the next three years, to 1883, the number more than doubled, reaching 
the limit of 2,403,157. Then, under the depressing influence of the 
tariff of 1883, there was in the next three years, down to 1836, an aver- 
age annual increase of only about 18,000 head, as the statistics show 
the number in 1886 to have been but 2,469,533, while in 1887, accord- 
ing to the reported statistics, which by the best judges are estimated 
as being too low by 20 per cent., the number was 2,593,029. 

It may be safely stated, therefore, that there are now in the State of 
Oregon in round numbers about three million head ofsheep. These rep- 
resent a capital of not less than $6,500,000, irrespective of capital in- 
vested in outfits, teams, horses, ete., for each flock, besides necessary 
land and improvements. It is but safe to estimate that these give con- 
stant employment to at least three men for every one thousand head of 
sheep, thus giving employment to about nine thousand men as herders 
and shepherds, not including shearers, ete. And this is the character 
of the wool industry alone in the State I in part represent here, which 
the President of the United States, and the present candidate of the 
Democratic party for re-election, would strike downand forever destroy 
by placing wool on the free-list. To this industry perhaps more than 
that of any other, and, indeed, I might perhaps with propriety say, as 
much as all others combined, is our State to-day indebted for the mar- 
velous development and the rapid settlement of its eastern section. 

For many of these statistics and comparisons I am indebted to Col. 
Thos. 8. Lang, of the Dalles Oregon, who is thoroughly informed on 
the subject. 

Prior to the act of March 2, 1867, the destruction of the wool indus- 
try of this country was threatened by the rapidly increasing flocks in 
Australia, the Argentine Republic, and other foreign countries. Then 
our wool production was but 168,000,000 pounds annually, while that 
of South America and the African colonies alone reached over 300,000, - 
000 pounds. Then it was the American Congress, becoming alarmed 
at the peril to which this great American industry was being subjected, 
sought by wise legislation contained in the act of March 2, 1867, to stay 
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the flow of foreign importation and give protection and encouragement It is a conceded fact that everything necessary to 1ce Jumber in 












































to the wool-growers of the United States by an increase of duties on | ! Columbiaand throughout ¢ . a ) é 
foreign importations of wool, and what was the result? Our yield of | tl 1 the United State lhe Crown lands, covered with ma t 
wool generally rapidly increased in the succeeding sixteen years, as | f ts, are leased to owners { g¢ terms 
: folloy : —_ ( se ] I em a t ex 3 of 
Po i ( lbla, a { va ( y 
1867 38, OX 1 still lowe et t < of ( 
1875 ses 060 ~ ‘ th t 1 
“ 10. OOF ¥ y l \ i! ) 1 t t ( i 
), 000, GOO | ¢ t tish port of H ( ( i t 
And not only so, but the average price of wool under this tariff dur- | ! 1 British Columbia to Califor: " 1 per than 
ing the years it was in force was 47 cents per pound, New York and | ! 1 most ports in U1 n and on P t Sound, \ t 
Lb nT notwithstanding the immense increase in the number of c sarily higher freight rates \las ) 
pound ‘in this country. It must be l n mind that th vay) the british mul t 
wool-growers of the United States did not obtain the full legitimat is inst Alaskan lun 
benefits of the act of 1867 for some three years aiter its passage, from Again, the Canadian lum| I och ' 
the fact that importers, anticipating an increase flooded the D rder, ing | ted so much é r the markets of the 
country with foreign wool and woolen goods under the low-rate tariff | t)an are the muis of t pin I cing 1 ous the | 
' of 1864. Another reason operating against the wool industry about | ! > Again a MOSt ided advant ge in t natt 
that time was the fact that our markets were glutted with the immens« ting at present to miore than on i 
amount of army clothing thrown on the markets in the first few years | > [f, therefore, lumber v le free, t 
ding the close of the war. But all the beneficial effects of th ly be t the ¢ t rt l 
.ct of 1867 were, as I have already stated, checked by the act of 1883, | >! 3, and thus keep « tne products of our J er reg 
i as will be further conclusively shown two significant facts: Fi ; 
i that since 1883 our yield of wool has dec d from 300,000,000 pounds 1th duty, theretore, ¢ to that im} l by « 
to 265, 100,000 pounds, although, a ‘ording to McCarthy, statisticiar whi 1 will d 3 be re lized byt Senate sub 
q the product reached high-water mark in 18385, when it reached 308 MI r fiouse bill, 1s tely « ntial, in order tl \\ 
000,009 pounds, while the average price of wool at New York and Bos im ay b le to reach Eastern markets al itot 
ton has decreased from 47 cents per pound, the average price from 1867 | ' l i st of Oregon, California 1 Wash i 
to 1883, to 33 cents per pound, the average price since 1883 to the pri t rec Out th of E h ¢ ibia 
ent time—a falling off, as will be seen, of 14 cents on each pound of but le from the fact t free lumber would tend to crush o 
wool. These rates are those of Ohio washed fleece. ot this count vithouta 
If a reduction, therefore, in the duty on wools from 25 to 3 cen 4 posit injury | xe 
per pound by removing the ad valorem duties, as was done by the act ( hat price, 1 ver, going into foreign lands instead 
| of 1883, has been followed by such disastrous effects, what may we ex- b] 3 pocket t 5 her interests of gr 
i pect in the shape of calamity and absol creat \ pend ma e of this ¢ i 
industry which now contributes annually to the wealth of the country dhree | ed 1 rs in ca ind over | 
over $75,000,000—I make no mention of flocks valued at $90,000,000 | men are ¢ lin this busu t nited States. Thirty 
more—if all duties are removed and wool, as is proposed by the pend- | unnually go into the} cets ¢ farn f the Unit 
ing House bill, be placed on the free-list? The result ich an event | ! ules I la i lumber i 
is not difficult of divination. England, free-trade E: 1 is her- | t ed Lt On tl 
self furnished ample evidence of the effects of free trade on the wool | Gustr, the largest and most im ! 1g in 
; industry in her own country. Less than eighteen years ago England | region of country; the capital in ted is enorn , and more t 
produced over 250,000,000 pounds of wool, while to-day, under the | any other manufacturing interest. There are in Oregon, ‘ 
baneful influence of free trade, her product is less than 100,000 »; and Washington Territory nearly , é loy 
pounds. ; 000 men, while a fleet of more t ) ves ews 
WOOL AS RAW MATERIAI | in the aggregate 8,000 men, are constantly en a in freight 
Those who speak of wool as the raw material should remen rit n stly coastw 
costs money, first for sheep, for pasturage, for salt, for herders, for Some idea may be formed of the magnitude of tl 
shepherds, for doctoring, and for general care. » average expens ) t , Northwe I ,minat ( yllow 
of keeping a sheep in Eastern Oregon is about 5 cents a month or 60 1g the lumber exports, board measure, to fu 1 count 
cents a year, while at present rates each sheep will perhaps net him | ¥' 1886 from the port of Puget $ 
from 65 to 7U cents, which leaves the owner under existing duties 
; from 5 to 10 cents a head on which to pay interest on money invested 
: and support his family; and in this estimate no account is taken of 
; the risks of destruction from dogs, wild beasts, winter storms, and 
sheep epidemics. It costs about 10 cents a head, as I understand, for It 2 | 25, 082, 342 Hi ; 
shearing, or over 1} cents per pound. For hauling it toa point of - aliines tein ae 14 244 7 laut , 
shipment it costs from one-half to 2 cents a pound, depending on loca- | Vatpa : 5 °4 | 14.990.372 | Rio de Ja 1 
tion. Another high tax must be added to the Eastern Oregon shipper | Mexico )| 4,720,232 | Mollendo ! ‘ 
or the purchaser of wool to get it to Chicago; and yet wool is said to | 8 congedaings n : aon Bs - - _ 
be the raw material. ae aa ; 51 2'=94' 460 || Montevideo 1 
FREE TRADE IN LUMBER. , € 1 2 402. 6 Ale le I 
The Mills or House bill places lumber on the free-list, and it is as- | } 4 eo = ae 
serted by the advocates of that measure that if this is done the cost to ‘ Salient »| 1 075° 250 
the consumer will be reduced. Butis thisso? If the placing of lum- 
ber on the free-list would in no wise tend to crush out the manufact- ; ; 
urer of lumber in this country, if our mill-owners could afford in such | _ In addition to the above, three cargoes of lumber, aggregating 2,576 
@ case to compete with the cheaply obtained timber and cheaply man- | 4° feet, were shipped to Boston; 239 spars, equal to 300,000 t, to 


ufactured lumber of the Canadian provinces, and could keep up their | New York, and 323 spars, equ: Ll to 200,000 feet, to Bath, Me., all 
annual product to its present figures, then it is reasonable to suppose shipp d the same year; w nile 1n the state of Oregon the sawing capacit 
that the price of lumber to the consumer would be materially reduced, | ©! t* mills in operation in 1886, according to t e latest official stat 

KS although in such event the profits to the producer would of necessity | UCS In the Department of Agriculture, amounted to over 500,000 

: be materially lessened. feet, board m 


3ut is it not a fact that if an open, free market is given by us tothe | The chief of the division of forestry in his late innual 1 t, in 


measure 








lumbermen of our northern neighbors they will have such an advan- | Speaking of the lumber trade of Oregon, say 
i tage over the mill-men of this country, and especially those of the Pa- | _ Already t he Jumber traffie between Oregon and the s ark S 
a 2 Frar Mexico, and South Amer 1 as Trea ed lar p portions, a s 
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price even beyond what it is now, so that in the end the last condition [t requires no argument, therefore, to make it perfectly clear to 
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portant industries not only to those engaged in them and to the men | these exchanges of $7,183,454. Of lumber and timber that are dutiable 


they employ, but to the community at large, and all of which com- 
bined are engaged on the Pacific coast in the great work of the devel- 
opment of our many resources. To weaken, therefore, or strike down 
the former by bringing it into a ruinous competition with British mills 
is simply to lay a heavy hand on many other important industries de- 
pendent for their existence on this larger and still more important one. 
‘The effect would be to reduce wages, throw men out of employment, 
bring stagnation on our shipping interests, paralyze trade, benumb the 
prosperity, retard the development, and check the progress of our coast. 

The protection of our magnificent forests against the destroying agency 
of incendiary and accidental fires is worthy the serious attention of the 
General Government, but the protection of these grand forests as against 
legitimate industry and the necessities of domestic and foreign com- 
merce may not thus early in our history be urged with propriety as a 
reason for abolishing the duty on lumber. It is alleged upon what 
seems to be reliable data that not one hundredth part of the forest 
lands of Oregon, California, and Washington Territory have yet been 
touched, while in the great timber districts of Alaska the sound of the 
millman’s ax has never yet been heard. Moreover, it is true that the 
Douglas spruce, or red fir, as it is locally called; Lawson’s cypress, or 
cedar, pine, hemlock, and other coniferous trees of the Pacific coast are 
reproducing in their nature, and where but a few years since these for- 
ests have been hewed down there are to-day magnificent young forests 
coming forward rapidly in their stead. 

This same report, in speaking of the destruction by great forest fires 
in Oregon and Washington Territory and of the rapid reproduction ot 
the Oregon forests, says: 

The forests of Washington Territory have been subject to very destructive 
fires. The mountains are often invisible for weeks if not for months together, 
on account of the enveloping smoke of the consuming forests. Owing to the 
moist atmosphere, however, which pervades the western portion of the Terri- 
tory, a young growth rapidly springs up to replace the trees which are burned, 


and thus the forest character of the region is preserved, as it is not and can not 
be in the drier regions east of the mountains. 


In speaking further in reference to this matter in regard to the Ore- 


gon forests, the report says: 


Yorest fires have been even more prevalent and destructive in Oregon than 
in the neighboring Territory, 132,320 acres having been reported as+urned in 
1880. The forests, however, reproduce themselves here as they do there and for 
the same reason, and with a little care this Pacific coast region might be pre- 
served as a source of wealth more continuous and valuable than the mines, 
which are so highly estimated, while the worth of the forests is so generally 
overlooked. 


[n considering this question, moreover, it must not be forgotten 
that Canada is the largest exporter of timber of any country in the 
world. Her exports last year were 160,028,850 cubic feet, being 18,- 
418,895 cubic feet more than that exported by Russia, the next largest 
exporter of timber in the world, and 46,062,830 cubic feet more than 
that exported by Sweden, which stands third on the list of exporters 
of this product; she exports 53,954,480 cubic feet more than the United 
States, the fourth on the list; she exports within a fraction of three 
times as much as Norway and Germany, the fifth and sixth, respect- 
ively, on the list of exporters oftimber; four times more than Finland, 
the seventh in importance as an exporter of timber, and over three 
hundred times as much as Italy, the eighth and only remaining country 
that sends out exports of this character—and these in the case of Italy 
are limited tooak staves. The world’s greatest competitor, then, as an 
exporter of wood and wood products, stretches her timber-decked for- 
ests the entire length of our northern frontier from sea tosea, only sep- 
arated from us by an artificial boundary line. 

it is to the United States, moreover, Canada and her several prov- 
inces look for their best market for their timber and lumber. Of the 
300,000,000 feet of Canada spruce exported last year, 170,000,000 feet 
of the amount found a market in the United States, while only 130,- 
000,000 feet went to Great Britain. This should not be so. The 
United States with her vast forests and her mill capacity, estimated at 
200,000,000 feet board measure daily, and not Canada, should be not 
only the largest manufacturer and our people the largest home con- 
sumers of these wood products, but also the largest timber and timber 
products exporter in the world; and yet her unmanufactured timber 
export trade in 1887 was but 114,674,370 cubic feet, while Canada ex- 
ported 168,028,850 cubic feet. Of the 275,451,000 cubic feet of hewn 
and sawn wood, exclusively of staves and furniture wood valued at 
$6,555,733, imported into Great Britain in the year 1887, the United 
States furnished but 6.7 per cent., while Canada furnished 21.5 per 
cent,, Germany 4.4, Russia 22.3, Norway and Sweden 36.8, and all 
other countries 8.3 per cent. 

Canada to-day, according to the recent report of the United States 
Department of Agriculture (annual report of Division of Forestry for 
1887, B. E. Fernow, chief of division), sends 45.7 of her total export of 
raw material to the United States, while 46 per cent. goes to Great 
Britain. But not only so. In our trade with Canada of wood and its 
manufactures and of forest products for the year 1887, in reference to 
which there are exchanges between the two countries, Canada has in 
all respects a most decided advantage. The term ‘“‘reciprocity’’ can 
in no sense be properly applied to this trade between the two countries. 
While our imports from Canada of these products amounted in value 
to $9,790,892, our exports to that country of like articles were only 
worth $2,607,438, leaving a balance of trade against us in respect of 


we sent Canada these products in the year 1887 to the value only of the 
mere bagatelle of $95,616, while Canada sent into our market the same 
year like products to the value of $7,630,431. The following state- 
ment from the official document just quoted will show the articles ex- 
changed and their respective values: 


Comparative statement of imports and exports of wood and its manufactures 
and forest products between Canada and the United States in the year 1887. 























Imports. | Exports. 
.. iene _{———$_$_—______ a. 
Articles. a To | 
| Total. United United | Total. 
| States. States. 
Logs and round unmanufact- | 
UPC HMBETL....... .-ccccecccsserreesoees $326,886 | $335,179 $341, 083 $346, 633 
Bi eivvct end cintinaeienevtenes dm 3,921 | 8, 921 811,715 811, 931 
Lumber and timber (duty free)..| 524,131 | 520, 862 570,610 624, 167 
Lumber and timber (dutiable) ... 95, 025 | 95,616 | 7,630,431 | 18,574,956 
Cee | 2, 860 2, 860 235, 787 235, 787 
Tan-bark extract..............00ce0s mee 10,744 10, 529 8 136, 077 
Other forest produets............-.... | 96,614 94,990 | 290, 675 392, 257 
SETS SAS, 459 317,252 14, 477 18,540 
Musical instruments .................. | 472,025 | 879, 745 14, 205 207, 339 
Other manufactures of wood.....| 1,082,214 | 846, 484 401, 851 573, 212 
—_——_——- -_oo oe 
Totals .........sccsevsssesscesesesee| 2,978,879 | 2,607,438 | 9,790,892 | 21,420,904 
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It is true, taking our total export and import trade in wood and 
wood products, with all the wood-producing countries of the world with 
which we have exchanges, the balance for the year 1887 is largely in 
our favor, as our total imports of these products for that year was, in 
cubic feet, 87,796,860, and in value $13,341,609, while the total of our 
exports for the same year was, in cubic feet, 120,749,725, and in value 
$28,842,881, making a balance in cubic feet in our favor of 32,952,865 
and in value of $15,501,272. 

It may be a matter of public interest to know the precise articles and 
amount and value of each product that constitute these exchanges re- 
spectively, and also those articles of our imports of these productions 
on which duty is paid, and they will appear from the following tables 
for the two years, respectively, of 1886 and 1887: 


Exports of wood and wood products, 1886-’87. 


} 1886. | 1887. 









































Articles. a ere — —- 

| Cubic feet. | Value. | Cubic feet, Value. 
acl labia —_—$ | $$ | patient 
Fier OO ie isiena ves csvsesovessssseces | 261, 408 $8, 568 | 160, 600 $4, 975 
Boards, deals, and planks....| 36, 156, 464 6,620,911 | 35,396, 666 6,531, 144 
Joists and scantling.............. | $98, 143 151,119 717, 250 126, 284 
Hoops and hoop-poles, etc...| 2, 804, 850 224, 385 2, 673, 150 213, 852 
els ncaa Riatsechcixosied 295, 895 48, 377 221, 008 32, 940 
Palings, pickets, and bed- . 

OIG sntiitbnso pun enenentbcncions ental 150, 645 19, 544 109, 680 13, 853 
I OIIG, sn cececnecenesnccnsensssosnesee 581, 996 103, 049 541, 016 101, 282 
Re 604, 498 174, 723 547,016 136, 754 
Shooks, other ..............s000000 | $3,295,041 | 1,198,444 2, 815,515 938, 505 
Staves and headings............ 80,451,500 | 2,030,097 | 30,089,325 | 2, 005, 955 
All other lumber...............+-+| 9,792,500 | 1,175,099 10, 036, 600 1, 204, 392 
Timber, SaWed.......ccsceeseeees | 46,112,000 | 2,092,557} 13,967,410 1,976,750 
Timber, hewed....................| 5,087,612 829, 019 4, 260, 689 697, 915 
Logs and other timber......... 15, 732,100 | 1,258,575 13, 015, 975 1,041, 278 

Total unmanufactured..| 122,173,652 | 15, 934, 467 114, 551, 850 | 15, 065, 879 
Manufactures of— 
oors, sash, and blinds*.. 356, 007 267, 005 364, 437 273, 328 
Moldings, trimmings, 
Dicencetiibvensing cinene cheusdves 139, 913 104, 935 152, 080 114, 061 
Hogsheads and barrels, 

CII 00 censcecnrepoiineqnsieeos 663, 277 497, 453 609, 333 456, 992 
Household farniture....... 2,829,083 | 2,121, 812 2,638,327 | 1,978,745 
Woodenware....... .......+.. 441, 647 331, 434, 648 825, 986 
All other manufactures...| 1,848,581 | 1,886,398 | 1,973,257 | 1,479, 943 

I haces sare, aneemyesionss : 6,278,458 | 4,708, 843 4, 629, 055 

a 1,963, 091 |. 2, 301, 636 

| 36, 208 |. , 772 

pe 32, 909 |.. 29, 270 

Spirits of turpentine.......'.. .| 2,811,777 |.. 8, 489, 985 

Total naval stores and 

spirits of turpentine.....|......s0cecseeree| 4,844, O75 |... ereee veereeee! 5, 860, 663 

Bark and tanning et ee 283, 086 |... 239, 700 
IIT nnsroucdsectinsen benconsbebics sitll esceresexcecaphereed 13 |. davhinncoe 

OIG iG. distant tietci sot enaste 27, 401 82, 204 77,379 

Agricultural implements......| ........0000 00+ s+ 2, 367, 258 2, 138, 398 
Sewing-machines................. 103,388 | 2,584,717 a ote 

Musical instruments............. cehebaeinaamiigatiree 871, 831, 837 

Miscellancous..............+.+ | 130,789 | 6,188,724 3, 287,314 

eee 

IN cbs ticauiechionanignanl 128, 582,899 | 31,676,109 | 120,749,725 | 28, $42, 881 


* Until 1894 the exports of doors, sash, blinds, moldings, ete., are included by 
Bureau of Statistics in ‘‘ all other manufactures,’’ and can not be given sepa- 
rately. For the same reason the exports of some other articles can not be given 
separately for every year. 
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4 = 
( Value ( 
FRI FI 
Wood unm 
els here specifi 
Fire-wood 16, 910, 400 349,134 | 16 
Logs and round timber. >, 748, 000 843 7,33 
Railroad ties 7,2 5 8, 424, & 
Shingles and stay olts, 5 0 357 5, 25-4, 80x 
Ship timber 39, O19 181, 988 
Ship planking ..........-00++0++ 18, 857 as i 
Hop-poles 2,511 y. t 
Wood pulp 5 T 
Chareoal Si9 
Hemk yar 236, 198 
t anufactured I 
lere specified 25, 827 i2,8 
ds, planks, deals, et« I ) l 10,2 
Clapboards l S : 
Hubs, posts, lasts, and rough 
blocks 16] 615 
Laths ‘ =, 4 2 ) 
Pickets and paling ( 8 3.8 
Shingles 4 1 3 1, 254 
Shooks and packing boxes 421, 796 1633 
Staves 1,002,716 1,12 
Bark extracts, chiefly hemlock 
Sumac 
Cor] i< k bar manufact- 
ured ...... 176, 679 
Walking sticl:s 9, 07 
Matches l i, 187 i 
Manufactures 
Casks and barre!s 1, 224 
Cabinet ware and furniture 191 
Osiers and w »ws, peeled 1 ) 1 744 
and dried ; ; 15, 164 
Osier and willow baskets 8, 38 
All other manufactures 462, 809 
FRI OF DUTY. 
Cabinet woods 
Box 
Cedar 
Ebony 
Granadilla 
Lancewood ; 
Lingnum-vite.. 
Mahogany......... 
Rose 
Sandal..... 2,598 
Satin. a . 12, 641 
All other cabinet woods 219, 585 
Cork wood or bark, unmanu 
factured 891, 392 
Fotal......... 84, 186,71 12,461,985 87,796 ) 
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While, therefore, the general balance is in our favor, should there b 


such balances of trade against 


us in respect of our exchange 3 with Can- 


ada, when our forests are comparatively unlimited, and when we hav 
milling establishments in which are invested hundreds of millions ot 
dollars, with a capacity of turning out 200,000,000 feet board mea 


of lumber daily ? 


As showing the number and capacity of the saw-mills and shingle- 
mills of this country, attention is attracted to the following table found 


in the annual report for 1887 
Department. 


probably is not very much out of the way: 
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Ss 1, 630, 000 

cececece Sh 1,181,000 
S....../ 1,001,000 

seniate Sh 96, 000 


212, 000 
17, 000 
17,000 

4,007, 000 
1, 086, 000 
10, 139, 000 
h 1, 081, 000 
97, 000 
5, 000 
66, 000 


of the division of forestry, Agricultural 
This table may or may not be entirely accurate, but 
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the conditions shall seem to me to be changed against free trade in lum- 
ber. And holding to these views I am gratified in the assurance that 
the Senate substitute for the House bill will take direct issue with the 
latter on the lumber question, and the existing duties on lumber will 
be retained. 

As bearing upon this general subject I submit the following commu- 
nication, received by me in December last; also a copy of the petition 
referred to: 





SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., December 6, 1887. 


Sir: By to-day’s mail is forwarded to your address a petition asking that the 
present tariff on lumber remain unchanged; and by authority of the many 
signers to it, we are authorized to further address you on the subject. 

The signers earnestly request that you will not allow yourselves to be de- 
ceived by representations made by owners of timber Jands in Canada, in order 
to belittle the magnitude of the interests at stake. 

We have in California, Washington Territory, and Oregon one hundred and 
ninety saw-mills, employing 35,000 men, without counting the crews of over 
two hundred vessels engaged in freighting lumber. Are not these men, who 
are contented in the receipt of good wages, interested in the protection of the 
industry to which they owe their livelihood? Are not the farmers who furnish 
the supplies for all these men and mills also interested in the protection of this 
industry? 

If lumber is placed on the free-list, it will at once and most unfavorably affect 
the prosperity of this coast, and by just so much increase that of British Colum- 
bia, where timber lands are given to mills at the rate of 20 cents per acre, and 
which are now more accessible to water, and where labor is cheaper, owing to 
the large employment of Chinese. 

In fact, many of our mill-men would in such case at once move their *‘ plant”’ 
across the border to avail themselves of better facilities of manufacture. 

The duty now imposed on lumber is low indeed in comparison with that 
which protects iron, woolen goods, and other manufuctured articles, and its re- 
peal is asked by no class or interest on this coast, 

The argument for abrogation of the duty, becawse only a certain part of our 
people are directly protected, is entirely applicable to any other industry asking 
the protection of a tariff. 

A protective tariff is demanded as a whole because it protects so many indus- 
tries that all combined include, as it were, the nation itself. 

One thing is certain, if the duty on lumber is taken off all citizens in the trade 
on this coast, employers and employés, will demand in justice that the duty on 
iron, cordage, sugar, and other things making up the cost of umber be also re- 
pealed in order that, if the lumber interest is to be placed in full and open com- 
a with mills in Canada, the conditions of cost and manufacture may also 

ve equalized. 

in conclusion, a statesman, looking beyond the mere interests of the hour, 
would shape our policy and legislation so as to give us a continuous shore-line 
from Mexico to Behring’s Straits, and thus connect our immense outlying ter- 
ritory of Alaska with the rest of the Republic. 

You can judge if such a policy would be furthered by throwing open to Brit- 
ish Columbia our home markets, without asking her people to bear any of our 
burden of tariff or taxation, 

‘The sentiment and desire of annexation to the United States, known to exist 
and to be on the increase in that province, would quickly disappear, and with 
reason, were we to pursue this latter course. 

Yours, truly, 





A.D. MOORE, 
W. J. ADAMS, 
Committee. 
Hon. Joun H. Mrrenenr, 
Uniled States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


[Copy of a petition, the original of which has been sent to the Pacific coast Con- 
gressional delegation, Washington, D. C.] 


To the honorable the Senators, Representatives, and Delegates 
to the Congress of the United States from the Pacific States and Territories : 


The signers hereto are citizens of the State of California engaged in the man- 
ufacture of lumber in said State, the State of Oregon, and Washington Terri- 
tory (an industry that, having experienced the vicissitudes inseparable from 
pioneer operations, is now becoming the most important on this coast), and 
viewing with extreme apprehension the current efforts made in other sections 
to abrogate the existing ‘tariff’? on lumber, beg most earnestly to solicit your 
votes, your influence, and your every action to oppose any disturbance of the 
present import duty on said commodity. In support of such solicitation the 
following presentation of reasons for the maintenance of such duty, so far as 
the Pacific coast section is concerned, is most respectfully made; reasons so 
manifest and weighty as to remove the entire question from the domain of 
party politics, and this appeal is made regardless of the party affiliations of 
your petitioners. 

First. In proportion to population the State of California has yearly added 
more to the customs revenues of the General Government than any State in the 
Union, New York alone excepted; its manufactures have been few, and since 
its settlement and continuing until the present time it has been a large con- 
sumer of the protected products of the older States. and now, when its own in- 
fant industries are struggling to their feet, it demands for them, as a right, the 
same fostering care at the hands of the Government that has brought those of 
other sections to full growth. 

Second. The forest growths of this State, Oregon, and Washington Territory, 

he smallest fraction of which has only been touched by the ax, offer to gener- 
ations to come the fullest supply of their most lavish needs of lumber and with- 
out the supplement of the extensive virgin tracts of Alaska. There is not, and 
can not be, any justification on the score of scarcity or monopoly in offering to 
adjacent British Columbia the trade this coast is abundantly able to supply. 

Prices of this product have been for years, and are now, low, compared with 
those ruling in other parts of the United States, and despite the higher cost of 
labor here must remain low by reason of local competition. eye : 

The recent phenomenal growth of this coast has stimulated additional invest- 
ments in the manufacture of lumber, and consequently increased competition, 
and with such further lowering of margin of profit that any attempt at meeting 
the foreign product of cheap labor would be futile, 

Third. Vigorous, manly labor is required for and stimulated by the prosecu- 
tion of the Jumber industry; mechanical trades find employment in the con- 
struction and repair of its “‘plants;’’ the needs for ee oe of this prod- 
uct on land stirs to progress that great “ civilizer,” the railroad, and by sea bids 
fuir to save to our country the fast dying industry of ship-building, once its 
pride, and restore to it on this timbered coast the lost “American merchant ma- 
rine. 

Admit to our State free of duty the lumber of British Columbia, produced by 
**Chinese labor,” from exhaustless forests donated to its mills by a willing Gov- 
ernment, and all these industries will be throttled to their death ; hosts of labor- 
ing men from mills and woods will be idle; skilled trades will lack employ- 
ment; our ships will rot at decaying wharves, for the carrying trade of the prin- 
cipal product that now keeps our flag afloat will inevitably be by foreign bot- 
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toms if the production of their cargoes be in foreign hands; vast milling plants 
will be made valueless, and the capacity of our forest growths to add to the 
national wealth dwindle into insignificance. 

Fourth. The timber lands of this coast, both red-wood and pine, are repro- 
ductive, and like those of Norway, when denuded, are soon recovered with a 
new and rapid growth of the parent species; this power itself were a sufficient 
heritage for posterity, did the fear of obliteration of standing supply within 
the limits of following generations have any force; but with practically inex- 
haustible present and prospective forest wealth, is it meet that a Government 
deemed paternal anon ignore its existence and give to alien lands and alien 
labor the trade its own people might and should derive from such ssions? 
Better would it be for this nation’s good and gain that the alleged lumberless 
denizens of the fractional fringe of its northern border should appease their 
cravings from the vast timber tracts of the south and southwest for a brief 
time, or until the infant lumber industries of this coast attain a fuller growth, 
and by decreased cost of production and increased means of transportion with 
coincident reduction of * rates’’ be able to lay at their doors at seductive prices 
the superior products of this unlimited lumber region. 

Pinally, from a sectional standpoint, in the interests of the capital invested in 
the lumber business of the Pacific Slope, the large number of workmen engaged 
therein in woods and mills, on sea and land, the collateral industries dependent 
thereupon, and stimulated by its continuance, and from a national one, that this 
great item of our country’s possessions may continue toaugment her wealth in 
resources, we therefore most respectfully beg of you that your every effort will 
be used to the end that no change shall be made in the existing duty on manu- 
factured lumber. 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 

fenton, Holmes & Co., San Francisco; Moore & Smith, San Fran- 
cisco; Hanson & Co., San Francisco; Preston & McKinnon, San 
Francisco; Arcata Milland Lumber Company, Arcata, Humboldt 
County, California; E,M. Herrick, San Francisco; W.J.Adams, 
San Francisco; F. P. & J. A. Hooper, San Francisco; Colusa 
Lumber Company, A. W. Jackson, president, Colusa County, Cal- 
ifornia; Exeelsior Redwood Company, C. A. Hooper, president, 
Kureka, Humboldt County, California; Pacific Pine Lumber 
Company, E. M. Herrick, president, Warner Craig, secretary, 
San Francisco; Russ Lumber and Mill Company, by C. A. Hooper, 
president, San Diego, Cal.; Pacific Lumber Company, by E. L. 
Allen, secretary, Humboldt County, California; Shoal Water 
Bay Mill Company, Shoal Water Bay, Wash.; J. Knowland, San 
Francisco; Washington Mill Company, Hadlock, Wash.; Wash- 
ington Mill Company, Seabeck, Wash.; San Pedro Lumber Com- 
pany, San Pedro, Cal.; Port Blakely Mil! Company, by C. J. 
Holmes, president, Port Blakely, Wash.; Port Discovery Mill, 
Washington Territory; Port Costa Lumber Company, Contra, 
Costa County, California; C. A. Hooper & Co., San Francisco; 
Wyman Murphy, by E. L. Allen, agent, San Francisco; Hanford 
Lumber Company, by A.D. Moore, president, California; Star- 
bird & Goldstone, San Francisco; Elk River Mill and Lumber 
Company, Bucksport, Humboldt County, California; Santa Bar- 
bara Lumber Company, Santa Barbara, Cal.; ‘Tocoma Mill Com- 
pany, by G. W. Watson, secretary, Tacoma, Wash.; C. L. Dingley 
é& Co., San Franciseo; Central California Lumber Company, by 
J.P. Keimaly, president, San Francisco; Port Madison Mills, Port 
Madison, Wash.; Fort Bragg Redwood Company, by J.C. Hig- 
gins, secretary, San Francisco; 8S. E.Slade &Co., San Francisco ; 
Chandler, Henderson & Co., Riverside Mill, Humboldt County, 
California; G. F. Smith & Co.,San Francisco; Gardner Mill Com- 
pany, Gardner City, Oregon; Northwestern Lumber Company, 
Gray's Harbor, Wash, ; Casper Lumber Company, per F. A. Wil- 
kins, secretary, Casper, Cal.; George W. Chandler, 15 Market 
street, San Francisco; 8. W. Blinn Lumber Company, by C. A. 
Hooper, president, Arizona, N. Mex.; J. G. Jackson, San Fran- 
cisco; Minor, Kirk & Co., per T. H. Minor, proprietor Warren 
Creek Mill, Humboldt, Cal, ; Charles Nelson, 18 Marketstreet, San 
Francisco; T. H. Minor, 18 Market street, San Francisco; KeKay 
& Co., proprietors Occidental Mill, by J. J. Loggis, Eureka, Hum- 
boldt County; Sierra Lumber Company, by Peter Dean, presi- 
dent, Red Bluff and Chico, Cal.; Simpson Brothers & Co., 48 Mar- 
ket street, San Francisco; Isaac Minor, per T. H. Minor, pro- 
prietor Glendale Mill, Humboldt County,California; Sacramento 
Lumber Company, C. A. Hooper, president, Sacramento, Cal. ; 
Puget Mill Company, by C. F. A. Talbot, president, Port Gam- 
ble, Port Ludlow, and Utsalady, Wash.; Pope & Talbot, San 
Francisco; Navarro Mill Company, by R. G. Byxbee, manager, 
San Francisco; E. B. Dean & Co., mills, Coose Bay, Oregon ; 
Southern Oregon Company and Oregon Improvement Company, 
by John L. Howard, manager ; Seattle, Wash., and Empire City, 
Oregon; Pollard & Dodge, San Francisco, Cal.; Eel River Valley 
Iumber Company, by Pollard & Dodge, Humboldt County, Cali- 
fornia; Gualala Mill Company, by C. L. Dingley, vice-president; 
Jason Springer & Co., Butte County, California; Chas. F. Doe 
& Co., San Francisco, Cal.; Hobbs, Wall & Co., San Francisco 
and Crescent City, Cal.; S. H. Harmon & Co., E. N Harmon, 
secretary, San Francisco; J. M. Weatherwax, by S. H. Harmon 
& Co., agents, mills at Aberdeen, Gray’s Harbor, Wash.; Little 
and Knowles Lumber Company, per W. C, Little, president, San 
Francisco; Del Norte Commercial Co mpany, per Little & 
Knowles Lumber Company,agents Smith River, Del Norte 
County, California. 


LEAD. 


The House or Mills bill, while it does not place lead on the free-list, 
does that which is equivalent in so far as striking a deadly blow at the 
silver and lead mining industry of this country. The present rates of 
duty under existing law and the rates proposed by the Mills bill and 
the difference between the two will be seen and appreciated by the fol- 
lowing table: 











| Present rates | Rates of duty 
Lead. | of duty. by Mills bill. 
— ales Sia 
Molten and old refuse lead run into blocks 
and bars, and old scrap lead fit only to be 
manufactured.,,........... seneszemersvocenvenscostoccosees 2cts.perlb. | Iljcts.per Ib. 
Ore and dross.... «| 1} ets. per Ib. 2 cts. per Ib. 
Pigs and bars.........0-.0000 «| 2 ets. per lb. 1} cts. per Ib. 
Sheets, pipes,and shot...... Siiansesnnonpocensesenenenens) © GNU OE Jay 2} ets. per lb. 
Manufactures not specially enumerated or 
provided for.............. asieatiatnenein momnmnrnaneoccesee 45 per cent. 40 per cent. 
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countries, and a staggering blow, o rom which it may not hoy i 
to recover, is struck at the great silver and lead mining industries o 
this country, especially in the Pacilic Northwest, where transportation 
rates are exceedingly high. Now why should this be done As a 
means of reducing the revenue and bringingdown the surplus it amounts 
to nothing. Even according to the estimate of the Mills bill the re 


duction in duties on lead proposed by that bill would only reduce th« 
revenue to the amount of $6,000 annually. Asa matter of fact, how- 
ever, this proposed reduction in the duties on lead would unquesti 
ably increase the revenues it would vastly i 

Our importations of lead in 1887 were less than one-twelfth in pout 
than in 1870. In the latter year the importations were 85,897,720 
pounds, while in 1887 the importations of lead upon which duty was 
paid were only 12,016,694 pounds he price of lead has been reduced 
nearly $2 per 100 pounds, the price in 1870 being $6.30 and last year 
only $4.50 per 100 pounds, so there is no room for complaint on the part 
of the consumer. Reduce the present duty as proposed by the Mills bill 
so as to enable the foreign importer to brit his lead at a profit, and 
we may expect as a natural result there will be a vast increase in the 
importations. In that event this industry, which has in the past fifteen 
years increased over 400 per cent.—the value of the lead production in 
1872 being only al 
estimated at $90 per short ton—would cease to expand and would at 
once retrograde. 





ise the importations. 


























yout $3,000,000, while in 1887 it was $14,463,000 


This industry has been, and will continue to be, if not throttled by 
applying to it the doctrine of free trade, or a tariff for revenue only, 
which is the same thing in substance and effect, one of the most pow- 
erful and influential agencies extant in developing the vast areas of th 
almost inaccessible portions of our public domain, and in tapping and 
penetrating the mountains of the Pacific Northwest with shafts and 
tunnels from which flow streams of wealth which increase the busi- 
ness of transportation to the common carrier, furnish a ready and in 
viting home market for the surplus products of the farmer, which pr 
sents favorable facilities for the employment of labor at fair wag 
while trade and commerce generally are stimulated, new and varied 
industries called into existence in every city, town, and hamlet, and 
the prosperity of the people gener: 

The truth is, there should be no importations of lead permitted 
this country. The tariff should, in my judgment, be a prohibitory 
one. The average wages paid lead min 
cents a day, those in England and Germany do not average 40 cents a 
day, while those of the United States avera 
latter amount, or from $3 to $3.50 per day, while the freight rates fro 
Europe to New York are only about one-fifth on an average of 
transportation rates from Colorado, Montana, Utah, Idaho, Washing- 
ton Territory, and Oregon tothe same point. Although there has been 
a large annual increase in this country and will bein the future in the 
consumption of lead, the increase in cur production in the past few 
years justifies the statement that with reasonable protection we will 
not only be able to supply our home demand for lead and its products, 
including the chemical products from lead, such as white lead, earbon- 
ate of lead, oxide of lead (litharge), red lead, orange mineral, sugat 
of lead, nitrole of lead, etc., but should become an exporter to foreign 
countries to a large extent. 

Fifty years ago there were not 2,000 tons of lead produced in the 
United States. Sixteen years ago our product was only 25,800 tons 
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creased price for a barrel of flour, he is by reason of steady and profit- 
able employment at good wages better able to purchase a barrel of 
flour for himself at a fair price to the farmer and producer than in the 
absence of manufactures and other industrial enterprises, and conse- 
quently lack of employment, or if employed, at low wages, he would 
be to purchase a single bag, though flour could be had atcheaper rates. 

John C, Calhoun, in the early days of the Republic and before he 
became a convert to the heresy of free trade, in a speech then made by 
him, correctly stated the question as to the effect on the farmer in se- 
curing him a good market and a ready and cheap supply of those 
articles he is compelled to purchase by a policy that would foster our 
manufacturing industry. He said: 


When our manufactures are grown to a certain proportion, as they will under 
the fostering care of the Government, the farmer will find a ready market for 
his surplus produce, and what is of equal consequence a certain and cheap sup- 
ply for all his wants. 

This sentence from the lips of John C. Calhoun is a perfect answer 
in and of itself to the charge so often and glibly repeated to the effect 
that the farmer is not benefited by the policy of protection. Calhoun 
saw the cotton and cotton fabrics of South Carolina brought into ruin- 
ous competition with those of India, where 4 pence bought a pound of 
cotton, and the weaver’s wages did not exceed 4 pence a day; and 
hence it was that he while a member of the national House of Repre- 
sentatives boldly and ably advocated a protective tariff on imported 
cotton and cotton fabrics equal to 75 per cent. of the cost of production 
at that time in India. But did time warrant, arguments both innu- 
merable and convincing might be produced. 

But the farmers of this country are not only interested in creating 
and building up a home market for their wheat and other products; 
they are also interested in keeping out of this country, out of that home 
market, so far as possible, the cheaply produced agricultural products 
of foreign countries which, under free trade, would to a very large ex- 
tent flood this country in ruinous competition with our farm products. 
in that respect the interests of the farmer are, under our present tariff 
laws, in the main, and by the Senate substitute, will, I have no doubt, 
be still more, carefully guarded and protected. And notwithstanding 
the present duties imposed on foreign agricultural products, there were 
of these bronght into the United States last year to the extent in value 
of nearly $150,000,000; of this amount were breadstuffs, including 
wheat, flour, rye, oats, and barley —10,355,594 bushels of the latter —to 
the aggregate value of $6,640,228; fruits—and the most of which we 
can raise here in abundance—including figs, to the value of $500,000; 
lemons, to the value of $3,835,147; oranges, to the value of $2,408, 140, 
and prunes to the value of $2,999,645, making an aggregate in value of 
fruits imported of $15,840,827; hops, to the value of $3,404,000; ani- 
mais, including sheep, to the value of $1,187,847; horses to the value 
of $3,464,303, and cattle to the value of $1,085,000, aggregating in value 
$5,737,150; raw wool of the value of $16,424,479; vegetables, including 
beans, pease, potatoes, pickles, and other articles, of the value of $7,- 
333,749; dairy products, butter, cheese, and milk, of the value of $1,- 
806,239; flax, hemp, jute, and sisal grass, of the value of $12,312 833. 
Suppose there had been no duties on any of these products; can any 
one doubt that the importations, instead of being but $149,254,784, 
yould have reached many times that amount, and all of which would 
have come in direct competition in our home markets with the produce 
of the farm? 

The Mills bill proposes to place most of these on the free-list, and it 
mitst not be forgotten that most of these agricultural products thus 
placed on the free-list by the House bill are produced in abundance 
and very cheaply just across our northern boundary line, at our very 
door, in the Canadian provinces. Even under existing duties Canada 
sent into the United States in 1887, and sold in our markets in compe- 
tition with our farm products, Canadian agricultural products of the 
aggregate value of about $18,000,000. Included in that list we find in 
the reports of the Bureau of Statistics 10,331,895 bushels of barley, of 
the value of $6,170,660; 59,653 head of cattle, of the value of $1,086,645; 
25,525 head of horses, of the value of $3,430,594; 450,175 head of sheep, 
of the value of $1,215,437; 13,682,914 dozens of eggs, valued at $1,930, - 
844; 1,228,406 bushels of potatoes, valued at $339,163; and 1,610,123 
pounds of wool, of the value of $357,142. 

Nor is the farmer in any portion of the United States more interested 
in the protective policy than are those residing in the Pacific States and 
Territories. It is to the protective policy we must look for the estab- 
lishment and building up of manufacturing industries in that section of 
the country. Who does not know that every factory in whatever in- 
dustry erected in Oregon, or California, or Washington, or Idaho is a 
direct benefit to the farmer? Suppose the magnificent water-pewer of 
Oregon, Washington, and Idaho were utilized to its full capacity; sup- 
pose ten thousand wheels were set in motion in the utilization by me- 
chanical processes in working up in manufactures our home products 
of wood, iron, lead, wool, fruits, and other products, converting our 
timber into every variety of farm implements, our iron mines into bars 
of iron and steel and foundry products of every description, our wool 
into blankets, clothing, and hosiery, and other articles into the manu- 
facture of which wool enters, our fruits into brandies and wines and 
jellies, our hides into leather, our flax into linen and bags and rope. 
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In that event would not onlv the interest of every farmer in that sec- 
tion, but every laboring man, artisan, merchant, and every other class 
be immensely benefited? Would not the consumer, moreover, be bene- 
fited in being able to secure all these necessaries of life free from the 
tremendous tax he is now compelled to pay on each and all of these in 
the shape of transportation charges across the continent? And would 
not such a state of things retain among our own people millions of dol- 
lars that are annually sent from the Pacific coast to the East and Europe 
to pay for those articles of home use, every one of which should be 
manufactured at home? And it is toward such a consummation a pro- 
tective policy, with an economic force that is invincible and grand, 
directly tends, while to open our doors by the key to free trade which 
England places in our hands would tend directly and with an irre- 
sistible force in a directly opposite direction and toward the prevention 
of such a consummation. ‘The farmers of this country can not depend 
with any degree of certainty on a foreign market for their wheat. 

The great increase in the production of wheat in India and Russia, 
especially the former, where the labor of the Indian farmer’s ryots can 
be had at from 6 to 10 cents a head, and wheat can be put down in 
London and Liverpool at a clear profit at from 65 to 70 cents a bushel, 
is gradually crowding out American wheat from European markets. 
While for the year ending June 30, 1837, our total exports of wheat 
were but 101,971,949 bushels, India alone for the year ending March 
31, 1887—substantially the same period—exported 41,558,250 bushels 
of wheat, while Russia during the twelve months ending July 1, 1888, 
exported 113,000,000 bushels, or 9,000,000 bushels more than she ever 
exported in any one year before, which was in 1878, when her exports 
were 104,000,000. In occasional years like the present perhaps, where 
there has been a great falling off of crops in other wheat-growing coun- 
tries, there may be a liberal demand abroad and at fair prices for our 
surplus wheat, but this all must agree is exceptional, accidental, and 
not stable, and consequently it is to the building up of a great diver- 
sity of industrial pursuits at home, thus reducing in a measure the 
number of our farmers, multiplying the various industries of the coun- 
try, and extending them into every State and Territory of the Union, 
and thus creating a permanent home demand for our surplus wheat, 
that our farmers must direct their attention. 

The present advance in the price of wheat in this country is purely 
the result of accidental, unusual, and abnormal conditions in the Old 
World, such as grasshoppers in Algiers and storms and other climatic 
causes in Great Britain, France, Germany, Austria, and Hungary. 
France, generally a large exporter of wheat, will, it is said, be an im- 
porter the present year of from 80,000,000 to 100,000,000 bushels. But 
while the failure in these European countries will bring down this year 
the aggregate foreign product, thus giving us temporarily better prices 
for our American wheat, it must not be forgotten that the acreage, 
number of bushels, and quality of wheat are all vastly increased even 
this year in both Russia and India. The increase in Russia over that 
of 1887 is estimated at nearly 50,000,000 bushels, and in India about 
23,000,000 bushels over that of last year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the permission of my friend from Oregon, ! 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi 
ness fora short time. I shall move to open the doors again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 


The motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


relief of Florida Kennerly. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10540) 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year endjng June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; insisted 
upon its amendments to the one hundred and nineteenth amendment 
of the Senate; still further insisted upon its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 105, 106, 107, 110, 118, 121, 127, 12s, 
221, 222, 223, 233, 234, 236, 238, 239, 240, 242, 243, 244, 248, 254, 255, 
256, and 257; and asked a futher conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon; and had appointed Mr. For- 
NEY, Mr. BuRNEs, and Mr. RYAN managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business; and 

after fifty-three minutes spent therein the doors were reopened. 
PURCHASE OF SEEDS. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was re- 

ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry be, and hereby is, 
instructed to inquire and report upon the advisability of suspending the pur- 
chase by the Commissioner of Agriculture of seed for distribution by members 
of Congress and Senators. 


JAMES ALBERT BONSACK. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MITCHELL] is entitled to the floor. 
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Mr. PLUMB l wish to give notice thaton M a orl y 
mediately at the conclusion of the formal morning business, 
move that the Senate proceed to th nsideration of Senate bill 3504 D is 
Order of Business ¢ b ll to re I of tl i 
granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to settlement ( I 
shall ask the Senate then to indulge me in the time ssary to 
me remarks upon the bi pont rene if ) und ¢ ) 
; it ud em of tl 0 ger Lf 
i { ) { yon Vy ib ¢ } ( 
Mr . ul 
5 ”? A ho 
te Lt tT he ) ‘ 
ness ? 
Mr. DOLPH. Ishould like to suggest, in ird to the 
ferred to by the Senator from Kansas, that if there is no other bus ) rt of the « 
befére the Senate more important he modify his notice so as to 1 
the bill for consideration. ) 10reo 
Mr. PLUMB. ThatiswhatIsaid. Ish ie S y 
. proceed to the consideration of the bill, and i ( 
k to indulge me while I make sume remarks, my tha 
bill, so far as I have any control over the action of the Senate, sha 3 OOO. 
pr xd to its passag 
THE LOUISIANA ELECTION. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to give notice that on Tuesday 1 I 
shall ask the Senate to take up the resolution for the investigation o 
the Louisiana election, and if no Senator at that time desires to s 
on the same, I shall ask unanimous consent that an hour may be fix¢ 
for taking the vote upon its passag« 
reali 
PRESIDENT’S ANNUA I AGE. erburdened ‘J i 
E The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the consid re 
4 tion of the resolution submitted by the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. Su the tax-] I t 
4 MAN! to refer the President’s nessage to the Committes } i i l i ter 
r Finance, on which the Senator fr gon [Mr. MircH ELL] has 
floor. 
rRUSTS ~ f 
bs Mr. MITCHELL. But advocacy of a protective tariff on lumber, or | int United States ‘Tre Ma t 
5 wool, or wheat, or fruit, or hops, or lead, or vegetables, or barley, or | | 3; that amount { : 
oats, or any other of our great industries, must not be confounded o1 ey than we know what to do 


in any manner constru d into an advocacy of trusts. The protective ' ld it not be infinitely | ter to 
principle prudently and properly applied to any industry, so far from ected to do under like « imstance 
giving aid and comfort to those engaged in promoting or perpetuating | our obligations, and stop the paym« 
trusts, has precisely the contrary effect. The fewer associations of per llion of dollars of interest annually? Lut not e 


sons or combinations of capital there are engaged in any great industry, | thus heavily bowed down by national ind« 





the easier it is, as must be apparent to all, to create a trust in respect | into whose consi 
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and property but of the choicest jewels of love, affection, kindred ties, 
and hallowed associations that ever clustered around the human heart 
or beatified the human soul, and whose value can never be measured— 
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way properly, wisely, but not improvidently, foolishly, wastefully, or 
extravagantly, utilize at least large portions of the surplus in national 


| development and defense, and thus give employment also to hundreds 


notwithstanding all this, there is, as we all know, conferred upon the | 


Secretary of the Treasury by existing law the present, ever-continuing, 
never-ceasing power to callin, purchase, and pay for out of this surplus 
any part of this debt, thus not only releasing the country from debt, 
the tax-payer from the payment of interest, but thus distributing the 


surp!us in the Treasury back to its original source among the people. 
WHY NOT E*TAt ISH COAST DEFENSES, RECONSTRUCT OUR NAVY, REHABILITATE 


OUR MERCHANT MA Nl AND IMPROVED OUR RIVERS AND HARBORS? 


But aside from all this, ifthe vaults of our national Treasury are full 
to overilow, as alleyed, if they are suffering from a plethora that indi- 
cates danger, are not there subjects of national development and na- 
tional defense to which a portion at least of the present excess in the 
‘Treasury and of the alleged expected annual surplus of over $50,000,000 
could be properly and legitimately applied, and which could in no sense 
be regarded as speculative or in any degree improvident, and which 
would tend to strengthen, advance, elevate, and adorn our nationality 
and promote our prosperity; that would develop our country’s re- 
sources, increase its commercial prestige and power; that would aug- 
ment our national importance, and add vigor, energy, vitality, and power 
to our national existence, and impress upon the governmental mind of 
the nations of the earth the real greatness, invincibility, grandeur, and 
power, not only of our country territorially and commercially consid- 
ered, but as a nation, quickened with the inspirations of patriotism, 
imbued with the spirit of progress, and guided and impelled onward 
and upward by the genius of a civilization transcendent in character, 
second to none, but superior to all the governments of earth upon which 
the stars ever shone, of either ancient or mordern times ? 

It is universally conceded that our coasts are, on sea and lake and 
sound and gulf, comparatively unfortified, and in a shamefully defense- 
less condition. It is not denied that even New York City, the great 
metropolis of the nation, with its untold millions of property, could, 
and in all probability would, in the event of war,with any, even a 
third-rate, naval power, be placed under contribution and its inhabitants 
forced to the alternative of the payment of millions of tribute or having 
a still greater number of millions of dollars’ worth of its property sacri- 
ficed, tosay nothing of human life. And so with Chicago on the Lakes, 
with New Orleans on the Gulf, with San Francisco on the bay—so with 
every city, town, and hamlet on the Pacific coast and on the adjacent 
and communicating waters of the Pacific Ocean. 

Indeed Iam impressed with the belief that possibly the best thing 
for the future of this nation and for theapproaching millions now emerg- 
ing from the ‘‘ gray dawn of coming years,’’ and who shall soon fill 
our places in the succeeding generations, would be, that the mailed 
hand of an unfriendly naval power should to-day, or to-morrow, or 
within the coming year be laid upon the princely palaces, the tower- 
ing steeples, the myriad money receptacles, and, if you please, the ten 
thousand happy homes of the greatest city on the continent, and that 
her people should be brought to a realizing sense of our insecurity. 
‘he bombardment or the placing under contribution by a hostile fleet 
of the chief city of America in the closing years of the nineteenth cen- 
tury may be necessary to avert a still greater national catastrophe and 
national humiliation, and result in the preservation not only of that 
reat city, but of many other great cities and untold millions of the 
nation’s wealth in the beginning of the twentieth century. The mis- 
fortunes of the near future may be necessary to dispel the drowsiness, 
arrest the attention, and provoke wise, immediate, energetic action 
upon the part of the people and the people’s representatives, and thus 
jiiiitate the preservation of the general welfare and contribute to the 
lefense, 

\Wiy, then, let us inquire in the name of an intelligent patriotism 
worthy of the men whose present duty it is to dictate the policy, shape 


1 ’ 


the le-ristation, and direct the destiny of this great nation, should we 


veveral 


hesitate now in times of peace and of a full Treasury to take immediate, 
chergetic, progressive steps in the direction of the fortification of this 
country, aud the establishment of such a system of coast defenses as 


will bring to the people of the cities, towns, and hamlets that lie upon 
our now unprotected coasts a sense of security, that will inspire con- 
fidence in our people at home and demand respect abroad? Why not 
properly apply a portion of this surplus in building our Navy, in re-estab- 
lishing our merchant marine, in the construction of armored ships, and 
in the manufacture of modern guns: in placing our country generally 
in a condition of proper defense? Why not improve our great rivers 
ond harbors, open up the magnificent water ways of our country, cleanse 
and place in condition for practical use our great transportation routes 
to the seaboard, make room for the ships of commerce, establish means 
of suecessful competition with the railways of the country by making 
free and uninterrupted the great natural highways of the land? Why 
not while making all necessary and proper reduction in the revenue, 
while equalizing our system of taxation, while correcting evils (and 
there are many) in the existing revenue laws of the country—why not, 
while doing all these things, move also in the directions I have just in- 
timated in an intelligent, statesmanlike, patriotic manner: and in this 


and thousands of laboring men and women throughout the land? Why 
not do this rather than attempt a reduction of the surplus by standing 
in with English free-traders, with European and Asiatie free labor, 
adopting English theories and English practices, and conforming to 
English desires and English interests, by placing so many of the great 
products of our country upon the free-list, as has been done by the Mills 
or House bill; thus striking a deadly blow at American industries and 
American labor and dragging down the wage-rates of this country to 
the level of the ruinously degrading prices received by Belgian, German, 
English, Chinese, and other European and Asiatic laborers. 

But in view of the appropriations already made at this session of 
Congress, and of others likely to be made, and considerable amounts 
of which are for the purposes and to be applied in the direction just 
suggested, and of the further significant fact of the largely increased 
amount of the ordinary annual expenditures of the Government over 
those of former years, the great fact is beginning to dawn upon the 
country and can not be overlooked or obscured by the President and 
his party that the surplus now in the Treasury is not likely to increase 
much in thenearfuture. Indeed, all the present indications point most 
decidedly in the other direction, namely, toa deficiency. ‘The state- 
ment recently made in the Senate by the chuirman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, and which was not denied by any one on that com- 
mittee, as 1 remember, was to the effect, as I stated a moment ago, that 
the total appropriations for the current fiscai year, not including what 
are known as ‘‘permanent appropriations,’’ would amount to $506, 
090,000, and including ‘‘permanent appropriations,’’ they would 
amount to $420,000,000, and that the estimated revenue for the pres- 
ent fiscal year would be $440,009,000, or only about $19,000,000 more 
than the expenditures. 

Now, if this be so, and there can be no reasonable doubt of it, except, 
perhaps, in this, that the appropriations may exceed the estimate made 
by the chairman of the committee, what would be the result of the 
surplus provided, first, that the Mills or House bill should become a 
Jaw, and second, provided, furthermore, it would, ifit became a law, 
have the effect its authors and friends claimed for it of reducing the 
revenue $70,000,000 annually? Simply this, that instead of a surplus 
of revenue over expenditures for the present fiscal year of even $19,- 
000,000, as there would be under the laws as they now stand, there 
would be a deficiency of $51,000,000. While again, if the Mills bill, 
as originally reported to the House by Mr. MILs from the Committee 
on Ways and Means had been enacted into law without amendment 
and the Secretary of the Treasury made no mistake in his estimate that 
it would reduce the annual revenue $78,176,054.02, so far from their 
being a surplus then there would be a deficiency for the present fiscal 
year of more than $59,000,000. 

BALANCE OF TRADE NOW AGAINST US. 

Again, the balance of trade is now against us. Never, Mr. President, 
were the times less propitious for launching upon the country a species 
of tariff legislation that will tend to increase our tariff importations 
than now. A critical survey of our import and export trade for the 
past fiscal year will clearly indicate that a condition confronts us in the 
shape of not only largely increased and abnormal importations, but 
also of a balance of trade largely against us, that is as potent, or should 
be at least, in justifying alarm as is the alleged enormous surplus in 
the Treasury. Never but once before in the history of this country has 
the value of importations been so great in the aggregate as the year just 
closed. The year 1882 is the only exception, and without any excep- 
tion were the imports the largest in volume, low prices being taken 
into account, that ever entered our ports in a single year. 

And here again the question of undervaluations is not considered; 
and it must be remembered that it was recently stated upon this floor 
by the honorable chairman of the Committee on Finance, than whom 
no Senator is more thoroughly conversant with the subject, that if the 
report of the Subcommittee on Finance on undervaluations, of which the 
honorable Senators ALLISON and BEcK are members, was correct, as he 
had no doubtit was, to the large extent our imports are undervalued, that 
the amount of the balance of trade against us in the last fiscal year would 
be actually $100,000,000. But not only so. The balance of trade is 
largely against us, and increasing now in amountat the rate of $4,000,000 
per month, acondition that has not confronted ussince the years 1873-74. 
The past year the balance against us was nearly $40,000,006, Our im- 
portations of merchandise, gold and silver coin and bullion included, 
amount to $785,217,799, while our exports were but $742,368,822, the 
exact deficiency being $40,848,977. 

To this enormous amount were the consumers of this country com- 
pelled to go down into their pockets and hand out solid gold coin the 
past fiscal year to those foreigners who are taking possession of our 
markets; and in this alarming condition of affairs in reference to our 
exterior trade are we to legislate still further in the interest of the foreign 
manufacturer and importer by placing upon the free-list foreign prod- 
ucts on which duties are now collected to the amount of about $20,000, - 
000 annually, and in addition reduce duties on a great variety of other 
products, which will necessarily swell importations? If we are to de 
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ties, and by th veral acts of tariff reduction reduced the revenue 
from that sour taking the estimates made officially when these sev- 
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of the wool loses also by the artifi price. Weare so satisfied with the ad- 
sas a plea for free trade that we commend it asastudy to the reactionaries 
who are endeavoring to raise a fair trade agitation in England. it may not 
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mated amount of $362,504,569, it can not with propriety be said that 
the Republican party has not reduced taxation or that the war taxes 
still prevail. Especially can not our Democratic friends urge this as 


an offense or dereliction on our part when they, having the control of 


the House of Representatives for one-half the period since the war, 
including the past five and one-half years, have during that whole pe- 
riod only reduced taxation in the aggregate the sum of $6,368,935, and 
have sent no revenue bill or tariff-reform measure of any kind to the 
Senate the past five years until the Mills abortion—infinitely more ob- 
jectionable and dangerous in its free-trade tendency than was ever the 
horizontal-reduction bill of Mr. Morrison—came over here less than two 
months ago. 

But the Republican party has not only thus reduced taxation, but 
while doing it has grappled with one of the largest public debts of either 
ancient or modern times—the result of the war of the rebellion—and 
reduced it from $2,756,000,000 in 1866 to considerably less than one- 
half the amount, or about $1,375, 000,000, in 1885, and thus reduced 


the annual interest over $60,000,000, in addition to this reduction of 


nearly $1,400,000,000 on the principal. 
DOES THE MILLS BILL. MEAN FREE TRADE? 

Irantice efforts are being made by the friends of the House bill, 
especially since the result of the elections in Oregon, Vermont, and 
Maine are known, to convince the people that the Mills bill does not 
mean free trade; and yet we find all pronounced free-trade advocates, 
not only in England but in the United States, welcoming it with ho- 
sannas as the beginning of the end of their fondest aspiration upon 
this subject. We find them not only proclaiming in favor of the Mills 
or House bill, but asserting that the administration of President Cleve- 
land has from its inception done great work for the cause of free trade. 
essor Perry, of Williams College, known as one of the great free- 
e leaders, if not, indeed, the chief of such in the Democratic party, 
2 yeur since said: 

Secretary Manning has done for free trade in the United States the past year 
more effective work than any other man inthe country. Postmaster-General 
Vilas is an outspoken and undoubted friend of a free commerce. President 





Cleveland will go as fast and as far toward that goal as the people and Con- 
gre will permit him 
—_ been repeatedly shown by speeches here and elsewhere re- 


cenily, all the great free-trade journals of England welcome the views 
and recommendations of the present Administration as a long and vig- 
orous step in the direction of free trade. I will not weary by repeat- 


ing, but will attract attention to a few of the more recent utterances of 


some of these leading journals on this subject. 
he London Times but recently said: 
The political contest now being waged in the United States is one between 


1D ish free trade and the continental system of protection. 
rhe Liverpool Mercury, in discussing the President’s views on the 
tariff as enunciated in his message, says: 


if all this does not tend in the direction of free trade we do not know the ef- 
fect of plain language. President Cleveland favors the unfettered influx of 
necessaries and raw materials; he would abolish the duties on articles which 
are simply taxed for the sake of the protective system; he would eliminate from 
the List everything which does not compete with American industry, and he 
would depend for his customs revenue mainly upon luxuries, He will find free 
trade all over the world acclaiming him for so enlightening a a policy. 

After quoting still farther from the President's opinion, the Mercury says: 

That he is at heart a free-trader is perfectly obvious, however cautiously he 
has dealt with his subject. The only agriculturist who profits by the tariff, he 
says, is the wool-grower, and then he points out that the wool-grower does ‘not 
profit much, since he loses as a consumer,and, it may be added, every consumer 


ltimo, says: 

The Mills bill was successfully carried through the House of Representatives 
on Saturday by a majority of 164 votes against 149, nearly every member of the 
Ilouse being present and recording his vote. The subject of tariff reform has 
now been made a party question, the Demoers uta, of whom President Cleveland 
is the recognized chief, identifying themselves w ith those fi woring reform, while 
he Republicans fiercely oppose thee hi nge, by it want tosaddlethe country with 
even more rigorous charge s. Our readers will remember with what a storm of 
indignation from the Republicans President Cleveland's speech on the question 
of tariffs was greeted at the beginning of the session; butitisevident, from the 
events of the past few weeks, that the progress towards free trade in the United 
States has been much greater than was generally expected, 

It may be well to note that the Mills bill has not yet become law; some peo- 
ple, especially those connected with the tin-plate trade, talk and write as if it 
were finally placed upon the statute-book of the United States, and for them it 
would be well if it were, for under it tin-plates—the duty on which now con- 
tributes $5,700,000 to the revenue—will be admitted free, despite the incessant 
labors of the iron manufacturers to obtain an increase rather than an abolition 
of the duty. However much the manufacturing interests may deny it, the fact 
is patent that great progress has been made on the road toward absolute free- 
trade, and particularly has this been the case since the date of the delivery of 
the President’s message. Our iron and steel manufacturers look with very 
much interest on the movement which isnow going on “on the other side,” for 
trade there so intimately influences our own. 

But why, in the light of the past history of the Democratic party, of 
its solemn declarations in national convention assembled, and in face of 
the real character of the Mills bill, should the leaders of that party 
now attempt to hoodwWink and deceive the people of this country by 
the claim that they are not a free-trade party, and by the assertion that 
the Mills bill is not a bill based upon the doctrines of and which leads 
directly on to free trade? What did the Democratic party say in its 
national convention in 1876, twelve years ago? Theys said: 

Resolved, That we demand that all custom-house taxation shall be for revenue 
only. 

lour years later they declared in national convention, first, that— 
The system of direct taxation known as internal revenue is a war tax. 

And yet to-day, twenty-three years after the close of the war, and, 
with slight exception, we find that party opposing the abolition of the 
internal-revenue taxes which they in 1880 denounced as war taxes 
But further, in 1880 the Democratic party in national convention pro- 
claimed in favor of a tariff for revenue only. So that for the past 
thirty-two years—while at times, as in 1872, when they nominated 
and had as their candidate the most pronounced protectionist that ever 
trod the soil of America, on a platform suggesting that inasmuch as 
there are in this country— 

irreconcilable differences of opinion with regard to the respective systems of 
protection and free trade, we remit the discussion of the subject to the people 
in their Congressional districts and to the decision of Congress thereon, free 
from Executive interference or dictation— 

they sought to evade the issue—the constant tendency of the Dem 
ocratic party on this great and economic question of the tariff has been 
in accordance with its solemn declaration made in its national conve: 
tion in Cincinnati in 1856, when it adopted this resolution: 

Resolved, That the time has come for the people of the United States to decla 
themselves in favor of progressive free trade throughout the wor!d. 

That was the open, bold, heroic declaration of tlie Democratic part) 
of this country in national convention thirty-two years ago, and that 
is their real sentiment to-day. 

The friends of the Mills bill, moreover, assert that one of the great 
features of that bill is to relieve the consumer of burdensome taxes on 
the necessaries of life. Let us see how this is. The Mills bill main- 
tains in the main the tariff on sugar, an article of universal consump- 
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Drillers , - oe np seaad in dboumbneipiapeenttayisiaamvenbhamiianeiates $6.00 | $10.59 
Hole cutters npanyensustatidaddncbniene piudsietictiniedels 5.00 9. OO 
Riveters fa wienvpssetunennands sonevosvecesoccesscesesooscel §8— GUO 12.00 
Angie-iron smith 5.00 14, 00 
Ship-smiths 5.00 18.00 
Ship-smiths’ boys venue 2.50 4.00 
Ship-smiths’ strikers.......... 4.50 9. 00 
lorgemen ..... 4,50 9. 00 
Holders-up 4.25 9.00 
Helpers (boys 2.50 4.00 
Calkers and chippers 7.50 12,00 
Ship carpenters .. 7.75 18. 00 
Joiners thie $7.25 | $15.00 
Joiners’ laborers 42 6,25 
Riggers 4,580 11.00 
Riggers’ laborers 4,25 9.50 
Painters 5. 00 | 15. 00 
Engineers. 5.75 | 12,00 
Laborers iedebeen 4.10 6.75 
Heelers (boys 2. 00 4.00 





It is asserted by high authority that for work done by the week in 
all classes of work American wages are as nearly as possible double 
those paid in Great Britain. And, Mr. President, as was so perti- 
nently stated by Senator TELLER in his speech some time since— 

If itis not true that the American laborer gets better pay, gets better com- 
pensation for his labor than any other laborer in the world, why is it that since 
1860 there have come to this country 9,129,945 foreigners? Why have they come ? 
Why have they sought this region if it is not to better their condition? They 
are laboring people. They do not flee entirely from bad government, and they 
do not come, as it is frequently said here and elsewhere, to get our cheap lands. 
Why should more than 700,000 Canadians, with cheap lands in Canada, come to 
the United States? They do not come for that purpose at all. Where do they 
xo when they come? They goto the manufacturing States and to the manu- 
facturing cities, where labor is compensated, where it is well paid. I have be- 
fore me the census reports showing where they go, Of the 6,679,943 foreigners 
in the United States in 1880, how many were found in the State of Alabama? 
Nine thousand seven hundred and thirty-four. In Arkansas only 10,350. Does 
nnuybody say that Arkansas and Alabama do not present an attractive field for 
the agriculturist? ‘l'exas only had of this great number of people a compara- 
tively few, 114,616 only. Examination of the report will further show that Bos- 
ton had 114,000 of them; that Massachusetts, without any agricultural grounds 
for them, had 443,491; that Baltimore had 56,136; that St. Louis had 105,013, and 
New York had 478,694. 


I beg further to incorporate in my remarks the following table show- 
ing the amount paid per month to workmen in plate-glass manufactories, 
respectively, in England, France, Germany, Belgium, and the United 
States: 


Statement showing the amount paid per month to workmen in plate-glass 
manufactories. 































France, | 
Department, joey England. _ 
| Belgium, 
1 t ie 
Casting department: | | 
l ete illeliiainddli estate inate eh uainiédlapadiimbipenaibiceiCun $45. 00 | $50. GO | $100. 00 
Skimmers and teamers.... | 30, 00 39. 20 80. 00 
CRBCSHS .. cocccssdsccccscescsccce — 18. 00 27.00 40, 00 
Kiln firers.... wes 19,00 27.00 45, 00 
PRIN IINED 0 ciscicssiy. sxsondesisanmesonsindenninuns 22.00 28. 00 50. 00 
Grinding department ; | 
Pi ED cnccddesencscpenrencsniapeincestaneinnbinicudiaayel 27.00 33. 80 75. 00 
No Saunde peat ‘ | 20.00 29. 20 65.00 
No.3 grade... vo} 16. 00 23. 60 50, 00 
SOYB...00sccceesscevecescoccseveccocesess coceee 4.00 5.10 | 25. 00 
Smoothing department : 
BIO, FM isianepeserdtnkeokectneeibinnnendh senessoosceses 27.00 33. 80 | 70. 00 
No. 2 grade... al 20.00 29.20 | 60. 00 
No, 3 grade, 10. 00 23. 60 50. 00 
_ eae 4.00 6. 80 | 18. 00 
Polishing depart: 
Ae eR nctiisnrcnssnerereeatebnignsisanticebebined 32.00 39. 20 | 80. 00 
No, 2 grade... 25. 00 31.40 | 60, 00 
BBs vescuaisbes cesenensseces cpvasnnsccenoceteeehesinensens nevees 4.00 10. 80 25. 00 
‘utting om; | 
te SO 26.00| 39.20} 100.00 
Assistants.. nes 24,00 33, 80 75. 00 
Blockers... iia 14.00 23.60} 32.00 
PIER oniiincvevecciccnncvvccssennssvvesinonsya oe _ 18.00 27.00 50. 00 
EAE SITIO sarce nv riicdatiessevesnvimmenseens sites 24.00 45. 00 80. 00 
Crocus burner.. hen oS = 80 75.00 
Laborers........+. es .00 9. 60 30, 00 
Bricklayers ...........6+ vous ces 39. 00 89. 60 100. 00 
ORR IORB OTB vv cacse <esisnnncnsvvenecen sense sacvebesecebonsesanensinetes | 37.00 39. 60 65. 00 





It may be well for the laborers of the United States to take a glance 
at the wages paid in these different European countries as above indi- 
dicated, and especially would I attract attention to wages paid in Nor- 
way, a free-trade country, and because it is a free-trade country does 
not engage in manufacturing, but looks to outside countries for its man- 
ufactured goods. How do the wages of the laboring man there compare 


with those paid in the United States? The census of 1880 shows the 
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average yearly wages of the common laborer in the United States to be 


$345, or $1.11 for each and every working day in the year, while the 
Norwegian in his native country, onan average, gets only $22 ner year, 
or anaverage of 7 cents for each working day in the year, or one-fifteenth 
as much as does the Norwegian who leaves his native land and comes 


| to the United States to reside. 





THE SAVING-BANKS. 

But not only so. The moneys deposited in the saving-banks of any 
country truly represent the thrift and general prosperity of the laboring 
classes in thatcountry. Thelarger proportion of the deposits in savin; 
banks is the surplus wages—the savings of the laboring-classes. Now, 
compare these deposits in the saving-banks of the United States with 
those in European free-trade countries, and the argument furnished by 
such comparison can not be otherwise than convincing. The figures are 
absolutely conclusive. These figures and comparisons are not by any 
means new, and although their presentation is somewhat stale, the 
lesson they teach is none the Jess convincing, and their frequent repe- 
tition is therefore fully justified. For instance, the aggregate of the 
wage-workers’ savings now in saving-banksin England, Scotland, 
Wales, and Ireland is but $182,000,000, while the amount of wage- 
workers’ savings in the saving-banks in the six New England States of 
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and 
Connecticut, and including the State of New York, in all seven out of 
the thirty-eight States that compose our Union of States, is $715,000, - 
000, or nearly four times as much as in the four countries of England, 
Scotland, Wales, and Ireland, and yet the population of these is over 
38,000,000, while that of the New England States and New York is 
considerably less than one-third that number, or only about 11,000,000. 

DESTRUCTION OF IRELAND'S INDUSTRIES BY FREE TRADE. 

Not unfrequently and more than once during this debate are we 

cited by the opponents of the protective system to what is alleged was 


| the prosperity of Ireland during the closing years of the last century 
} and to what is alleged to have been a reign of free trade. 
laration, the premises being false, the conciusion is illogical, insignifi- 


In this dec- 


cant, andof no force. That there was a degree of prosperity in Ireland 
during those years is not denied, but that it was due to free trade, as 
these terms are understood to-day, is absolutely false. Not only this; 
but the free trade for which Ireland contended, and which was in a 
measure wrested from England by Grattan and the Irish volunteers in 
1775 and 1776, and from that to 1782, was a free trade of an entirely 
different character than the free trade of the Smiths, the Cobdens, and 
their followers in England and in other countries, and the origin of 
which may be traced to Adam Smith, whose first publication was sub- 
sequent to the time that concessions were wrested from the English 
Parliament by Grattan and his Irish patriot followers under the com- 
mand of the Earl of Charlemont. 

The iron hand of despotic power had prior to that Irish revolt been 
placed by England upon the export trade of Ireland. The Irish people 
had been prohibited from sending Irish exports not alone to England, 
which might have been defensible as a proper means of protecting her 
own industries, but to France, the American colonies, and other coun- 
tries. Commercial intercourse on any basis directly with any foreign 
power was denied her and her people, and it was against these acts of 
[english tyranny that the Irish patriots, under the lead of Grattan and 
supported by 85,000 volunteers, protested. 

It was to rend asunder these English fetters that bound Ireland com- 
mercially hand and foot, and by which an absolute and unyielding em- 
bargo was laid by England upon their export trade, not alone with 
England, but with all other countries, that the great patriot Grattan 
and his Irish soldiery invoked what was then by them denominated 
free trade—a free trade, however, in no sense or in any particular qual- 
ity similar in principle to the free trade of the present day, Ireland 
demanded the right to sell her surplus of wheat, wool, potatoes, laces, 
linens, blankets, and other products wherever she could find a market, 
unless, indeed, prohibited by the country or the government of the 
country in which she sought that market, This right England denie: 
her, Ireland insisting that this inhibition on her exports by any coun- 
try, save and except that one to which she desired to send her exports, 
was the denial of the right of free trade, to which she believed herseli 
justly entitled. In this revolt the concessions demanded by Ireland 
were, under the extreme pressure of foreign wars and other circum- 
stances, reluctantly granted by England, and coupled with the removal 
of these arbitrary restrictions on their export trade, the doctrine o! 
protection was by the Irish Parliament ingrafted on its legislation. 

The tariff enacted by the independent Irish Parliament of 1783 was 
distinctively a high protective tariff. It was one of the first great 
measures of legislation placed upon the Irish statute-book after Eng- 
land had recognized the independence of the Irish Parliament; and 
when, later on, in 1799, union was again proposed by Mr. Pitt, based 
on the theories of free trade, the Irish Parliament protesting, asseveratec 
in its addrsss to the Crown that union on such a basis would subject 
Irish manufactures and Irish industry to the ruinous fate of English 
competition, and the result would be that the great industrial interests 
of Ireland through free trade with England would not only be jeop- 
ardized, but absolutely ruined. And when, overpowered and forced 
into objectionable and hopeless union, the lament of the Irish people 
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rosperity of Ireland. It was the sound the d 
rattle in the throat of Ireland’s industries, and upon ich h 
workers depended for bread. It was the sad requiem thats 


not only the decay but the absolute destruction of that prin 


vilz upon which the very existence of the prosperity and material «de 


velopment of Ireland depended. It was t ad note of warning that 
predicted the coming of wretchedness, and misery nd suffering 
actual famine to the people of Ireland. It was a policy the inevita 
result of which was first, famine ond, evictions, and third, the it 
tering of dismayed and discouraged emigrants in vastly increased 
increasing numbers to other lands, and by means of all which the ] 


of Erin, the home of the Irish patriot, the land made toric, not alo 









by the patience and patriotism of its people, but by oppressio to ty 
which its brave, whole-souled, generous people have been subje 
has become a desolation. He un Enelishr tes 3 ¢ 
subject. The statistician, Mulhall, in his publication entitled 
Years of Material Progress,’’ in referring to Ireland, say 
The present reign has been the most disastrous ind 
abeth, as the following statistics show tw { ! 


Died of famine...... 








uber of emigrants...............ccccesseeece 
imber evicted from 1849 to 1851 
Number evicted from 1852 to 18 
Number evicted from 1861 to 18 
Number evicted from 1871 to 1886 
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mination, 

What a sad but truthful recital of Ireland’s we From 
exporter of manufactured goods under a protective tariff to the 
nually of $17,500,000, a large proportion of which was, a l 
Mr. O’Connell in a speech in 1844, paid to Irish laborers and artisa1 t i 
and which moneys in turn were distributed among the | 
merchants, it was by the application of the policy of free t: 
upon her by the mandatory power of Great Britain, red u 
manufacturing, non-producing, and famine-stricken country Mr 
O'Connell. the Irish patriot and statesman, in referring to this subject 
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in a speech delivered by him in 1844, used the following langua 
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consumer; and the manutacturer, looking solely to his own individual 


temporary interest, may, if is true, at times become a protectionist and 
again a free-trader, he may demand a high duty to eut off foreign com- 
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This is the great fuhdamental idea we expect confidently to ! 
enunciated in the Senate substitute the House bill; while the Hor 
bill is a most significant and danger 3 step in the direction of 
system of free trade which can only result in bringing us into ra 
competition with all the cheap products of every nation under the su 
which will destroy our home market, reduce wages, paralyze capital 
call a halt to industrial enterprise and material prosperity, and 1 
us as a nation and a people to the condition of d ents on fo D 


countries and capitalists; that, in a word, in so far as our domest 





2 7 
terests and domestic trade 


uzerain. 


rein & wreey OF AGRIC ' 
The Senate, as 1n Committee of the Whole, resumed the « 


tion of the bill (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the powe nd duties of t 





Department of Agriculture, and to create an enti pa t 
be known as the Department of Agriculture, the pendi: uesti 
ing on the amendment reported by Committee ' 1) 





Forestry to strike out section 5. 


Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, while Iam willing to vote the 















bill to create a Department of Agriculture, | t certain that it. 
prove a wise step. It is not sure that the interests of agrict re i} 
be promoted by ma r the head of the Departr tot Agricult 
Cabinet minister. Ican not quite conceive why those interests can not 
be as well subserved as the Departme1 \ Ire is n consti 
tuted under the Commissioner of A ult the l be aft 
making the Commissioner a member of the P it’s Cabin 

The present members of the President's Cabinet are at t head 
political departments of the Government They are all pol 1: tl 


are all in some way connected with and essential to the political 
ernnient of the country. But agriculture is in no sense an essent 
political government. The fostering of agriculture is not a n¢ 
part of government. Therefore, for reasons to which I shall a 
little Jater, I am not inclined to believe that there is as much wi 
in the creation of the Department of Agricuiture as is claimed | y 
friends of the measure. Nevertheless, as the agriculturists of 
| country profess to believe that the change will be on the whole hel; 
| to agriculture, I am willing to give my vote for the bill to create 
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warfare to me, I confess. There certainly will not be any bloodshed 
in that time. It will be as inoffensive as a woman’s quilting bee, and 
{ suppose, probably, instead of having guns and so on to carry it on, 
it would be better to turn it over to a Quaker meeting. I confess, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


7 


really, that Iam a little bit surprised at the suggestions about the | 
millennium being so near at hand, which I have been rather hoping | 


would not come in my time, for fear that I should not be ready for it. 
[Laughter.] But if, as is now suggested, we are to have a condition 
of warfare in which the element of this question of rainfall is to be 
taken into account, so that armies can move, and all these other ques- 
tions that concern the convenience and comfort of the soldiers and so 
on, it will certainly be a millennial condition of things in which that 
will be seriously taken into account, and, as the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] suggests, they will cease 
commences to rain. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Kansas is always as breezy as 
one of the cyclones upon the prairies of his State, and is never at a loss 
for an argument based upon ridicule, or, as I may say, a ridiculous 
argument. ‘lhe Senator resorts to ridicule because he is unable to 
maintain the proposition that a knowledge of the weather, present and 
prospective, is not essential to military operations. If it is not essen- 
tial to military operations, I am unable to see how it is of great im- 
portance to agriculture. I think that if a farmer wants to know 
whether it is likely to rain or not, or whether heats or frosts are to be 
expected, it is also important to a general in command of an army to 


know what the weather is and what the weather is to be, and if this | 


transfer is made we must leave the Army without this information, 
without weather examinations and weather prognostications, or be 
obliged to duplicate the service, or else to put the General of the Army 
into the absurd attitude which I have depicted of calling upon the 
Commissioner of Agriculture to find out what the weather is going to be. 

1 submit that it is a great deal better to let the Signal Service Corps 
of the Army find out what they need to know about the weather by 
their own investigations made at the different military posts—and there 
are not only military posts upon the plains and along the frontier, but 


in every one of our large cities and upon our whole coast—to let them | 


find it out by their own machinery and not make this important branch 
of the military service an adjunct of the Department of Agriculture. 

Moreover, Mr. President, I believe that the larger part of the benefit 
derived from the Weather Bureau is to the commerce of the country, 
to our commercial interests, to the shipping which enters and goes out 
from our ports. Unquestionably there has been a large benefit of that 
kind. Shipwrecks have been avoided, great losses of life and of prop- 
erty have been prevented by the prognostications of the Weather Bu- 
reau of the War Department, and I think that when we consider the 
miliions of our shipping engaged in our coastwise traffic and the mill- 
ions of foreignshipping that enter our ports, it must be concluded that 
it would be the height of folly to impair the benefits which have been 
and are to be derived by this shipping from the notices of the Govern- 
ment Weather Bureau by doing anything that will diminish the effi- 
ciency of that sertice; and yet it is proposed by the advocates of this 
transfer that the secretary of agriculture shall issue storm signals to 
our shipping along our coast and that this whole exhibition of weather 
bulletins and weather and storm signals, in which our country has 
taken the lead of all the maritime nations of the world, shall be putin 
charge of the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. President, nothing that I can conceive of in administration is 
any more absurd than this proposition when it is reduced to its last 
analysis; and yet it is said because the Senate of the United States has 
once foolishly adopted the proposition and now the House of Repre- 
sentatives has still more foolishly done it, while no committee that 
ever investigated the subject has ever reported the reasons in favor ot 
it, that at one blow we should not only create a department of agri- 
culture and send the secretary of the department of agriculture to 
sit around the Cabinet table, but that we shall put him in charge of 
the Weather Bureau of the War Department, of that Weather Bureau 
which is of so much importance to the ships and commerce of the 
country. 

Mr. President, if the Weather Bureau has been extravagantly man- 
aged, if the Signal Service has not been wisely or economically con- 
ducted, then I trust that Congress has wisdom enough, has investigat- 
ing and deciding capacity enough, toreform the service and make it 
what it ought to be; but I stand upon the proposition of the commis- 
sion which I have read, that any reform which it is expedient tomake 
can be as well and as wisely accomplished with the bureau where it 
now is as it can be after any transfer of it to any other department of 
the Government. 

But, Mr. President, itis my individual preference and judgment that 
this weather service should remain permanently asa part of the duties 
of the Army of the United States. It is my belief that the weather 
service of the country can not be so well performed in any other way 
as it can in connection with the Army and when under the control of 
the officers of the Army. 

I have no jealousy of the Army and Navy of our Republic. It is 
true that the Army and the Navy are the only aristocracy that we have 
in this country, but they are an aristocracy that is necessary for the 
efficiency of the Army and the Navy, and for the good of the nation. 
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We can have no Army and no Navy that is valuable unless we zaain- 
tain, as a nucleus, at least, of a large force, a regular Army and Navy 
composed of military men highly educated, appointed for life, and 
placed at the proper time upon the retired-list, and this aristocracy of 
the Army and Navy has no fears for me. 

I believe that we should cherish and protect our Army and Navy 
and that we should not be continually sneeringand decrying themin time 
of peace. I think a regular Army and Navy that served this country 
as bravely, as faithfully, and as successfully as our Army and Navy did 
during the late rebellion, are entitled to the kindest and most charita- 
ble judgment, are entitled to the warmest and most earnest support oi 


| every American citizen; and I very much regretted the other day to 
: : y 


firing whenever it | 


hear the criticisms made by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], 
whom I do not now see in his seat, upon the Ordnance officers of the 
Army. I believe that the Ordnance Corps, like every other corps of 
the Army, is abundantly competent for its business, and that its mem- 
bers, who are patriotic as wellasskillful, are eminently fitted to do the 
ordnance work of the Army and of the Government of the United States. 
I also believe that the Engineer Corps of the Army, which the Senator 
from Kansas has so sneeringly and sarcastically criticised upon this 
floor, is an able body of men, well qualified for the business which is 


| committed to them; and I regret that any Senator in the discharge o! 


; men. 





his duty feels called upon to utter such slurs upon so useful and com- 
petent a corps as have been hurled against the Engineer officers by the 
Senator from Kansas. 

The officers of the Army and Navy of the United States are cultured 
They are educated men. They have received their education at 
splendid governmental institutions of learning, maintained at large ex- 
pense, and which no American citizen is willing to blot out of existence. 
The young men of the nation go to these schools, the best young men 
the country can furnish, and they are highly educated. They are 
taught the science of modern wariare; for war is a science, and is be- 


| coming more and more a matter of precision and accuracy, a matter ol 


scientific knowledge and training. . 

Mr. President, why do we educate at West Point and at Annapolis 
these men and give them life commissions, saying that we will em- 
ploy them as long as they are able to work for their country, and will, 
when they are disabled by age or otherwise, place them upon a retired- 
list and support them and their families as long as life shall last, if it 
is not solely because we wish to avail ourselves to the fullest extent of 
their learning and of their scientific ability and attainments in the 
service of the Government of the United States? Then, a8 we have 
this great body of public servants, the officers of the Army and the 
Navy of this Republic, why should we not utilize them in every busi- 
ness that requires this high education, that requires this scientific 
knowledge, whether it be wholly a work of war or whether it be an 
honorable and dignified work of peace? 

Mr. President, I believe most thoroughly in utilizing the Army and 
Navy inthe works of peace. I believe in making the largest possible 
use of both’ these great cultivated, scientific bodies of men in all the 
arts of peace for which their education, their culture, and their ex peri- 
ence have fitted them. I early came to this conclusion with reference 
to the Navy of the United States. In 1882 I had the honor to urge 
that there should be transferred to the Navy Department the Light- 
House Service, the Coast Survey, the Revenue Marine, the Life-Saving 
Service, and the Marine-Hospital Service. The work of these different 
branches of the Government was conducted and is now conducted 
mainly by naval officers. I believed and still believe that they should 
do that work under the Navy Department, to which these branches of 
service more properly belong than they do to the overloaded Treasury 
Depattment, by which they are now supervised. 

Later, in 1883, I attempted to answer the argument which is so freely 
made against the employment of military men in works of peace. | 
ask the indulgence of the Senate while I read the statement which i 
made on the subject, and which is expressed better than I can newly 
state the ideas. I read from page 40 of the report of the Nayy Depart- 
ment for 1883: 

One general argument has been presented against the transfer, in the form of 
an objection to employing military oflicers in civil duties. This is wholly out 
of place when applied to the army or navy of a popular government in a law- 
abiding community. In a despotism, where a standing army is maintained 
without the consent of the people and may be used for the repression of liberty, 
it would be wise to resist the extension of military employment to civil labors, 
even though the saving of expense should partly balan‘te the evils resulting 
from an increase of despotic control. But in the United States the Army and 
Navy are the creation of the popular will. They are organized and supporte« 
only because the people deem them necessary for national existence and safety, 
and they can be disbanded at the pleasure of the people. They are equally with 
all other officials under the direction of a civil administration, They can there- 
fore be wisely and safely employed in any work that will not impair their efli- 
ciency or discipline, and where their employment would save money that would 
otherwise be paid to maintain an unnecessary civil establishment. They should 
by all means be so employed when the service will not only relieve and benetit 
the people, but will add to the professional experience and to the fitness for wat 
duties of the officers and men. Their exclusion can only be justified on the th« 
ory that to render them harmless they must be rendered inefficient; a theor) 
which, if carried out, would result in the immediate abolition of the service. 

The argument in favor of the full use of the Navy in all appropriate labors 0! 


peace becomes stronger as the nation seems more unlikely to engage in actua! 
warfare. Our international policy tends to peace with all the world; our con- 


flicts will be infrequent; and therefore more than all other nations we should 
utilize our officers, seamen, and ships in the nautical works which peace times 
require, Such are their appropriate sphere, not for their private benefit, but 
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with the Army of the United State 

rhe Senato ym Kansas knows that the work of the I 
ol t Army pon I versand harbors has nor 
f Che whole river and harbor appropria t 
under a corps of civil engineers without one Army of 


he has not directly stated, t 
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penait res up ym our rivers and harbors entirely aw iy irom 


neer Department of the Army and placing them inthe hands of a ci 


ian corps. The Senator nods assent; and I take occasi 
pletely and emphatically to differ with him, and to say 
this appropriate and most important work should be le 


is, in the control of the engineer officersofthe Army ofthe United Sta 


whom we educate at West Point for work of this kind 
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. Department of Agri 
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I desire to restate 
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wey 
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ho er waive in deference to 


men in whom I have confidence, of the 
of the country. My doubt is whether it is wise to add 
ministers of the President o lal 


whatever to the political conduct of the Government 





Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator make that distinction a 





When hesays ‘‘ political ’’ of course he does not mean in 
Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose that the Senator did 
me that question; did he? 
Mr. PLUMB. Yes, I did. Dx 
Nr. CHANDLER. I kn 
partisan,’’ and I supposed 
Mr. PLUMB. Then if 
t the members of the C: 
President to discuss the questions 
those relating to the count: 


Mr. CHANDLER. I never sa 








think any other Senator understood me tosay that; and I do 


isas did. 





the Senator from K 
Mr. PLUMB. JT 
as to his meaning. I desired to predicate on that - 
Mr. CHANDLER. I had barely entered on the 
Senator from Kansas rose and asked me ton 
plainer. Now, if the S« ] } 
do it. 
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I ask th enator from Kansas and the Senator from South Carolina 
who Iam ill also get my point, to note that an Attorney- 
General | ) yment an essential part of the Government, and 
the worl eS is political work—not partisan work, but po- 





litical wo 

t aty le I law 1 so it has an At 
G 

But iti y 1 ( iry that 1t sh uld have a Department of 
Agnecultur 

It owns the y ‘ lil has the Indians on its hands, and so it needs an 
Int or Depa nD t 008es8 to make the mails of the United States a part 
of the Gover er ind so cho ng it ust have its Post-Office Department 
Ai i sare ces to carry on the ¢ ernment, but no particu 
lar entifi r rt} 18 cessary in any « of them, or if it 1s, it thre 
Pp} ‘ ft ‘ ‘ hich is ed there to take t 

Nr iy dent 

T hie po Dor t Sen rom Ne v Hamp 
shi Senator from Connecticut ? 

M I do. 

Myr se for th purpose Ol asking l itor from 
Ham} would yield to a motion for adjou it, but first I 
cle ae li i ™ le 

la be 1 le that th l »1) to amer » act 
entitled t re e commer ro d Februa j 387 
nay he prin d with the el nD wl ha ie 1 adopted by 
Ho ij t ‘ l bered in order l . ul u i 
number of « ies may be printed here is a call for it. 

The PRI DEN »t ) The order to print will be entex 

1 e be nor ect . 

Mr. PLATT. Now, with the permission of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. PLUMB I wish before that is done to see if there can not be 


some agreement made about taking the vote. I ask unanimous con 
sent that the the bill may be resumed at the conclu- 
sion of the morning business to-morrow, that the vote be taken either 
on the amendment or on the motion to lay the amendment on the table 


consideration of 


if it be renewed, at 2 o’clock, and that the succeeding votes necessary 
for the determination of the pleasure of the Senate in regard to the 
bill may be taken without intervening debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 

consent that the consideration of the bill may be resumed to 
morrow morning at the close of the routine morning business: that the 
vote on the amendment, or the motion to lay it upon the table, may b 
taken at 2 o’clock; and that the subsequent proceedings in the consid- 
eration of the bill, including its passage, may be had without debate 

Mr. WILSON, of lowa. Ido not know how much time the Senator 
from New Hampshire will occupy in concluding his remarks. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will change the time to 3 o’clock, so that there 
shall be no doubt about there being ample time. I shall not want to 
vy anything myself at all. 

Mr. HARRIS. If consent is given I shall not renew the motion to 
lay on the table, but leave the whole question open for debate until the 
hour comes for taking the vote. 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair supposes the understand- 
ing to be that if debate shall be concluded earlier than 3 o'clock the 
vote may then be taken. 

Mr. HARRIS. Necessarily? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. 
ines shall be had without debate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, a single suggestion. I have no re- 
marks of any length to make upon the bill, for I have said what | 
desired to say; but if the motion the Senator from Tennessee proposes 
to make should not dispose of the subject, and we are still to have that 
provision in the bill after his motion has been acted upon, it will be 
open toamendment. I think that the proposition to transfer the Sig- 
nal Service, if it is to remain in the bill, should be amended, and it 
may be necessary to say a few words in explaining an amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I suggest that there shall be the usual debate 
under Rule VIII. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Five minutes. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The limitation of Rule VIII. 

Mr. BUTLER, and others. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will then restate the pro- 
posed agreement, that there may be no misunderstanding. It is pro- 
posed that at 3 o’clock to-morrow, or earlier, the vote shall be taken 
upon the amendment of the committee, or upon the motion to lay the 
amendment on the table, and that the subsequent proceedings, includ- 
ing the vote upon the passage of the bill, are to be had under Rule 
Vill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to inquire how much time that is likely 
to leave for debate prior to 3 o’clock? 

Mr. HARRIS. All the time after the close of the routine business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the routine morning business. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should dislike very much to conclude my re- 


ImMo0us 








And that the subsequent proceed- 


marks and not leave time for the Senator from Kansas. 


All the time aiter the conelusion of 
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Mr. PLUMB. I do not wish to say 4 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not want to cut him off 

Mr. PLUMB. I will say to the Senator that he can have 
| time, if he sees fit, from the conclusion of the morning | 
| 3 o’clock. 
Mr. CHANDLER. 


1 } 
anyth ng at all. 


If the Senator does not a preciate my courtesy 





of course I do not press the suggestion, but I was really anxious that, 
he should not be cut ofl 
Mr. PLUMB. I had stated before that I d lesire to say any- 
thing on the subject. 
Mr. PLATT. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
| The motion was acreed to; dat } clock and 25 minute p- ™.) 
| the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, September 21, 1888, 
| at 12 o’clock m. 
| x 1? ry 
| NOMINATI 
| I culii ” 0 y th [ 7 ), 18 
A PPOINTMEN IN U 
Naval co j 
lo be naval constructors in the Navy subject to examination, namely 
John F. Hanseom, of Massachusetts; 
John B. Hoover, of Pennsylvania; 
J 0% ph Feaste r, of Pen! viv inia 
Richard Gatewood, of Virginia; and 
francis T. Bowles, of Massachusett 
CONFIRMATIONS 
minations confirmed by the Senate September 13, 1888 
| 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY 
| Subs! sten Department. 


Lieut. Col. Amos Beckwith, assistant commissary-general, to be as- 
sistant commissary-general with the rank of colonel. 

Maj. Michael R. Morgan, commissary of subsistence, to be assistant 
commissary-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel. 

Capt. Samuel T. Cushing, commissary of subsistence, to be 
sary of subsistence with the rank of major. 


commis- 


Tnaspec tor-General’s De partment. 
| Lieut. Col. Robert P. Hughes, inspector-general, to be inspector- 
general with the rank of colonel. 
| Maj. George H. Burton, inspector-general, to be inspector-general 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
nomination withdrawn by the President of th 


tember 18, 1888. 


| Eveeulit 


United States Sep- 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


John Fitzpatrick, to be marshal of the United States for the eastern 
district of Louisiana, delivered to the Senate September 13, 1888. 


"YT 
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JUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, September 20, 1888. 


4 
\ 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rey. J. H. CUTHBERT, 

| D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

| Mr. BURNES. I rise tocall up the conference report on the sundry 

civil appropriation biil. 

Mr. HERMANN and others addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BURNES. I can not yield at this time. We can dispose of 
| this conference report, I think, in five minutes, and then go on with 
other business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the re- 
portof the conimittee of conference. On this question the yeas and 
nays were ordered, and the question being taken no quorum voted, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the order for the yeas and nays be re- 
scinded, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, that order 
will be rescinded. The Chair hears none. The question is now on 
agreeing to the report of the committee of conference. 

Che question being taken, the report was not agreed to; there being— 
ayes 30, noes 47. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BURNES. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURNES. Is it necessary that I should now ask fora farther 
conference ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair presumes a motion that the 
House further insist on its disagreement, and that a further conference 
with the Senate be requested would be in order. 

Mr. BURNES. I make that motion. 
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I care to say. 
[r. Rogers and Mr ld l tl 
Mr. PAYSON [ will yield ; 
Mr. ROGERS. I would ( Do 
| Mr. FARQUHAR t \ Che 
1 eved t t Mi ii A I RNI 
W ua nh l t { ‘ t I iS, » S 
tion debatable fo ho M10 n amendment? 
Mr. PAYSON \ not ’ 
Mr. FARQUHAI I ly h 
The SPEAKER tem) i er 18 « I at 
tue previous que on 1 orag 
Mr. PAYSON | } ( y I ] ] , ito 
' be h ird 
The SPEAKER »t ee Chair « 3 nde und t 
i l question of i raised 
ROGERS. There was considerable disorder while th . 
t yf the gentleman fro Illinois i being ! 1 wndasla . an 
imiliar with the provisi« passed by the House in the sundry « - ae saa 
bill, I desire to put one or two tions to i f eo ( , , ; 
information. First, is it understood that under the proposed inst : 
tion just read the entire disbursement of these funds is to be1 eee oe : 
by the Interior Department ? 
Mr. PAYSON. The only proposition in this resolution with refer- | — . 
ence to disbursement of funds is ( iS is ( iry to 
t is W l > tot A i 
sion of the wi 
g Chen it d not 1 ‘ 1 al the orig , oe 
: Mr. PAYSON. Oh, not at all 
Mr. ROGERS. Does it repeal it I ) 
Mr. PAYSON. It dissolves the commission. Such property of the ie erence por 
Government as is on hand connected with this work (being the real \ REED [Ih 
estate, some tools, and other property) is to be confided to the charg t Is t i 
of the Interior Department; and for such expenses as may be incident ry ' CER ‘t 
to the care of this property, and for this alone, the Interior Depart- | 
ment is allowed to make disbursement MI ED ‘ 
Mr. ROGERS. Everything else then ‘PES 
Mr. PAYSON. Everything els ended until the next session | ing it no 
of Congress. , F oes eg 
Mr. REED. And the building of the Library is postponed for | fr. PAYSO> } 
another ten years. hear f the gentleman from Miss 
Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman from Maine has not been in attend M URNES Have It ) 
ance, or he would know the proposed reports of this committee are pri Phe SPEAKER prot ( 
; ileged and entitled to consideration as soon as made. tleman fr 1] I 
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Sor 

Mr. | ( I vithdraw the resolution after a co 
[Lh eman from Miss¢ 

Mr. J ; Chen I insist on my mo 1 that the Ho ! 
concul { linents of the Senate and ree to a furtl conte 
ence. 

The mot iwreed to 

Mr. BURN] ioved to ( der tl ‘ hich the motion 
agreed t | >} i that the 1 1 n to reconsider be laid on the 
table 

Th } 1 W agreed to 

The SPEA . pro pore announced ; imagers on the t of 
the If ‘ iferen Mr. Fo | Mr i ind Mr. | N 

LL. ( I 

Th SPAKE pre we laid hefore t riouse ta bill (S. 97 
for the relief of I. L. Cain; which was read a first and ) 
and refer tot Committee on War Claim 

MRS. FLORIDA KENNERLY 

The * .ER pro tempore also laid before the Ho { bill 
1078) for the lief of Florida Kennerly. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Iask for the present nsideration of 
that bill, w is read on yesterday mornin; 

Mr. SPR AR Let the bill | v ni d. 

The bill ead follows 

Be it « j e Secretary of tl Tr sury is | i r t 
pay to M ! Ke é out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 


appropriat« i 


There bei 


no Oye the bill was CO isidered, ordered to a third 
reading; and being read the third time, wa’ passed. 

Mr. STON] of M 
bill was passed; ai 
on the tabi 


The latter motion v 


ion 


TC 


moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 


a i 0 


is i at 


If there be no objection, the bill (H. 


The SPEAKER p » tempore, 
R. 5142) of the me title will be laid upon the table. 
There w no « ‘tion, and it was so ordered. 
LEAVE O} ABSENCE. 
By un mous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. LAWLER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family 
To Mr. STEPJIENSON, for two weeks, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
To Mr, SA ER, for ten days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Bro &, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Si MAN, indefinitely, on account of important busine 
To Mr. |! , indefinitely, on account of important business. 
WILLIAM F. C. NINDEMANN. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
charge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 7801) for the relief of 
William F. C. Nindemann, formerly a seaman in the Navy, and put it 
upon its passag 

The SPEAKER pro 
right of objection. 

The bill was read, as follows 


emMpor 


issouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which the | 
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penter, was placed on duty as such and was so borne on the rol] 

cording to De Long’s report. Afterwards when the vessel was a 

doned and sunk in the Arctic Ocean, Nindemann led the retreat i 

iberiaand through eria, and was largely instrumental in saving th : 
es of the survivors There is another point which does not appea 

t report, that there has been a considerable impairment of his he 

on account of the rigors of that retreat. Theclaimant isa most wort! 

man, and as the matter involves but a few dollars I hope there will | 


no objection. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I will look into it and give it aca 


eful exami 
but I 





tion It does not impre 33 me favorabl] t present will exami 
t and make a statement to the Hi later on ! demand the regul 
order. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. DoT understand that this i ll subject to } 
called up at any time ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The g lem from Tennessee | 
objected at present. 

Pl ic J 

Mr. HOLMAN. = [ami instru l by the Committee on Public Land 

to report back to the House the bill (H. R. 11297) to suspend all law 


touching the disposal of public lands except the homestead law, and 





| for other purposes, with an amendment, which I desire to be submitted 
The bill is as foilows: } 
Be it enacted, etc., That the publie lands of the United Siates shall be dispose 
of only under and according to the provisions of the homestead laws, e» 
section 2301 of the Revised Statutes, until the pending legislation affecting si 
lands shall be disposed of orthe present Congress shalladjourn: Provided, Tha 
iny isolated or disconnected tracts or parcels of the public domain less than 160 
res may be ordered sold at private or public sale for not] than $1.25 pe 
acre by the Commissioner of the General Land Offic when in his judgni 
t would be proper to do so. 
Sec. 2, That during the pendency ofthe isures now before Congress int 
lation to the forfeiture of certain lands heretofore granted by Congress to ra i 
road corporations and thereafter no act done or performed by any such cor; i 
| ration shall in any wise enlarge the right or claim of any such corporatior 
any lands covered by any such grant, or diminish any right now existing in tl 
United States to declare the forfeiture thereof. This provision shall not be« 
strued to in any wise affect or diminish or waive any right now existing in be 
half of the United States to declare the forfeiture of any of the lands embrace . 
in such grant 
The Clerk read from the report, as follows: 
It is proposed to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the f 
lng 
Phat all laws providing for the disposal of the public lands, except the hon 
stead law and the laws in relation to mineral lands, and the laws touching th 
| selection of public lands by States for educational or other purposes, shall 
suspended until the pending legislation aifecting the public lands shall be dis 
posed of, or the present Congress shall adjourn 
Provided, however, That section 2301 ofthe Revised Statutes of the laws in r 
tion to the entry of coal lands shall also be suspended during the period named ; 


to dis- | 


| 


| 


The bill will be read subject to the | 


Be it enacted Phat the proper accounting officers of the Treasury of the 
United States! d they are hereby, authorized and required to readjust the 
accounts of William F. C., Nindemann, formerly a seaman in the Navy of the 
United State rving on board the Arctic exploring steamer Jeannette, and to | 
pay to him, out of any money inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
difference between the pay of a seaman and the pay of a carpenter in the Navy 


from the 29th day of Jun L883. 


Mr. McMILLIN 
port in this cas 

The report of th 

Mr. McMILLIN 
ence in pay is asked ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. A little over three years, The difference be- 
tween the two is only a few dollars in point of fact, and under the 
agreement with Lieutenant De Long he is entitled to the pay because 
he performed the duties. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ido notthink that with the light before me now— 


79, to the Ist day of June 


ing the 


Resery gt 
read. 
Committee on Claims was read at length. 


What is the length of time for which this differ- 


right to object, I ask that the re- 


bye 


although I will try to examine and give my consent to the request of | 


the gentleman from New York if I think it quite proper to do so—but 
with the lights before me I do not see the propriety of giving him this 
additional pay for three or four years when the expedition itself did not 
last so long. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I will state to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that originally when Mr. Nindemann joined this expedition he joined 
it with the assurance that he should have the position of a boatswain 
of the vessel, and by reason of the fact that he had much experience in 
Arctic expedit as one of the crew of former expeditions, and Mr. 

rformed the duties of a carpenter and as watch-oflicer, 


Nindemann p 
as the log-book of Captain De Long shows. There were other arrange- 


or 
} 


ments made by which an appointee of Mr. Bennett secured the posi- | 


tion, which arrangements, of course, De Long knew nothing of; but 


| 


| 





Nindemann being an active, competent man, a good seaman, and a car- | 


And in the last line of section 2 of the bill, after the word ‘‘in,”’ i 
sert ‘‘any;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2, That during the pendency of the measures now before Congress in 1 
lation to the forfeiture of certain lands heretofore granted by Congress to railr« 
corporations and thereafter, no act done or performed by any such corporat 
shall in anywise enlarge the right or claim of any such corporation toany lai 
vovered by any such grant, or diminish any right now existing in the Unite 
States to declare the forfeiture thereof. This provision shall not be construe 
to in anywise aftect or diminish or waive any right now existing in behalf « 
the United States to declare the forfeiture of any of the lands embraced in an 
such grant. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Reserving all rights on the point of order, I desi 
to ask how this bill comes in here? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis a privileged report, and comes in as such und: 
the rules of the House. I submitted the matter to the Speaker of th 
House a few day ago, and it was found that it was within the rule. 

Mr. RYAN. What laws are suspended by this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The timber-land laws, the right of private entry 
the lands, the timber-culture laws, and the desert-land law. I wish 
to say in regard to the desert-land law that the operation of the bill is 
unimportant in view of the action already taken, if the Senate should 
not modify the provision now pending in the sundry civil appropri: 
tion bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. 
question. 

Mr. RYAN. The provisions in the 
certain kinds of land. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is true. 

Mr. RYAN. It is limited particularly to such lands as may be in 
gated from certain reservoirs and ditches; but this, as I understand th 
gentleman, suspends the law as regards all land. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. It applies toall lands that were desert 
in the first instance, and this only applies to such lands as are capa) 
of being made agricultural lands. 

Mr. ROGERS. There are two questions I desire to ask the gen 
man from Indiana. The first is this: Whether or not the bill in at 
way affects the commutation feature of the homestead law ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. _ Itsuspends that entirely for the time being; dui 


pee 


I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana a 


undry civil bill only apply t 


| the time it covers. 


Mr. ROGERS. What is the period covered? u 


Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The present Congress or until pending bills sh» Fs 
be acted upon. . 
Mr. ROGERS. During this Congress? Be 
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provided in the homestead lav So m 1 as tothe first section 
bill, however, leaves the homestead law in full operation and also 
i mining laws. They will remain in any event. It also leaves in { é ' 
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edu d other pur] s But as to all the other land laws ‘ HI = ) 
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} of but I see that the gentleman is right and tha e oug to ’ 
proviso added that no provision of this act shall affect the right to ca M EVI 
into final effect any entries heretofore 1 ( S 
Mr. PERKINS. I said that it oug to apply not on ) ) 
heretofore entered, but should also provide that this bill shall not NI HOLMAN i 
construed to interfere with existing rights under the existing 


Mr. HOLMAN, That is right. ir. DO 
Mr. PERKINS, For instance, where settlers have fone ip 
public domain and have secured rights but have not perfected thei tot st, I 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think that all rights already secu 
public-land laws should be preserved. M OLMA M 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I would like to ask tl 
Committee on Public Lands to explain what wou 
bill on the entry of lands of a region that is all esert ids 
Mr. HOLMAN. The effect would be tha only entries under tl f ’ . 
homestead law would be made. hat the 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. But supposing a man has to go 40 é Mr. BAK f N 
for a drink of water in the morni 
as the homestead law requires? 
Mr. HOLMAN. I take it for 
bona fide homestead entries on such lands. 
interfere with the mining land laws at all. M ,AT ‘ 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of the House to th: 
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effect of the second section, which I think is the most important sex M MI 
tion of the bill. 
' RENOMINATION ( MR. KELLEY. 
- . % . , , , , 
Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman pardon 
moment to have a short personal telegram read I make tl reque 
not so much as a matter of vanity. as to give notice to certain ge t 


tlemen who are looking forward to the occupancy by another of my ry it egarded 
seat here. [ Laughter. | { 
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to the second section, the House is awa 





‘ ‘ tween the House and the Senate as to the forfeiture of 
| ] ite insists on forfeiting only such lands a 
main where no road has been constructed uptothistime. 1 leave 
abou » 000.000 acres of land. pome of it is valuable, but I can Say 
large part of it \ ot tify the const tion of a road—that is 
18 not ol icient value to construct a road. Still it will be someth 
nd course those lands could be saved. 

The House insists by its action, almost by a unanimous vote, o1 
negative votes I believe, and the principle is a correct one, that 
lands not earned in conformity with law shall be declared forfeited 
The House seems to have taken this position, that when you make a 
grant of public lar to a ion you have the right to hold th 
to riet yuntability to the terms of the grant, and when they 
not observe the law the lands shall be forfeited. The substituts 
the Senate bill covers nearly 55,000,000 acres of land. 

is 1 te of the case. The Senate insist on their prop 
a the fi conteret nsist On thelr proposition. 

I submit tl rovision, that matters be suspended where they are for 
the time-be r until that difference between the House and the Senat 
can ré he suspension continues only unti 
that general ished or until the present Congress 





+ T? ; 
Vt. tsi 





it < ure othing done 
nh itus « itter that the ri 
hat are now, and ill contir i 
i 4 i 
il Ee] f Ili ra i 
from Indiana a le quest 
Mr. HOLMAN, Certainly 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinoi My que 
man knows action on 3 bill will not interf 





sons who have made s 
Staies under the jaw 


as it now exists? 


n the ime 





+18 an irrecon 


spends the matter mer 


condition un 





whether the gent 


n is, 


i 


lx 
iV. 


+1 
if 


a 


? 


ut 


ere with the rights of pet 


1 


l 


i 


] 


by railroad corporations hereafter shall change 


rhts of the Government shall be here- 


ttlements uvon the public lands of the United 


i 


of this charact 





‘which is so broad in its scope should not be consid- 
x printed and opportunity being given foran examina 
asure which suspends all entries of public lands for 







Oh no; only until the 4th of March. 
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l, until the 4th of March; and presenting : 

















it does a ma importance, it should at least be printed, 
so that 1 an opportunity of studying its effect and 
ining « may result from its adoption. The point of 
r I ce is that this is not within the rule, however, permitting 
committee to report at any time, not being either one of the t! 
tures committed to the Public Lands Committee, and on which : 
mittee is privileged under the rules to report at any time. 
Mr. HOLMAN. My nd makes the point of order, then, upon 
titnte alone? 
Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir; entirely upon the substitute 
Mr. HOLMAN Does my friend think the original section is bett 
{ the substitut 
DINGLEY. Ido not undertake to compare them. Ido n 
ukofthat. And I gest that I would be entirely willing to with- 
draw the point of order if this could be printed and allowed to lie « 
i day or so, so that the House could examine into its effect. 


it to bring in a sweeping measnre and pass it, as } 
posed here, without much consideration, is entirely wrong. What it 
effect may be Iam unable to sayatthistime. Ithink the House should 
examine it; and if it can be laid over until to-morrow I am willing to 
hdraw the point of order. 3 
r, HOLMAN, I think that is a very reasonable and proper request 
an heyfore ask unanimous consent that this matter may be recom- 
mitted to the committee and go over until to-morrow morning, with 
the understanding that it is to be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now ask unanimous consent that this may be 


printed in the Recorp and go over until to-morrow, to come up im- 
' mediately after the reading of the Journal. 
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formed me that he had that bill; I applied to him to-day, and he in- 
formed e he still h the bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think, so far asthe point of order is concerned, 
that with reference to the evidence upon which the facts are presented 
it may be found in the official record of the proceedings of the House, 
ind I claim that upon the facts therein contained the resolution is 
ufficiently founded, If the bill has gone to the President, that fact 
can be stated by the Committee on Enrolled Bills, and that will dis 
pos of this resolution. 

With reference to the delay, or with reference to the fact that this 
may be a violation of the rules of the House, it makes no difference 
whether the bill is withheid one day or three months. If it is with- 
held atall that constitutes an offense against this House, because if 
the committee have right to withhold it for any time they have a 
right to withhold it indefinitely, and the action of the House may thus 


be defeated by one 01 its committees. 
he presumption must of course be 
perform their duties 
fore if this bill was 
terday 


enrolled ant 


House 
There- 
Bills the 


that the officers of this 
according to law faithfully and promptly. 


delivered to the Committee on Enrolled 


t 
1] 


day hefore ye 
it, and was duly 1 signed and ready for delivery 
President of the United States, I submit that the rules of law and the 
rules of this House have been violated, because the rules require—not 
perhaps the express language of any rule, but our unwritten rules re- 
quire that bills shall be delivered promptly to the President after they 
shall have gone through the various steps of action by Congress that I 
have indicated. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman please 
turn to the rule of Jaw which in his judgment has been violated? Will 
he have it read at the Clerk’s desk so that we may know its provis- 
ions? 


Mr. MORROW. There is no written rule upon the subject as I un- 


derstand, no written rule requiring the committee to transmit bills to | 


the President at any given time; but I submit to the gentleman from 
ixentucky, who is an exceedingly good lawyer, that one of the rules ot 
law, and one of the presumptions of law is that an officer charged with 
a duty will perform that duty faithfally and promptly; and with ref- 
to the delivery to the President of the United States of a bill 
which has been passed by both Houses of Congress, one of the most 
presumptions of duty that can exist is that that delivery 
will be made promptly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
information. If this is a question of privilege for the reason that some 
rule of the House has been violated or because there has been a dere- 
liction of duty under some law, then I ask the gentleman to have that 
law or rule read for the information of myself and other members of 
the House so that we may know what its terms are. 

Mr. MORROW. Rule LX provides that questions of privilege shall 
be, first, those affecting the rights of the House collectively, its safety, 
dignity; and the integrity of its proceedings 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That, however, is not a rule; 
it is merely a description of what a question of privilege is. As I 
understand the gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow], he thinks 
there has been a rule violated by some one, either the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills or itschairman. Itseemsclear, however, that the chair- 
not violate a rule by failing to do something which it is the 
duty of his committee to do; and if there is any violation it is by the 
committee. However, I understood the gentleman from California to 
say that there was some rule or some law which had been violated in 
this case, and I simply asked that he should have read for the informa 
tion of the House the rule of law w 
lated. 

Mr. MORROW. 


erence 


important 





man doe 


As I have 


I understood the gentleman’s question. 


said, there is no written rule requiring that the Committee on Enrolled | 


Bills shall deliver a bill to the President within any specified time, 
but 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘The gentleman admits that he knows of no rule 
that has been violated. 

Mr. MORROW. No written rule. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now, what law has been violated? 

Mr. MORROW. ‘The law which requires the prompt and orderly 
proceeding of the House for its own protection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman be kind 
enough to have that law sent to the Clerk’s desk to be read for the in- 
formation of the House? 

Mr. MORROW. Of course, if the gentleman from Kentucky insists 
that every proceeding in this House shall be tested by a written rule, 
there will be many cases where we shall be unable to bring an offense 
against the integrity of our proceedings within any specific rule, al- 
though it may be such an offense as will not only impede but destroy 
the prompt and orderly proceeding of the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I take for granted that the 
gentleman from California has examined this question carefully before 


undertaking to arraign at the bar of the House and of public opinion 


one of his colleagues on this floor in his official capacity, and my point 


, signed by all the officers required by law to sign | 
to the | 


My question was simply for | 


t1ich in his judgment has been vio- | 
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was to get the gentleman to furnish the House the information which 
| he presumably has himself as to the rule of the House or the rule « 
law which in his judgment has been violated. 


a 
rey 





Mr. MORROW. The resolution recites the proceedings in this House 
from the introduction of the bill down tothe present time. From tha 
recital it appears that a bill which has passed both Houses of Congré 
and has been signed by the proper officers of both Houses, has not be 
sent to the President of the United States. Now,I sayif a imitte 
of this House may withhold a bill at all, it may th 1 it for thr 
months, or indefinitely. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will my friend from California permit me to 

for when he undertakes to smirch any of his fellosy-meml} yn 
floor he ought at least to have law on bis side) that he point out th 
rule or the law which fixes any particular ti thin which b 


which have been signed by the presiding oflicers of the two Hous 
shall be transmitted to the President? 

Mr. MORROW. I have told the gentleman already that there 
written rule or law; but there is the unwritten law wh 
parliamentary proceedings of a body of this chara : 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman admits, then, it there has be 
no violation of any rule or any law; that the trouble is in his 
| and the foundation for it has not existed twenty hours. That i 

the fact which I wanted to get before the Hou and upon that I am 
ready to rest the case. 

Mr. OATES. ‘The resolution itself states that the bill did not coms 
| into the possession of the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled 
until yesterday. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The statement made by t 
shows that this bill has not been for twenty-four hours in the custody 
of any one whose duty he claims it was to carry it to the White Ilouse 
I have never seen such precipitancy, such anxiety to do something, as 
| the gentleman exhibits, and so little foundation for such grea 
plaint. 
| Mr. MORROW. Well, I desire to say that, representing a constit 
| uency interested in this question, I have the right on this floor to in- 
sist that the bills which pass this House shall receive proper considei 
ation and proceed in a prompt and orderly way through the variou 
stages until submitted to the President for his sanction. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman is exercising nowa right toarraign 
a fellow-member—for home consumption. That is all there is in it. 

A MEMBER. What is the arraignment? 

Mr. McMILLIN. You pretend to arraign him fora violation of thi 
rules of the House, and yet admit that no rule has been violated; you 
pretend to arraign him for a violation of law, and admit that no law 
has been violated. While doing this, you say that you represent your 
constituency; and we must assume that you are simply talking for 
home consumption. [ Applause. ] 
|} Mr. ROWELL. Wasthis bill introduced ‘for home consumption ?’’ 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was here co-operating in the effort to impose 
proper restrictions on Chinese immigration long before the gentleman 
| from California [Mr. Morrow] or the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 

ROWELL] was thought of as a member of Congress. | Applause. | 
| Mr. MCKENNA. Why were you in such a hurry the other day to 
| pass this bill, and why are you not in a hurry to-day to have it trans 
mitted to the President? [Applause on the Republican side.] Why 
hasten the passage of the bill, and then delay sending it to the Pré 
dent? Is that ‘‘ for home consumption ?’’ ; 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will state to my friend from California that I 
have at all times been ‘‘in a hurry’’ to try to put proper restrictions 
1 on the immigration of the Chinese 
| Mr. McKENNA. Keep it up, old fellow. [Laughter. ] 
| Mr.McMILLIN. Butthere isno power on earth, not even the loved 
| 
| 
| 


is ho 





; 
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{ 
th 


our 


Dl 


he gentleman himseif 


com 





ones left behind, that can cause me to do any such act as this toward 
a colleague ‘‘ for home consumption.’’ 

| Mr. MCKENNA. You will be one of ‘‘ the loved ones left behind 

| next November. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ah, my friend, I am willing to leave that to m) 
constituents, 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tlemen on the point of order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, asI made the point of order, I will stat 
this fact in support of it 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
floor on the point of order. 

Mr. MORROW. [had not surrendered the floor. 


I desire to raise the question - 
The Chair would like to hear from gen 





The gentleman from Tennessee has the 


I desire now to 


yield some time to the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER]. How 
much time does he desire ? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Five minutes. 

Mr. MORROW. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 


York. 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. 
the gentleman from Tennessee 
| Mr. McMILLIN. I did not desire to cut off the gentleman from 
| California; but I submit that wken he is addressing the Chair on a 


With regard to the question raised by 
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question of this char ter ’ po i i st 
to anybody. i Un cont 3 
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to the provision contained in section 7 ticle I of the Co l ' 
where it is provided that every b Y it has p d both H ( 
shall be submitted to the President 3 approva r disapp 
In the contemplation of that provision of the Constitution, a bill, 
it has passed both Houses, should be ute transm il tot 
President. \ 
Mr. SPINOLA Is that the langu the Constitution ? 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. Phat ibs e of it I 
Mr. WARNER Allow me tosugge id from N ‘ I 
whether in construing statutes we do not frequently ta to co 
ation the urgent necessity of the meas . 
Mr. BAKER, of New York Most 
Mr. WARNER. And therefore, in i toa rf ¢ 5 € 
reasonable to infer that in accordance with the (¢ tion } 
be immediately transmitted to the P , 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. Certa I 
Mr. McMILLIN. Does any law 
Mr. WARNER Pardon me am } 
stances connected with the action of t i { 
the passage of this bill, its introducti 
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] | npoi I} entle ! i California has the 
Hod 
M Mol VA ' { to retain th oO but I can not. 
| Laughter 
mw. Mr. Sneaker 11 isting upon tl SI Intion and in argu 
against th int of order it 1s no part of my purpose to cast a single 
reflection upon any gentleman; but still, Mr. Speaker, when itis stated 
in the publie pi ind denied, that a bill is being held for othe: 
purposes b es proper I rislative purpos s, I think we have aright to 
1 cogni nee ol 
Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELI Senator EDMUNDS has been the 


trouble | Laughter. | 


ENNA In fa 








Ir. McK rness to the chairman of the Committee on 
leony led Bills I should iv that my colleague | Mr. Morrow ; and mi 
el nt to 1 this morning and told him that Senator EpMUNDs ha 
wit ray ! eso ‘ it had been put upon the table, and My 
Mornow ed him to transmit the bill to the President of the Unit 
ta \ he said he would do his duty in that regard. [Applause 
the Der rat di That may or may not be an evasive answt 
Lest it might be an evasive answer, and to prevent its being an evasi 
WwW r, we have int luced this resolution d I submit to you, M1 
HmPperkel 
“Mr. McMILLIN. After he had told you he would do his duty 
When it had been ed 

Mr. MCKENNA. expected you to ask that question, and you know 
it is very ¢ to sa will do my duty;’’ which looks as if it wer 

to be executed, and yet if may not be done. 

N McM LIN Ch 1 nice implication on a member of thi 
Hou Our th in my State is to do duty within the time t 
duty requil 

N McKENNA Without being as familiar with the amenities be 
tw 1 gentle 1 1 am in California, I will say if tl 

eutieman wil < out there we will rive him 3 good evidence o! 
nice Aud delicate sentiment as ever he came across in his life. We thin] 
we have the right to have this bill transmitted; that it ought not to be 


We think 


. na 
, ana 


3ready to be transmitted to the President. 


ent a question of privilege, and of the highest privi 


>or€ 





a he fact of the length of time, to repeat myself, that is a question 
of fact for the consideration of the House. 
Mr. } Will my friend from California extend the court 


{cMILLIN 
esy of allowing me to make an explanation? 

Mr. MCKENNA. Yes, sir; if you have any explanation to make. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire to say that I have found my friend from 
California uniformly e and if, in the heat of debate, I have 
Bait 

Mr. 


yuurteous, 


anything that implied differently I would be sorry for it. 
I accept the apology. 


McK ENNA. 


| 
| 








Mr. MCMILLIN What I nt t } ntleman is, in view 
fact that this na cert 1 me ire crit 1 Of an olncer of th 
fou ind or its member het! he does not know the fact t 
é a rm we lad a ( | S »quorum, and 
if Y; i ) . ' ‘ ; ty t ‘ ‘ 
t « | ] 
} 
4T 5 
é 
\ 
( 
E rood 
r. ¢ I few }- 
A i 
| ) | 
‘ that « . 
t t ind | ‘ 1 
; } + LT + + 
I i t co ) is » et 
‘ y ; ‘ mitt ] ; q ( 
as | igh tirom t uri i re I put i hat 
\ n t! } er of Ni -1LrG4 toa ( ¢ » hold this 












InvVestis on, orl 1a r 
pi ta bill was being retained ' 
\ s would come under that 
nm f th ee 
oO 7 
hat it ld come unde1 
t] yuld nt Wel 
1 to the Presi either 
by the Committee on Enrolled Bills or the Cler] 
Mr. REED. ‘hy not as a question of privilege? 
J CRISP Because it is not defined a ne « Li juesti 
privilege 
' Mr. REED. Is it not a part of the integrity « proc 
the House? Does it not ern th r and tl} lig ( 
Ir. CRISP. Clearly not, I think, un 3I ha } ! 
tleman should state in his place here that the roj und oO nal 
\ of proe ling had been violated. 
Mr. REED That is addressed not to t} ! tion « e. | 
to t juestion of how the House shall act upon it t i 
( i uflicient is one thing; whether this i ) of privi 
i tnei 
ir, CRISP. Mr. Speaker, if you accept t yf 4] 
1 1 from Maine, it folloy th n every occasion wheb th 
bi vefore the House an enrolled bill and sig if hall then 
order for a member to rise on the floor and move that the bill b 
once transmitted to the P dent Would that be the ordinary cou 
of business in the House? Is it any violation of privilege to avoi 
that rule when, in fact, in the whole history of the Government it |] 
never been done? Foi » far as I know, th h er bes ! - 
imple of that sort ; 
N REED. There has never before been a bit 1 as tl : 
I Speaker, coming to its of the ; 
ps in i 1 Maine does 1 Vv that thi ; 
only reached the gentlen from Texas [ Mr. KILGORE] on yest 
I assume that the gentleman from Maine did not know that fact, or} 
would not have been guilty of the injust of making th item 


that has just fallen from him. 








Mr. REED. Oh, I did not refer to 1 to the : 
blunder of introducing the bill and runt wughter 
on the Republican side. | E 
Mr. ¢ I beg the gentleman’s pardon. E 
Mr. REED. [But you have made so many blunders over there th 





wonder were in doubt as to which one 


I do not 
[| Laugh 


you 








the Chair 
statement 


occurrence 


chairman of 
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the statement tlhe ition, this bill being in his hands only fo 
t we it ren nan n California say that the 

ded his duty to the extent of violating 

‘ cee t House Would any gentlem 
! t 

Vhen | imed the 1 tion the gentleman from California had 
that inh 1, but hen he came to putting 1t down on paper he 
] tated | read t » state tH simply said in the resoluti 
{ i me i ed such a rep W hether the report 

trueo th rit the resolution would not take the res 

j a rip ‘ iu worn resolutior That is all there is 
in that And tl en f r hours in the hands of the committ 
That » short ' t the average? Since this matter h 
been ler « ‘ niormed that two hundred cases have 
been exam l. and t t f average time a bill is kept by the con 
mittee is three da and over. If so, is not this resolution just alittle 
pre iture 

Mr. BOUTELLI Why does the gentleman state that there is no 
aliegation except a ** newspaper statement’ that this bill has not been 
properly forwarded, when t gentleman from California states that 
on two o 0 the chairman of the committee told him it had not 
been carried tothe Presiden two interviews twenty-four hours apart ? 

Mr. HERBERT. Now, Mr. Speaker, to continue—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Have you any reason to believe that the Pres 
dent has come here and vot the bill himself? 

Mr. HERBERT None in the world, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Do you think he ought to have come for that 


yurpose ? 

Mr. HERBERT, No. And, Mr, Speaker, that is the kind of ques- 
tion the gentleman from Maine has interrupted me to ask ! 
Mr. BOUTELLE. And to which I would like to have an answer. 

Mr. HOLMES Will the gentleman from Alabama state what is 
the rule in regard to the transmission of bills to the President after the | 
signatures of the presiding ofiicers of both Houses have been appended ? 

Mr. HERBEKT. Of course the rule is that rule of law which al- | 

ys prevails in the House, and in every other body everywhere the 
common law prevails, that where no time is mentioned it must be a | 
reasonable time. But it is utterly unreasonable for gentlemen, when 
a bill has been in the hands of the chairman of the Committee on En 
} y twenty-four hours, to complain of delay in its trans 


rolled Bills on 


! ion when the precedents show at least three days to be the tim 
ordinarily occupied in transmitting a bill. 

\ir. HOLMES. Does not the gentleman from Alabama know that 
is the custom of the Committee on Enrolled Bills to transmié bills to the 
resident on the same day they come into the hands of the membersof 
the co iittee ? , , 

Mr. HERBERT. No, I do not know anything of the kind. On th: 


contrary, | have been informed, and I believe the information to be 


true, that the average is three days. 


Mr. HOLMES. Thatis not the rule. I have been a member of the 


Committee on Enrolled Bills and know the facts and the custom. It 
has been customary to send them tothe President on the same day. 
Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker-—— 


The Chair will hear the gentleman 
from Illinois on the point of order, and is then ready to rule 

I ill endeavor to confine myself directly to the 
ainst the resolution, which I believe to be a privileged 
resolution. I believe the gentleman from California had a right to 


7 


present the resolution, and I think the decision on the point of order 


| I 4 rus 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
i i 


‘ ht to be against it. 


When tl iitter was first presented, I had some doubts on the ques- 
tion, but upon five minutes’ reflection I have come to what I believe 
to he the correct conclusion—certainly it is the settled conclusion in 
my own mind, whether the Speaker agrees with me or not—that 





lirst, I concede that there is no written rule of this House that is 
»eing violated by the conduct of the Committee on Enrolled Bills with 


refer to this matter. I agree that there has never been since | 
ine ( rvice in publie life any rule in express terms re- 
“uiring the Conimittee on Enrolled Bills to go individually as an errand 


boy between the House and the President to convey bills for his sig 
nature But what member does not know that, all through the his 
tory of the jurisprudence in this and in every other country, there are 
certain presumptions that always attach to the acts of public officers? I 
know that there are certain axioms at the basis of official action that are 
as binding and effective upon public officers in the performance of duty 
as though contained in express terms in statutes or constitutions. 
Among them is this: That whenever a duty is imposed upon a public 
officer the obligation rests upon him to perform it within a reasonable 
time and with due diligence, and that to be determined by the im- 
portance of the duty devolved upon him by law. The instances are 
not infrequent; they are found in the pages of nearly every report of 
decided cases in every State of the Union, and without exception, that 


officers have been held liable upon their official bonds for failure to | 


perform a duty wherein no time is fixed, because it was not performed 
within a reasonable time. 
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Now, sir, does any presumption attach when the Constitution of t] 
United States requires that every act of Congress when passed l 
transmitted to the President of the United States for his signat 
1 » is unquestionably a presumption attaching that this duty is to 

rmed within a reasonable time. Does any responsibility rest with 
party upon whom that duty devolves? Upon w does it de 
ve? That duty devolves, by the common vy of the | -¢, upon 
the ( mmittee on Er ro led Bills It has « ( al C1 30 to 
d and by the uniform 1 ( i > i the ce 
nt ¢ stom of the House th I to e po 381 1 ¢ 
| fter it receives the ind the ‘ t the & 

1 the § er pro or the I i 0 n d,. ex 
the ( i ttee on Enrolled Bills or some mt t riouse t¢ hi 
the Committee on | lied Bills may by « proper to intru 
the duty of transmission to the 

Lhe whole course of conducting 1 O ill bill 
under our rules goes to that committee. There are yen members of 
it. Now, then, what is theirduty? Here is a bill as submitted to 
and the question is whether or not the chairman is going to do his dut 
within a reasonable time. Here is a bill that upon its lace affects t 
relations between this nation and the most populous nation on thi 
rlobe. This 1s a question of intercourse between ourselves and thi 
I do not refer to this as bearing upon the point of order, but as being 


of sufficient importance to justify its being presented here by a prom- 


inent gentleman upon the other side without notice to anybody rep- 
resenting the section of country directly affected. It was passed with- 
out an opportunity of inspecting its provisions scarcely, and sent to the 
Senate only a short time after it was introduced here. There it was 
passed, and comes back to this body as the body in which it originated, 


}and isa matured bill so far as the legislative branch of the Govern- 


ment is concerned. It has been signed by the executive of the other 
branch, has received the approval of the Speaker pro tempore, and it is 
now in the orderly course of business covered by that provision of out 
rules where the expression is used ‘‘ the integrity of its proceedings.’’ 
It would go in the regular way to the chairman of the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills yesterday morning. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes; I will permit you to ask a question simply. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask the gentleman if it is not a fact, or if it is 


not a part of the custom, that the Committee on Enrolied Bills retain 
| 


these bills for three days or about that time? 

Mr. PAYSON. I will come tothat. I beg the gentleman will not 
anticipate me; and I hope if the gentleman desires to ask me a question 
he will honor me with his attention. I said afew moments ago on the 

| question of what was a reasonable time for the performance of any duty 
on the part of a public officer would depend upon the character of the 
business he was called upon to transact and its importance, and all that 
sort of thing. 

Now I am coming to the question. What may be a reasonable time 
vithin which the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills and its 
members may be permitted to retain a bill providing tor the issuing of 
a dog-tax for the District of Columbia or may be involved in the pay- 
ment of $8.27 excess of customs duties is another matter. The Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills may be warranted in retaining bills of that 
trifling character for.a day or two days when they might not to be jus 
ified, Mr. Speaker, in retaining a bill which affects the relations of 60, - 
000,000 of people here and 300,000,000 of people across the sea. 

What may be a reasonable allowance to the gentlemen on that com- 
Every bill passed 
by Congress is an expression of legislative will. We are here repre- 

nting ina legislative capacity the judgment of 60,000,000 people, 
and when this Chinese-restriction bill was passed itevinced upon pape 
and crystallized into law the judgment of the people of this country 
n so far as it could what was our will and determination; and it was 
the duty of the Committee on Enrolled Bills to see to it that a bill of 
t] 


mittee in one case clearly would not be in another. 


1} 


magnitude and of that character should go into the hands of th¢ 
Now, I cali the attention 


Executive at the earliest possible moment. 
| of gentlemen to the fact that we adjourned yesterday at 2 0’ 
the RECORD shows, after which presumably the members of that com- 
mittee would have had ample time to perform other duties. The busi- 
ness of the House of Re 
ifter 2 o’clock from the performance of their duty with reference to 
this bill, and yet it is still in the hands of one of the gentlemen com 
posing that committee. Now, what is the condition? Gentlemen 
representing the Pacific coast on this floor, being desirous that the bill 
should become law and desiring that the President should have the 
power of approval or disapproval, go to the gentleman having charg 
| of it and ask him what is its condition. 


ock, as 


yresentatives detained not one of its members 


It went to that committee 
yesterday, and it is detained there; and to-day these gentlemen, Mr. 
Morrow and Mr. MCKENNA, go and make the same inquiry of the 
ventleman from Texas [Mr. KiLGore}]. What reply do they get from 
him? Simply the lofty announcement that he will perform his duty. 
Now letusstop and think aminute. Are the interests of both Houscs 
| of Congress and the expressed will of sixty millionsof people to ce; end 
j on the discretion and judgment of the gentleman from Texas as to 





Se 








to be performed, and 























tl esolution simply ins the comm 
that the ll of the House must be for , ' ‘ st 
ot discretion of the gen 1 1 é sas ) n l 
reach the President of United State i i ta I 
question, 16s ms to 1 Lo ( 
thing 1s a privileged question Phe e ser perfectly clea ) D ( 
duty is unperformed and the H e is not advised that it « ) 
periormed unless the gentleman from ‘J sha n t exe i 
discretion, determine that tl time ] r him tot t 
riage and go to the White House with t It to met 
t { i 1 
Mr Sn ‘ is to MT 
en t Dp 1t the \ { 
i i 
i I { 
tn ai ¢ H ira 
i tnen 
I lisposition to t t 
the b ‘ t rd to 
, onmnits ‘ ‘ 
t i] ! 1 . } é 
me tl oint ru 
ca . | _ i 
s written mode ed upon for t ition of t t 
pl VISIO! ] iO I t Know vé ‘ l ¢ 
‘ 3 if there 4 different pi nt s f rt { , 
Hous Phe lat l am t c re 
t t sec 0 t m i ollce il ( i ol 
House is and | been {i ) lo ad 
th m ne the Committ il i ere { t 
the bills to the President for his signat S ie iam t > 
this is done by the chairman of t ommittee, and som 5 
otn | there has been ) I 1 cu l { “ 
committee as il bo« does n habitually et and in or 
ized form as a tiee g er the ind then take t n to é 
Preside 
Mr. Speaker, it is the duty of the Committee on Enrolled J] t 
present these b to the President o1 not. Ifit istheirduty todo 
it, t! ] s the duty of committee, not of the chairman d it e} ) 
must be done as the ofiicial act of 1) ommitte lherefore, if tha | n I ‘ 
be true, this resolution, whe ré t to its 7 1 English mea te n 
ing, is simply to discharge the Committee on Enrolled Bills from the ¢ nup within t nowledge « 
performance of this duty. That committee stands in no higher rela ie Committee on l t 
tion tothis House than do our othercommittees. It issimply an organ | dent We do not do as the Senate d 
of the House, exactly like the Committee on Private Claims, or like | the House the chairman of the Committee o 
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. . | 
direction of or by reason of his function as chairman : Hooker, Morg Sayers, 
takes these f President. Within what time? There is no | 2@"*@ Hudd, eres nape 
; ‘ D Hutton O'N Ind Shaw, 
i or la : 1 in this respect. Fe Kilgore, Pee] Spinola, 
I I no I ction made upon this commit I Laffoon, Peningt Stews 
. ( dea Phe m ’ 
hate j ) riley n in the: ylution ' au upon | , ; ; Rick i 
4 ‘ . ‘ > 4 : ] ' : } ‘ i irdas< i I 
eme i \ iin 1 Pe said bill is be H anha Rober Vande 
1 1 Committ [ , Bills H Ma r “ 
: 7 
ft out ) Tha : : 
ri i 
i ) { th ‘ ) 
} i y ) ( Tot ; 
) g ry thie } 
ie i 
1 i 
} i i ) 
‘ or ‘ ‘ , 
( of tl HH " : 
or , t hI i) j I 
ti i ' : 
} 
i 1 
‘ 
‘ 3 White, I 
1 ] Wi I 
f from . 
4 : \ 
) i ped M 
’ l ‘ { ) i ; 
] oO ( c I $ i 
} t i olution nor th ; 
( ul upon the Commit B J i 
ed | I e the Chair decides that t 3 not aquest B ! d \ I i 
: ; I is : it 
tl ition should properly ¢« vefore the Hl * a Tad Romeis 
d 1 l t rit i i 1 the House could direet. aceo - | 1} ' 1Ss¢ 
‘ udgm e action which the Committee on Ent dji v I \ 
' V1 ice to this bill. If this matter should co , ~ 
uent d hen there had been an unreasonable de R D I ~ 
mitt t bill to the President, the Chair is not prepared to | |! Elliott La é 
it ‘ tight do in the premises, for lapse of time might ra ! a ; ~ | s r 
f i on which to predicate a estion of privilege. Breckinrid Ark. Fat Ine. 
Ibe Chair sustains the point of order. If the gentleman from Ca Felton neh Steele 
‘ 7} } . , inle (Fett Stephenson 
forni:n [Mr. Morrow ll take an appeal from this decision, the ¢ ; wR‘ , ; .: ‘ 
1 r \ i.ri.t va.ris ne >» oe 
) iliket my t que mn tine LOUSE j " Ohio Fite nm stewart, Vt 
Mr. MORROW I w of the statement of the Ch that th w . R., \ s ot M 
ution be adopted if it should come | sein ay Soe cence Sececoga 
way, | I ) nt that the ) on be taken up for pres- Buchar ! 1 rs 
ent con | Burnet McKint ylon Ohio 
’ ' 1 . ] ow G I MeShane Kk 
+ vine ‘ | it 
I] ipo? i he ‘ i KS UNANLDIOUS ¢ Bt ore t Gear Mills ! i 
ent that tins resolution be now considered | By n. ¢ Mi t ry 1s, \ 
} | “ , 
M McoMILLI lL eall for the regular ord: I do not desire Campbell, F., N Gibson, i ‘ i l 
™ l ‘ . . } , vu} } Campnbe Oh (; lass Mor w Walke 
the hal pon ofiicers of the H vhen there » eas Glov. M or in 
heer > at { ; « ion Goff, Neal Webx 
| SPEAKER re Is there objection to the request of Caswell Grange Newt wv est, 
ntl , I] | Catchings Greenman, Nichols, White, N. * 
on seeks ae . poe 7 : : | Chi; Grosveno1 Norwood, W hit Ma 
Mr. McMILLIN [ demanded the regular order. | Clardy Guenther O'Donnell. Wilbe 
Mr. REED \\ | be the proper form to bring this matter be- | Clark Hall, O’Ferrall, Wilkins 
fore this Hou 7 krar Hatch, O'Neill, Mo Wilk : 
ae : ° : — . ( we Hayd Outhwaite, Wilson, W. Va, 
Mr. ROG! . iflicient unto the day is the evil thereof. (x ns Hayes, Owen Wis 
i SPEAK EI / Che Chair will not decide that now Coope Iiemphill, Park : Ibu 
> ' 1 ; ite Oowl Henderson, Iowa’ Perr t 
Mr. REED. |! in consequence of the Chair intimating t Cra es tinny Y. 
T 7 }  * 
House would pa t came properly before it. | Crous Hopkins, I Ph \ 
The SPEAKI »po The Chair will not decide that i So the motion was disagreed to. 
! , , . 1 , 
By Monday During the roll call, 
REED ' led the questi n of pliviiege. Ph ql a Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, said: I move my « lle: Genera 
\ ou sl ny it De re the House ibis iS an in | Foi EY, who is not well. be granted leave of absence, 
portant mat H possible for us to prevent the gentleman here was no objection, and it was ordered acco: dingly. 
fro Le s, or any other similarly situated, from having an arrange- Che following-named members were announced as paired on all po it 
} \ in executive theer who may desire to receive a bill some- ical questions until further notice 
vhat he would receive it in the natural course? Mr. WILKINS with Mr. Lona. 
i \! . fempor The Chair will not anticipate those Mr. RANDALL with Mr. LODGE. 
q ) l Mr. Scott with Mr. GROSVENOR. 
\ nticipatethem! {1 hte Mr. Witson, of West Virginia, with Mr. McComa 
TI I wed laughter. | Mr. HATCH with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 
t . a ae ied , cae ie 
Mi [ move that the Ho Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. McKINLEY. 
now ‘ir. COMPTON with Mr. Gorr. 
ryes 49, noes 4 Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. KENNEDY. 
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Mi nand th yeas and hays. 
TH 

rhe was decided in the negative 





H,T.J.,.N.Y¥.Compton, 
Cothran, 

its, Cox, 

Crisp, 


Abbott, Ba es 
Allen, slo 

And 
Bankhead, Burnes, 


Miss 


rson, Il! Breckini 





Mr. 


| 
} 
| 
| 
| Mr. 
Mr. 


r. TIMOTHY J. 
r. SPINOLA with Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. 


Mr. 


CoLLins with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts 
JONES with Mr. BOWDEN. 

WALKER with Mr. RoMEIs. 

DaAvipson, of Florida, with Mr. O’ NEILL, 
BRYCE with Mr. GAINES. 

NEAL with Mr. HAYDEN. 

CAMPBELL with Mr. WEST. 


or Pennsyivanig. 


BoureLLE with Mr. WISE. 
TILLMAN with Mr. FINLEY. 
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Pra rb ( i », Rev. J. G. BUTLEI D. D 
- Journal « ‘ aa 3 proceedi was read and app 1 
FA IN UTAH, 
EDM I pres the memorial of Mrs. Angie F. Ne 
man ¢ ] Utah ‘1s tor vhom she represent 
a ( ti ise ¢ he esent ( on the ninect « 
Pp I i yvernment nd effect of the hierar 
ntrolling all the il and polit 
KK eto it iimission as a State 
I prin } y not argument or oratory, but Is a stat 
i om the hierarch laws and regulations concern 
0 ich are veri 1, and the document is there- 
f at -_ ‘ rv publie information, 
€ e that it printed and referred to the Committee on Territo 
ri t bears on the political aspirations of that hierarchy to be ad 
mitted ; tute, and I believe for the first time in my career here | 
feel justified i ng also that it be printed in the Rr 
‘| ESIDENT of yore, The memorial will be printed as a 
‘ nent aud printed in the Recorp, if there be no objection, and 
referred to the ( ttee on Territories, 
ihe memorial i O11O 
he le the Senateand House of Representat the Fiftieth Cong 
( I I 4 the legal representative of the loyal element of Utah Ter 
t I havethe honor herewith to submit for your consideration the follow g 
t ript of official documents and speeches of the leaders of the Mormon 
‘ ch, as reported by Mormon authorities hese are but types of facts end- 
y cumulative, touching the following points in the speech made in the 
H of Representatives August 25, 1888, by Hon. Jonn T. Carne, of Utah 
Virst. There is no longer a possibility of objecting to Mormons on account 
of polygamy Phat is a dead is It has ceased to exist. Less than 1 per 


cer of the population of Utah to-day have been polygamous 
econd, | declare that it is utterly false that the Mormons attach a meaning 


to the words bigamy and poly; uy different from their common acceptation 





Third. There is ma or the necessity for one in any settlement 
é my people alone ar 
fourth. | denounce as an infamous slander that it (the constitutional con 





is an attempt to gain admission to the Union under false colors, and 
pretense 
Fifth. Several times the pedple of Utah have presented in form their app 
Cn m for admission to the Union 
itive Assembly has enacted a marriage law, et: 
who insist, for a purpose, that the Mormon people are in 


hurch and state know better, 














d this people be suspected of such crimes as perjury 
sectarian s« ol-system, the opening of the mines,’ the 
‘ n, the general ‘morality ?) and * sobriety ‘yol my peo 

p! 

ireply to No. 1 ri sputable statistics given by Hon. F. T. Dupors, of 

I | that more than oie lf per cent. have been convicted of these ci 
that the number « dictments out is larger ithe number of convictions 
not one-twentieth of those who are in p amy have been convicted, | 


the following personal observations: On the second Sun- 

iv in March, I visited the penitentiary in Salt Lake City and addressed a 
ut host of polygamous brethren. These men are mostly incarcerated fora 
term of six months, and therefore many such groups have come and gone since 
the famous Rudger Clausen case of which Joun T. CAtnge had the temerity to 


! emphasize by 




















cle e before committee, ‘it was the last of which he had knowledge.”’ 
i nd in one cel 0 by 13}, without floor, six women, three of whom had 
} under six nthsof age, who were incarcerated for “ contempt of court 
inge acknowledge the pateraity of the iildren. When ! plead with 
tiem to answer the yurt and be released they said, ‘‘If we do, there are many 
ind children to suffer the loss of a father One of these, a sweet ed 
ri.t allewed wife of Bishop ——, had in her arms a babe three months 
i \ few weeks later this babe was very ill with measles, The Salt Lake 
bribune of April 4, 1 has the followi touching the case 





isking advice as to what she oucht 
as ‘her bishop,’ declining his per 
bishop the follow ng dispatch on 















** Your chi'd in the penitentiary is dangerously sick. If you have onespark 
a y left in your soul you will provide a doctor and better care for it 
t nv i 
“*PRANK H. DYER, United Stales Marsha 
fothisnoreply wassent. The case, then, is summed up this way: A woman 
a s the law, and persists in that detiance; while lawfully held to answer for 
t t, her baby takes sick; she writes her husband for permission to 
i w! i refuses; the father is notified of the illness of his child, and 
re es ey to repiyt that notice.” 
! the child died in the penitentiary 
In another cell was a girl sixteen years of age, the wife of her ow father 
Her tw hs’ old babe had a divided upper lip and no roof to its mouth; and 
vet polyga is a lostart 





ave taken the testimony of one missionary in Utah who in the year I 
visited in four hundred polygamous families in a town of five thousand inhabi 





Jud C.C. Goodwin, editor of the Salt Lake Tribune, than whom no man has 
more accurate knowledge of existing facts, says in an editorial August 2 
“A Mr. CALNE reports, and this time to the House of Representatives, that 
has bes proven in judicial proceedings that the Mormon church no longer 
| marriages.’ No one knows better than Mr. Cain! 
that nos i thing has been proven. He further knows that plural marria 
are still being regularly celebrated; that the fact is known to hundreds and 
thousands of people, and that from the head of the church, the only power that 
is recognized by the Mormon masses, no sign has been made of any determina- 
tion to relinquish or even tosuspend the operations of that tenet of the Mormon 
faith which the teachers hold to be one of the sacraments ordained of God.’ 
The local column of the Tribune August 26 has the following: 
According to a speech delivered by Delegate CAIng in the United States 
House of Representatives yesterday polygamy is a dead issue in Utah. This is 
rather a bold statement to make in the face of the fact that polygamous mar- 
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ges are constantly tal | all « r the Te tor i settlements that a 
vely Mormon \ n¢ ~ Delewate CAINE kn that within t 
rs past t iyor of one of t il cities in Utah took unto himese 
i il wife 


























low persistent ( ve) sticks to the fraud th t Mormons 
t ts intheir teeth lran away withthe polygamists when they f ied 
ti i A oe iv priests resolving that an article fa wh 
t ha t ibs ito d all believe in is i lem W hithey w 
t Ci rnime Ll buttrust them ti er D> 3 M 
( , ve thatt Arne 1 Conger s m ! idiots? Do he i 
ti one who « ! id a Mormon b c doesn now that ould 
ha ff his righta ib , he ved to that constit on, ex pt i 
i first 1 ved inst ns to do so m his pe nous ch 3 \ 
rvan sdaily lea gthe! ises 1 vhichthey] wen ¢ ploy 
‘ no ng they are going to Le renter vg Ni CA is 
sures a Washington newspaper man t as bet proved here that n 101 
pe ts forsuch marriages a ei giv 
Ltt conference April 10, 1888, R rer ¢ ) supre court n 
tor y) gives emphasis to the dead issue 
it fell to my lot to go to prison in the year I*84, and for three years and o1 
month I was confined within prison walls for daring to believe int truth of 
heaven and having obeyed the principles celestial mar which is fr 
God And during these three years and one month [ saw some three hundred 
of py brethren comein that prison for listening and obeying what they felt 
would give them the highest exaltation. And some two hundred and twent 
served out their terms of imprisonment, wh I was there, and were set at 
liberty in. I feel first rate myself. I feel that the laws which God has given 
us ar I have greater faith in the work of God to-day than I had thre 
years agv, and my faith will increase 


It is marvelous how patiently those men who were imprisoned for c« 


science’ sake stood the imprisonment they did with willingness, rather than r 
nounce the wives and children which God had ble ithem with And though 
by asimple answer to the proposition ‘ to live within the laws’ some could hay 
been released, they feel they would rather remain even unto death The 


would rather die than renounce that which the Lord has giventhem,. One 
brother,especially, received a letter, which, if he should but sign and say he would 
live within the law : was offered his liberty, and though he was sentenced to 
three and one-half years be put the letter in his pocket, and I presume it is there 











yet I feel like honoring the law of God. We will not make promises we can 
not keep 

ihe Mormon report of the conference of October 15, 1887, speaks thus of th 
openiug session: 


There were maany conspicuous vacancies, and the seats once filled by reve 
enced men that were now empty guve rise to many curious thoughts in the 
mindsof tiuose present. President Taylor dead and at rest; Aposties Geo 
Cai mand Joseph F. Smith, who occupied se + beside him, are exiled 
dent Wilford Woodruff also kept away because of cruel and unjust laws; Apos 
tles Erastus Snow, Moses Thatcher, fF. M. Liman, Brigham Young,and George 
Teasdale, for the same reasons could not be present.”’ 
his is surrender of the system, surely. 

In the report of the speech of President Angus Cann« 

Mothers are driven in hiding from the ungodly (marsha's) bearing children 
in the everlasting cove nt, fathers are banished from mes, others are in 
prison, and some pursue a course that makes them tools to the ungodly, cireu 
false reports (serving as witnesses) that drag their fellow brothers and 











occurs the folowing 





















rs into trouble I have often thought what would be the fate of those who 
take part in testifying against the brethren and sisters. Children die whos 
mothers are driven into hiding ; * many of our wives and children can 
not be acknowledged before the law. Jesuskept the station assigned him. He 
made no compromise to give up any inciple which he held. The imprison 
ment and exile of men, because of the hatred and inhumanity of their fellows 





t and death consequent upon this exiling of fathers 


will raise up before the guilty an awful form and convict those who perpetrated 
them of crimes I would not tl my worst enemy should be guilty.” 
With the leaders of the church in voluntary exile, or on the “ uudergr 
with men daily going to the penitentiary, not for violation of law (?) but (to us 
the language of the Mormon press) “for living with their wives,’ ‘‘for comn 
ting adultery with their wives,’ with horsemen stationed at the outposts of the 
settl as I am assured by the marshals, and of which I have been personal 
witness) to fly with the speed of the wind to notify polygamisis of the approach 
of the marshals, that the polygamists may rush to their hiding places. Surely 
the “dry bones’’ of this ‘“‘dead”’ thing of the valley make a good deal of rattling! 
al organ of the Mormon 


and the suffering and wan 
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In reply to No. 2 1 summon the Deseret News, offi 
Church, Ma ), ISS6, as evidence: 

‘Polygamy in the ordinary and Asiatic sense of the term never was and is 
not now a tenet of the Latter-Day Saints. That which Joseph and Hiram Smit 
denounced, and for preaching which without authority, an elder was cut off 
the church in Nauvoo, was altogether different to the order of celestial mar 
riage, including aplurality of wives. Theerrors which those ladies who signed 
the affidavits declared were not known to them as doctrinesof the church, were 
not, are not, and never will be, part of the creed of the Church of Latter-Day 
Saints. (The affidavits alluded to are public denials that polygamy was a do 
trine of the church. Aflidavits signed by women styling themselves ‘married 
feinales,’ the wives of Joseph Smith 

** Joseph and Hiram were consistent in their action against the false doctrine of 
polygamy, advocated by men who did not comprehend the purity of celestia 
marriag It has frequently been asserted by the enemies of the church that 
President John Taylor, when in France, publicly denied that the church en 
tertained the doctrine of plural marriage.”’ (It has been established by unqnes 
tioned authority that at the time of this denial John Taylor was the hushand 
of ten wives.) ‘Directly he denied nothing—indirectly he disputed theassertion 
that polygamy was a part of the creed of the church. The doctrine of celestial 
marriage. including the plurality of wives, was revealed to Joseph Smith, the 
prophet, from the same source as the other revelations, and they stand or fall 
together, That Joseph practiced what he taught,and was himself the husband 
of several wives in the holy order of celestial marriage bas been thorough|!y 
authenticated, The world may not receive the glorious doctrine of eternal 
matrimony by which husbands and wives are made one and forever, nor the 
principle of plural marriage, which is an essential part of that doctrine, bi 
those who have come out of the darkness into the light will see the beauty and 
divinity of that comprehensive relation.” 

No, 3, “‘almshouses:”’ I have personally visited the large and well-appointed 
»oor-house of Salt Lake County, filled with Mormon inmates and officials. Fo 
he past twelve years I have annually passed weeks or months in the Territory 
know. not what may be the Mormon standard of “ necessity.’””’ Measured by 
any known American standard the average house in the settlements is an alms- 
house per se. Polygamous families live largely in houses of one or at best two 
rooms, under conditions at which thought revolts. 

Many applicants at the home established by Congressional appropriation rep- 
resent a poverty without parallel, There are comfortable, even luxurious,homes 
among the Mormon people. Thereis corporate enterprise and individual wealth; 
but it is ia priesthood circles, is based on church income and salaries, and is 
maintained at the expense of the rank and file. The tithing fund, the temple 
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more than twenty years Utah, althougha Territory of the United St t 
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following reference to the death of Senator Logan: 


Logan was here with the Grand Army of the Republic he 
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e} stly edicts and the law of lust dominat 
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ANGIE | EWMAN 
D BUN I 
A TRUE WOMAN'S PROTEST 
Daily Tribune editorial, uke irch 10.] 
was a stinging card from Mrs. Angie F. Newman published in yest 
s Tribun It ought to be printed side by side with the proceedings i 
theat Saturday,and Mormon women ought to read both just tosee how 





they stand in the estimation of 





civilization. 


Mormon men and women should 


read the terse closing sentence of her communication, try to grasp its meaning, 
and then, if possible, to estimate how far out upon the sea of uncertainty they 


have already drifted. 


“Liberty protected by law is the only liberty under the 
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‘Those wh« e not of us are becoming numerous and wealthy in our midst 
and they ¢ tair trol of our schools If we remain passive and allow | 
those ¥ e not of us sin i | of the education of our youth we shall | 
hu sion ton n Eider ¢ Wilcox | 

Among re ists in the Kast a unanimous opinion exists to the effe j 

t the ‘ f wching the Mormons isthrough their children, This is | 
no 8 et rhes re to entr r children We must therefore establish | 

i . ‘ taught by and made Latter-Day Saint (Elder 
Palma | 

Our acaden be open Monday next. Thisisachurch school. If we | 
have any regard for our children, we should see that they be educated in the | 

orious principies of the Gospel. We know how we are surrounded,and that | 
t enemy usesevery 1er toc our work and draw away ourchildren.”’ | 
(Elder Watson 

I hope to see the day when adequate facilities of this nature will be within 
the reach of the } and when the children of the people of God will not only 
be able to graduate as ripe scholars, but also as full-grown Latter-Day Saints. | 
Phere is anim) Live Diigation upon us as a Community to see tha f er- 
ation of Saints a re ! unto the Lord, but we can take care of the 
(Nicholson—News [dito | 

Phe authorities of t chureh have taken steps to have institutions of learn- 
ing established throughout Zion. Thisis avery important work.” (F.T. Rich 
ards 

At this conference we have voted in favor of establishing educational insti 
tutions of a character adapted to the proper training of the children of the Lat 
ter-Day Saints, and it is douvtiess a good thing that we have been placed in a 
position that has made this course necessary.”’ (W. T. Richards 

The * opening of the mines,’’ which Mr. CAINE imputes to the Mormon peo 
ple, was a Gentile enterprise attended with Mormon legislative restriction, of- | 
ficial proscription, and anathema, even to the extent of excommunication fror j 
the church of men who had the audacity to advocate mining interests in cur- | 
rent literature | 

Mr. CAINE says further, ‘* No amnesty has been granted to classes.”’ ‘‘ Classes”’ 
is the saving clause in that declaration. There is but one class subject to par 
don, namely, the guilty. 

It isa matter of public record that one of the first official acts of Governor 


} 
West was—in conjunction with the Federal oflicers—to a make a proposition to 
all the polygamists in the penitentiary to unite ina petition to the President for | 
general amnesty for the whole body of offenders, on condition of agreement to | 
obey the law in the future very man of them, including the great apostle | 
Every man convicted under the | 


Lorenzo Snow, refused release on such terms 

idmunds law has offered him, before sentence is pronounced, the alternativ« 
of a pledge to obey the laws in the future or be sent to the penitentiary. Thx 
penitentiary is the almost universal choice, 


Bishop Sharp, one of the most able men in the church, had the honor to pledg¢ 
fealty to the Government, In consequence he was set at liberty by the courts, 
but deposed from his bishoprie by the church. Thus, loyalty to national law 
alty tothe church, and cost the official head of a distinguished 
leader inthe church, Mr. Carne does not “ consider it necessary to the safety 
of the nation and the perpetuity of American institutions that men over seventy 
vears of age should be imprisoned for unlawful cohabitation.’’ The safety of 
the nation is the standard of the American home. It is the home that law en- 
virons, notthe betrayer. Ageis nodefense. Whatofthe “safety ’’ of the young 
giri, the usual victim of the seventies? 

The ** morality’ and ‘sobriety ” (?) of the Mormon people areamply attested | 
» by their own leaders, Brigham Young, in 1856, said in a Tabernacle sermon 
“| have many atime in this stand dared the worldto produce as mean devils | 
we can beat them at anything. We have the greatest and smooth 
est liars in the world, the cunningest and most adroit thieves, and any other 
shade of character you can mention. We can pick out elders in Israel right 

here who can beat the world at gambling, who can handle the cards, cut and 

shuffle them with the smoothest rogue on the face of God’s foot-stool. I can 

produce elders here who can shave their smartest shaversand take their money 

from them. We can beat the world at any game.”’ 

Hiow much this standard has been elevated in the interim of years may be 
seen in the following quotations from the speech of Angus Cannon, brother of 
George Q., at the conference, Salt Lake City, October 13, 1887, reported in Mor- 
mon papers: 

* You will find seventies, you will find high priests and elders erecting bouses, 
renting them to men bartering away fire water, that inflames men’s blood, 
corrupts their minds, degrades their beings and makes them slaves, and other 
sins and a snare to other virtues. Not only do they rent houses for such pur 
poses, but they build houses and rent them for the most infamous uses, They 
take the revenue coming from such a source and then pay tithes fromit. When 
the records are exhibited revealing the degradations to which they consented 
to foree God's daughters and the evils that strewed the paths they trod, how 
they can stand before that God. Not only this, but you will find men clothed 
upon with the priesthood disposing of these very intoxicants; and if you ask 
them why they follow such pursuits, they will answer: * Because we must have 
bread.’ Brethren holding the priesthood have deserted principle, brought 
trouble and affliction upon their fellow-men by vacating the lands they pos- 
sessed, and letting them go into the handsof theirenemies. Misery and suffer- 
ing have resulted, blood been shed, and men made cripples through neglect to 
observe the principles of equity and justice. The saints were the sons and 
daughters of God.”’ 

It is in no wise a pleasant duty to have given even these glimpses of Mormon 
fealty. The Mormon Church has furnished brave men and heroic women— 
men and women of high character and high endeavor. Only such have been 
able to resist the gravitation abyssward, which is the law of the system. But 
the leaders who have gone chasmward unfortunately have their hands upon the 
lower end of the incline down which the masses are moving. Nor do they 
Jessen the angle of descent. Therefore, in behalf of the loyal people of Utah 
who were not represented in the constitutional convention and who ‘seek pro- 
tection’’ from the Federal Government, we ask, gentlemen, your careful con- 
sideration : 

First. Of this official record of a people who, under the guise of love for the 
American flag, are seeking a statehood at your hands. 

We ask, second, that on that emblem whose crimson bars have been made 
indelible only by the blood of heroes you will see that to its field of blue nostar 
of dishonor is set. 

Respectfully submitted, 


is held as disloy 


is we can; 





MRS. ANGIE F. NEWMAN, 
In behalf of the Loyalists of Utah Territory. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 9268) to punish dealers 
and pretended dealers in counterfeit money and other fraudulent de- 
vices for using the United States mails, to report the same back, to- 
gether with sundry papers and correspondence that have been sent to 
the committee by the Postmaster-General, with the request that the 
committee be discharged, and that the bill, with the accompanying 
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to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
| none, and it is so ordered. 


| read: 
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papers, be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
Although this is a crimes bill, and would properly, if it were entire] 


| by itself, go to the Committee on the Judiciary, we thought, inasmuc] 
| as the Post-Office Committee have usually taken charge of the post 


1 


office criminal legislation, it would be better for them to have it tha: 


| for us to endeavor on one single bill to go into this branch of t1 


matter, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. lf there be no objection, the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary will be discharged from the further consid 
tion of the bil), and it will be referred, with the accompanying paper 
The Chair heat 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9371) granting a pension to Betsey Williams, widow ot 
William R. Williams, private Company C, Eighth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 5740) granting a pension to Anson Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 10274) granting a pension to Joseph W. Filler; and 

A bill (H. R. 11332) granting a pension to Eliza 8. Glass. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 

ferred the bill (H. R. 10881) granting a pension to Nancy J. Cotne 

reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
WILLIAM R. DEAN. 

Mr. DAVIS. I desire to call up the bill (S. 2862) for the relief of 
William M. Dean for action on the amendments of the House of Rep 


| resentatives. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill referred to by 
the Senator from Minnesota, which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 3, strike out ‘‘ William M. Dean” and 
insert ‘* William R. Dean;’’ in line 5, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ strike 
out ‘* seventy-two’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’? and amend the title so as to 
‘‘An act granting a pension to William R. Dean;’’ so as to mak 
the bill read: 

An act granting a pension to William R. Dean. 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subjectto the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Kk. Dean, late a member of 
Company G, Fifteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, and pay him a pen- 
sion of $0 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments of 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3576) regulating the presenta- 
tion of bills and resolutions to the President; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. STEWART. I think the bill should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It should go to the Committee on Rules, properly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the proper reference 
would be to the Committee on Rules, 

Mr. STEWART. I have no objection, though I think, as it relates 
to the privileges of the two bodies, it should be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the title be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, efe., That whenever a bill or resolution requiring the signature 
of the President shall have passed both Houses of Congress and been enrolled 
and signed by the Speaker of the House of Representatives and the President 
of the Senate, it shall be the duty of the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives, when the bill or resolution originated in that body, and of the President of 
the Senate, when the bill or resolution originated in the Senate, to cause such 
bill or resolution to be forthwith presented to the President of the United States 
in person, and a report of the fact to be made to the House in which the bill ox 
resolution originated, and the date of such presentation. 


Mr. SHERMAN. * The Constitution provides that each House shall 
govern its own proceedings, and as a matter of course we can not inter- 
fere with the enrollment of bills in the other House and their presenta 
tion to the President. Itis only within the power of the Senate so 
far as Senate bills are concerned. So far as House bills are concerned, 
we have no power by law to regulate their mode of managing and d¢ 
livering their bills. Therefore this is a matter proper for the Commit- 
tee on Rules, and no doubt they will provide, if there is any necessity 
for it, for the prompt sending of bills backward and forward between 
the two Houses or to the President of the United States. Each body 
must regulate that matter for itself. 

Mr. STEWART. I differ with the Senator on that point. I think 
that Congress, after a bill has passed, has the right to have it presented 
to the President, and it is for the two Houses tosce that the bill is pre- 
sented. The Constitution provides that a bill shall be presented be- 
fore it becomes a law, and it may be necessary to havea law passed for 
the purpose of securing such a presentation. The Senate rule provides 
that a bill shall be presented forthwith to the President. I shall offer 
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bill, I will « it be in orde to oller a ibstitute for the pend 
bill, and I will state to the Senate that it is the samesubstitute whi 
I offered for the | | creatin i de] rt ent of labor. and I would li 
to have the amendment 1 I 

The PRESIDENT pro tem; It will be in order to have the amend 
ment read for information, but the Chair inn gy he t 
to oller it pow under the avre¢ ent of the ‘ { 


Mr. REAGA? I am not apprised what the reement of the Sen 
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The PRI I yp Lhe it of the el is 
that the vote should be t 1 on the pend amendment, w 
that offered by t umittee to strike « tion 5 t3 o’clo 
earlier, if unanimous consent could be obtained, and the debate wa 
concluded, and that dments submitted after that tims ould be 
considered under Rule VIII. 

Mr. REAGAN I have no disposition to interfere with any arrang 
ment adopted by the Senate. I desired to lit my amendment 
now, in order that Senators may be considering it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore rhe Chair supposes that the oO 
posed amendment 1 ve read for information by unanimous ¢ t 
I 

Mr. REAGAN [ then ask unanimous consent that the amend nt 
may e read, 

he PRESIDEN rt Is there objection? 

Mr. PLUME I shall object to any amendment being offered now 
until n < pose of t} ry ling question 

The PRESIDENT pro temp It is merely to be read for informa 
tion. 

Mr. PLUMB I will state to the Senator that if he desires to ad 
dress the Senate it is in order for him to do so now, and there will be 
plenty of tir between now and the hour fixed for the execution of 
the order f tl enate when the vote to be taken. 

The PRESIDEN yf j The Chair stated that the propos a 

ndmen uld be read for information, if the Senator from Kansas 
had no object } 

Ir. PLUMB [ have no objection 
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SI Phatthere shall be in the department of industries a division of com 
merece, and to superintend said division acommissioner of commerce, who shali 
be appointed by President, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate, and shall receive a salary of £5,000 per annum. 
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which shall hereafter be known as the Bureau of | rnal Commers I ° 
XLVIU relating tocommerce and 1 AN at l e XLIX, re < e re 
ition of vessels in foreign commer I e | y t , 
sels in domestic commerce; Title LIT, re tir to the reg te 
\ els: Title LVI, relating to the Coast Su rit V. relating tolights ar 
loys; sections 4801, 4802, 4 tot i4 of « t 1, Tithe LIX, rela 
r to hospital relief for seame apt > ts of the Forty 
Congress, second sess 1,1 ting t - ec, or by virtue of a 
imendatory of said seve I siol 1 i the 
from and after the pa e of thisa liv ya e! 
department of industries th s slg lis 
« 1 division of commer f ‘ ce.to b aniz 
ig a ‘woh mary Ireaus in § ; + 
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Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President 
Mr. HALE. My attention was « ted from t reading of t 
amendment of the Senator from T¢ Does it i ide the Geolog 
Survey? 
Mr. REAGAN. I believe it does. 
Mr. HALE. I think it should be included 
Mr. REAGAN. Iam not sure as to that, but I believe it ¢ 
Mr. President, I do not feel strong enough to discuss this subject to any 
extent, but I will submita few remarks for the purpose of calling the at 
tention of Senators to it. I believe that an additional executive depa 
mentis properand necessary. Instead of making that department a de- 
partment of agriculture alone, I think the best interests of the country 1 
quire that the new department should embrace commerce as well ; 
agriculture, both internal and foreign commerce; and as it should b 
made to cover that subject, it was deemed advisable in the amendment 
to suggest that it be styled a department of industries. 
The agricultural and commercial interests of the country’are its two 
great interests. Other governments have seen proper to establish d: 
partments embracing one or both of these great interests. It seems to 
me that they are so paramount that they ought to have the supervision 
and direction of a first-class man, as much so as any of the other d 
partments of the Government. 
rhe duties of the Secretary of the Treasury are very onerous, as all 
persons familiar with the operations of the Government understand 
Chey are made so, not only by the duties that legitimately devolve on 
the Secretary of the Treasury, but by the fact that a number of bu 
reaus have been added to the Treasury Department, seemingly becaus 
it was not known where else toputthem. I need not enumerate then 
They are specified in the amendment which I have offered. The du ) 
ties of the Secretary of the Treasury with reference to the financial in- 
terests of the country alone are suflicient to occupy the full time of the 
best of intellects 
Che preparation of this amendment is the work of a year or two 0 
casionally, after conference with the various Departments whose juris- 
diction is to be affected by the measure if it becomesa law. This work 
was mainly done by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA ] 
some years ago in the House of Representative He and mysel 
worked together with a view to try to secure the establishment of 
department of industry, embracing agriculture and commerce, as pré 
vided for in this amendment. 
It will be seen that the amendment specifies the various bureaus in 
the Treasury Department and in the Interior Department which are to 
be transferred to this new department. It specities some new bureaus 
and defines the duties which are to be devolved on them, and enlarges 
the duties of some of the additional bureaus, so as to cover as com- 
pletely as it was thought we could do the necessities of the country . 
with respect to these two great interests. 
All I desire to do now is to invoke the attention of Senators to the 
amendment, so that, if they feel disposed to do so—it will appear in 
the RecorD in the morning, having been read at the desk—they can 
see the amendment and see what it means, and verify, if they desire to 
do so, the provisions of it by reference to the statutes and by reference 
to the various departments affected. 
The interests of agriculture and of commerce are inseparable; they 
are equally important to each other and to the country. Neither } 
them can be neglected without injury to the best interests of the coun- ; 
try, and the promotion of the welfare of either is the promotion of th 
welfare of the other. Successful agriculture gives us larger exports 
more active business, and more extended commerce. Successful com- 
merce rewards agricultural labor by furnishing markets and trans- 
| portation for the articles created by agriculture. 
It seems to me that it will be a mistake to pass a bill on this subject 
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‘ . t I . ~ Service be not transferred from the W 
> 
WILLIAIM M. PAYNI 
do not wish to make any remarks, but I wish the Chair would state 
‘ the status of the bill is and what the effect of the vote will be, so 
that Senators m ote intelligently upon the subject. 
ihe Pitl [)] IFRICER Phe bill i a Hfouse bill The { ti 
ection of the bill, asthe Chair understands, transfers the weather bran: 
l f | eau to the pr yosed new d partme tota 
‘ Phe enate Committee on Ag ture and Fo try recom 
} { that th tion ng the transi e stricken out. ‘The effect 
at i ime Im { ; ! ' to { tI _ {ry | Ser \ { t 
it now 3 enat nm the rm \ wi iva - 
Ir. PALME! lL beg parade 
Phe PRESIDING OFFICE! The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment proposed by the Committee on Agriculture and Fores- 
try to strike out the fifth section of the bill If the amendment is 
ulopted, it will lea the Signal Service where it now is. 
Mr. HALI Let me see if I understand this. The fifth section 
ransfers the weather branch of the Signal Service to the Agricultura] 
Department. The amendment of the committee is to strike out that 


fection. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The amendment propo 
mittee is to strike out section 5. If the fifth section remains, the 
transfer is made; if stricken out, it is not, 

Mr. PALMER. A vote in the affirmative: 
to strike out the fifth section and leave the 
the War Departm« nt. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Ihe yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SABIN, 
explanation of the vote I shall give, I desire to say a single word. 

My sympathies are entirely with the bill as it is, but there seems to 
have arisen doubt in the minds of Senators who have paid much atten- 
tion to this question as to the advisability of making the transferat this 
time, and it is believed by many that the fifth section of the bill is 
crude and that the Weather Bureau will be injured by an immediate 
transfer. I hope at an early day that a bill will be perfected which 
will look to the transfer of the Signal Service Bureau to the Agricult- 
ural Department, which, I think, will be of great benefit and add dig- 
nity to that Department, and I hope such a bill will receive the care- 
full attention of the proper committee. 

‘The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when Mr. ALDRICH’S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
{Mr. McPHERSON]. If present, my colleague I presume would vote 

yea, 
Mr. DAWES (when Mr. HoAR’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. HoAR] is paired with the Senator from Arkansas now occupy- 
ing the chair [Mr. Berry]. If my colleague were here he would vote 
‘*yea,’’ and the Senator from Arkansas would vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA ]. 
tion I feel at liberty to vote, and I vote ** yea.’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called I have a gen 
eral pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILsoNn], who is now 
absent, but before he left the Chamber he informed me that I might 
vote as I pleased on this amendment. I therefore vote ‘* yea.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have a standing pair with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MorriLt]. I transfer the pair to the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. VoorHEES], who is absent, and record my vote ‘‘nay.’’ 1 
announce, however, while on the floor, that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Beck] is paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Har}. 


ed by the com- 


yn this amendment means 
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Mr. SPOONER. Iam paired generally with the Senator from M 
ppi [Mr. WALTHALL], but consider mysel! liberty to vot 
this question. I[ vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DOLPH. rhe junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Papp 

essarily detained from the Senate, and before | ing he requested 
me to aunounce that he is paired with the jun Senator from Louis 
{Mr. Eustis I should say that I neg l toy that 
ment when the roll was called on the Chi b 

ir. MANDERSON. I made the statement at that ti 

Mr. EVARTS. I am paired with the Senator from Alabam Mr 
MoraGa) I do not perceive him now in his seat d I suppose | 

not voted: but, as I do not regard the ] tion as precluding m 
voting, I will vote ** yea. 

Mr. PASCO. I am requested to give notice that the Senator fr i 
New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] is paired with the tor from Rh 
Island[{Mr. ALpricu]. The Senatorfrom W Virginia [Mr. FAULK 
NER] is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY | 

he result was announced—veas 33, nays 9; as follows 

YEAS 
boul Dav mi ry 
Blair Dawes, 4 : Sherman, 
Lbowe! Dolph, Stewart 
Came ) Edmunds, Pal a Stockbridg 
Chace K-varts Pasco, I< P, 
Chandler, Farwell, Pavne, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cockrell, George, Platt, 
Colquitt, Ciray Pugh, 
Daniel Hampton, Sabin 
NAYS—9 
Brown, Coke, Plumb, Turpie, 
i Butler, Hiarris, Spooner, Vance 
Ca 
BSENT—34. 
Aldrich, rye, Kenna, Riddleber 


Allison, Gibson, McPherson, Sawyer 


Beck Gorman, Manderson, Stanford, 
Berry, Hale, Morgan, Vest, 
Blackburn, Hearst, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Blodgett, Hiscock, Paddock, Walthall, 
Cullom, Hoar, Quay, Wilson of Md, 
Eustis, Ingalls, Ransom, 


Faulkner, Jones of Nevada, Reagan, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CALL. Before the vote is taken upon the bill, I desire to put 


in the RECORD an extract from the report of the Secretary of War for 


1887. On page 33 the Secretary of War says in regard to.the Signal 
Service Bureau: 

Both the tendency of legislation and the demands ot the Weather Bureau 
have Jed the Signal Service further and further away from military duties to 
scientific and meteorological observations and labors, which grow and extend 
with each vear. 
obvious that it must be devoted eventually to meteorological and kindred scien 
tific studiesalone. In view ofthis prospect, the Army has ceased to place reliance 





| onthe Signal Corps, but provides for its own instruction in military signaling. It 


is taught at West Point, at the schools of instruction, and at all Army posts. In 
1885 General Hazen recommended a more military organization of his bureau 
by adding a colonel and lieutenant-colonel, a major, and eight captains, and i 
the report of that year the recommendation was disapproved by the Secretary 
of War, as follows 





‘The duties in which the corps is now engaged are civil and not military It 
| performs no military service; its only exerci that is military in its characte: 
is the art of military signaling, which, owing to the pressure of meteorological 


| do not know how the gentleman from Kentucky would vote on this 


} 
i 


He is detained from the Senate Chamber by il 


question if present. l- 
Hess. 

Mr. ITALE (after having voted in the aflirmative). 
pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. I was proposing 
to transfer that to my colleague [Mr. F' RYE], who is absent. I have 
voted, but I learn from the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] that 
my colleague is paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
MAN]. If that is so, I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine withdraws 
his vote, 

Mr. TELLER. I have a pair with the Senator from Louisiana | Mr. 
GIBSON |, who is kept away from the Senate by illness. I am informed 
that he would ‘*yea,’’ if present. Therefore I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to say that the Senator from Maine [ Mr. 
FryrE], being compelled to goaway from the Senate, wished me to state 
that he was paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN], 
and that if present he would vote for the amendment, but he did not 
know bow the Senator from Maryland would vote. 


I have a general 


duties, has been neglected in the past, though it is proposed to press the study 
more vigorously in the future. Nor is this study as pursued in the corps im- 
portant to the Army, which receives, through its own officers, all the necessary) 
instruction. It isevident that the studies and laborsof the Signal Service tn th« 
scientific field upon which it has entered will more and more absorband engr« 
its energies, and it must ultimately become a purely civil organization 
would therefore be unwise, with this prospect before us, to provide for its } 
manent attachment to the Army, and to give to it the unbending organization 
and discipline of a military body. It must depend upon the efforts of men w! 
ire engaged in technical study, and anv officer who takes part in its work n 

be valuable for his studious and scientific labor, rather than for his n 
ability and his soldierly qualities.” 

I only desired to have it go upon the record that this bureau is re- 
tained in the Army against the recommendation and the opinion « 
those in control of military affairs. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iwas not present when the vote was taken u 
the amendment. Iam paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [ 
SAWYER], and could not have voted. If I had been present I should 
have stated, as I state now, that I should vote against the amendmen 
and in favor of the transfer of this bureau. 

Mr. GEORGE. In order to correct the phraseology of the bill, 
move, in section 1, line 3, after the word ‘‘agriculture,’’ to strike « 
the words ‘‘established at the seat of Government of the United 





po 
Mr 


States;’’ and in line 5, after the word ‘‘ department,”’ to strike out ‘* to 


be known as the Department of Agriculture;’’ so as to read: 


That the Department of Agriculture shall be an Executive Department, und 
the supervision and control of a Secretary of Agriculture, who shal! be ap- 


| pointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 


Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN, 
the bill. Is it now in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Amendments are in order. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will offer, then, the substitute which I had read 
this morning, 


liven if this semi-military organization should continue, it is 


At the proper time I desire to offer a substitute for 
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' ; } “ . : '. : a ‘ } 3 ‘ral lands, as foliows: 
jurpos Under the letter of the statute it was a trespass either to | lla . as lion 


mine ort it timer 1 





: that purpose, but the Supreme Court of the 
United St declared that it would recognize the fact that the people 


of the mining regions had possessory rights which the law would pro- 
tect, the statutes to the contrary notwithstanding; that eighteen vears 


yvernment, during which time a great commu- 








I < ing « 1,000,000 people, had been allowed to occupy 
the pr ug purposes, had conferred upon them so1 
thing n t ‘ acter of trespassers; that they were settlers 
ip lf rights would be protected. 

In March, 18 the United States district attorney for Nevada and 
the receiver of the land office commenced to investigate and prosecute 

iiners for cutting timber for use of the mines on the Comstock. 

There was then no law under which timber land could be purchased. 


The State had just been admitted into the Union, but there was no 
legis] s authorizing either mining or cutting timber for 


mining purpose In the technical sense of the term nearly every in- 
habitant the State was a trespasser. I called on the Commissioner 
of the G: | Land Office and explained to him the situation. He 
said nor t tructions had been given and that he had no authority 


to revoke the ¢ ‘ instructions or to change the law, and that the 
district att il local land officer had authority to institute the 
prosecuti and that he had no power to prevent them from doing 
so, although he regarded it as a great hardship on the people of Ne- 


eee 


it enacled, tthe mineral la 

i unsurveyed, are reby declared to bef 
occupation by all citizens of the United Stat 
their intention to become citizens, subject t« 
scribed by law, and subject also to the local cus 
several mining districts, so far asthe same ma 
the United States.’ 

This is an express grant by the Government to the people who occupy this 
portion of the public domain. There was no law by which settlers could pur- 
chase either the timber necessary for such occupation or the land upon which 
that timber is found. Itis a well-settled principle applied to grants that the 

int carries with it all the incidents necessary to enable the grantee to make 
ant available. It is absolutely necessary for settlers to have timber for 
stic use in order to enable them to occupy these mineral lands. It would 
been a mockery to make this grant without including such use of timber. 
It can not be said that it was ever intended the occupants should pay for this 
timber, since no provision has ever been made for its sale or purchase. The 
Government is more than paid for its value by the increased wealth added by 
mining operations to the grand total of taxable property. 


This law made it lawful to cut timber for mining and domestic pur- 
poses in every part of the State of Nevada, the whole State being in 
the mining region. The timber in Nevada east of the Sierra Nevada 
Mountains consists of a scrubby growth of nut pine, juniper, and mount- 
ain mahogany. ‘This timber—if such a scrubby growth, which is only 
fit for fire-wood, can be called timber—is found at an elevation above 
5,000 feet and generally in the rough and often almost inaccessible 
mountains. Itis scattered, very difficult to get, and exceedingly ex- 





lomain, both surveyed 
open to exploration and 
> who have declared 
ions as may be pre- 
ners in the 
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ynot conflict with the laws of 
















yms and rules of m 
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pensive, wood in the mining camps ranging from $8 to $24 a cord and 
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the 
very 
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thes ' } t » settle for, as the wood was not exported from th 
State, | was used for mit and other domestic purposes, and holds tlt 
every purpose t ‘tat 4a domestic purpose « ept selling wood to the 
road, % é tl i é 
i“ r ila s I refer to are those signed by Commissioner & 
a ip} at me ort Interior Lamar, and are pub hed in de 
of ihe etary of tl ] r for 1886 (page 659 I think, or as I re en I 
sow, I llikey eon this subject—whether if pe nscut not 
t i ai it burn the brush « dispose of it so to pre 
the sy ! forest f < ey strip the pt ec land, il and ne 
r r t eri i i« rSinct pur tor sale and commie 
a ot exp tthe v r ana iber fro the Stat i io teellittor 
compa ¢or owners rl st l eque f Jud a ru 
{[ put this « toh A man 1 d \ isi¢ ! en ort nty Ch 
men hired to cut wood for him at is called Nut ie, & itis: 4 8K 
westerly from Carson ¢ hich h ntends to float down Carson Riverto Da 
ton, there to | lhed led i cu » trees under 8 inches diamet« 
and t k care of the I revent the spread of forest fires, the 
was not liable to y penalty unless he sells it to a railroad company 
I do not think tha but that in this State a miner, farmer, bu 
and citizen of the Uni or sa fide resident of this State, for his o1 
domestic purposes can tak ti ber ortrees over 8 inches in diameter, tal 
care of the brush by his ow tor that of his personal nt, for the uses of the 
above classes of business persons and not otherwise; and I want to put the 
‘Treasury on n e that G. W. Baker's mission is to settle f millions by 
pay ifanything ls on the dollars of which the Government is defrauded 
Very respect 
PHOS. E. HAYDON 
Att / i} { i s Ve 
SOLICITOR OF THE TREASURY OF THE I rED > rEs 


} 1 


It will be observed that the Department was informed by thi 
that the district court of Nevada had decided that cutting timber for 
purposes and for sale to mining companies wa 
call particular attention to the fol- 
the letter above quoted: 


mining and domestic 
authorized by the 
lowing portion o 


f 1s7R. | 





Atthe time of trial I proved th itting and selling, without previous contract 
or agency, to the Pittsburgh Mining Company, proved generally such cutting 
under Sinches in diameter and leaving all the brush tospread forest fires—first 
as to Refino Mamf sex d, more detinitely as to Serafino Crimnia; and to my 
astonishment and complet mplusage the district judge directed the jury to 
acquit, holding that as long as the wood and timber was not exported out 
of the State or sold therein to railroad companies, all other cutting and sale 


was warranted by chapter 


the provisions of the rules 
in the spring of 1886, which 


that 
Interior mad 
v forbid othe 


20 Statutes at Large, pages 88, 89-01; 
cretary oft 
far 


nso tt 


50 and 15! 
ind regulations of the Se 
took effect June 1, 18S 





a8 t 








than the felling or removing of such timber in Nevada except for building, 
agricultural, mining, or other domestic purposes by such classes of persons an 





restrictic by the Secretary of the Interior that 
ty to make, granted to him by section | of chapter 150 
ruling I discontinued the other four cases 


ns 


their agents, were « 
had no power or authori 
above cited Under such 
A decision of this character would have ordinarily caused an execu- 
tive officer to stop and inquire before he inaugurated a general system 
of litigation very expensive to the United States and vexatious and 
ruinous to the miners; but, strange to say, it upon the 
Commissioner was to order more prosecutions and spend more of Gov 
y to law, and not only that, but to rush into 
buse a Senator for offering an amendment to say 
money and protect his constituents from 


ié 


S only etiect 





ernment money ¢ 
the public prints toa 
needless waste of the public 
vexatious prosecutions. 

Phe suits instituted by Mr. Haydon caused some anxiety, and th 


attorney for the defendants in these cases, Mr. MacMillan, wrote me 
for the instructions of the Department with regard to the cutting of 
timber and the rulings under the act of 1878. I addressed a com- 


munication to t 


him tof 


he Commissioner of the General Land Office requesting 
pies of these papers to Mr. MacMillan, if he had them, 
ed I had a right to do this eithe1 


rward 


I as Senator 








for tribution [ suppo 
or citizen, but it seems not; on the contrary, the Commissioner has 
transmitted my request to the Senate in answer to its resolution of in 
is one of his reasons for instituting these prosecutions, My let- 
mas it ow 
Exminir ¢ 
t mY 5 ES SI HW hing dD. ¢ ipril 3,1 
Sin: If you ha opies of all decis instructions, and regulations of y« 
offi for dist ution relating to the act of Jun , I878, in reward to tim 
cutting on the pu domain for mining and domestic purposes, I would be 
much i lity s¢ ‘ to Hon. J. H. MacMillan, attorney-at-law, Win 
nemu ey 
Yours, re fully 
WM. M. STEWART. 
Ho \i I AGEL 
( . er of the G a! Land Office. 
The foregoing document, which is marked ‘‘ Exhibit G,’’ appears to 


have been regarded by the Commissioner as an intrusion upon his royal 


prerogatives, 
ut i, 


meat doth this our Cwsar fee 


rown so great? 


Upon whi 

Phat he 
But the fairness, decency, and judicial impartiality of this great man 
is more forcibly illustrated in what follows than in what has preceded. 
The prosecutions of the Italians, to which I have already alluded, 
called attention to the possibility of suits against all persons who had 
cut fire-wood in Nevada, and created considerable anxiety in my State, 
and was the occasion of the call of Mr. MacMillan and others for the 
laws and rulings of the Department, etc. Amohg others who had 
bought timber to be used in the mines were W. C. Price and G. W. 
Peltier, who conducted several mining companies at Tuscarora, Nev., 
& mining camp about 50 miles north of the town of Elko, on the Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad. These gentlemen, having been the responsible 
agents of several mining corporations, were anxious to have the busi- 
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} of 


| at the mills of the Navajo and Grand Prize mines. 





SEPTEMBER 21, 





ness of those corporations settled before the mines were exhausted, and 
preferred to pay for what wood they d purchased rather than be an 


noyed by lawsuits after the mining companies had gone out of exist- 









ence hey made a statement from their books as to the amount of 
wood 1 | by the several mining compani under their charge, and 
ered to pay 50 cents a cord for it to the Government 
Mr. G. W. Baker and Mr. J. W. Dorsey came to Washington as the 
nts of Messrs. Price and P They showed me their stat 
ment and told me the object of their visit I told them that the la 
authorized the cutting of this timber to be used for mining and do 
purposes, and that they did not owe the Government a cent 
hey said that they were pertectly aware of th but that they had 
rather pay 50 cents a cord for the wood, which was the highest pric 
paid for stumpage on private land in the State, than to be sued. I in- 
dorsed their application and my indorsement is transmitted to the Seu- 


of showing that the 








ate in answer to its resolution and for the pury I 
amendment which I offered ought not to beadopted. My indorsement 
is as follows: 
WASHING ) D. C., April 27, 1888, 

I, WititAm M. Stewart, Senator of the United States from the State of Ne 
vada, do hereby certify that Lam pe ly acquainted with G. W. Bakera 
J. W. Dors the attorneys representing the parties herein named, and also 
vith Ge W. Peltier and W. ¢ the firm of G, W. Peltie: 
& Co,, and also with the mining ec ed in this proposition « 





claims and mi 


mining district, cor 


rriec 


y of 


settiem« y operati ‘ lon by each 


riko and State 


mining 


in the 


nd the 


them respectively 








luscarora 





of Nevada, 

Chat I have visited Tuscarora and am familiar with the character of the wood 
nnd fuel cons ed by said mining companies, and am satisfied that the repre 
sentations herein contained are candid and truthful and fully and fairly present 
the volume and value of the wood and timber consumed by each of said c« 








uttered and 





ubby pineand ce 





pa respectively; and further, that the s r 
which is gathered in the region within a radius of more than 40 miles about 
lusearora never has been regarded as timber within the prohibition of th 
statutes. These scattered and scrubby bushes would never be used for any pur- 
pose if any other timber existed in that region, and besides there would be no 
necessity for using it if mines had not been discovered. 

Phere would be very littl - of this scrubby stuff gathered from the crags of the 
mountains, where it grows, if only ordinary firewood was required; but iti 


necessary to have some hard wood to roast ores. The principal fuel, however 
at Tuscarora, and which is consumed by the mining companies in carrying 
forward theic operations, is sage-brush, which is gathered from the surround- 
ing country. Under these circumstances I think that the offer of acompromise 
made is extremely liberal and should be accepted by the Government without 
hesitation, particularly in this case, where it would be extremely doubtful 
whether the Government would be able to make proof the cutting of tny wood 
because it is a misnomer to call this scrubby stuff timber) or to estabiish any 
violation of the timber laws upon the part of any of the parties to this offer if 
they had put themselves upon the defensive and denied the commission of such 
trespass. Their frank admission and offer of settlement should insure for them 
fair treatment and prompt response on the part of the United States, 

WM. M. STEWART. 








The foregoing indorsement was read in the House and prefaced b: 
the following statement: 

One of the pending prosecutions is for the recovery of $126,880.94. The de- 
fendants made overtures for a compromise, and finally submitted an offer to 
pay and acquittance. Three thousand dollars for $126,850.91 
overnment property! The offer was of course rejected by the faithful rey 
t » of our Government, but not until such offer had received the fol- 
which I send to the desk to be raad. 





$3,000 fora release 


resents 
lowl 


ive 





x eminent indorsement 
I Commissioner of the General Land Office states in his reply to 
the Senate resolution that— 


s office has recommended no suits in Nevada exc 
land wealthy corporations (meaning the Eureka and 
referred to in my letter to Mr. BuRNES, 





pt against the two pow- 
Richmond Mii 





Companies 
The Commissioner has also given us the information which he has in 
regard to the matter of the compromise with Messrs. Price and Peltieron 
account of the wood cut by them, and which compromise I indorsed, and 
for which he has taken occasion to represent, or have represented, th 
I indorsed a compromise for $3,000 of a claim of $126,880.94. The fol 
lowing is the report of Special Agent George D. Temple on that subject 
EXHIBIT N. 
BLACK FO¢ 
Srp By ‘ 


i ume mail with this I forward reports in duplicate of timber tr 
pass by the following-named mining companies whose mines are located at 
carora, Nev., namely, Navajo, Grand Prize, North Belle Isle, Nevada Quee! 
Commonwealth, and Independence, having been detailed tosuch duty by 5 


26, 1888 


r, Ipano, Julr 





letter “‘P”’ of May 25 last. 

The total value of timber, logging, cord-wood, and charcoal involved ins 
trespass, as ascertained, is $126,880.94. This amount appears small when t! 
number of companies concerned and the length of time covered by the reports 
is considered, but an explanation is found on reference to their books, whi 
shows that no ong of the mines has been operated continuously, that throu 
dealers at Elko and Tuscarora large quantities of mining timber and logg 
were obtained from mills on the Truckee River on the eastern slope of the Sierra 
Nevada range, and that for at least ten years past immense quantities of s 
brush have been used for fuel. 

Hundreds of thousands of dollars have been paid out for sage-brush alo 
At this time there are estimated to be 20,000 cords of sage-brush valued at $60 


Wood is now used for t 
purpose of roasting ore only. 

In the proposition for settlement made by these companies under dat: 
April 27, 1888, they claim a deduction of 25 percent. on account of timber allege 
to have been cut on State lands. I can not believe them entitled to such ded 
tion. Thetimber in question, from the best information I could get, came f: 
the crests and cafions of the mountains (the only places where it grows in Ne- 
vada), having, in large part, to be transported therefrom to the wagon-road b 
low, upon the backs of mules and asses. 

These lands being, as I suppose, unsurveyed, are not in condition to be a! 
are not desirable as State selections. 

In the course of my investigation every facility was afforded me by the per- 


I 








sons in charge of the offices of the pa nan 
to evade a full showing of their t er transactions 


Very respectfully 


O41 MPLI 
‘ 
COMMISSIONER G I ( 
j dD. ¢ 
It will be observed t] these mining companies f shed the s} 





cial agent their books and gave him every facility in their power t 





















































make the investigation He could not have investigated the matt : 
in the field in five years, if at all It would have | 1 utterly 1m] 
sible for him to ascertain the amount of wood consumed by these 
panies if they had not furnished it The companies estimated tl 
one-fourth of the wood they purchased had been cut on private lar 
and offered to pay for the other three-fourth Che agent reasons 
he had no means of knowing, that the ly got more than th 
fourths of the wood from the publi says tl this v - : 
timber, etc., was worth just $126,880. ! eS t tell us ho 
arrived at this conclusion; whether he estimated the value of tl 
where it grew in the cafions and cliffs of t intains and bef ; 
was cut, or after it was packed on mulesand asses to where it could 
reached by wagons, or after it was hauled to the mines, or whether h« 
arrived at this conclusion by estimating the amount of bullion 
duced from the mines by the use of the wood. Here again the ¢ 
missioner is willing to make t impression that a Senator attempt 
to defraud the Government by recommending a compromise of a ¢] 
of $126,880.94 for the paltry sum of $3,000, and either fails or de 
clines to give any authority for his statements 
This is not all. He makes this insinuation after he had be 
formed by the district attor: that the district court of the United 
States had decided that the cutting of timber on the public lands in th 
mining region to be used in reducing ores was lawful and proper, and 
he had been particularly advised by that official that t i ( 
panies proposin I ere ot liabie une . 
the ¢ irt i he tne tte | 
don of April 1 e alread uoted ; 
That tl 104 I t e 
to has thorough i 5 l vidua i 
to that extent th \ } ‘ Washington Cit ‘ : 
offers to settle with the Gove t their trespasses on its lands 1 ( 
f Judge Sabin’s decision is law (w h I have vigorously prot« 
these parties have nothing to settle us t d wast rorted 
State, but was used for mining and othe I - mit ww AAC 
every purpose ithe Sta tad i € rw t t t t 
railroad 1ich is inhil ! t! itu , 
e simply called for in 
of the Interi ought 
What } pose of jus 
_ ite 1iormation Ow I 
t sum of $126,880.94 as the 
3 1S ¢ lt to<¢ preben¢ 
ituitou t nev to 
wit] ng ofitshov 
that | deas 0 tice and ty ar urd] th we 
the Land Departmen 
Che revorts of Sr , 4 P + } ‘ 
Eureka d Ri ond ¢ ini¢ f 1a vel nd l t 
their face lat tne are manutactu La I np } ‘ 
not have gathered the alleged infor tlo | L |} ‘ minat 
in twenty yeal He evident! vas stuffed mebody t Ke | 
a sensath nal report as a justifi ition for lawsuits. it 1s not pretended 
that the timber used by these companies was trai porte 1 out of t 
state o1 that they dealt in it asa matter of commer on the co1 
it is admitted that it was used in mining operations in reducing t 
galena ores which that camp produces, and without it no mining cou 
ha e been done in that part of the state It is conceded t the 
panies have done with the wood t what the court decided they mig 
do, and just what the statute declared they might do 
Che gratuitous attack of the Commissioner on Mr. Probert, the man- 
ager of the Richmond Mining Company, because he is an Enzglisl i 
is equally reprehensible with attack of t district attorney on 
Italians who ent the wood. Richme 1 Cor n x \¢ mia 
poration,not an English corporatior Che fact that a |] tior 
the stock is owned by Englishmen does not e it , 
york mines in Nevada. The Richmond ant ( 3 
paid for theircoal and wood very large sums of money t i 
poor men who have gathered it from the cliffs and cafions of th 
mountains and sold it to these companies for mining purposes ] 
ilueof the wood that they have cut was created by the companies them 
selves If the mines had not been worked, the wood would have had 
no value. How ial agent ascertained that the Governme: 
had been robbed of $10,000,000 by these two companies does not appea ( t 
He either failed to give the Commissioner the facts po 1» heb { 
his estimate, or the Secretary of the Interior thought it would I f Ne 
jurious to the public service to inform the Senate of the facts. t Eurek 


rhe coolness with which the Department asks for hundreds of thou- | « t to in 
sands of dollars for spies and prosecutions, wh t in m } sist f 
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wicked work, but becaus 








































































, (AAT SS EG ‘] , 
S14 CONGRESSIONAL I] 
at r it i purpo of t} De 
r { { t of evad he letter is as follow 
I i r OF THI I 
Co R noft 
' t i the ¢ sioner of the Land Of 
t t Eu a ( solidated and Richmond 
4 ‘ i I I j p es engaged i 
1 »« t { © and re 
of par f eutt ‘ 
j I © « t : of the State 
i Pp Lit i 
( ; ' that uld} 
t ( ! [ min ga id r ep 
I i d er of ¢ ( 
\ | proj 1 in the Se t 
‘ cone of Rep i In « ler to ] r 
{ f ' ‘ t ( ss re Land ¢ 
wt ai i n : > ig tl 
oO ‘ { Ne y He 1 co i d edit I edu 
{ r ‘ ‘ » Viol \ . or 8 Ay ( 
: } ‘ yu ul | ‘ 
‘ } { . ; 
I pons 
{ \ ~ 4 
i} is ‘ ‘ | l é r ptt yy 
‘ l | t er era und i I 
i i i T j i i ‘ i i f y ‘ 
‘ } } 1 ' e of pro I ent 
. vw y l yw urveyed lt is ‘ 
the t t ‘ I thes i r lands « i 
‘ i fr G é 
i t ( l ] luty not « 
to. me the I t 1 but to zea it v cut upe 
. , 1a preve all per nsi n culling fort se com} 
t I mies can only in part procure the neces 
fucl elsewhere to « ‘ their smelting and mir yr purposes, Our cit ns 
willy 7 ‘ t of the disaster impending over them Phe ruin 
be as nothing compared to it Hundreds of out 
eit are ¢ vena t ‘ y bread, directly o1 he « 
‘ \ iies. Stop their oper 
the p Many of them have not even th eek | 
é ‘ ‘ re theyt o to get it 
< uw | es to all other parts of the \ the 
< t Midd dl rn Nevada; Austin, Ta 
ul ft I camps in the 1 ldle i eastern part of the State 
re ally ‘ 3, « | } hat there | b > | 
ri ! I the who h bro 
th ib) t epresenta | 
‘ re pus { hat Senators STEWAR lJ nd I é 
{ an for t est rest f t State; bi 
ad is i { r 3. tk ike l ‘ hep ta ‘ 
. : { I ! I Pacifi sa 
Te tori ) rth est t us] ware the worst 
j 
rHOMAS WRE)D | 
. } 
I can not refrain from readil oO Senate a letter from Mr. Probert, | 
the superintende of 1 Richmond Mining Company, who is so gra- } 
tuitously denoun i by the Commissioner of the General Land Office j 
in | ittempt to change the issue from the real crime against law and | 
decency, which he himself has committed, to an attack on a gentle- | 
man who has committed no other offense than having been born in 
ingiat If this let does not sufficiently rebuke the Commissioner | 























for his unwarranted attack upon a private gentleman words are inade 
qi e to re ! opaque and dormant conscience This is Mr. Prob- 
ert etl | 
I iH eT, SAN FRA pltembe — 
DEA A yott ( GRESSIONAL RECORD, cont 1ing areportof y 
ble defense tl ! inte: f the people of Nevada as regards the | 
¥ t to cut tim ' er tl Ww 378, has just been forwarded to me by Mx 
Wi and I can not but w ea line to thank you in the name of my compa 
well as in my own, for your rorous denunciation of the secret service sys | 
tem of the Go ri ent iat put in operation against the m ning companies 
there 
Alien ’’ t h J am,I have never abused the hospitality of the United States 
by break law id I hardly think I deserve to be branded as a timber | 
thief, but it seems that the bare word of the secret informer, who hopes to profit 
by making the accusation against me, is sufficient for the Land Commissioner: 
w proceeds { with to set the iaw in motion, and who on the same autho: 
ity Bely « lits me with the (to him) invidious distinction of being a British | 
nobleman and connected witha distinguished noble family of the highest rank 








the name of which it is an outrage to draginto publicity merely to excite pre 
udice against my unfortunate company 

I wonder thatagentieman occupying the high position of Land Commissionet 
of the United States could be so easily imposed upon or allow himself to repeat 





in publie such questionable information 
It is to be hoped that the Secretary of the Interior w see fit to order an in 
al investigation acting on the recommendation of the Land Com- 


ysecute the two Eureka companies, who have done noth 
lves of the only possible means of obtaining fuel to sm« 


] 





before 














‘ lemase 
the ores ft < he Government have derived such large revenues in tl 
shape of taxes d the last twenty years, and against which no protest was 
ever entered t * 
Yours, tz 
EDWARD PROBERT. 
Hon, WILLIAM M. STEWART 


The editor of the Salt Lake City Tribune, Judge Goodwin, is not 
only one of the ablest writers in the United States, but he is a good 
iawyer and a pioneer of California and Nevada. He lived for several 


years at Eureka, and was engaged in mining there at an early day. 
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He } a me ynal knowl lg o! ] hol biect of } u 
t in the issues of the Tribune of September 7 and given 
‘ length, and for fear t} the Co sioner 
portunity to read t I will i t ! ré ks [ 
( 110 
ND I 
if th 1 ng t it ithe W by th esent A i stra 
‘ t per ion, wes 1 to i i wre 
P out 0 At ths : la, as 1 
to the bi Ly “ toa riate > )/ per annum to kee spies 
‘ t | prosecu ettlers, } 0 th lowin ; 
iat 1 pa ‘ le p a h « ed in the i 
1 of any case or the prosecut of y person in the mining re i 
. | ted Stat fo itt Sg I ses, dwarfed « 
y ber unfi be sa r | i \ ver of mercial val 
‘ et pondent of the New Herald, post Commi 
er, t raphed to his} er t he Stew nendment was « re 
bel of tv it corporat t) Eureka and Richmond companies, of 
J eka, N rhe Herald also treated the 1 r editorially as either a wron 
Senat 5 WART i the part St . r, « at STEWART had been 
~ i his f w Ser nt nite t of rich corporations N 
ST! RT n wait lo , re maki t showing Hie at once too 
t f ron a question of privileg expla i the infamy of the persecutior 
t ell ped upon the men of the desert through the agencies of 
s, read extra f 1a dozen Nevada pap can and D 
m ¢ nguished m¢ Republica and De ;, and showed tha 
f the wey timber in the hills « ‘evada was a necessity of civiliz 
I and atl t 5 tor bDECK Ca to Stor s support, read 
I rh de ur t tl d t 3 purely in the 
of rich ¢ rat n i t t f Hous in deft 
ndment 
Si VART ! th rt é ff ehoods founded 
rtof s; ~ t t ‘ the of the business of 
rj ) t in the t< str t 1 of the law, wl i 
contemplated any such prosecutio1 i iN it peo} purs 
r business in peace for twent years. 
Of « rse in this ugitude it is not 1 to ex tiate much upon that 
I ey which on th irt of the Government seeks to re ver from the men of 
desert for having cut and used the scrubby; niper and 1e trees on the 
barren mountains. To s w how 1 t n in thor know of what 
v are doi! it ll or be necess e that Stocks ticuls 
stress on t) act that these men h y cut the r and 
rned as W d or into charcoal y that a mo y tree 
n not be dug up by the roots : . He would see at a glance how 
siv h pies | i } on kim, and how utterly contempt 
I and mean are the } set on foot and which he i 
< itin It is a m e sensitive gwentlem whos 
fathers cut t burned ber of the Kast, 1 not be f ed to 
gle n be l to provide the fuel f 
eir cook from the nativ It is simply a shame for the 
‘ cated asses—and the e not oie excite any envy—to 
there in Washington ar slightest knowledge of what they are 
really doing, set forces in can eb two results, One is to 
ipt fees to broken-d ; want to make a living out of tlie par 
they disg the ot i to ir ind put to eruel expen 
en o bulld gy Signal stations to cly n on the desert If t 
en of 1 West can find one act of the party in pov performed since the 
iwguration of President Cleveland that has not |! rently controlled 
utte nor e or a disposition to haras nd « t m, Vv ) 1} 
d to see the « eption pointed out September 7 
MORE OF THE TIMBER FRA 
rhe dispatches inform us that the tary of t Inte lli 
t upon making a point against the il compar sof Ea Nevada 
that have made it possible forthe pas : : irs »opulation of sever 
thousand people to maintain themselves and make a f livelihood, His spix 
inform him that for a cit tof 35 miles around Eur 2 tl companies have 
lenuded the country of tin r, and the proposi i ake them reimbur 
Government for the amount taken, which he estim sat several millions 
of dollars. One would think that some Coner man would analyze the figure 
of these spies and show the urdity Che Eureka Company began to use 
e charcoal 870; the md two years later. They have not rT 
veraged two f ces apiece 
If four furnac ve in seventeen years denuded 850,000 acres of land of tin 
ber, or 50,000 a s annually, what kind of timber must it have been? A f 
nace consumes from 900 to 1,200 bushels of coal, h is equal to from 15 to 20 





cords of wood. Four furn ld average probably 75 cords per day, or 
0 cords perannum. Ifit requires £ ”) acres of land tosupply 22,500 cor 
of wood, what kind of timber land must it be Then during the past ten y 
half the fuel has been coke from England. The whole business is contemptible 
It is founded in ignorance, behind which is a petit-larceny 
and partisan motive. As we noticed yesterday, the Stewart amendment w 
defeated in the House; but last Saturday 


le t was called up again on motion <« 
Mr. WoopsurRn, of Nevada, that the Hou from its disagreement to t 
Senate amendment speech, 


WoopBuRN supported his motion by a very able s; 
»wing the utter fraud of the whole proposed measure, and presented a prote 
ned by some of the first men of Kastern Nevada. WoopsuRn handled th 
BLAND, of Missouri, interposed a fool amendmen 
ve way to Mr. Dusots, who got « 


ces 


vou 








irs 





beyond expression. 








e recede 





matter in splendid form. 
which WoopsvuRN also exposed, and ther 
of a sick bed to speak on the subject. 


+ * . * * . 

s, of Colorado, an« participated in the debate and then the m« 
cede from the disagreement to the Senate amendment was stolid 
voted down. It will result merely in putting poor men to a world of trouble 
and expense, and every suit will finally be beaten. No judge in the West would 
permit a suit of the kind to go toa judgment. Some broken-down politicians 
will get petty-larceny sinecures for spying out there will be 
low about the vigilance of the Government in prosecuting offenders, and the! 
the whole business will fall flat.—September 9. 


SyMI 1 others 


i ito r 


supposed cases 


I desire to call attention to another very important and intelligent 
witness, Mr. Osborne, the editor and proprietor of the Los Angeles Ex- 
press, an able and influential daily paper, published in the city of Los 
Angeles, Cal. Mr. Osborne is also a pioneer of Nevada and California 
east of the Sierra Nevada Mountains, and is thoroughly conversant 
with the facts whereof he speaks. His views are expressed in the fol- 
lowing editorial in the Express of August 30, to which I call particular 
attention: 

TIMBER FOR MINERS. 


Senator Stewart, of Nevada, has made a gallant fight in the Senate in behalf 
of the people of his State, and of those of Colorado and the Territories as well, 





1panies 


companies } 
as lumber, nor h 
they have used it fi 
purposes. 

The Commissioner is ¢ 


prosecute miners for cutting 


mining and domestic purposes. 


cutting and use are legitimate an 
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8816 
be corrupt and its rulings and proceedings must be cruel and unjust 

We are in the habit of referring to the ancient Star Chamber and the | 
Spanish Inquisition as the most oppressive of all human institutions. | 
Their proceedings were no more secret than the secret-service division 
of the General Land Office. The only difference between the admin 
istration of justice between the Star Chamber and the Inquisition and 
our Land Department is that the former were composed ot the leading 
men of the tim: » claimed to act conscientiously for the government 
of the people, and their proceedings, though secret, cruel, and unjust 
were aimed for the professed purpose of securing good government, 





while the secret-service division of the General Land Office is equally 
secret with either of the tribunals mentioned, no man being allowed to 


know the charges upon which the title to his homestead is being tried 
or by whom they are made, has not the excuse of aiming at high gov- 
ernmental objects, but is engaged all along the line in pursuit of gain 
either in the shape of large appropriations from the public Treasury o1 
other and more reprehensible means. 

Noparty or his attorney is allowed to enter the precincts of the secret 
service division of the Land Department and learn whether or not a 
trial is there taking place involving the right to his home in the West, 
and we are coolly informed that the people of the West have forfeited 
theright to a public trial based upon charges and to be confronted by the 
witnesses of their adversaries. Not only this, but a United States Ser- 
ator, whose character is attacked in the public press by the head and 
representative of this secret tribune, is not allowed to see the papers 
upon which the charges are based, and the head of that secret tribunal 
sends in response to the inquiry of the Senate only such evidence as his 
inquisitorial majesty sees proper to make public, and in that same com- 
munication boldly and defiantly again misrepresents the facts and re- 
news the attack. 

If a Senator of the United States is subject to slander and misrepre- 
sentation from a subordinate in a department for discharging his duty 
here, what must be the condition of the thousands and tens of thou- 
sands of pioneer settlers in the West whose rights are daily tried and 
disposed of on the ex parte evidence furnished by spies and informers at 
the expense of the United States? 

I shall continue to protest against this extraordinary, wicked, and 
secret tribunal. I have abundant information of particular instances 
of abuse of trust of the agents of this secret-service division, which I 
shall from time to time lay before the Senate and the country for the 
purpose of eradicating, if possible, from the Land Department this se- 
cret institution of oppression and fraud 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, from the wanton attack made by 
the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. SrEwART] upon the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, one would suppose that the Commissioner 
had sent an army of detectives and spies into that State and that they 
had been oppressing and arresting all the citizens of the country. If 
there has been an agent of the General Land Office sent into the State 
of Nevada under this Administration, the Senator from Nevada had 
him taken there and is responsible for it. 

Let us look at the cold, naked factsin this case about which the Sen- 
ator has been making so much noise. I holdinmy hand the law of June 
3, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the citizens of Colorado, Nevada, 
and the Territories to fell and remove timber on the public domain for 
mining and domestic purposes,’’? which reads as follows: 

An act authorizing the citizens of Colorado, Nevada, and the Territories to fell 








and remove timber on the public lands for mining and domestic purposes 

Be it enacted, cte., Thatall citizens of the United States and other persons, bona 
‘fide residents of the State of Colorado or Nevada, or eithe ‘the Territories of 
New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, Wyoming, Dakota, Idaho, or Montana, and all 


other mineral districts of the United States, shal! be, and are hereby, authorized 
and permitted to felland remove for building, agricultural, mining, or other do- 
mestic purposes any timber or other trees growing or being on the public lands, 
said lands being mineral and not subject to entry under existing laws of the 
United States, except for mineral entry, in either of said States, Territories, or 
districts of which such citizens or persons may be at the time bona fide resi- 
dents, subject to such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may 
prescribe for the protection of the timber and of the undergrowth growing upon 
such lands, and for other purposes: Provided, The provisions of this act shall 
not extend to railroad corporations. 

Sec, 2. That it shall be the duty of the register and the receiver of any local 
land oftice in whose district any mineral land may be situated to ascertain from 
time to time whether any timber is being cut or used upon any such lands, ex 
eept forthe purposes authorized by thisact, within their respective land districts 
and, if so, they shall immediately notify the Commissioner of the General Land 


examinations shall be paid and allowed such register and receiver in making 
up their next quarterly accounts. 
Sec. 3. Any person or persons who shall violate the provisions of this act, o1 


Interior, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction, shall 


be fined in any sum not exceeding $500, and to which may be added imprison- 
ment for any term not exceeding six months, 

Approved June 3, 1878. 

It will be observed that that law excluded from its privileges all 
railroad corporations. I hold in my hand the rules and regulations 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior for the protection of timber 
under that law. They are signed by ‘‘J. A. Williamson, Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office,’’ and are dated August 16, 1878, and 
approved by Hon. Carl Schurz, Secretary of the Interior. 

RULES AND REGULATIONS PRESCRIBED BY THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 
FOR THE PROTECTION OF TIMBER, ETC. 
Rules and regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior for the pro- 





Office of that fact; and all neeessary expenses incurred in making such prvuper | 


any rules and regulations in pursuance thereof made by the Secretary of the | 
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tection of the timber and of the undergrowth growing upon mineral lands « 
the United States. not subject to entry under existing laws of the United Stat« 
except for mineral entry, in the States of Colorado and Nevada, or in the Te 
ritories of New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, Wyoming, Dakota, Idaho, or Monta 
and in ali other mineral districts of the United States, in compliance with th 
provisions of an act approved June 3, 1878, entitled ‘An act authorizing t 
citizens of Colorado, Nevada, and the Territories to fell and remove timbe ro 
the public domain for mining and domestic purp } 

With a view to and the intention of preserving the young timber and unde 
growth upon the mineral lands of the United States, and to the end tlrat t! 
mountain sides may not be left denuded and barren of the timber and under 


| growth necessary to prevent the precipitation of the rainfall and melting snow 
| in floods upon the fertile arable lands in the valleys below, thus destroying th: 


| agricultural and pasturage interests of the mineral and mountainous portio 

of the country, I do hereby make and cause to be promulgated, by virtue of th 
power vested in me by the act entitled "An act authorizing the citizens of Co 
orado, Nevada, and the Territories (excepting Washington Territory) to fell a: 
remove timber on the public domain for mining and domestic purposes,” th 
following rules and regulations: 

1, Section 2461, Revised Statutes, is still in force in all the States and Terr 
tories named in the bill, and its provisions may be enforced,as heretofore 

| against persons trespassing upon any other than Jands which are in fact min 
| eral,or have been withdrawn as such; and in all cases where trespasses a1 
| committed upon the timber upon public lands which are not mineral, the tres 
| passers will be prosecuted under said section. 

2. It shall be unlawful for any person to cut or remove, or cause to be cut o1 
removed, from any of the mineral lands of the United States any timber or un 
dergrowth of any kind whatsoever less than 8 inches in diameter, and any per 

| son so offending shall be liable to be fined,in compliance with the provision 
of the third section of said act, in any sum not exceeding $500, and to whic 
may be added imprisonment for any term not exceeding six months. 

3. It shall be the duty of the register and receiverof each and every local land 

| office in whose district any mineral land may be situated to ascertain by p 
| 
| 
i 
| 





sonal observation, or by sending persons to examine the same from time to time 
whether any timber is being cut or used upon any such lands except for the pur 


pose of building,or for agricultural, mining, or other domestic purposes, o 
rulations withintheir 





| whetherany timber is cutin violation of these rules and r 
respective land districte; and if they shall ascertain that there is any such viola 
tion they shall immediately report the same to this oflice, giving in detail the 
facts, designating the location of the land, and if surveyed giving description by 
legal subdivisions, giving the names and residences of persons who have vio- 
lated the provisions of the act above referred to,or the rules and regulations 

| prescribed thereunder, and also the names and residences of witnesses by whom 

; 

| 





the facts of such violation can be proven. 

1. All necessary expenses incurred by registers and receivers for traveling ar 

other necessary expenses in making personal examination, or for the payment 

of the services and expenses of persons employed to make such examinations, 

| will be paid and allowed to such registers and receivers in making up their next 
| quarterly accounts after such expenses shall have been incurred. 

Very respectfully, 





J. A. WILLIAMSON, Commissioner. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, August 16, 1878. 
| The foregoing is hereby approved. 
C. SCHURZ, Secreta 
| OnJune1, 1883, acircular of instructions to timber agents was issued 
| from the General Land Office, certain paragraphs of which form Exhibit 
R, accompanying the letter of the Secretary of the Interior in this mat 
| ter, which circular is as follows: 
Exursitr R, 
| INSTRUCTIONS TO SPECIAI TIMI ER AGENTS, 
} ed 7 » ~ 
OBJECT OF PROTECTING TIMBER UPON GOVERNMENT LAND. 


| . The object of the Government in endeavoring to prevent the waste and de- 
| struction of public timber is, primarily, to preserve it for the wants of futur 
| generations, having, of course, due regard for the requirements of the present 


} 
j . : . 

The result of the’ destruction of forests in permitting a more rapid melting ot 
the snows in spring than would occur in the same regionif well sheltered, and 
| in decrensing the capacity of the soil to retain moisture after rains, in both ca 

) 
| 
| 





nereasing the liability to sudden and devastating floods, not only in the de- 

nuded sections, but sometimes hundreds of miles distant; also, the well-esta 
| jished climatic influence of such destruction in diminishing the annual rainfa 
| to the serious detriment of regions already subject to frequent droughts, ar 

other reasons which render the preservation of the public timber a matter « 

vital importance not only to the agricultural but to many other extensive in 
| terests. 


j 

j 

' e » % * * 
| 


4. Special timber agents should remember that it is not the purpose of th 
| law nor of the regulations of this Department to prohibit the use of so muchot 
| the publie timber as may be actually needed by bona fide settlers for agricult 
| ural and domestic purposes, but to prevent its being made an article of specu 
| Jation for the pecuniary gain of a few individualsto the detriment of the many 
| or from being wantonly wasted or destroyed. Whenan agent understands this 
and convinces the people in the district to which he is assigned that such is th: 
case, he will find no difficulty in securing their active support and co-operation 

a » * bad * * a 

50, It is notthe object of the Government to persecute poor wood-choppers 01 
cutters who are employed or induced to fell or remove the timber for others 
| who are to reap the profits therefrom, but to punish the principals therein « 

the parties to be directly benefited in the case, they being the more guilty pat 
} ties 
51. Care should be taken to ascertain whether the alleged trespasser has an) 
right or authority to.take such timber as specified under heads of ‘‘ Homestea 
| or pre-emption entry,’ “Right of railroad companies, etc.,” and ‘* Minera 
| lands,”’ pages 6 to 11. 

é 6 


* * * * 


| 

| & 

| 53. Having all the facts in your possession you should (see section 3, circu! 
of May 27, 1385) at once fill out a form of report (in duplicate) and transmit th 
same to this office, being particular to state the facts in full under each head 
and in accordance with instructions given under the head of *‘ Manner of mal 

You should call upon the trespasser in ever 


ing reports of timber trespass.”’ 1 } 
instance where practicable and request him to state his side of the case 
oath, 

This whole system of special agents of the Land Department ori 
inated about 1878 or 1879, and has been in operation under.every ad 
ministration and every Secretary of the Interior since. The Commis 


sioner of the General Land Office inherited the system from a forme! 


administration. I have read the regulations prohibiting the cutting 01 
felling of any timber less than 8 inches in diameter. 
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that document that were not quoted by the Sen- 





ato m > l 
Exuicit A 
Carson Criry, Nrvy., Seplember 18, 1886. 
Phe ir this office to-day, and I take the liberty of forward- 
i to you 
Respecti 
’. 8. PREI ILE, 
Surveyor-( tip die of Ne 
Vi A.J ny 
( General Land Office, Washington, D. C. 
What was the inclosed ? It is as follows: 
AUI 4, ESMERALDA County, NEVADA, September 13, 1886 
nk AGENT 
you would come out to Hawthorn, Ney.—I live in Coreyvilleand Aurora 
put you on track of timber cut on Government land. I am a miner and 
prospector and well acquainted with the country. 
Yours, respectfully, 
LEW C. FINNEY. 
P. 8.—I sent to Colonel Deaney three years ago; he found everything as I 
told him. 


So it seems there had been an agent out there under a former ad- 
minis years before 1886. ‘The man continues: 


I send you small piece from the Walker Lake Bulletin, published in Hawthorn, 
in this county is 12 miles from Hawthorn to Corey. I will bethere. Thi 
is pris 


tration, some three 


Tt 


at 


vate 


L. FINNEY. 
losed reads 


ph 


Slip int 
The Government timber agent 
Aurora and Bodie. 


might put in some time profitably around 


The following letters form part of Senate Executive Document 
Fiftieth Congress, first session, from which document the Senator from 




















Nevada has read in part: 
Exureir B. 
Wirt Rock, E.xo Country, NevabA, Oclober 2, 1885 

I n Sim: One Perry Gosset is making a practice of cutting timber on non- 
muir | lands for sale and barter, at present on the Bull Run Mountains, where 
the feeders of the Owhyhee River rise, and it is the opinion of this community 
that it should be stopped. This man has made a practice of it for the last few 
ye at present filling a contract for two thousand posts for cattle-men. 

Respectfully, 
CHAS, Ti. WALL. 

I e Comm 

Exutisir C 
Wryyemvucca, February 7, 1887. 

I :S I w 1 to refer you to an order made taking effect on the Ist of 
May ring to an act June 3, 18 relative to felling timber in Colo- 
rack etc., restricting parties non-citizens, and cutting for commerce 
and sing Ww strictly forbidden. Law-abiding citizens in this loca 
ity re order, while about forty to fifty Italians, many of them no 
cit dis rded the order and sneer at it, and are mak ing money of the 
Limb cutand destroy. The boss Italians work the new-comers in the 
mou sas] »W wages, as they can not talk our language, and by 
ze t] 11 vay they can not learn to contract, and the bosses mak« 
money by keepir is pinnage, and also monopolize the country as they claim 
locations and drive individual citizens off their pretended claims. I would sug- 
west that this order is carried into effect—as it is a good one—or be counter 
man 1, so that a good law-abiding is not intimidated fear he might get en 
tan i with the Government. 

Most respectfully yours, 
J. F. AB 

Che honorable SECRETARY. 

P.& eputy marshal can get all the information desired by l 
' a 

Exuivir D, 
RENO, April 28, 1887. 

D In As the subject of this communication falls within scope of your 

te May 7, 1886, to registers and receivers of ted States land of 
ecial agent of General Land Office, issued by hono le Commissioner 





roved by honorable Secretary, and is of,importance to the Department 






















































as well as to the General Land Office, I trust will prove a sufficient excuse for 
making this communication a joint one. As you are doubtiess aware I have 
bees pointed recently as attorney for United States of district of Nevad 
Complaints have been made to United States Marshal Thomas E, Kelly, of this 
district, and to myself, as district attorney, within a few days past that for years 
past d still continuing, hundre .ds of men mostly Italians, maybe thousands 
of the m—have beensystematically engaged in cutting off into cordwood or burn- 
ing into charcoal thousands of acres of timber on land belonging to the ( . 
ern it with even the pretense of pre-empting it or buying it from cither 
Stat United ites 
In the om ut Eureka, in this State alone, there have probably been 
several hundred square miles of land c vered with a growth of nut-pine timber 
fro to 10 inches in diameter to 30, and from § or 10 feet to 30 feet in height, 
i with cedar considerably less in diameter and height, have been swept bare, 
nd 1,000,000 or 100,000 cords of wood have thus been taken off of 
pu ind mostly consisting of mineral land, without any color or pre- 
tien t to the same, all, too, for purposes of commerce, not by miners rr 
the ne for i ovements on the land. Ina district of mineral land | 
to 4 \ from Eureka and outside of the mining district that embraces 
i ‘ near t ka and Palisade Railroad, at or near w is 
| ‘ yn, Alpha, Antelope mining « rict, Cedar Station, etc 
I \ or leaders a ymen who have grown quite 
i t s, or robberics of the timber on ti 
‘ 
I rails $ co1 ntly engaged in carrying and in buying and selling this 
\ lat Eu 2 and oil points, al! directly contrary to the act of June 3, 1875, 
lto by you in yourcircular above re ferred to, and contrary also to secti yn 
tof t of same date, providing for sale of timber land in Nevada, ete, (pages 8) 
an ), 20Statutes at Large C. Boltiere has now 500 cords cut, Gabriel Zonola, at 
Alpha, over 1,000 cords, and e t or ten other leading men have considerab! 
nts, _ Eureka and Palisade Narrow-gauge Railroad is engaged in hau!- 
it in their cars every da This wood spoken of, four-fifths of it, is not over 
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The fact is all that land was culled and cut over on king all trees of 
$1Z , and now theyare cutting it over a second tin i sweeping every y , , 
tree and bush over 2 or 3 inches in diameter 


These men have all been notified by men owning n sri 
ber to desist from cutting it; 
haul off only that already cut they would not b 
company aforesaid has been notified to desist 
the parties thus complaining have been treat 


rht among this t 

told if they would leave what was standing and 

“lof. The railroad 

wood thus cut, but E 
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l with conte 





tlig¢ 

















rhis information I have from a mining man, the president and superintend- 
ent of several mines in the immediate vicin ity of this timberland. His motive, 
of course, is to preserve the timber for t > ianiied snsediiean led for by th 
acts above referred to, namely, for purchase at r mining and domestic 
I permitted by the a He is ve in his statements by the ob- 
. ie marshal, Th si ‘ , who has been very recently, nam 
within ten days or so last past, t! this country. In fact thesame state « 
facts of my own knowledge wil yand to exist in the vicinity of Aus 
White Pine, Belmont, Pioche, a ther large ng camp in this Stat 
and through all the mountainous timbered regions of California where ex- 
amples have not been made 

* * * + * * * 

o, gentlemen, we most respectfully refer these matters to you. If you think 
these people ought to be prosecuted for laying waste the small amount of not 
very high or very thic t ber in this State, and that acts of Congress should 





t one here (to the manner born) 
, array the witnesses, [ 


cial agent or appoi 
se charges, to marshal the ev 


be enforced, then sen 
to investigate the 


id ce 
aencs 


im put him on track in some cases, refer him to persons and their residences 
that will take warm interest in giving him all the information and assistance 


in their powet r. 


If you do not thi advisable, please inform me of your views and 






wishes in the pret 
I have th e, your obedient servant, ' 
THOS 
United Sta District Y 
fon, L. Q. C. LAMA 
Secretary of tire inte und 
fon. Wm. A. J. SPARI 
( imissioner Ge LI l ¢ g 


rhe last letter shows that many depredations were being committed 
in that region. There is another letter me Mr. Haydon, dated Jul; 
27, 1887, addressed to the Solicitor of the Trea sury, calling attention 
to the depredations, etc. It is as follows: 












Exureir E. 
Reso, Nev., July‘ 

‘ Some two months or more since I wrote a long letter conjointly to the 
hor norat “le Se retary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the Gener il I an: 
Office, informing them of a wholesale despoliation of timber on the public }: 
of one mineral dist in this State, much of which was of timber less than 





>and as a matter of commerce to inhalt 
to the amount of several 


for sal 
istrict where eut, 


+ for firewood, f 


of said mining d 


inches in diameter 
itants of Eureka out 








thousand cords. Told them the same practice was common to all the minir 
towns and camps in this State; requested them to appoint a special agent of the 
Land Office to look into and investigate the matter, prepare the evidence, 
bring the guilty parties to justice. 

1 was induced to write a joint letter because the Commissioner had issued a 
cirenlar to the register and receiver of the land offices in the State, calling upon 






m to invest e such cases, etc. 
Vithout enter into particulars it is notorious in this State that a wholesale 
robbery of the public lands here of their timber is indulged in in every mining 
section of the State wherever cutting, hauling, and transporting such wood 
will pay a profit to the individual withou regard to the rights of the Govern- 
ment and the protests of individuals interested in the mining districts where 
such timber is found. I have had complaints from three different, widely sep- 
arated mining districts of such trespasses. 
Railroads make a business of carrying such wood and selli: 
= notification and protests of miners in such districts. 
‘he honorable Commissioner of the General Land Office and Seeretary of th 
nite rior have not even had the courtesy to notice my communication. 


the 











g it, even aga 





I read an injunction to communicate such matters to you, in my search f 
» duties of my office, and therefore this. 
Very respectfally, ; 


THOS. HAYDON, 
United States District Attorney for Nevada. 


tsury of United Siates, Washington, D. ¢ 


All this had taken place, and not an agent had been sent there. 
These complaints had been made by citizens and by officials of Nevada— 


complaints of lawless depredations on the public domain and the cut- 
ting of timber in direct v lolati m of law and in direct violation of the 





orders of the Secretary the Interior and the Commissioner of the 
General Land O! is to ‘the diameter of the timber 
The next thing that comes in isa letter from Mr. G. R. A. Browne 


and Joseph M. 3, dated Candelaria, Esmeralda County, August 30, 


1887: 


Jones 


Exuipir F. 


CANDELARIA, EsMERALDA County, NEVADA, August 30, 1887. 


an Str: Believing, as we do, the current reports published from time to 
in the publie press of the country to-the effect that the chief officials of th 
Land Department at Washington are doing their whole duty, under the laws 
and with the facts before them, by their untiring efforts to put a stop to th« 
present and heretofore popular system of defrauding the General Government 
of its public lands and the valuable timber on the public domain by false and 
fr lulent entries and the various other ways and means known only to th 
initiated, and as far as possible by bringing to the bar of public justice such of 
fenders, we are therefore greatly strengthened in our self-conceived duty, as 
manifested by forwarding this communication, and at the same time resting 
under a sanguine belief that should it receive your cre lence and the indors« 
ment of your Department it must ultimately, and perhaps at a very early day, 
ad to desirable results by breaking u pa id bein cia to justice and merited 
peniabanet the leading spirits at least of one of the most gigantic, ope n,anda 
= same time insolent associations of land and timber thievesever known west 

f the Rocky Mountains. 

It is a fact well known to many per: sons residing in this particular and com- 
paratively isolated part of the State of vada that there is now and for more 
than five years last past has been an association or secret organization composed 
of wealthy and influential men residing and doing business in this State, who, 
aside from their legitimate callings, have heretofore and now do make a busi- 
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and timber chiefly to the Pi 11 : t 


ers, some to the railroads, ¢ 



















































Other complaints were made | ; ! S ! r r 
at ko, ete. I knew this was the ase all over the country w 
were mines. I once drew the attention of the ary of the nd 
Conimissioner of the General Land Office and your e to this state of f 
the line of asking that a special agent might be ited fo 1is State toy 
vent the wholesale spoliation of the few timbere pots int St 

The fact is that they were sweeping the land clear of the undergrowth « 
8 inches in diameter and leaving th rush i foliag ) spreac res L« 
sume the small undergrowth left. 

I laid these complaints before Hon. G. M. Sabin, and h er consi 
gave me leave to file and I filed informations as ~ al 
who had made a business for years, had them ed and their trial 
2d of April, instant. Meantime the local ; rs in the State took up the 
ter and claimed it would kill out all mining, stop all! su enterprises, « 

That the mooting of this question caused by the prosecutions above 
has thoroughly alarmed these companies, and many private individua 
that extent that they have sent George W. Baker to Washington ¢ 
offers to settle with the Government for their trespa n its lar 

. . * * «: e 

Now, I would like your advice on this subject I r if pers no 
trees under 8 inches in diameter and burn the brush or dis; of it so as to pre 
vent the spread of forest fires can they strip the whole public land, mineral and 
non-mineral, of timber and wood « r8in s purely f und com r f 
they do not export the wood and timber from the State and do ts ) 
railroad companies or owners? This is the lo al seq ice of J ~ 
rul . 

I this nor twer ( 





ase to him: A man named Walmsley has 
men hired to cut wood for him at what is called Nut Pi about 18 miles 
westerly from Carson City, which he intends to float down Carson R 
Dayton, there to sell; and he decided if he cut no trees t 
und took care of the brush so as to prevent the spread of forest fires, t 

as not liable to any penalt less he sells it to a railroad company 

» not think that is the law, but that in this State a miner, farmer, builder 
citizen of the United States, or bona fide reside 

purposes can take the timber or trees over 
are of the brush by his own act or that of 

of the above classes of business and persons 
want to put the Treasury on no t 








ier 8 inches in 








yu 





tof this S 





e, for his or h 

diameter 
agent, for t 
rw ©, an 


on 1S to sett 

















for millions by paying nyt m it i h the Govern 
I lefraudex 
Ve ry respectiully, 
Er. HAYDON 
SoLIciroR OF THE TREASURY < I ) 
On the 27th of April, 1888, there was pr nted to the Co1 ner 
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] 
sumed by said corporations in prosecuting theirseveral miningand milling op- | North Belle Isle Mining Company during the entire period embraced in the 
erations had been obtained by and through trespasses upon the public lands of | proposition of settlement. 
the Government, and without any compiaint from the agents of the Govern- 
nent or any suit pending or threatened, but actuated solely by a sense of jus- 





tice and a desire to make reparation for such unintentional trespasses, the par- Name of . Tim- | Cord- ; 
ties hereto instructed their attorneys, Messrs. George W. Baker and J. W. a are Date ber wood. | harcoal, 
Dorsey, to proceed without delay to Washington City, and offer to the agents 
of the Government a fair and reasonable payment and make full and final set- | = 
tlement for all such trespasses committed by said parties and each and every of | Feet. Busi 
them : | Nevada Queen. paliaiciinidgeacndanasiian Teen 2, 800 since 

That said parties have no sufficient knowledge of the whereabouts of the lands | Do F ee ee # 1887 7,500 45 
from which the wood used by them was obtained to describe the same with | aia iia ae 
more particularity than as hereinbefore set forth, and owing to the fact that | Total 10. 300 43 850 
many of the persons who cut and hauled such wood have left the country and Ao ai — F ” 
there is no source from which to obtain any reliable and authentic information _ 
poe th subject, 1b w ne hea ssible to ¢ ver act urately describe such lands The foregoing timber and charcoal reduced to cord-wood at the rate of 150 
I > wood was cut in pat from the unsurveyed public land and in part fromthe | running feet of timber and 40 bushels of charcoal to the cord makes the total 
surveyed fands of the State of Nevada, ¢ eded to it by the United States, and it | » umber of cords 134 consumed by the Nevaua Queen Mining Company during 
is impossible to accurately ascertain in what relative proportions the same was | the period embraced in this proposition of settlement : + 
taken from Government and State lands; this can only be approximated, and : , , 


from all sources of information within the power of the parties to ascertain itis 





estimated that about 75 per cent. was taken from lands now owned by the United 7 ; ane " : 

States. The stumpage usually demanded by local owners of wood claims and Name of mine. Date. Timber, | Charcoal, 

ranches in the vicinity of where this wood was taken is cents per cord, which 

is a liberal price, and at that figure every cord of wood obtained by the parties | 

hereto has been at a cost of from $10 to $16 per cord, depending largely upon the | Feet. Bushels. 
ison of the year, distance hauled, price of labor, ete. IU cistern intents witcsrantnsaniestervetenstnntieieaniin 1887 8, 200 | 200 
The timber in the localities from which this was taken would average from 3 

to Scords per acre, 5 cords being a fair average, and an area of about 1,200 acres 

were cut, at $2.50 per acre the value of the timber taken would be $3,000, and Reduced to cord-wood measure at 150 running feet of timber, 40 bushels of 

this valuation is greater than could ever be obtained by the Government byany | charcoal to the cord, we have 60 cords of wood consumed by the Common- 

other disposition of the property trespassed upon. Reducing all of the timber | wealth Mining Company during the period embraced in this proposition of set- 

cut to cord-wood, and the tables hereto attached show that 6,435 cords were cut; | Uement. 

at 50 cents per cord stumpage, its value is $3 217.50 Buta portion of this wood 


was cut upon State lands, and therefore should not be considered or taken into 











account in making this settlement. Name of mine. Date. | Timber.| Lagging. Charcoal. 
lfowever, in view of the difficulty of arriving at the proportion cut from the 

State lands and for the purpose of avoiding future litigation or controversy, ee s 

indto the end that a speedy, full, and final settlementand compromise may be Feet Feet. Bushels 

iad, said parties, through their undersigned agents and attorneys, hereby offer Independence Na 1,200 

to pay to the United States for said timber, and in full satisfaction thereof and ss. 1883 8.500 1,100 1, 200 

fu omplete release from any civil or criminal liability therein, the sum of Na Sara 1884 Da St aac at y 

$5,000; suid payment to be made in such a manner as this Department may ——___| —_-— 

direct, within ten days from the date of notification of the acceptance of this ad i Sel aa Al cat ee ce 4, 450 1, 100 3, 300 

offer; and in consideration of such payment and the circumstances herein- : ; ; 


before set forth, it is respectfully asked that each of the parties hereto be sey- 


erally relieved from all liability in the premises. The foregoing timber, lagging, and charcoal reduced to cord-wood at the rate 
GEO, W. PELTIER & Co., of 150 running feet of timber, 300 feet of lagging, and 40 bushels of charcoa! to 
NAVAJO MINING COMPANY, the cord, and we have the total number of 91 cords consumed by the Independ- 
NORTH BELLE ISLE MINING COMPANY, ent Mining Company during the period embraced in this proposition of settle- 
GRAND PRIZE MINING COMPANY ment. 
NEVADA QUEEN MINING COMPANY, sia i , - _* . . r 
COMMONWEALTH MINING COMPANY, and rhe distinguished Senator from Nevada accompanied that application 
_ INDEPENDENCE MINING COMPANY, with a very strong letter, dated Washington, D. C., April 27, 1888, in- 
By G. W. BAKER and J. W. ey + seatdidinaels dorsing these gentlemen and their application for a compromise, in 
ITon, CoMMISSIONER GENERAL LAND OFFICE. these words: 


Ex - Wasuineton, D. C., April 27, 1888. 
ESO A, I, WrLLIAM M. Stewart, Senator of the United States from the State of Ne- 
ee vada, do hereby certify that Iam personally acquainted with G. W. Baker and 
J. W. Dorsey, the attorneys representing the parties herein named, and also 
with George W. Peltier and W. C. Price, comprising the firm of G. W. Peltier 
& Co., and also with the mining corporations mentioned in this proposition of 
settlement and the mining claims and mining operations carried on by each of 
them respectively in the Tuscarora mining district, county of Elko and State 
of Nevada. 

That I have visited Tuscarora and am familiar with the character of the wood 
and fuel consumed by said mining companies, and am satisfied that the repre- 


eran ee erate ene 


Mining | Lagging | Cords of 


; Charcoal. 
timber. | tiniber, wood. 


Name of mine. Year. 
| 


Feet, | Feet. | Feet. | Bushels, 
Qo ae | 1882 6, 600 | 38, 400 | 775 3, 800 
Do sid | 1883 14, 150 41, 850 | 825 4, 200 


} 7 5 } : ; : my : 

. INOPURPSENEL ERED SEE CANESEED | oo oo 5, 900 | 1 a 1, oa sentations herein contained are candid and truthful and fully and fairly present 
D P erences ae, 1886 | i Sines teebaeenery ’ a 0 the volume and value of the wood and timber consumed by each of said com- 
Wevonocene wate is: ; mrs a panies respectively; and further, that the scattered and scrubby pine and cedar 


1, 300 





) } 7 2 : . . : . : ‘ 
Do ee . veveseee| 1887 which is gathered in the region within a radius of more than 40 miles about 
Tuscarora never has been regarded as timber within the prohibition of the stat- 


' 
‘ | 20 | IF 9 © 
Potal . oe oponee fossosssenl 32, 221 | 86, 150 2, 940 14,500 | utes. These scattered and scrubby bushes would never be used for any purpose 








| anes ———— 





: if any other timber existed in that region, and besides there would be no neces- 
sity for using it if mines had not been discovered. 

There would be very little of this scrubby stuff gathered from the crags of the 
mountains, where it grows, if only ordinary fire-wood was required; but it is 
necessary to have some hard wood to roast ores. The principal fuel, however, 
at Tusearora, and which is consumed by the mining companies in carrying for- 
ward their operations, is sage-brush, which is gathered from the surrounding 
country. Under these circumstances | think that the offer of a compromise 
made is extremely liberal, and should be accepted by the Government without 
hesitation,particularly in this case, where it would be extremely doubtful whether 


Reducing all of the foregoing wood and timber and charcoal to cord-wood 
npon the basis of 150 running feet of mining timber, 300 feet of lagging, and 40 
bushels of charcoal to the cord, and we have the total number of cords aggre- 
gating 3,804, which is the entire number of cords of wood, timber lagging, and 
chareoal consumed by the Navajo Mining Company from the Ist day of Jan- 
uary, 1882, up to the Ist day of January, 1888, 


oe . ee 
Tim- | Cord- | Char- the Government would be able to make proof of the cutting of any wood (be- 


Name of mine. | Date. | - | 
ber. | wood. coal. cause it is a misnomer to call this scrubby stuff timber) or toestablish any viola- 
j ae | | - tion of the timber laws upon the part of any of the parties to this offer, if they had 
| | | put themselves upon the defensive and denied the commission of such trespass. 
| Feet. | | Bushels Their frank admission and offer of settlement should insure for them fair treat- 
Grand Prize... cereeeerescrsresnceeeeneneensnes sosceeves| 1887 | 2,609 900 | 525 | ment and prompt response on the part of the United States. 
| WM. M. STEWART. 


Here are these guilty parties themselves voluntarily offering to come 
in and make a compromise, and they get in under the egis and pro- 
tection of the Senator frorff Nevada. Heescorts them into the General 
Land Office, and asks that their application may be considered for a 


The foregoing timber and charcoal reduced to cord-wood at the rate of 150 run- 
ning feet of timber and 40 bushels of charcoal to the cord makes the total number 
of cords of wood 1,017 consumed by the Grand Prize Mining Company.during 
the period embraced in the proposition of settlement. 





: | Tim- | | Cora: | compromise. They make their own statement. Now, how could the 

Name of mine, Date. | ber, | essing.) wooqg, Charcoal. | Commissioner of the General Land Office act upon that proposed com- 

| pC ap te ee promise of the Senator and his constituents without having some more 

; Bh ie information than was given in that simple application? There was the 

N | Feet. Peet. | | Bushels. | ouestion. How was the Commissioner of the General Land Office to 
North Belle Isle... 1883 | 850 BP Teavcisuiercelnen quecsnese pt - a . _ 
Do.. 1886 | 6,000 |.......00.s000 S contains ees ascertain the facts? These same gentlemen knew how he ought to as 

Oi ecm | BT APS bccn | 1,075 | 2,100 | certain the facts, and how he could ascertain the facts in regard to their 

- oan) aa ° own statements. The Senator from Nevada escorted them into the 
ED omnerniesennnteee re ies aed 1,079 | 2,10 | Land Office under his special Senatorial protection. What did they ask 


the Commissioner of the General Land Office to do? 
The Senator himself through his constituents demanded that a spe- 
The special agent was sent, az the 


The foregoing timber, lagging, and charcoal reduced to cord-wood at the rate 
of 150 running feet of timber, 300 running feet of lagging, and 40 bushels of char- 


coal to the cord makes a grand total of 1,329 cords of wood consumed by the cial agent should be sent there. 


















































The gentle: 

















his reports. He hasa re lar form containing questions, i hist +EO. D. I 
ports give answers to thoss 1estions Those reports and some of th , 
; / G i 
remaining exhibits in Senate Executive Document 259, of this session 
' are as follow 
i EXHI! I | . 
| } 
REI r OF MBER TRESPASS , t 3 
Name of trespa Eureka Consolidated Mining Com, y of San Fra ' : 
sco, Cal,, incorporated under the laws of Ca.ifornia, with principal office \ a : es w ‘ ‘ ‘ 
San Francisco al,, but operating mines at Eureka, Nev superintenden Ni . Nav Gr: : . Wes ‘ Ne ‘ 
Henry Donnelly i me 
Land trespassed ups The unsurveyed public lands of t ted States . a - ee me 
mineral in character, includi: ills, mountain rang and « ns within a ra- ae lw 1 and | ' } 
dius of 35 rom the town of | ka, in Eureka ¢ ity » of Nevada ned . 4 = t ; . ; 
Character of land: Mountainous, mineral; formerly t yered bar aameniog i : eng f t it 3 
Never susceptible of cultivation . 
4 f I 4 } _ i i r t ) ¢ x* v i 
Date or dates upon which trespass wa imitted At differ t dates betwee . = erated ¢ ‘ ; 
July 1, i878, and July 1, 1888 . . > 3 f+ t ” j 
Kind of trespass—cutting or removing, or both: Both Als he pur 4 es ‘ ; chien a 
from others with knowledge of t pass nd that < t : : 
Kind of timber: and aho rami ; P 
Number of each I scu Not ascertained, but many mil t thous ail le } Bi rs 
being small. ‘ 4 5 , 1 
Quantity of timber or lumber cut: Seven million one hun land f t i ; i< i ! 
sand six hundred and sixty-two! s charcoal. a shelsto the é 





to 236,822 cords of wood, also co ood to the num! of 236,822 cords in add ‘ . ‘ t < ‘ f l 
tion to that burned into « ; . 




















Location of timber or lumber: Nearly all cons ea P red f 1 i F ' ; 2 ‘ , 
in reduction and sm«¢ ng of ore et é . 
Values: Value of char ai at reduction wo s 25 ce 3 per shel. $1.7 . : 
Va! of cord-wood at reduction works at $8 per « i$ 4 lotal value ‘ oa athe ‘ ; : 
coal and wood, $3,670,741 j 7 . . ‘ 
Where timber was to be delivered: At the fu ‘ Eureka, 4 t ( i 
Agent's testimor In a trip of al it 20 miles thr ugh the distr referred : : » 
I observed the complete denudation « e! sand mx ain sides, « i t ' a ; 
removal of the stumps of the trees, also many locat cha l 7 eet : ; 
pita, F 7 3 a ; . 
; the trespass willful? Yes. . F P 
: Have any legal proceedings been instituted Nott iy know l ag 
F Are the parties to trespass finan lyr ) - 
Action recommended by agent: Suit for value of material at point of 
or receipt at the works of the company 
Remarks: I noticed in cord-wood t cor yr hauled at « y 
was cut from 3inch n dia ter to the larg 
GEO. D. TEMPI } ( 
17 ial 
EUREKA, NeEv., July 10, 1888 WEPA ' f f . 
t rto i ) a t i ta 4 - 
7 * 
Exuurr J ; sane SN ee renee ae 
Sa : ¥ Su > s t : 
REPORT « TIMBER TRESPAS " ‘ a ter of the 4th afte - : 
for t g i 
Name of trespasser: The Richmond M y of Nevada, organized 4 





under the laws of Nevada; principal place of business, Eureka, Nev. R.K A 
e Morrison, superintendent, Eureka, Nev { it 
Eo Land trespassed upon: The unsurveyed id of the United States, mineral in I ty HE I RIOR, 
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Exunisir P. 
DEPARTMENT OF JusTICE, Washington, August 10, 1888 


n: I have the honor to inform you that the United States attorney for Ne- 
vada has been instructed to bring criminal suit against Henry Donnelly, super- 
intendent of the Eureka Consolidated Mining Company, for timber trespass, 


fs) 


and civil suit against the company, as requested in your letter of the 6th in- 
stant, ifafter investigation such course is justifiable and for the public good. 
G. A. JENKS, 
icting Att /-G 

J s« ula charges that 1 nt had noi 
of know t y about quant or anything els Wh I 
” ent, 1 t! ir from t \00KS OL Tt I ) cons 
ent It i 1 t Oo 1 con ituent t J the } ) 
he and at 1! tation. He forced them into it. He took t 
int eG i] 1 Office and he presented them there He 

1 that ial rent should be sent out to investigate th« 
ter Che « ul t went out ther und in} lin ha 
the inv ) He took I i ) t bool 
t ym} t t come nd ( 

ott ( ii i und ) a tt é 
L ‘ ( ( whenity pe i 
( t ! . Ti ty ( 
7 l nad into eir I L ¢ I 
i t OK na t } Qa I t 
i Iie i nad fort t { 
er , ( mn a i é oO 
+} ) } | 4 I ' i 
( it to be p » trou y ia 1 vein 
{ he1 er for it. 
| this i 1was sent | t the ista eof thes { 
led for it. It was sent here in Executive Document No, 259 

| have given the facts in tl Cast I have no recollection of the let 
ter of the Commi mer to Colonel BuURNES, of the House of Re 
€1 ves. [am < peaking of what the Senator from Nevada 
brought to 1 en in response to his own resolution, and there i 
no ground whatever for censuring the Commissioner of the General 
Land Offi lie has simply done his plain duty. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri [ M: 
Cr RELL] appears to be an enthusiastic friend of the Saneiedienes 
of the General Land Office, but he has not made a very good case for | 
him He has made almost as vindictive a case as the Commissioner 
himself mad 


is that animpecunious district attorney 
» party in my State, wrote a letter a year 
ago last March advising the Commissioner of the General Land Of- 
fice to sue the miners at Pioche, White Pine, Belmont, Austin, and 
other camps and seize their wood and timber. He did arrest a lot of 
Italians and wrote very severe letters about them, and said some of 
them had 500 cords of wood and others 1,000 cords, etc., and advised 
that it be seized; that special agents and sharp detectives be sent to 
pounce upon then 0. He arrested these men and brought them before 
the United States district court at Carson. The court decided that 
they had done just what they might do and decided that the regula- 
tions that they could cut no timber under 8 inches in diameter did not 
apply. Under the law they had a right to cut it, and they were dis- 
charged. Still the district attorney ‘continued to write and to urge 
these prosecutions, 

Two gentlemen who had charge of mining companies at Tuscarora, 
asthe mines were being worked out feared that they might be sued 
personally, after the mines were exhausted, by a Democraticadministra- 
tion. They would rather come here and pay four times as much as 
the wood was worth, although they knew they were not liable, than 
be harassed by trumped-up and blackmail suits, which were advised 
by the Democratic district attorney. I advised them not to go to the 
Commissioner. They said they did not want to be sued, and preferred 
to pay 50 cents a cord, which was the highest price paid in that coun- 
try for stumpage on private land. 

{ went to this great Commissioner of the General Land Office and 
told him that these people were willing to pay for this wood, and that 
what they offered a as very liberal; that they wanted to buy their peace 
that way, and I advised him to ‘take it. He said that he could not 
make any compromise; that he had to send out a specialagent. They 
went back and showed their books to the special agent, and he did not 
find their books incorrect at all as to the amount. Everything had 
been shown by them, although he thought they made an estimate of 
too large an amount cut on private land. They thought they had cut 
about one-fourth. The n, without giving any basis for an estimate at 
all, he reports here that they have cut one hundred and twenty-six odd 
thousand dollars’ wort h oftimber, and I am charged with swindling r the 
Government by recommending a compromise for $3,000! 

I recommended the compromise to the Commissioner because these 
gentlemen wanted to buy their peace, and = their offer had been ac- 
cepted the Government would have gained $3,000, while now it will 
not get acent. The only parties who will he benefited by these pro- 
ceedings will be feed officers, special counsel, special agents, and spies. 


The simple fact in this ca 
appointed by the De 
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The plundering expedition of the special agent to Eureka was on the 
instruction of the Commissioner, not at the request of the citizens of 
nor did J invite him to go there or any where else to fabri- 
e reports. My suggestion was that he should verify the state- 

Messrs. Baker and Dorsey as to the amount of wood cut for 
ruscarora mines. He was compelled to report that their state- 
but could not refrain from a false and s 


ment of 


ments were true, indalous 








tatement as to the value of the wood. Because the special agent had 
access to the books at Tuscarora the Senator from Missouri asserts that 
en-million-dollarcanard was obtained from the books of the Eureka 
ympanies, Ra e special agent never saw those books, and either in 
ith ’ himself or borrowed it nd hand fi © accol 
p e in ti yUspire 
He did sce the boo! llat Eureka. He was stuffed 1 me 
| Lbhere wl »> fave I il Li $ lmagina ¥ iniormia 0 and h ent it 
nd then I am charged with attempting to rob the Government 
10,000,000. ‘To have coll i ft information he furnished 
D I tot tof ft i r cut ¢ ing a pe od « 
( 11 1 of « 30 l in ¢ nt in every d 
f 1 t! ’ ’ ty I r long 
Bat al v few 1 kur i the e1 
int < \ i « t r ¢ np 1 tO 
ime Com) ! lbyt L ict atto 
men to compro that according to tl 
‘ court they had nothing to « Dp as the court had 
l they had a right to cutthe timber. I also informed the Com 
\ i tto the D rtment ti ere was nothing ft 
( Lise, d showed him that the part had vi lnolaw. I 
i not seen the decision then referred to by the district attorney, but 
the Comniissi r had th > information then from the district attorney 
\ h he did we dis se to me. 
he Commissioner knew very well I was right, and that the parti 
re not liable, yet he refuse od to a pt their compromise and releas 


but i 
| to verify their statements. 
and supposing that the Commis 
willing 


leeches, isisted th it he must send a special agent 
Knowing that their statements were tru: 
sioner was acting in good faith, they 
gly acquiesced in his proposition to send a special agent, and when 
the agent came they showed him their books and were repaid for their 
trouble by a false and absurd estimate of the value of the wood and 
denounced by the Commissioner for their offer of compromise, and were 
unconsciously the innocent ins truments which enabled the Commis- 
sioner to manufacture a slander against a Senator for discharging hi 
duty in the Senate. 

The simple fact that I offered an amendment to prevent this enor 
mous corruption fund, given to a Democratic Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office by the Democratic Appropriations Committee of the 
House, being used to prosecute miners for cutting wood in the mining 
region for mining purposes, as the law allows, was Mr. Stockslager’s 
excuse for all this misrepresentation and newspaper abuse. 

Nobody denies that my amendment was perfectly legal. I was de- 
nounced by him in the New York Herald as having attempted to shield 
great corporations, wealthy corporations that were destroying timbe1 
on the public land. My amendment had no such effect and he knew 
it. He talks about these corporations being rich. They are not rich. 
The Eureka corporations are worth very little. The mines are pretty 
nearly worked out. They can hardly pay expenses, and if the miners 
were prosecuted they would stop; but if they can go on they may work 
there years and years and help the people very much. 

These corporations are situated just as all the miners in the State 
are. The district attorney named nearly every town in the State and 
advised the prosecution of the miners in each, and there is just as much 
ground for one as another. The Commissioner reports to the Senate a 
simple request from me to send the laws and regulations on this timber 
question to Mr. MacMillan as a reason why these suits should be prose- 
cuted. He makes a great handle, too, of my recommending an offer 
of compromise. 

His action is in violation of every principle of decency. Does not 
every lawyer know that a compromise is not a thing to make a basis of 
a prosecution; that if men will go and ask to buy their peace, to be 
saved from being harassed by litigation it is no offense? But this 
Commissioner not only makes it an offense against them, he not only 
sends a man out there who takes their books and makes a statement 
that he can not sustain for the purpose of making buncombe in the 
newspapers, but is writing letters to the committees here to prevent 
my amendment being agreed to. 

He does not pretend that he wants to prosecute miners for cutting 
scrub timber for mining purposes. On the contrary, he undertakes to 
deny it, and in denying it he admits that my amendment was right. 
While admitting it is right, he reiterates the charge that I prevent him 
from protecting the timber on the public lands. 

That is the kind of a Commissioner you have, and the Senator from 
Missouri defends him. He defends him in an attack ona Senator; he 
defends him in falsifying my amendment; he defends him for making 

an attack in the newspapers on me, and attacking me on a false accu- 
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Lior ‘fend him and my people shall know who defended ; . 
hi r Nevada w rem long days this u es . 
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[t will be remembered that the Library building is being constru l » large uidin 
under a separate and distinct statute authorizing its construction, } t 
viding for the character of the building in general terms by a re - ( 
tion of a plan which is on file in the office of the yrarian of Congr LUND 
\ commission consisting of the Architect of the Cap 
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Sey panels l 


1 then a further conference was held, which has made 
are confronted by the House conferees, who say 


resentative an 
this report Now, we 
that they are 
tained in the ori 

further conference 


unable to make us any proposition except what is con- 
inal text of the House bill. We undertook in the 


which was ordered yesterday, to see whether there 


was sone line of compromise whereby we could agree upon an amend- 
ment that would allow the continued construction of the Library build- 
ing. Th said that under the instructions they had received by the 


' 


voie of the House they felt compelled to insist upon the House provi 


. jon, and that alone. he Senate conferees said then, as this is a con- 
troverted question and nearly three months of the present fiscal year 
have passed way. the linvolving, as it does, a great many D ps 


ments of the Government as.respects their expenditures, why not remit 
this whole question iS the Senator from Ohio now p yposes to the 
next session of Conger ? Of cout that would leave the Library 


building without an appropriation. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 
former appropriation ? 
Mr. ALLISON. There is a very small sum actuall: 
not covered by contract; about $12,000, 
Mr. SHERMAN. There are a good many contracts. 
Mr. ALLISON Chere are large contracts. Of course we did not 
make that proposition, because we had no authority to make it from 
the Senate. Ido not think any conteree on the part of the Senate was 
in favor of it, but it was a suggestion. 
us that they would not agree to do that thing; 
the House would agre« 


t10n Was 


How much unexpended money is there of the 


tually unexpended, 


The House conferees stated to 
they did not believe 
ta a4 
iV iin 


made that perhaps a limitation upon the cost 
factory to the House, but that was not 


‘Then a sugge 
of the building might be sati 
thought proper, 7 

So we are now confronted with the question whether we shall agree 
on this bill to a proposition which remits to the future the further con- 
sideration as to whether we shall have a Library building, and if we 
are to have a Library building, what it shall be. 

The House provision requires a report by the 20th of December, and 
it also requires that five eminent architects shall be summoned, who 
shall each furnish a new and distinct plan for a building. 
fectly well known that no architect can between now and that time fur- 
nish a new plan for such a building. 

It seemed to the conferees on the part of the Senate that the propo- 
sition of the House of Representatives, so far as we could gather it, in- 
volved an entire suspension of this work until another Congress shall 
convene, or certainly for a year and a half or two years. 

That is the situation of this bill. I desire very much to have an ex- 
pres-ion of the Senate upon the point, and I will say to the Senator from 
Ohio that inasmuch as it is one amendment, it is impossible for us in 
any way to modify it except through another conference report. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think myself when a conference report is made 
and pending the Senate might either instruct their committee of con- 
ference or themselves propose a modification of their own amendment; 
but to avoid any question about that I shall move to instruct our con- 
ferees. 

I will submit first the ordinary motion to insist upon the disagreeing 
vote, andthen I shall move the following instructions: That if the con- 


pose that the text of the House billon the point in dispute be stricken 
out and that the amendment of the Senate be stricken out of the bil), 
the next session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As the Chair understands the atti- 
tude of this question, the amendment of the Senate is to strike out 
aud insert, and must be dealt with as one question. Therefore the 
instructions proposed by the Senator from Ohio, the Chair thinks, 
would not be now in order, because if the Senate recedes from its 
amendment that leaves the proposition in the bill as it came from the 
House of Representatives, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I propose that the Senate shall insist upon its 
amendment and instruct the conferees as I stated. I do not think 
there is any question about the power to do it. If we insist upon our 
amendment to strike out, that leaves the whole matter open, and then 

As a matter of course, either House can instruct 
nference as it can instruct any other committee at 


we add instructions. 
its committees of c¢ 
any time, 

Mr. HALE. The trouble with*the suggestion of the Senator from 
Ohio is that it would not help us ont of the difficulty in the least. 
Setting aside the Senate amendment entirely, if we had originally 
struck out the House proposition and inserted nothing whatever in 
lieu of it, the same conflict would have been precipitated that we are 
now engaged in. That conflict does not arise from the substitution of 
the Senate amendment for the House proposition; but it arises from 
the fact that the Senate will not agree to the original proposition of 
the House of Representatives. The original proposition of the House 
tears down the entire Library project so far as we have engaged in it. 
It throws it all open again loosely. 
the two Houses beginning de novo, inviting propositions from five dif- 


| ferent architects, who shall mature plans. 


It is per- | 


ferees of the two Houses can not agree, the Senate conferees shall pro- | 


leaving the whole provision about the Library building to stand until | 


It provides for the committees of 
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Whenever the t 
the committees cau arr 


? 
i be a con 





which will be in the remote future, that 
upon the one man whom they select and his plans there wil 
bination of the friends of all the other four architects, and we shall ; 
over the same conflicts, the same strifes, about getting a plan that we 
have already been over. 

'Tke Senate, so far as the conferees can judge from the debates and 
attitude of the Senate upon this question generally, is opposed to that 

nd is in favor of doing something to go on with the Library project 
ble Library building for the accommodat 
The conferees on the part of the Hou 





n 


t shall give us asui 
our great and growing I 





rary. 


- | do not object so much to the terms of our amendment, but they want 


to insist upon their provision, which throws the whole thing open. 

Ilr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow me, the conferees on t! 
part of the two Houses disagree as to the terms of this bill in regard 
tothe Library building. In case of a disagreement which is final and 
conclusive, as I suppose both sides presented thir view of the case 
strongly, there is but one rule under which a legislative body can ac 
on appropriation bills, and that is where there is a disputed item t 
drop it entirely. I have no doubt the House will agreetothat. Ia 
sume that the House will. 

Mr. HALE. No, the Senator is wrong. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘Then if the House would take the responsibilit 
of defeating this bill because we will not agree to their project abou 
the Library building, the sooner it is known the better. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator’s rule applies where either House puts i: 
a distinctly new matter upon some new subject. Undoubtedly either 
House then insisting on that positive action must yield to the opposite 
branch which says it can not agree to the positive action. But here 
the Honse finds itself confronted with a condition of things that every- 
body says ought to be cured upon a great public work that we have en- 
tered upon. The House claims, and with force, that it has not pro- 
jected upon the consideration of the Senate a new subject-matter that 
we can refuse to do anyth' +e about, but is dealing with a condition 
that everybody says ought to "| with, and it has put in a propo- 
sition which does deal with the ect-matter. Now, it is so radical, 
so revolutionary, that the Senate can not, and, as it appears not only in 
| discussion now, but heretofore, ever agree to it, and we are brought to 
| the question simply whether the conferees shall agree upon some propo- 
sition containing some portion of the spirit of the House provision, which 
takes the whole thing ‘away from the present control and conduct, that 
has been very offensive to the House, but yet that has in it some of the 
features of the Senate amendment. 

I may say that I am not wholly without hope, even expectation, that 
we can agree upon some amendment which will embody the funda- 
mental view that each House is in favor of—the House, that the whol: 
chargeshall be taken away from the present management, and the Senate, 
that there shall be no unreasonable delay in the construction and fin- 
ishing of this great work. These are the two great fundamental ideas 
that to my view lie at the bottom of the action of each House. 
| To repeat, the House of Representatives says that the whole charge 

and conduct shall be taken away and put somewhere else. We can 
agree to that. The Senate says, Let us have no great delay, no indefi 
| nite postponement of this great enterprise, but build it under some- 
body’s hands. I. believe the other House will agree to that, and that 
we shall get a proposition finally that will settle this whole question if 
allowed a little more scope. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, may I ask what is the pending 
question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on agree 
ing to the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So far as it reports an agreement? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
| conference report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
put. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it would simplify 
the matter if that should first be done, leaving the Senate then to con- 
| sider the disputed point. 
| Mr. EDMUNDS. Precisely; that is what I was about to suggest. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will therefore submit the 

question, Will the Senate concur in the report of the committee of con 
ference? 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now the pending question is on the Library 
| amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The pending question is on the item 


That question I should like to have the Chai: 





on which the conferees have not agreed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That is what we call the Library amendment 
Now, I make this motion, which I believe to bein order: that the Sen- 
ate insist on its amendment respecting the Library building, and that 
the Senate conferees be instructed to agree to an amendment to the 
Senate amendment, providing,in lieu of the provisions of the bill, that 
all proceedings and expenditures in the Library building matter bs 
suspended until the end of the next session of Congress. 
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penator from Ohio is first I 

Mr. SHERMAN Let that be 

Mr. EDMUNDS I thought t ( 
order, or I should not have offered 


The PRESIDE? 
not in order, but if the Se1 
first in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, of 





the proposition of the Senator from Oh'‘o 
Che PRESIDENT pro tempo 
tructions of the Senator from ¢ 





Che Secretary read as follows 


Chat if the conferees of the two Houses 
the text of the House bill disagreed to by the Se: 


Mr. SHERMAN. That leaves the whole n 


Mr. ALLISON. I think the suggestion 
Ohio is better than the suggestion made by 


suggestion of the Senator from Vermont, 1 
! 


suspended until the end of the next session. 
be, of course, to suspend all work that is now being 


ing contract, the existing contracts being 


the stone which is to be the foundation of the Lil 


Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. ALLISON, 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
the other House. 


How much of it? 
I think the whole of it 


Mr. ALLISON. Ido not think even the 
proposes to do that. There is a contract enter 
sion for the erection of the basement story of the building by 
1, which involves the quarrying and delivering of the stone 
stone is being delivered. I went the other evening, wi 


m 


now 


] 


House of 


ic 


if we desire to go on with the Library building. 


t 


il 


something about this matter, to the grounds of 
and I found there a very large amount of stone 


contract. 
contract. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I 
the enormous amount of stone 
plated building? 


Mr. ALLISON. The stone that is contracted 





as proposed by the conferees of the two Houses. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 


vast structure. 
Mr. ALLISON. No; it does not. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That is another thing 
Mr. ALLISON. 


therefore all the contracts made for stone have 


ence to that plan. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 


purposes, 
Mr. ALLISON. 


the rotunda and the library spaces around. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Then may I ask if the contract n 
goes beyond the appropriations already made? 
Mr. ALLISON. It does not, but I think it comes within $12,000 of 


the existing appropriations. 


ground without being put in its place. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Then all that is contracted for. all the present 
obligations of the Government, if there are obligations, are applicable 


Both Houses are willing ; i 
the construction of the west front, so called, and the construction of 


to the structure which is what is called the 


be the present building ? 
Mr. ALLISON. The present building. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Whether there is any other building or not; so | 
that there would be no useless waste of money for accumulating ma- | 


to go on with tl 


I misunderstood the Senator. 
to say that the contract for the stone embraced the 


I wish to say, if the Senator will 
moment, that when Mr. Vilas came in as Secretary of the Interi 
overhauled this whole matter of the Library building, and at 
sultation with his associates it was agreed that tor the time-bein; 
construction should he confined to what is called ‘‘ 
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is that all proceedings 
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That is the very point on which I want to me 


Represent: 
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delivered 
I do not think it would be a wise thing to suspend t 
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indulge me on 


Plan No. 


been made with r 


‘Plan No. 1’’ understand then to mean m« 
the structure that both committees are willing to 
Mr. ALLISON. They are, except that the other House 
I am speaking of the committees 
small part of the structure that is supposed to be st 


oon with? 
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1 
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Unless there are additional appropri 
ations made at this session, of course the stone will remain on the 
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clock m. Prayer by Rey. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
, Be. 1 . ' 
lay’s proceedings was read and approvec 
0 ri ISSOUI RIVER. 
laid ] e the Hor St imendan { 
H. R. 9619) to authorize the construction 
ri River at some accessible point within 1 
l t uth of the Kansas I 
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| bill will be read subje ) 
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mn, the bill was considered; the question being 
What is the name of the corporation auth« 
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is not the same line. 
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ville Southern Railroad. 
Louisville, Nashville and South- 


Chis is a competing, or 


lh . ; & her 1 lenawr? . 
h the Cincinnati Southern road, known as 


thought you systematically left Nashville 


third time, and passed. 


to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | ¢ 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
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JOHN D. ADAMS. 
pore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
D. Adams. 
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pended under the direction of the President of the United States in the relief of 
suffering caused by yellow fever now prevailing » State of Florida and 
elsewhere in the United States. 
Mr. DOUGHERTY I ask unanimous consent to consider that re<o- 
lution now. 
Mr. KILGORE. I object. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore Objection is made. 
rhe resolution was read a first and second time, referred to the Com 
I ec on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
ee Panl M 
i ’ ( i i ) il ‘ 
i 
A ze i pi ) 1 ‘ I l I e 
ior i inment o i i WN 
( of Michigan and I \ 
ALLE of M i t ol { nt 
i | Mr. y ) Lirmh 1 Ol t ( 
his bill was re I | ri pi ( € 1 
l which has been ate without oppositi 
v full cc rence vice of the Commissio 
Indian A ffa It i conte whether any money is 
certain Pott J n Indiana and Southern M 
] i r mont : and this bill proposes 
nd this bill to the Courtof Claims. It will not cost the Government 
anything unless it shall appear that the Government owes them, in 
which case Congress will be called upon to pay them what isdue. | 
hope there may be no objection to the present consideration of the bill. 
ir. MCMILLIN. Let the bill be read. 
Che § SPE: re R protempore. The bill will be read, after which t 
( I illa there be objection. 
The bill was read at length for information. 
The SPEAKER pyo tempore. Is there objection to the considerat 
| of this bill now? 
Mr. McMILLIN. I desire toask whether this bill has been reported 


upon by the House committee ? 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Yes, sir; the gentleman from Indiana 


| Mr. SHIVELY], whois not here, had charge of the matter in the Com- 


mittee on Indian Affairs. I was associated with him on that commit- 


Chere is a House bill onthe Calendar which is a fac- | 
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of this bill. 
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Simiiie 


Chis i 


for “ag consider: lion at 


this 


2 Senate bill, and I ask unanimous consent 
time. 


tee. The only point in the whole matter is this: These Indians, who 
are civilized and enlightened Indians, living upon their farms, claim 
that the Government paid certain Indians who were not entitled to th 
money paid them, and they simply ask for a rectification of the mis- 
take if there be one. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I would suggest that the gentleman have the re- 
port made by the House committee read. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I have not a copy of that report here. 
Mr. McMIELIN. Let it go over, then, and the bill lie on the Speak- 
r’s table. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. 
mentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Can the bill lie on the Speaker’s table 
without prejudice ? 
Mr. McMILLIN. I would suggest to the gentleman from Michigan 
to take that course. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I ask that the bill lie on the Speaker’s 


Speaker, I desire to make a parlia- 


| table for the present without prejudice. 


There was no objection. 
RATIFICATION OF AGREEMENT WITH INDIANS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (S 
to accept and ratify the agreement submitted by the Shoshones, Ban- 
nacks, and Sheepeaters of the Fort Hall and Lemhi reservation, in 
Idaho, May 14, 1880, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LANDS IN MICHIGAN. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (S. 858) to 
forfeit lands granted to the State of Michigan to aid in the construction 
of a railroad from oy ee to Ontonagon, in said State. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not notice the title of the bill, and I ask that 
the bill be read, and then that the House will devote a raoment to its 
consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all the lands granted to the State of Michigan for the 
use and benefit of any railroad company or companies, whatever their cor} 
rate name, to aid in building and completing a railroad from Marquette to Or 
tonagon, in said State, by an act of Congress approved June 3, 1856, and by an) 
and allaets of Congress amendatory or supplementary thereto that relate to the 

ime subject-matter, which are uncertified lands within the limits of the grant, 
together with all the lands, certified or uncertified, which lie opposite the un- 
completed portion of said road, extending from L’Anse to Ontonagon, are 


| hereby declared, by reason of the breach of the conditions upon which th: 


grant was made, forfeited; and that all of said lands be restored to the pt tblic 
domain and made subject to sale and settlement under existing laws of the 


. HOLMA) What is the title of the bill? 

T he SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections 

Tho bill was read, as follows: 

4 bill (S. 320) for the relief of John D, Adams, 

Re it enacted , That the sum of $3,705.36 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay 
J Db. Adams, a contractor, for transporting the United States mails in the 
St of Arkansas prior and up to the Ist day of June, A. D. 1861, 

he bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read | 
the third t 1 passed. 

Mr. ROG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
p 1; and also ved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tabl 

The latter motion w agreed to. 
Lhe SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the House bill 
wil laid upon the table. 
Chere w » objection, and it was so ordered. 
REI OF YELLOW-FEVER SUFFERERS. 

The SPEAKER yt n@ also laid before the House the joint res 

olution (S. R. 110) in aid of the sufferers from yellow fever. 
Mr. DOI GH RTY [ ask to have that read. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 

rR. ved by the Senc ! House of Representatives, etc., That the sum of $100,000, i 
or 80 ate thereof as may be necessary, be and the same is hereby appropri- 
ated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be ex- | United States. 
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the House. The gentleman from Texas asks leave to introduce a res- 
olution for reference to the Committee on the Judiciary, with leave to 
report it back at any time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let it be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary is hereby authorized to report 
to the House at any time a bill providing by legal and judicial proceedings for 
the suppression and prevention of “ trusts,’ and is further authorized to call 
up said bill for consideration at any time, subject only tothe consideration of 
resolutions or bills for raising revenue and of general appropriation bills. 


Mr. CRAIN. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. CRAIN. Imove torefer this resolution to the Committee on the 
Judiciary for the simple reason that practically there is now in exist- 
ence no Committee on Rules. Three members of that committee are 
absent from the city; and Iam informed on reliable authority that none 
of those three gentlemen will return during the present session of Con- 
gress. There are pending in the Committee on Ways and Means twelve 
bills (which have been introduced since the 27th of August) for the sup- 
pression and prevention of ‘‘trusts.’’ There are pending five bills of 
this character in the Committee onthe Judiciary. This resolution does 
not contemplate on its face the introduction of any bill by the Judiciary 
Committee which will affect tariff legislation, because it provides that 
the substance of the bill which the committee may report shall be based 
upon proceedings which will belegaland judicial. Both political parties 
have in their national platforms denounced these combinations or con- 
spiracies called ‘* trusts.’’ 

The President of the United States has declared the opposition of 
the Administration and the party which he represents to these con- 
spiracies, and as the Committee on Ways and Means—in saying this I 
intend no disrespect to that committee or to any individual member ot 
it—is unable, confessedly unable, from the fact that it does not do it, 
to present to the House for consideration a bill on this question, or to 
report upon any measure which has been introduced and referred to 
that committee, having for its object the suppression of ‘‘ trusts,’’ and 
as that is the only committee which can deal with this question that 
has right of way upon the floor of this House, I think it due to the 
people of this country that the House of Representatives, without re- 
spect to party differences, should authorize the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, which has intrusted to it under the rules the consideration 
of ali questions affecting judicial proceedings, to report back at as early 
a day as practicable a bill which will have for its purpose the suppres- 
sion and prevention of these conspiracies. 

It is for these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I move the reference of this 
resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do I understand the gentleman desires simply to 
refer the bill, or does he accompany it with a request for unanimous 
consent that the committee have leave to report it back at any time? 

Mr. CRAIN. Yes, with the privilege to report it back at any time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That can not be a motion, but requires unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. CRAIN. Ihad unanimous consent to introduce it, and I now 
ask that by unanimous consent the committee have leave to report it 
back at any time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


| 





It was introduced simply for reference. 
Is there objection to the reference ? 


Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. 1 object. 
FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD GRANTS. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I rise now, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of report- 


ine back from the Committee on Public Lands the bill (H. R. 11297) 
to suspend all laws touching the disposal of public lands except the 
homestead law, and for other purposes. 

s reported originally the bill contained two sections, one proposing 
to suspend certain land laws and the other providing that no act here- 
done or performed by any railroad corporation should enlarge or 
increase the rights of the corporation in any grant of land heretofore 
made by Congress. Now, inasmuch as there is some objection to the 
first section of the bill, 1 move to strike it out and to submit the second 
section as the entire bill, which I consider the more important provis- 
ion. IJ ask the Clerk to read that second section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
2. That during the pendency of the measures now before Congress 

relation to the forfeiture of certain lands heretofore granted by Congress to 
railroad corporations and thereafter, no act done or performed by any such cor- 
poration shall in any wise enlarge the right or claim of any such corporation to 
any lands covered by any such grant, or diminish any right now existing in the 
United States to declare the forfeiture thereof. This provision shall not be con- 
strued to in any wise affect or diminish or waive any right now existing in be- 
half of the United States to declare the forfeiture of any of the lands embraced 
in any such grant, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The effect of the motion is to strike out the first 
section of the bill, leaving only the second section just read pending. 

Mr. WARNER. I reserve all points of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would ask my friend from Missouri that what- 
ever point of order he has to present it now. The bill was before the 
House yesterday. The condition of the matter is just this: The Sen- 
ate passed a bill declaring the forfeiture of something over 4,000,000 


\ 
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acres of land heretofore granted to railroad corporations. The House 4 
amended that by declaring the forfeiture of about 55,000,000 acre y 
The difference in principle between the House and the Senate propo ; 
sition is that while the Senate proposes to declare the forfeiture only ; 
of lands lying coterminous with railroads not now constructed, thx e 
House proposes, on the other hand, to forfeit all lands not earned by € 
these railroad corporations in conformity with the law making the 
grant. #3 


The conferees of the two Houses on this question of difference ar¢ 
not able to agree, at least they have not agreed up to this time, and | 
apprehend no agreement will be reached during the present session ot 
Congress, the difference involving 50,000,000 acres. Therefore it 
proposed in view of that condition of things that until an agreement i 
reached or this Congress shall adjourn matters shall remain in s/ 
quo, and that no act of any railroad land-grant corporation shall in- 
crease itsrights in the land granted. Itisa precautionary measure, (e- 
signed to prevent the possibility of any such corporation acquiring 
additional rights by reason of the non-action of Congress. 

Mr. WARNER. It refers to railroad grants only. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It operates on the House and Senate measures 
now pending in conference on these land grants and leaves matters as 
they are now, not permitting anything hereafter done to impair the 
rights of the United States to declare the forfeiture of the grants. 1 
move to strike out the first section of the bill as reported, leaving the 
second section of the bill to remain as the entire bill. 

Mr. WARNER. With that explanation, I withdraw my objection 
Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the first section. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The second section now becomes the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On that I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed it was accordingly read the third time, and 
assed. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This bill is now confined to grants of lands to rail- 
road corporations and the title should be amended. I[ move.tv amend 
the title so it will read: ‘‘A bill in relation to grants of land to aid in 
the construction of railroads.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the title was 
amended; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 





iE a aa 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate agreed to the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 
2356) to grant a pension to Mrs. Adeline Couzins. 

Also, that the Senate agreed to the amendments of the House to the 
bill (8S. 2862) granting a pension to William M. Dean. 

Also, that the Senate disagreed to the amendments of the House to 
the bill (S. 3234) to abolish circuit-court powers of certain district 
courts of the United States, and for other purposes, asked a conference 
with the House thereon, and had appointed Mr. EpMuNpDs, Mr. WIL- 
son of Iowa, and Mr. VEST managers at the conference on the part of 
the Senate. 

Also, that the Senate insisted on its disagreement to the amendment 
of the House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 119 to the bill 
making appropriations for the sundry civil expenses of the Government, 
and still further insists on its amendments to said bill disagreed to by 
the House; agreed to the conference asked thereon,and had appointed 
Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and Mr. COCKRELL managers on the part ot 
the Senate. 





The message further announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 

3557) to ratify and confirm certain agreements with the Upper and 

Middle bands of Spokane Indians, the lower Pend d’ Oreille or Calispe! 
Indians, and the confederated bands of Flatheads, Pend d’Oreille, and i 
Kootenay Indians in Washington, Idaho, and Montana Territories, and i 
for other purposes; in which the concurrence of the House was re- y 
quested. FS 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. E 
Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that e 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the following title; 


when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 11446) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act making ap- 
propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works in rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,’’ approved 
July 5, 1884. 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. PEEL, 

Mr. Hupp, and Mr. NELSON as managers on the part of the House aé 
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the conference on the bill (H. R. 10112) granting t 
Winnipeg Railway Company the right of way thre 1 the Fond 


Lac Indian reservation, in the State of Minnesota 
CIR¢ IT-COURT 
Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
(S. 3234) just sent over from the Senate, with regard to the abolition 
of certain circuit-court powers, be taken from the Speaker’s table, and 
that the House agree to the conference asked by 12a n the dis 





agreeing votes thereon. 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
later in the day. 


The Chair will appoint 


EXPLANATION OF A VOTE. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. Mr. 5 Speaker, I 
vote taken on the sundry civil bill I am recorded 
ative, and also as being —_— with the gent 
PETERS] onall political quest 


find that on t 
as voting in the neg 
leman from Kansas | M1 
I intended to extend the pair aiso 


ions. 


to that bill, and voted inadvertently. I desire to recall the vote, as 
far as I may, as this action will not in anywise affect the result of tl 
vote upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER protempore. If there be no ojection, the gentleman’s 


vote will be withdrawn. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. LANHAM. I move to dispense with the 
call of committees. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent in this connection tl 
gentlemen having reports to make from committees may be permitt 
to file them with the Clerk. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 

The following reports were filed by being 


desk: 


morning hour for 


handed in at the Cler! 


J. L. CAIN AND OTHERS 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Commiitee on War Claims, 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 97) for the relief of J. L. Cain a: 
others; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House « 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
be printed. 

SUPPLIES, ETC., DURING INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 

Mr. HERMANN, from the Select Committee on Indian Depredation 
Claims, reported back favorably the bill (S. 2542) to reimburse certain 
persons who expended moneys and furnished services and supplies in 
repelling invasions and sappressing Indian hostilities within the territo 
rial limits of the present State of Nevada; which was referred to tl 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH FISHER. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 514) granting a 
Joseph Fisher; which was referred to the Committee of 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL L. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7928) granting a pension to Samuel L. 
Reese; which was referred to ‘the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


REESE. 


BAKER SAINE., 


pension to | 
the Whole | 


Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported | 


back favorably the bill (H. R. 2707) granting a pension to Baker Saine; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 


Private Calender, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
THOMAS S. LIVERS. 
Mr. YODER also, from th ; C omt nittee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. 9) granting a pe nsion to Thomas J. 


Livers; which was referred rs tts Committee of the Whole House on 


the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to | | 


be printed. 
ISAAC H. WHEAT. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 148) for the relief of Isaac H. W heat; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the following bills; which were laid on the table, and 
the accompany} ying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 2712) granting a pension to John Jacob Frey; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 4853) granting a pension to Jacob Newman. 
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Che signatures of these two officers are certified to as genuine by the Third 
Auditor, and the omission of approval in the last two is merely a defect in form, 


and they are evidences of a contract equally with the two which are perfect in 
for 

The act of February 21, 1867, is declaratory of the act of July 4, 1864. Neither 
of these acts is intended to affect contracts made by the proper officers or agents 
of the Government, These vouchers are undoubted evidences of a contract 
The parties were competent to contract, a consideration has been given by the 
petitioner, and the Government should undoubtedly pay the vouchers, 


The committee report the accompanying bill appropriating the sum of $1,212.50 
in full payment of said vouchers, and recommend that it do pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to call the attention of the House to the fact 
that this is a claim under the act of 1867, which is amendatory of the 
act of July 4, 1864, and payment is expressly prohibited by law. The 
reason of the prohibition was that at the time the law was enacted the 
Army was occupying vast regions of country in villages, towns, and 
citics. It did not seem proper that in a state of war the Government 
should be paying rent for property occupied in the various localities 
where the Army was situated, and it was not thought we ought to 
enter upon the payment of that kind of claims. The voucher proves 
nothing except the occupation of the premises. It does not prove any 
authority on the part of the officers to make a contract. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill 

N r, HOLM AN, I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any other objection to the conside1 
of ithe bill ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope my colleague will have an opportunity to 
reply to the observations of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr, Hot- 
MAN |. 

Mr. GRIMES. This is a bill to pay the administrators of Mr. Hill, 
who during his lifetime lived in my town, for the rent of property be- 
longing to him which was occupied by the military in 1865. It was 
simply a question of contract betweenthem. The military were there 
after the war had closed. They wanted to rent buildings for the pur- 
pose of accommodating the military, and entered into this contract, 
agreeing to give so much rent for the useof the property. The proper 
officers gave vouchers, and it was on account of this rent that this 
claim arose. It has been reported in several Congresses, and upon it 
the committee has never failed to make a favorable report. I remem- 
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Ii. Hill, deceased, having carefully considered the same, submit the following a 1 } . mradeal “er 
senor’ : © | not care now what the statute 1s; suppose it is as my iriend stat - 
Cie fact it of which this bill for relief arises will be found stated in House | if tl irmy had the use of this property for legitimate purp 3 
r fron Committee on War Claims of the Forty-ninth Congress, which } April to December, does my friend think it right that the Gove 4 
report is hereto annexed and made a part of this repo | should renudiate the contract made bv its officers and reft ’ ’ 
Y our committee adopt the said report as their own, and report back the bill | °’'V“*“ repualate 1e contract made by its officers and ref pay 
1 recommend its pa re |} rent? 
; ; a oa baie Mr. HOLMAN. Does my friend propose t rovide by la 
Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the petition for the re vast amount of hou ind other property in all t} ties it 
lief 4. H. Hill, of ¢ mbus, Ga., having considered the same, report: re . “— ~ pro] aged , _ sa 
That the claim is for rent of buildings for military purposes for different } the Southern section of the country which may have been ocerp r 
ric neluded between April 16 and December 1, 1865, amounting to $1,212.50, | the Army shall be paid for ? 
for which vouchers are given. These buildings were located in Columbus, Ga A Pp meT T 
r = nt my > ’ “ad ( + at all a 
Th ouchers were presented to the Third Auditor for settlement, by whom they | mar. BLOM NT. Ne , at al "3 . ot ; 7 * 
were rejected, for the reason, as assigned, that as “ Georgia was a State in re- | r, LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of or } 3 
bel i during the late war, payment of the same is prohibited by the act of Con- | to ingulre whether this bill is regularly before the committ« ‘ s 
gress of February 21, 1867.” sideration ; 3 
Two of the vouchers are in due form, unconditional, and are indorsed bythe | ** ~ . “on re _ . - = ‘. 2 
p officers as follows The CHAIRMAN. That question is still pending. 3 
t within account will be paid on pre ation at the office of chief q Mr. LANHAM. Then [ insist that the question should be submitt % 
er ster at Augusta, Ga,”’ } . ~~ js . - ‘ « 
: Zz . ; s ‘ rether ‘re is obiecti . iderati f the hil , 
fee nemanininer 60re ave slaned be the enmne offences ths femmer, J.B, Wies- whe er ther is objection to the consideration o ‘the bill. 3 
low, captain and assistant quartermaster, but are not approved by the colonel Mr. BLOUNT. [ concede that; but the gentleman from Indiana i 
commanding. | Mr. HOLMAN | went on to make a speech, and I was replying to hi 4 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent to ask my friend fror 


Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] a question. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, if gentlemen desire to 
consideration of a bill, it is better that they should do it in limine, 
order that we may proceed with the business. 

The CHAIRMAN, This debate has been going on by unanimou 
consent. 


nect tot 





Mr. HOLMAN. Iask unanimous consent to put a question to 
friend from Georgia [ Mr. BLount]. 
Mr. LANHAM. 1 object to any further discussion, unless the qt 
tion is first put whether there is objection to the consideration of th 
bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? [After a pause.] Only one gentleman objects, and 1 
bill is before the committee for consideration. . 
Mr. HOLMAN. Now I willask the gentleman from Georgia [| MI) 3 
BLOUNT] my question. He states that this claim accrued after th a 
} 


Will the gentleman tell us what was the «i 
terminated 


termination of the war. 
‘ision of the Supreme Court as to the time when the wa 


TDs LE 





Mr. BLOUNT. I do not recollect the exact period, but my impres ; 
sion is thatit was in 1866. BS 
Mr. HOLMAN. And this transaction occurred in the year 1 cS 
Now, the act of Congress ought to be repealed, or else Congress should 
° . m pa = . 8 ‘ aa 
pay some attention to it. The act of 1867 prohibits the payment « Be 
this class of claims, and the Bowman act expressly prohibits t! a 
- . ° . . 4 ay 
of Claims from considering them. bE 
mn sh ‘ 34 r | } a 
Mr. BLOUNT. The Committee on War Clain y in their rej 4 
on this bill: a 
The act of February 21, 1867, is declaratory of the act of July 4, 1864. Neit! E 
of these acts are intended to affect contracts made by the proper offic , 
agents of the Government. These vouchers are undoubted evidences of a « a 
tract. A 
i 


Now, Mr. Chairman, the actual fact is that there had to be some pla 
for quartermaster’s stores, and the contract was made for the rent 
these buildings for that purpose, and it was after the war had close 

Mr. HOLMAN, No, the war had not closed. ‘ 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now, my friend is making a technical point as to 
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1876: and that in August, 1875 
which the special tax had been paid. That Mr. Gumberts was required to pay 
$243.75, and did pay that sum, as special tax for the same business, at the saine 
place, for the remainder of the year, that is, from August, 1875, to May 1, 1876. 

The Treasury Department held this to be the law, that upon the retirement 
of a partner the remaining member or members of the firm must pay the tax 
overagain; but the United States Supreme Court, in the case of the United States 
ve. Adam Glab, afterwards decided that the remaining members of the firm were 
not required to pay such a tax over again for any part of the time paid for by 
the firm 

After this decision the Commissioner of Internal Revenue issued a circular 
calling attention to the decision of the Supreme Court, and thereafter no such 
taxes were collected in cases covered by this decision. It istherefore plain that 


the tax of $243.75 was illegally collected from the claimant in August, 1875, and | 


the Commissioner of Internal Revenue admits this in his letter. He says 

“According to this construction of the statute [meaning the decision of the 
eourt] the $243.75 was illegally exacted, and it might have been refunded but 
for the statute of limitations.’’ 

There is another item of alleged illegal tax of $306, paid by the claimant in 
February, 1879, being the special tax as rectifier, with penalty and interest on the 
frame rhe penalty and interest, amounting to $106, was refunded to the claim- 
ant by the internal-revenue office cr by the Government, leaving $200 in dispute, 
and as to that there seems to be no question about it, as the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, in the letterabove referred to, in speaking of this $200 tax, says 

It is true, however, that the ruling of this office for nearly ten years prior to 
the time when Gumbert’s case arose exempted liquor-dealers from the special 
tax as rectifiers where the acts done were simply those done in his case.”’ 

An application to repay this latter tax of $200 must have been made within 
one year to the Government. 

So it is admitted by the Commissioner in his letter mentioned above that the 
tax of $243.75 and the tax of $200 were each collected illegally, making in all 
£413.75, so that there is no question of law or fact for the Court of Claims to de- 
termine ifthe short statute of limitations is to be waived. 


(nd the committee are of the opinion that, underall the circumstances of the 
case, the said sum of $443.75 should be paid to the claimant, and they therefore 
recommend the following amendment or substitute: Strike out all after the 

nacting clause, and insert in place thereof : 
riat the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he hereby is, directed to pay to 
Hienry Gumberts, sr., the sum of $443.75, from any money in the Treasury not 


herwise appropriated, for internal-revenue taxes illegally collected from said 
Gumberts 


ithe 
‘The amendment reported by the Committee on Claims was read, as 


committee recommend that the bill as so amended do pass. 


follows 
rike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
Chat the Secretary of the Treasury be, and be hereby is, directed to pay to 
Klenry Gumberts, sr., the sum of $443.75, from any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, for internal-revenue taxes illegally collected from said 
Crumberts,’ 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 
lhe bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

CHARLES F. CAMPBELL. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. 
Charles F. Campbell. 

The bill wasread, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and required to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $500 to Charles F. Campbell, late of Company F, 
Ninth Michigan Cavalry, for compensation for services as scout during the late 
war 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill. 

The report of the Committee on War Claims (by Mr. LAWLER) was 
read, as follows: 

This is a claim for services rendered asa scout during the late war. 
stated at $500 

Claimant was a private in Company F, Ninth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Cavalry. In November, 1864, he was detailed as a scout and served in that ca- 
pacity until November 5, 1865, 

The officers of his regiment and company testify that he rendered the service 
and has not been paid for it, : 

Your committee are of opinion that the claimant should be paid, and report 
back the bill and recommend its passage. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF ELIZA M. FERRIS. 


Mr. CLARK. I call up the bill (H. R. 1152) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Eliza M. Ferris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of the proper appropriation for the payment 
of invalid pensions, to Reuben D. Smart, administrator of Eliza M. Ferris, de- 
ceased, the sum of money to which she would have been entitled by pension 

wertificate 220860, and which was not issued until four days after her death. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole proceeded to 
the-consideration of the bill. 

The report of the Committee on Claims (by Mr. McCULLOGH) was 
as follows: 


The claim has heretofore been considered in the Senate (S. 2427) and favora- 
bly reported on (S. Report 1176), and also in the Forty-ninth Congress, first ses- 
sion (H. Report 3033),"and these reports being substantially the same are 
adopted as the report of your committee, and they further recommend that the 
bill do pass. 


Claim 


[House Report No. 3083, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. | 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2427) for the re- 
lief of the legal representatives of Eliza M. Ferris, have examined the same, and 
adopt the Senate report (No. 1176) as the report of your committee, and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. Hedderick retired from the firm, and the | 
same kind of business was continued by Mr. Gumberts at the same place, for | 


I call up the bill (H. R. 10100) for the relief of 
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The Committee on Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (S. 2427) for t 
relief of the legal representatives of Eliza M. Ferris, have examined the sa 
and report: 

That Eliza M. Ferris was the dependent mother of Henry Ferris, who was 
private, Company F, Thirteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteers: that she mad 
application for a pension, which was favorably decided, and a pension cert 





| cate, numbered 220860, granting her a pension to date from the 24th day of Se) 


tember, 1862,at the rate of $8 a month, was issued to her on the 18th day 
March, 1886; that she died four days before the issuance of the certificate; t! 
the said Eliza M. Ferris, at the time of her death, resided at Mishicot, in th 
county of Manitowoc, and State of Wisconsin; that for many years previous s! 
was dependent upon persons with whom she lived, and upon the town of Mis 
icot, for her sole support; that she contracted to pay for such support, cond 
tioned upon the allowance of her pension; that priorto her death she ma 
a will directing the payment of the several sums representing her accrued 
indebtedness; that the will of the said Eliza M. Ferris has been probated int 
probate court of Manitowoe County, and that Reuben D.Smart has been 
pointed by said court to administer the estate of the said deceased; that he h 
entered into bonds for the faithful discharge of his trust, with good and suft 
cient sureties, in the sum of $5,000, all of which is shown by the official pape 
accompanying this report. It is further shown to the satisfaction of the con 
mittee that the accounts for the maintenance of the said Eliza M. Ferris have 
been presented to the court and alloweg. 

It is known to the committee that this dependent mother was a very age: 
woman, being about ninety years old at the time of her death; that for the |} 
seven years she was almost entirely helpless, and during the last two years 
was confined to her bed, requiring the constantattendance ofa nurse; that 
had no relatives to whom she could appeal for aid; that she was entire! 








sior 


|; pendent upon strangers; and that it was her constant hope that her pen i 


would be allowed in order that she might give to each a portion, and thus, as ; 
far as she could, recompense them for the care and comforts she had received 
She had lost three sons in the Army, and she felt so confident that justice, long 
delayed, would ultimately be done her by the Pension Office that she might 
pledge, in advance of its allowance, this her only resource for reimbursins 
those who had given her house, food, sympathy, and care. 
As a conclusion to this report it may be added that the Senator who intro 
duced the bill, who made this report, has personal knowledge of the facts, and 
ean vouch for the integrity of the administrator and the responsibility of h j 
bondsmen. 
The bill is reported favorably with a reeommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

BAPTIST CHURCH OF CARTERSVILLE, GA. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
3471) for the relief of the First Baptist Church of Cartersville, Ga. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacied, etc., That the Secretary ofthe Treasury be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and required, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to pay to John J. Howard, David W. K. Peacock, J. G. M. Mautgaussy, 
James H. Gilreath, and Marcellus L, Pritchett, deacons of said church, or the 
successors in office, in trust for the use and benefit of the First Baptist Churc! 
of Cartersville, Ga., the sum of $5,000, in full for all the damages claimed by said 
last-named church, or any persona hereto ore or hereafter claiming or to claim 
to represent said church, for brick and all other building materials taken and 
used during the war between the States, of 1861 to 1865, by and under the mil 
tary authority of the United States; and the acceptance of such sum by said 
deacons shall be a bar to any claim for any and allsuch property taken, or dam 
ages. 


Mr. HOLMAN, 
damages. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
of the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill. 

The report of the Committee on War Claims (by Mr. PENINGTON 
was as follows: 


The proof filed in support of the bill shows that in the year 1864, while the 
Army of the United States were in possession of said town of Cartersville, that 
the Baptist Church building was torn down by them, and the brick and lumbe: 
of said church building was used by said United States soldiers in building fo: 
themselves quarters, and in building chimneys totheir tents. The brick an: 
lumber taken and used by the Army was valued at the time at $5,000. 

When buildings are torn down, if the materials are taken to erect other build 
ings for the use of the Army, such materials thereby become supplies, and th« 
value, as materials for the purpose for which they are used, is paid to the owne: 
It is a very inadequate compensation to him. But this rule, which allowso: 
for the materials as supplies, and nothing for damage to the building from 
which they are obtained, has been acted upon uniformly for many years, and 
is regarded as an established usage not to be departed from. By 

Your committee therefore report back the bill and recommend its passage 


Mr. CLEMENTS. I move to amend the bill by striking out in the 
sixth line ‘‘ Mautgaussy’’ and inserting ‘‘ Montgomery.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House wit! 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

J. G. FELL AND OTHERS. 

Mr. COBB. I ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9383) foi 
the relief of J. G. Fell, Edward Hoopes, and George Burnham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, an 
thorized and directed to pay J.G. Fell, Edward Hoopes, and George Burniia: 
trustees of the Walnut Grove Mining Company, out of any annuity or ins 
ment money due the Apache and Hualapai Indian tribes, the sum of $77,000, on 
account of depredations committed by the Apache and Hualapai tribes in 
Arizona Territory, which shall be in full of all claims against the Governme: 
on account of said depredations. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill? 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, Iam insympathy with these claims 
for the payment of Indian depredations; but there has been passed by 
the House at this session a geveral hill providing a tribunal to investi 


I call attention to the fact that this is a claim for 


Does the gentleman object to the consideration 
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gate and adjudicate these cla I 1 fe bill f t : 
relief of all claimants this « I do proj ~ . 
take up individual claims of this sort ut 4 3 
Mr. PERKINS. I wish tosuggest for t! nefit of my friend fi 
Texas [Mr. LANHAM] that, as l am i 1 by Senator MORGAN, a 
member of the Committee on Indian Af of the 
bill to whi the gentleman rs has not be 
Senate committee, and there is no probability of its being considered CO i 
by the Senate at this session. 
Mr. LANHAM. It may pas ever, at the next session l 
us to con nce passing individual claims is simply making “‘ fish 
one and fi if another,.’’ because it is impossible for us to give relief f Robe 
to all these claimants in this way. I think therefore we had bette Se : 
await the passage of that general bill. rt 
Mr. PERKINS. My friend from Texas will re 
mittee on Indian Depredation Claims has considers Mr. ¢ ‘ : 
bills; there are only a few on the Calendar. Ido t ( ( 
of this sort which have been reported favorably should not receive cor yh 
sideration at the hands of Congress as well as otherclaims. This par MI : : 5 Ste a 
ticular bill has been considered and reported favorably by the ¢ sista : I 4 N 
mittee on Indian Depredation Claims; it has been repeatedly considered 4, 1862; that he served fa 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs; and as there is no probability o! . ml © by sent . 
the general bill being considered at this session of Congress, it seem We also { ” wan omndd { 
to me it is uniair to refuse consideration to claims of this character eb ? }, 1864, to I xa i t H ’ 
which have been favorably reported. Idon a Scena ten ce 
sume any time. i s tic e 
Mr. LANHAM. As TI have already stated é “« 
ment of all meritorious claims of this sort, |} : aa 
some system, with the view of doing justice te . ; 
ber of these claims are pending before the Com s ss . 
redation Claims, only a few having been rej : 
says. The very object of the passage of the ge ' { 
might be opportunity for the investigation of all these claims Und 
the circumstances I feel constrained to object to the « ratio1 \ 
the bill. 
Mr. PERKINS. I trust my friend will not object under the cit s — 
stances. The committee having considered the matter, itseems t ) nn occ aa tne Ye 7 : a oa ice 
the House with propriety should goon withit. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 11 tt this date to exce t lowa 


order!’’] 1 are theret it 5 
The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded, which is in th { 
nature of objection \ i. Vin 


ORI R OF BUSINESS, \ ‘ , 
Mr. COBB. I propose to call up another bill 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is only entitl 
: 


to call up one bill, as the Chair understands the order under w] h Wa 
committee is acting. | 
Mr. LANHAM. Gentlemen should elect what bill they will call up . tion of . M 
and when they fail to get that bill considered we should then proceed | ‘ ae Sraibemennaer tad Ro aca 
to the next one. rated in Gene Orde 
Mr. COBB. I understand that under the orde1 have the right to f the Gull 
call up another bill. aad 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman will | 
allowed to call up another bill. 
Mr. COBB. The last day we had private bills under considerati: c 
under the rule then adopted I understood when a member failed to get 
one bill considered he had the right to call up another I und I ; 
it was done frequently and repeatedly. ty of 


Mr. WARNER. I do not so understand the rule. I donot prop ent services of Su McNutt 
to object in this case, but hereafter I must insist upon the enf ent ‘ , e101 ‘ : 
of the rule here being no ob ion, the b vas la 


t the rule which was adopted this 


The CHAIRMAN. ] 


beread. [Afterapause.] If there be no objection, the gentleman from 


Alabama will proceed to call up another bill. : a ahd . 
Mr. DINGLEY. Is it to be understood that hereafter these gent! piston Sate a: Cie to 14 
men will have the right to call up more than one bill ? Reo Sere eee 


imous consent the gentleman was allowed to call up another case. 
Mr. DAVIS. Iwill not object to this case, but hereafter I give notic F c 
I will insist on the committee pro eeding according to the ler of the ‘ ( : 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so understand, but by una ronda teen ia pe or 














> vl 7 ‘ | ] 
House. na M ted I tr 
A. WILLIAMS AND OTHERS. 9 

Mr. COBB called up the bill (S. 2411) for the relief of C. A. William ihe report (by Mr. BROWE! ead 
and others. Che Com : ‘ 

The bill was read, as follows ener of J 

. ; r , , uid 1 Jor t ! st ( 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the N VY inguire into the loss and Car ina Mounted I 4 I I - 
age caused to C. A. Williams & Co., owners of the schooners Roswell Kir y This isal to have t ar 
by reason of the rescue and support of the crew of the schooner Isa ( vy B.S nd North Ca iM 
pwrecked in the Arctic seas in the year 1834, and that there be paid of O 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the amount so The facts i 1 
found, not exceeding $13,506.33, to C. A. Williams & Co., on the certificate of t! 1 day On 1863 Gre e, I { 
Secretary of the Navy. vy B.S North ¢ a M 
, —- ; 

Tha : a fhe Me [ ‘ : : . = 1] . ; d yns, and did service with said « 5 

rhe report (DY Mr. McCuLLoGH) was read,:as follows died at Cumberland Gap of disease 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2411) for the re- or some reason his name does not appear on the mus . 
lief of C. A. Williams and others, have considered the same, and respectfully se facts are sustained by credil testim 

I 

report: } r committee therefore report back the bill and 

This bill has in view the same relief contemplated by the bill (H. R. 86) upon hill 





which your committee made a favorable report (Report H. R. 1284), except that There be ine no objection. the oe 
this bill refers the claim to the Secretary of the Navy for settlement instead of | House with the recommendation that it do pas 
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ILLIAM F., C, NINDEMA® 
‘ ' , 1 + . . — 
ir. COX « ed up the bill (H. R. 7801) for the relief of William 
KF. C. Nindemann, formerly a seaman in the Navy. 
Che bill read follow 
Be it enact Phat the proper accounting officers of the Treasury of th« 
1 | States be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to readjust the 
A ints of William F.C, Nindemann, formerly a seaman in the Navy of the 
United Stat rving on board the Arctic exploring steamer Jeannette, and to 
pay to him, « of a money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, th 
differ ri t t) y of a seaman and the pay of a carpenterin the Navy 
{ the i J 1879, to the Ist day of June, 1883 
rps} ' ' ‘ee Www ‘ts arpp ‘ ‘ ‘ 4 
rhe report (by Mr. Timotuy J, CAMPBELI as read, as fi 
The ¢ } t on Claims, having considered House bill No. 7301, LV 
to report th t t e House favorably, calling attention to the it 
rhe bill directs the | a nting officers of the United States Treasury 
toy to William F, ¢ ‘indemann, out of money not otherwise appropriated 
the {ference between the pay of a seaman and the pay of a carpenter in th 
from the th day of June, 1879, to the first day of June, 1883. 
Your committee find that d demann, on the 2ist day of June, 1879. en- 
listed as a seaman for service on board the Arctic exploring steamer Jeannette 


(commanded by the late Lieut. George W. De Long, United States Navy), at 
Vallejo, Cal,, under a verbal agreement with Lieutenant De Long that he should 
have the place of a boatswain of the vessel, the claimant having had 
e experience in the Arctic regions as one of the crew of the Polaris and Ti- 
But an appointee of Mr. James Gordon Bennett also enlisted as asea 
man, secured the positi while Nindemann performed the duties of a carpen 


and pays 





ter and of a watch officer, as the log-book of the ill-fated Jeannette shows. 
Nindemann served in these capacities until the 13th of June, 1881, when the 
vessel was abandoned and sank in the Arctic Ocean. From that time until the 


29th of October, 1881, h nued to perform his duties faithfuily in all re 





spec 
2 

Mr. Geor; Vv. M Chief of the Bureau of Steam Engineering of th: 
Navy Department, one of the st vors of the Jeannette expedition, says, in a 
letter dated March 8, 1888, and addressed to your committee, about Nindemann’s 


During the whole of the cruise he did duty as a carpenter, as well as keep- 
ing a watch while the ship was under way on her passage from San Francisco 
until we were frozen in the ice of the Arctic Ocean, That he did good and faith- 
ful service at the time the ship was badly injured and in danger of sinking. He 
and the chief carpenter worked night and day in water up to their knees build- 
ing « bulkhead to keep the water confined to the forward part of the ship, and 
was commended by his commanding officer in a special report to the Secretary 
of the Navy for this special duty. 

During the whole of the cruise of the Jeannette, after her loss, on the retreat 
to the coast of Siberia, and during the search for the dead in the Lena Delta he 
was a zealous servant of the Government and did his duty to the utmost.’ 

In view of these facts your committee is of the opinion that said Nindemann 
is entitled, if to nothing else, at least to the lawful pay pertaining to the position 
held by him during his servi 


Your committee therefore recommend respectfully the passage of this bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 

the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
LAURA E. MADDOX. 

Mr. CRAIN called up the bill (8. 2201 
dox, widow and executrix, and Robert Morrisom, executor of Joseph 
Maddox, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all matters in relation to the agreement of Joseph H. 
Maddox and his associates, made with the supervising agent of the Treasury, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, for the delivery of tobacco and 
other property under the permit, safeguard, and orders of the President of the 
United States, are hereby referred to the accounting officers of the Treasury De- 
partment for determination upon the evidence taken and now on file in the office 
of the clerk of the United States Court of Claims and the War Department, and 
any other competent evidence; and the accounting officers of the Treasury are 
hereby authorized, empowered, and directed to adjust, settle, and pay to the 
said Laura E. Maddox, executrix, and said Robert Morrison, executor of the 
said Joseph H. Maddox, now deceased, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the amount found to be due him in his own right as 
well as assignee, on account of the loss and damage sustained by the said Mad- 
dox and his associates by the seizures by the military forces of the United States 
of the tobacco purchased by them or him under their said agreement, and which 
was actually taken and seized by the United States, by or under the orders of a 
military officer or officers of the United States, which said amount shall not ex 
ceed the value of the tobacco at the time it was taken: Provided, That no recoy 
ery shall be had for the tobacco destroyed by fire in the city of Richmond, 

The report (by Mr. LAWLER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2201) forthe 

ef of Laura E. Maddox, widow and executrix, and Robert Morrison, execu- 
tor of Joseph H. Maddox, deceased, report as follows: 

Your committ adopt the r« rt made by Senate Committee on Claims of 
the present Congress, and report back the bill and recommend its passage. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

JAMES M. WILLBUR. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
inquire if we are still calling the roll in theletterC. I was not present 
when my name was called, but I have a very important bill that 1 would 
like to ask consideration of. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thename of the gentleman has been passed, and 
could only now be recurred to by unanimous consent. 

Mr, TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. ThenI ask unanimous consent to 
be permitted to call upa bill. 

There was no objection, . 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I ask consideration of the bill (8. 
1044) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to state and settle the 
account of James M. Willbur with the United States and to pay said 
Willbur snch sum of money as may be found due him thereon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., 





That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
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for the relief of Laura E. Mad- | 





I 
i 
I 


rected to pay to James M. Willbur such sum as may be found due him for excess 
in weight of material and superficial measurement in illuminated tiling. frames 
and supports thereof, placed by him in, on, and around the New York post-office 
1 was contracted 
for at the contract prices for said material as stipulated with and paid to Bart 
lett, Robbins & Co, in their contract with the United States for illuminated tilir 
for said building, together with any increased and extra expense or cost ineurre 
by said Willbur resulting from any changes made in the weicht 
of said filing from that wh 
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1s 
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and character 


h was specified in the contract of said Willbur with 




















Bartlett, Robbins & Co. 
c, 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury e said settlement upon 
t report of such excess of weigh al xm reme report 
i ng furnish d, by the direct on of the Sex retary of t rrea y i Senate 
committee, by the experts, Solomon J. Fague and A libald Given, of cat 
April 21, 1886, to the Senate committee and on file with the Senate Committee 
on Claims; but if not satisfied with the report of such experts, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall, within thirty days from the passage of this act, cause a re- 
thing of said material to be made by two sworn exper ne to be ap 
ointed by him and one by claimant; 1a third to be appointed by the two 
irst appointed, in case they shall not agree; and he shall then pay to said Will- 
ir the difference of excess in weight and superficial measurement as found by 
id experts between the illuminated tiling and frames and supports thereof fur- 
1ished by said W illbur and that originally contracted for between said Willbur 


and Bartlett, Robbins & Co. at the contract prices agreed upon for such work 
and material with and paid to said Bartlett, Robbins & Co. by the United States 


and the same shall be taken and accepted by said Willbur in full and final set- 
tlement of his claims against the United States on said account. 
S: 3. That the sum of $52,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, 


and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to carry out 


and execute the provisions of this act. 


Mr. KILGORE. Ido not understand what the a: 
here is for. Is this sum to be paid the claimant? 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. In reply to the gentleman from 
Texas let me say that this does not specify what amount is due. It 
permits the Secretary of the Treasury to make a thorough examina- 
tion, and what he finds is properly due as the amount the claimant 
should receive for goods sold and delivered and material furnished for 
the new post-office in New York, that he may be permitted to settle 
the claim on that basis. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand this is a claim for extra pay. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. No, sir; I will say to the g 
man that itis for extra work done and demanded by the architect; 
and when this contractor came to be paid it was found that there wa 
no money in the Treasury. He was told that the only remedy was to 
come to Congress and secure an enabling act to authorize the Secretary 
to audit and settle the claim. 

Mr. KILGORE. Who is to ascertain the amount to be paid ? 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Why, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; and he will of course appoint experts to examine the matter. The 
bill has already passed the Senate unanimously. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Let us have the reading of the report. 

Mr. KILGORE. My understanding is that this is a claim for about 
$52,000. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Oh, no; there is nothing of the 
kind. That can not be possible. For the information of the gentle- 
man from Texas, I will state that this has already passed the Senate 
of the United States unanimously, and also the House bill is favorably 
reported from the Committee on Claims. 

Mr, KILGORE. I understand that this bill appropriates about 
$52,000 to carry out the purpose of it. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. In case he is entitled to that 
amount found by the experts to be due him on account of this work 
and for goods delivered to the United States, he will be paid that 
amount; but if it is found that nothing is due him itis within the 
power of the Secretary of the Treasury to cut the amount down to 
nothing. He may cut it down to $10. 

Mr. KILGORE, I withhold my objection until I hear the report 
read. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. My colleague, Mr. Cox, intro- 
duced this bill and he understands the case thoroughly, and he can, no 
doubt, state what there is of it much better than the report. 

Mr. KILGORE. I did not call for the reading of the report. 

Mr. COX. If the report is read there will be no other business done 
to-day. It is a very lengthy report and rather unartificially drawn. 
It is simply a transcript of the reports made from time to time by dif- 
ferent committees in favor of the bill through a series of years past, 
and the report is not drawn by a skillful man in such matters. 

Mr. KILGORE. The gentleman from Pennsylvania demanded the 
reading of the report. 

Mr. COX. I think my friend from Pennsylvania will not insist upon 
that when I make a brief statement. 

This man, who undertook thiscontract, was bankrupted by the action 
of the Government. He was compelled to furnish illuminated tiling 
beyond the contract, and he became bankrupted and could not get his 
bill through for the amount that was.due him. All he asks now is 
that the account may be stated at the Treasury and whatever is found 
to be due him may be paid. 

Mr. KILGORE. But the bill fixes the amount at $52,000, and, as I 
understand it, would authorize the Treasury to pay that amount. 

Mr. COX. Very well; if that is due him—— 

Mr. KILGORE. If you will amend the bill to say whateveramount 


may be found due. 


nount appropriated 
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does not show at what speed the gunboat was running at the time she dis- 
covered the brig, but at midnight the log showed a rate of seven knots per hour, 
and the collision occured forty-five minutes later, and from its effects we infer 
there had been no change 

Your committee are satisfied there was no fault or negligence on the part of 


the brig that contributed to the collision. In the absence of fault on the part of 
the sailing vessel, the presumption, prima facie, is that the steamer is answer- 
able, and so it hasbeen ruled by the Supreme Court. (Steamer Oregon vs. Rocca 
et al,, 14 How., 570; Pope et al. vs. R. B. Forbes, 1 Cliff., 338.) Steamers having 
more power and speed than sailing vessels, and being more immediately sub- 
ject to control, greater caution and vigilance are expected of those in charge of 
them to avoid collision Baker vs, City of New York, 1 Cliff., 75; Pope vs. 
Forbes, 1 Cliff., 371 

In the opinion of the committee the principal and primary fault of the Wi- 
nooski was in running at too great speed in such afog. She was on the coast 
of Nova Scotia, within 40 miles of Sambro light, in the track of commerce: and 
with a fog so dense that a light could not be seen more than a ship’s length, is 
evidence to your committee that her rate of speed was too great, and that it was 
through her fault the collision occurred, 

The question is of such character and importance that your committee are of 
opinion that the facts should be examined ina court where the Government 
may be represented, and therefore report back the bill with a substitute referring 
the claim to the Court of Claims, and recommend that the same do pass, 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire to know of the gentleman from Maine 
whether he is willing to accept an amendment providing that this case 
shall go to the Court of Claims, with the right of appeal, instead of to 
the court he designates. 

Mr. LANHAM. I think the gentleman from Maine ought to accept 
that. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. This is a proceeding taking the matter out of the 
regular channel; and for one I must say, from the report containing 
thestatement of facts that affect the Government’s liability, there are no 
circumstances which in my judgment would justify a change from the 
regular channel. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, this bill simply provides an op- 
portunity for the owner of the vessel, which was sunk by a United 
Stutes gunboat, to bring action against the United States. 

Mr. McMILLIN. When was this bill first introduced in Congress ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Itwasintroduced years ago and reported to three 
or four Congresses favorably. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It has been twenty-odd years since the cause of 
action arose. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. This report which I hold in my hand shows that 
the bill has been favorably reported in three Congresses; but for one 
reason or other it has not passed both Houses at any one Congress. 

Mr. McMILLIN. When was it first introduced? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It was presented immediately after the occur- 
rence as I understand, and it has been delayed time and again from 
the inability to get it through both Houses in one Congress. It was 
reported upon favorably by the Committee on Claims of the last Con- 
gress and is reported unanimously by the Committee on Claims of this 
Congress. ‘The whole purport of the bill is to permit this case to be 
tried in the United States district court on the ground that it involves 
admiralty questions which can be better disposed of by such court 
than by the Court of Claims. It contains questions of the rules of the 
sea and the tracks of vessels on the ocean which can be better dealt 
with in an admiralty court. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Has there ever been an adverse report 
on the case? 

Mr. BOUTELLE, There has never been an adverse report, and I 
would state that this bill was drawn after consultation between the 
parties and Supreme Court Justice Clifford, now deceased, who made 
some suggestion as to the manner in which it should be drawn. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will state to my friend that there was no lia- 
bility against the Government in this instance. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that this debate is pro- 
ceeding by unanimous consent, and the bill is still subject to objec- 
tion. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I would ask whether there is anything 
in this bill which makes the Government distinctly liable for the neg- 
lect of one of its officers? Does it submit to the court the question of 
the liability of the Government under existing law, or does it create 
liability by the Government ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will state that this bill provides that the case 
shall be taken to the district court of the United States just as a suit 
would be taken between the owners of this vessel and any corporation, 
and makes the Government subject to the verdict ofa jury in a United 
States count. 

Mr. LANHAM. It is to simply go to the court that they may have 
it tried there, subject to the right of appeal. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman is aware that the Gov- 
ernment is not liable for the negligence of its officers. . 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The committee this year have inserted an amend- 
ment providing it shall be subject to appeal, so that the fact of the lia- 
bility of the Government shall be controlled by the rules and prece- 
dents of the courts of the United States entirely. 

Mr. PERKINS. If there is any defense on the part of the Govern- 
ment it seems to me that the defense is a greatMleal more likely to be 
interposed in a court of admiralty than in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is not likely that the parties would go toa 
court where they are more liable to be defeated. The reason why they 
would go to that court is—— 





Mr. BOUTELLE. The object in asking that the case be sent tothe 
district court is not with any view to a more favorable verdict, but be- 
cause that court hears admiralty questions, and also because it would 
be a great convenience to these poor people who live in that region. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The gist of this action is the lia- 
bility of the Government for the neglect of one of its officers, is it 
not? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is the question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The committee is adjudicating the question of 
contributory negligence, or rather that there was no negligence on the 
part of the sailing vessel. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I ask whether the whole gist of this 
action is not an attempt to make the Government liable for the negli 
gence of one of its officers. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It is to refer the case to the district court under 
the laws as they stand, and under the precedents and rulings of the 
courts of the United States to ascertain whether there is any liability 
at all. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I can not concede. that there is any 
occasion that we should establish such precedents. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Asa member of the committee 

Mr. STRUBLE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I trust thegentleman will withdraw the demand 
for the regular order in order that the gentleman from Florida [ Mr. 
DOUGHERTY } may be able to make a statement. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I did not demand the regular order in opposition 
to the bill, but in order that we may proceed. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. As far as I understood, as an individual mem- 
ber of the committee, the object of this bill is to determine by a court 
competent to try such questions under the law which applies to such 
questions, whether or not the reckless running down of vessels of a 
corporation or of individuals places any liability upon the Government 
to pay for these vessels. That is the object of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. As the committee adjudicates upon no contro- 
versy I want to make this statement in view of the statement of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. The committee have pre- 





judged; for they say: 


Your committee are satisfied there was no fault or negligence on the part of 
the brig that contributed to the collision. 

Mr. LANHAM. That would have no effect, however, on-the judg- 
ment of the court. That is a mere expression of opinion by the com- 
mittee as to the facts upon which they predicate the right of the claim- 
ants to go into court at all, but it would be no legal or competent evi- 
dence before the court. It is simply the opinion of the committee as 
to the facts. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. If there had been any negligence on the part 
of the vessel, my judgment is that the committee would have denied 
the claim in toto but all the proof went to show that the negligence 
was wholly on the part of the United States vessel. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle 
man from Maine? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I object. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, does it not require five objections 
to prevent the consideration of a bill ? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘TheChair understands that the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] first asks leave to be allowed to call up a bill 
out of order because he was not in here when his name was called, and 
one objection is sufficient to defeat that request. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I think there isa misunderstand- 
ing about this. I understand the gentleman irom Minnesota to desire 
simply to object to the bill under the rule; I do not understand that 
he desires to object to my having the privilege of the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Maine asks leave to be 
allowed to call up a bill under the rule as if zis name had not been 
passed. One objection is sufficient to defeat that request. Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. If I have power to object, I will ob 
ject to this bill or to any bill which goes upon the theory that the Gov 
ernment is liable for the negligence of its officers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The next name will be 
called. 

DANIEL T. HEDGES. 


Mr. DALZELL. I call up the bill (H. R. 167) for the relief of 
Daniel T. Hedges and Edward D. Spalding, executors of Charles FE. 
Hedges, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to pay to Daniel T. Hedges and Edward B. Spalding, executors of Charles 
E. Hedges, deceased, the sum of $11,329, being the value of provisions found by 
the Court of Claims to have been furnished by him to the Yankton Sioux In- 
dians in the winter of 1866 and 1867, by authority of the Indian agent, to prevent 
the actual starvation of said Indians. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to the consideration of this 
bill ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us hear the report. 
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On the Ist day of November aforesaid P. H. Conger was,as he had been fi 
some time previous, the Indian agent at said place | had in his hands as 
such between $1,000 and $2,000, a sum very inadequate to the wants and ne . 
sity of said Indians. In order to relieve the hardship of the situation the s 
agent requested said deceased to furnish said Indis provisions, consisting of 
flour, coffee, sugar, and bacon. Some time after the Ist day of November, and 


during the winter of 1866 and 1867, the said agent visited thecity of Washington 











in order to confer with the Governm ent in relation to the condition of said 
‘ f } ] i the a 7 
ur I yuest BO MAG i sa aeenhe, tac ac . 
twe ie 1S nd May 1867, f 1 i t 
fi iY ting tot sun $11,329 I saida 

“ most of said ter, and the 

w , . th i} efor his depa 

after his t . 


lV. 

Up to the wit d States had 1 

r provisions to the Yankton Sioux Indians; they had to rely upon 
which was left of their annuities, after having purchased th 
l upon what they could raise upon 


ter of 1866 the T ished 






















ing the agency lands | ig, f s 
Sl e. ie years 1866 and 18567 they were in very destitute circums 
I vert out 2,500 dependent upon the money in the hand 
support At the time the a l said agency to confer wi ritic 
at Washington as to the « of said I ans the deceased was assure 
said agent that he woul ance provisions for said Indians durir 
absence he (the : il influe to induce the ¢ 
ment to pay decs shed by Charles E. Hedges we 
essary to the support of the thout such supplies they would 
died of starvation. The 1 las beingin the hands of the age 
: : 









as aforesaid was exhau the support of the Ir s befor 

















for Washington. id p ns were issued to the head-men of t 

‘ distributed by the head-men among the Indians. It does not appear tl 
the deceased or his administrators ha received any pay for said provisik 
either from the Govern: tor from any other source. 


As it appears from these findings that the claim is for provisions furr 
Indians at the request of theIndian agent in order to prevent actual starva 
the committee think that the claim should be paid. 





rhe Yankton Sioux Indians are now in receipt of an annuity of $25,000 pe 
1m under the provisions of Article 1V of the treaty of April 19, 185 LSt é 





at Large, page 744). As thisclaim is forsubsistence actually furnished to t 
dians, and used by them under pressing necessity, it would seem 
their annuities should be charged with the amount thereof The « 
therefore report the following amendment: 

* Provided, That the above amount shall becharged toand dedu 
annuity account of the said Indians.” 

And recommend that the bill so amend 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to ask the gentleman what amount of 
annuity is required for the support of these Indians at the pr t 
time? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
support ? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Iam not advised as to that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Youdo not know whether we are 
living to pay the dead or not ? 

Mr. STRUBLE. No; I do not understand that we are, though, o1 
the committee would not have recommended the passage of the bill. 
I know that Mr. ALLEN, of the committee, examined the case very care- 
fully. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
gress? 

Mr. STRUBLE. My 
eighth Congress. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yon do not know how many years the claim was 
permitted to rest before application was made to Congress? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Ido not, but I understand from the parties who 
are the attorneys for the administrators that they have been diligently 
at work seeking to recover the amount from the Government. 

Mr. McMILLIN. How is it that these Indians were permitted to 
go in a starving condition during a good part of two years while Con- 
gress was actually in session? 
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to be appropriated, or some representative of the tribe. 
STONE, of Kentucky. I call for the regular order. Let the 
‘ ion be taken whether there is objection. 
CHAIRMAN. Are there five objections to the consideration of 
iil? [A pause.] A sufficient number of members have arisen, 
nd the bill is not before the Committee of the Whole for consideratio n. 
[ RUBLE. If consent be given for the consideration of this 
| i will move an amendment that this money be paid in two annual 
installments, so as to obviate the objection that we are taking too much 
at once from the annuity of these Indians. Upon this statement, I 
would like to ha 1e bill considered. 
» CHAIRMAN. Objection by a sufficient number of members 
ha en made 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

BOUTELLE. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON ] 
informs me that he misunderstood the effect of his objection made a 
few moments ago to the consideration of the bill I desired to call up. 
He did not intend to deprive me of the privilege of calling up the bill 
subject to five objections. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I did not wish to take advantage of 
the tact that the gentleman was absent when his name was reached 
and made the call out of the regular order. I did, however, object to 
the bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like the privilege of calling up the bill 
under the same condition which has applied toothermembers; that is, 
ubject to five objections, [Cries of ‘* Regular order !’? | 

e CHAIRMAN. ‘The regular order is called for; and unless the 
call be withdrawn, the Clerk will call the next name on the roll. 
MRS. LOUISA H. HASELL. 


Mr. DARGAN called up the bill (H. R. 2875) for the relief of Mrs. 


Louisa H. Hasell. 
The bill w read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., I h it there be, and hereby is, appropriated from the Treas- 


ury of the United States the sum of $350, in full compensation for the use by the 
United States Army of the house and other buildings in Summerville, 8S. C., be- 
longing to Mrs. Louisa H, Hasell, during the years 1865 and 1866, in full satis- 
faction for any damage to said property arising from or incident to the occupa- 
tion of the same by the said Army; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
directed to pay that sum to Mrs, Louisa H. Hasell or her legal representatives. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. MANSUR) was read, as follows: 


rhe Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 2875) for the 
relief of Mrs, Louisa H. Hasell, have had the same under consideration, and re- 
port that a similar bill and for the same amount was introduced into the Forty- 
ninth Congress,and on April 6a favorable report was made thereon, and your 
co ittee, being satisfied with the same, adopt it as their own, which report is 
asf lows 

: 1¢ bill proposes to pay Mrs. Hasell $350 in full compensation for the use, 
by the United States Army, of her house and other buildings in Summerville 
8. C., in the years 1865-'66, and for all damages to said property incident to said 
occupancy. 

l’'rom the papers accompanying it appears that the property consisted of 
dwelling of six rooms, a wooden building for servants, and stable. These buil 
ings were in good order and habitable when they were taken possession of by 
Colonel Beecher, United States Volunteers, and used as a smali-pox hospita 
from the 6th day of July, 1865, to May 6, 1866. Petitioner was paid $50,or at th: 
rate of $5 per month, for this use, there being no contract at the time possession 
was taken 

“The kitchen and stable were almost if not quite destroyed, and the property 
otherwise very injured. Those dying of small-pox were buried in and 


upon the lot, and since the surrender petitioner has been unable to rent or use 
the premises, The testimony is s abundant that, for the use of the premises and 
the damages sustained, pe 
more than she claims 
“These facts are shown by several affidavits of parties cognizant of the cir- 
cumstances, and 
claim was re 


Litioner would be entitled to as much and probably 


all of the correspondence of the Army officers to whom the 
ferred, and they are fully corroborated in the report of a board of 


a 


Se 
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Army officers especially detailed to examine thi laim, said report conclud 
3 follows 

‘First. Thatthe property was occupi 
hospital fr mm July 6, 1865 to May i, 1866, 
rrency was |} aid, at th 


wR 


i by the Government as a smal! c 
a period of ten months, and that ) 


> rate of $5 per mo as rent for the same. 





















econt That the amc t of damages su s all and p iubly me 
than set fort a ner ying affidavits (which was $350, as now rimed 
lherefore the board do recomn vend tha the sum claimed (§ be awarded 
1 paid to the said Louisa H. Hasel 
his report was return by e acting assistant adjutant-general (Louis V. 
Caziarc) to the chief quartermaster, approved, and payment was suspended un- 
ti] Congress should remove restrictions on the payn tims which arose in 
s lately in rebellion 
Ita appears that the nt of this proy y vi ly ine sof t 
ti r, who has herself ant eee rs to support. 
‘And it may be added t) the matter was at one time referred to Surg 
H. Eldridge, Unite tienen. Anata. 2 10 reported that the house, after its t 
a hospital, was not habitabie and ought to be burned to prevent small-pox cx 
tagion; and also that the ef quartermaster of the department found the r 
« ndat of the b rd t » be reasonable and approved the same. 
We ive in the fact 5 strong ca of act land uncompens edinjury. A 
-one could hardly be made When w ier the unquestioned al 
ul iable hardship of the case, thé s occupied for awhile and injure 
50! hat after the roclamation de the insurrection at an end in Sout! 
( 1, as also the strong inds the tice of the claim by the A 
oflic , and, after looking at the 8, we co le to report the bill } i 
rec nd its passage. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I do not intend to object to the passage of this bill, 
which on some accounts is a very meritorious case. In view, however, 


. the large number of bills passed through the committee for paying 
ent for occupation of property I desire to call attention to the 

of 1867, prohibiting payment of any of thatclassof claims. The Clerk 

will find it at the foot of the page. It prohibits the payment of claii 

which accrued before the period was reached when the Su 

lecided the war had terminated. I ask that it be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


preme Cou 


An act to declare the sense of an act entitled ‘‘An act to restrict the jurisdictio: 
of the Court of Claims, and to provide for the payment of certain demands 
for quartermasters’ stores and subsistence supplies furnished to the Army « 
the United States.” 


Be it enacted, ete., That the provisio 
eighth Congress, first session, approved J 1864, shall not be construed to 
authorize the settlement of any claim for supplies or stores taken or furnished 
or the use of or used by the armies of the United States, nor for the occupatior 
of or injury to real estate, nor for the consumption, appropriation, or destru 
tion of or damage to personal property by the military authorities or troo; 
the United States, where such claim originated during the war for the sup PI ‘ 
sion of the Southern rebel lior 1,in a State or part of a State declared in ins 
tion by the proclamation of the President of the United States, date d Tul y 
1862, or in a State which, by an ordinance of secession, attempted to withdraw 
from the United States Government: Provided, That nothing herein contained 
shall repeal or modify the effect of any act or joint resolution extending tl 
provisions of the said act of July 4, 1864, to the loyal citizens of the State o 
‘Tennessee or of the State of West Virginia, or any county therein. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It will be observed that we are paying claims the 
payment of which has been expressly prohibited by this act. The 
are considered and reported as though they were valid claims agains! 
the United States, although they have been expressly prohibited b 
law and should not be paid. When we come to general legislation 
that has been the uniform rule adopted; but as I have already stated, 
we have passed claim after claim of this character through the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. ALLEN, 
Indi: ana 
this class of claims? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It prohibitsthe payment of suchclaims. Congress 
can repeal the act at any time if it is in favor of these claims; but 
general legislation up to this time has declared they shall not be paid. 
Yet every Friday such claims are reported and passed through this 
House. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Let the gentleman object to this o1 
and I will object to the next one. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I find myself so entirely alone I have quit t 
business. 

Mr. KERR. If these claims 
made general. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. KERR. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. Those who object will rise. [After a pause 
Five members not objecting, the bill is before the committee for co: 
sideration. 

Mr. KERR. I object to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will be submitted to the com- 
mittee. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


iapter 240 of the acts of the Thirt 








of Michigan. Do I understand the gentleman from 


are to be allowed, the rule should | 


Does the gentleman object ? 


CAPT. RODERICK M’INTOSH. 


Mr. DAVIS called up the bill (H. R. 393) to provide for the pa; 
ment of the claim of Capt. Roderick McIntosh. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
2 


Be it enacted, etc., That there be appropriated and paid out of the Treasury of 
the United States, from moneys not otherwise ap — priated, the sum of $166.% 
in addition to the sum of $180 heretofore paid, to Capt. Roderick McIntosh 
master of the schooner Bucephalus, for services in rescuing, transporting, and 
Fale tae the officers and crew of the schooner Astoria, of ‘Bucksport, Me., 

uly, 1885 


i ze 
to say that the act which he had read forbids the payment of 
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dhirt bere t ' ess was ended, and while yet the temperature 
‘ eems possible for human life to endure, Lieuten 
R ties out engaged in scientific work. The spring passed 
the i near sone, and still no signs of relief,and August 9, 1883, the 
' » well had the work of the expedition been do: 
shat Lie ; vas enabled to say 

ehad« tw fr jualed cold and darkness; nine months 

twelve « had b 1 marked by the total absence of the sun, during 
vhichthe mea ture had been 31.4 59.2% ¢ The amount of work 
dor \ ju é linar The sun had shone four hundred and fifty- 
three day dont » hundred and <ty-two days from one to three sledge 
part hi it ficld on 1eys entailing from two to sixty days’ ab 
sence and of trav« 

Our explorations covered 3)° of latitude and 45° of le tude, one-eighth of 
the ul it globe above the eightieth parallel. To the northward a 
Jatitude never before attained on land or sea had been reached, and for the first 
tis n three centuries England yielded to another nation the honors of the 

fart t north rhe end of Greenland, s0 many times seen or supposed to 
have been, was extended at least 40 miles northward and over a hundred miles 
of new shore, never before traveled by the foot of man, added to its coast line.”’ 

Kennedy Channel was full of ice, and the journey southward was one of peril 
and privation, Cape Sabine was reached, but to the utter disappointment of 


the party no relief vessel was there, and no provisions left for the struggling 
litionists, The Proteus was at the bottom, and the Yantic, even as the 
heroic band were struggling southward, had sailed out of Smith Sound, carry- 
ing with it the much-needed stores. No criticism is here intended upon the 
oflicers of the Yantic. It is not the province of this committee to investigate 
or report upon that matter. We only state the fact that because of the failure 
of this relief the party were detained with very scanty stores another year in 
the Arctic regions. Of the horrors of that year no mere words can express an 
adequate conception, Sergeant Brainard, speaking in his journal of some dry 
biscuit 

When this bread, thoroughly rotten and covered with a green mold, was 
thrown on the ground,the half-famished men sprang to it as wild animals 
would,’ 

Lieutenant Lockwood, in his diary, writes: 

One of the annoyances of this life is the difficulty we have in trying to cheat 
the stomach and make our dole of food seem more than it really is. It is piti- 
ful the value one puts on a miserable little piece of hard, coarse ship-bread,”’ 

Yetin the face of this Lieutenant Lockwood says: 

If our fate is the worst, I do not think we shall disgrace the names of Amer- 
icans and of soldiers,”’ 

Lower ran the stores, weaker and weaker became the party, one by one they 
succumbed to their fate, and far from home and kindred, amid the wild desola- 
tion of Arctic rocks and ice,died as heroes die. June 22, 1884, the survivors, 
more dead than alive, were rescued by the crew of the Thetis. Some were too 
far gone to recover; others, after months of illness, have partialty recovered. 
One, at least, still lies in hospital, disabled and poor. The Governmentcared for 
the bodies of the dead with all proper honor and at the public expense. How 
has it cared for the living? Let Lieutenant Greely, in the closing words of his 

Three Years of Arctic Service,” answer: 

It is inevitable in most great undertakings that the subordinates should be 
relegated to secondary places, but I can not believe that our great nation, which 
spent money so lavishly to save these men, will allow their heroic endurance 
and manly virtues to pass unrewarded. Lieutenant Lockwood and the Esqui- 
maux Christiansen have unhappily passed away, but Sergeant Brainard, who 
strove with them successfully to gain for the country the honors of the farthest 
north, yet remains, after eight years of stainless and extraordinary service, in 
the ranks asergeant, His manhood, courage, and self-sacrifice, displayed on 
the Polar Sea and at Sabine, would have gained him a commission at once in 
any other service of the world. 

No man of the party has received promotion, except such temporary ad- 
vancement as my personal urging could secure. Two men, with broken health, 
have ad ventured their private fortunes,and one, a most self-sacrificing, soldierly, 
temperate, and loyal man, lies, as these lines are penned, helpless in a city hos- 
pital, aided by private charity, his pension not even awarded. Even the mea- 
ger allowances originally promised for Arctic service have not been fully paid, 
and the widows of the dead are generally as yet unrecognized.”’ 

Upon the return of the party to the United States, the Government, in settling 
the accounts of the enlisted men, refused all commutation forfuel. It paid com- 
mutation for quarters from June 30, 1882, and refused it for the period preced- 
ing that date; and it paid extra-duty pay up to July 14, 1883, and refused it for 
the period subsequent to that date. 

Since these hardships were endured many a young man, reared in an opulent 
home, with influential friends at hand, having seen no harder service than the 
drilis at West Point, has donned the lieutenant’s shoulder-straps, while Brai- 
nard,the sole survivor of those who stood in May, 1882, farther north than the 
foot of man had ever before trodden—the man who during that fearful spring 
and summer of 1884, by his indefatigable exertions in providing food for his fam- 
ishing comrades, undoubtedly saved the lives of the survivors, still wears his 
sergeant’s chevrons 

The indorsements of Lieutenant Greely and General Hazen on the petition 
filed in this case, also an extract from that petition, are hereto appended. 


exp 


says 





APPENDIX. 
[General Orders No. 35.] 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, April 12, 1881. 

The following order, received from the War Department, is published for the 
information of the Army: 

In order to carry into execution the act approved May 1, 1880, and so much of 
the act approved March 3, 1881, entitled “‘An act making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1882, and for other purposes,”’ as provides for “‘ observation and exploration in 
the Arctic seas; for continuing the work of scientific observation and explora- 
tion on or near the shores of Lady Franklin Bay, and for transportation of men 
and supplies to said location and return, $25,000,” it is ordered : 

1. First Lieut. A. W. Greely, Fifth United States Cavalry, acting signal offi- 
cer, having volunteered for the expedition, shall take command of the expe- 
ditionary force now organizing under said act to establish a station north of 
the eighty-first degree of north latitude, at or near Lady Franklin Bay, for the 
purpose of scientific observation. 

2. Lieutenant Greely shall have authority to contract for and purchase, within 
the limits of the appropriation, the supplies and transportation deemed needful 
for the expedition; and the appropriation for this purpose made by the act ap- 
proved March 3, 1881, shall be drawn from the Treasury and disbursed, upon 
proper vouchers, by the regular disbursing officer of the Signal Service, under 
the direction of the Chief Signal Officer. 

3. The force to be employed in the expedition shall consist of two other offi- 
cers, who may volunteer their services; twenty-one enlisted men, who may 
volunteer from the Army or be specially enlisted for the purpose; and one con- 
tract surgeon. The latter to be contracted with at such time as he may be able 
to join the party. 








| the more should they in their remoteness and solitude. 
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4. The commander of the expedition is authorized to hire a steam-sealer or 
whaler to transport the party from St. John’s to Lady Franklin Bay for a fixed 
sum per month, under a formal contract that shall release the United States 
from any and all responsibility or claim for damages in case the steamer 
njured, lost, or destroyed. The said contract shall include the services ar 
bsistence of the crew of the vessel, and shall require that the said crew shia|! 
consist of one captain, two mates, one steward, two engineers, two fireme: 
and seyen seamen—not less than fifteen in all. Such steam-sealer or whal 
shall not be hired until it has been inspected by an officer, to be detailed by th 
Secretary of the Navy for that purpose, and found by him fit for the intended 
service, 

5. The expeditionary force shall be assembled at Washington, D.C., not later 
than May 15, and St. John’s not laterthan June 15, 1881 

6. During their absence on this duty Lieutenant Greely and the other officers 
of the Army accompanying the expedition will retain station at Washingto 
D.C. The enlisted men who may volunteer or be especially enlisted for thi 
duty shall receive the pay and commutation ailowances (except commutation 
for quarters and fuel) that accrue to men detached for duty in Washington, D.C 

7. The several bureaus of the War Department will furnish, on requisitions 
approved by the Secretary of War, the necessary subsistence, clothing, camp 
and garrison equipage, transportation to St. John’s, Newfoundland, and return, 
medicines, books, instruments, hospital stores,arms, and ammunition. The 
subsistence stores to be furnished as above directed are for sale, not for issue, 
to the officers and men of the expeditionary force. 

By command of General Sherman : 





R. C. DRUM, Adju'ant-General 


War Department, Washington, D. C., February 13, 1886. 

Respectfully forwarded to the chairman of the Committee on Claims, House 
of Representatives, through the War Department. Extra-duty pay was prom- 
ised the men of the Lady Franklin Bay expedition by General Orders 35, War 
Department, Adjutant-General’s Office, April 12, 1881; and, as stated herein, a 
discrimination was made by the War Department against the enlisted men in 
the matter of other commutation. I then pointed out to the honorable the Sec- 
retary of War that Sergeant F. Meyer, who served with the Polaris expedition 
(1871-73), received such commutation; but, despite my urgent request, some 
technical point caused the discrimination against these men. Congress, in later 
years, specifically granted commutation of quarters in similar cases. 

The appropriation for the Army was at no charge for fuel and quarters of 
these men, and for the last year at Cape Sabine they were destitute of both. [I 
am certain that a clear understanding of this claim would insure these men re- 
ceiving from Congress the amounts asked as being their just dues, not as acon- 
cession for the sufferings of some and death of others. Mr. Biederbick («nd pre- 
sumably the others) needs the money. He has been long ill from his long sery- 
ice,and for two or more months was in a New York hospital, which gencrously 
defrayed his expenses from its endowment fund, I cannot too strongiy urge 
this justice. 

A. W. GREELY, 
First Lieutenant Fifth Cava'ry, United Stat s Army, 
Late Commanding Lady Franklin Bay Ecpedcitioi 
WAR DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER, 
February 16, 1886 


I hereby concur in and indorse all that Lieutenant Greely has said of this 
case. This claim is just and ought to be provided for, and I hope will be with 
out delay. 

W. B. HAZEN, Chief Signal Ofice 


[Extract from affidavit of D.L. Brainard and Ifenry Biederbick.] 


That while in service there they expected to receive full allowances accordins 
to law for fuel, quarters, and extra-duty pay, and were entitled to have the same 
commuted to them in money, as provided by the statutes and regulations in 
pursuance thereof, upon their return from the icy North, after long, arduous 
and perilous service of years, during which time they endured unceasing hard 
ships and many lost their lives in the performance of their duties; by som: 
technical construction of the law they are refused their allowances, although 
all allowances to which officers are eligible were granted to the officers serving 
on the said expedition. 

That the members of the United States Signal Corps stationed in this city du 
ing that period received the allowances which the affiants ask. That if mei 
serving amidst the comforts of civilization received their allowances, so mucli 
That, moreover, two 
men of the Point Barrow expedition, under command of Lieutenant Ray, who 
remained in the Arctic one year less than the affiants, received these allow 
ances by special act of Congress approved. That also Sergt. F. Meyer, Signal 
Corps, on duty with the Polaris expedition, 1871-’72, received in full similar al- 
lowances and commutation, The affiants are poor, and have earned their 
money. They appeal to Congress for a speedy settlement of their just claims. 

Before the conclusion of the reading of the report, 

Mr. FARQUHAR said: I ask unanimous consent that the furthe: 
reading of the report be dispensed with, as the case has been clearly 
stated. 

There was no objection. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered and laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill H. R. 3192, of the same title, was ordered to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it be laid on the table. 


A. P. SWINEFORD. 


Mr. DOUGHERTY. I desire to call up for present consideration the 
bill (H. R. 6012) for the relief of A. P. Swineford. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to A. P. Swineford, governor of Alaska, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $611.38, amount 
of salary from July 1 to September 13, 1885. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report in that case be read. 
The report (by Mr. DoUGHERTY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6012) for the 
— of A. P. Swineford, having considered the same, beg leave to report as 

ollows: 

A billidentical with this was reported favorably from the Committee on Claims 
in Forty-ninth Congress, second session. The report states all the facts, and 
this committee adopts that report and recommends the passage of the bill. 

The report is as follows: 

[House Report No. 3993, Forty-ninth Congress, second session. ] 


The beneficiary of the accompanying bill, A. P. Swineford, governor of Alaska, 
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son ‘ In ! er, Donnell .eceived an honorable discharge, and 
on tob lin proper form for bounty pay Phe application was | 
ai tf r-General’s Off i 
sh ! ) ( yA Heavy Artillery, 
his l ints 1 January 17,18 at the subtreas in 

} ‘ ! Jame B. Sher I I 

to ¢ 0] é or be 
A 1 f um frau ed 
‘ 1 falsely ersonat } i t 
‘ t of t I l 4 
t to ¢ O. De r be 
tl sl I oO it furt! Lr « ne 
A t ri Ne ) > 
( . d e} ent 1 ! dai 
‘ the real I d d harge } 
t vas D ated, | ilso 
! ! I is a i en that the « Lis « 
‘I | f to : I Donnell, bu 
at least ted in t i fraud, } e evide 
or tic ild tt ) I 1, 

»reliab of n 3 own statements are vouched for by promi: t 
cit of Connecticut and Massachusetts, and the directevidence submitted in | 
the a lt ( nees surrou ing it, lead the committee unani- ! 
mously to | ‘ t I i ed of bounty and pay by t | 
fra ent re 1 rso < i therefore recommend the 
pus th a there can » relief ‘the claimant through the | 
Dey { ‘ freasury on account of the records there made by | 
thi it | 

There be ybj on, the bill was considered and laid aside to] 
reported to the H : 1 the recommendation that it do pa 
I ( USINI 
The name of Mr, D y was called. 
Mr. PEEL. My colleague, Mr. DUNN, is absent because of the death 
of his child the other day; and I ask unanimous consent that he may 
not lose his place in the cal]. I ask that his name be passed over with- 


out preiudic 
ere was I » ob 

‘The name of Mr. ELLIOTT was called. 

Mr. COTHRAN. My colleague is absent, and I ask that his name 
Iso may be pas l over without prejudice. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. For what reason? 

Mr. HEARD. I dislike to appear discourteous; but still I conceive 
it to be my duty to object, for the reason that we, who are lower down 
on the roll, if this course is to be continued, and absent members ar¢ 
to be allowed the privilege when they return of having their names 
called, our names will not be reached at all. I do not think it exactly 
fair, and in the interest of common justice I must object. 

The CHAIRMAN, Objection is made, and the Clerk will report the | 
next name. j 


as 


MARGARET POLAND. 

Mr. FULLER. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 3880) for the 
relief of Margaret Poland. 

‘The bill was read for information. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the 1 port be read. 

The report was read at length. 

Mr. COBB. This report conclusively shows that this is a case of pure 
spoliation by private soldiers during hostilities, for which the Govern- 
ment is in nowise responsible; and I object. 

ie CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a count.] More 
lel have objected, and the bill will not be considered. 


: 
than tive gentiemen 


LFRED BR 


SUER. 





Mr. FARQUHAR. dn my absence some few minutes ago from the 
JIlouse my name was passed. I desire consideration of a bill which | 
carries with it no appropriation. 

Mr. HOOKER. ‘That is going back on the call. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can not be done without unanimous con 


\fr. MAISH., Let the bill be read. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I was called out of the Hon 
and two names have been called since mine; that is 

Mr. MAISH. Very well. I do not object. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The bill I ask consideration of is the bill (H. R. 
2683) for the relief of Alfred Breuer. 

the bill was read, as follows: 





» five minutes avo 





r 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to remove from the records the charge of desertion against 
Alfred Breuer, late of the United States Marine Corps; and thereupon the said 
Alfred Breuer shall be restored to all rights and privileges as fully asif said 
charye of desertion had never existed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. BoUTELLE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2688 
for the relief of Alfred Breuer, submit the following report: 

Alfred Breuer affirms that he was born in Breslau, Germany, July 3, 1848; that 
he came alone to this country, landing in New York City in May, 1868; that 
shortly afterwards, on the 25th of May, 1863, he was induced to enlist as a pri- 
vate in the Thirtieth Independent Battery of New York Light Artillery for the 
term of three years, being then less than fifteen years of age; that he served 
with his command until it was mustered out, being at one time seriously in- 


‘ 


jured, and treated for said injury ata hospital in Alexandria, and was honor- 


ably discharged at New York City, June 23, 1865, after more than two years of | 

service in the Union Army. 
He further declares that in the same year, a few months later, he then being 

only seventeen years of age, he was persuaded to enlist in the United States | 





I 


t 

| years in the war before he was seventeen years old amply justifies 
< 
t 
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Marine Corps, upon representation that on account « 
in the Army he would be kept on duty at the I 
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about two months he was ordered on board a man-of-war, ance » 
his rough passage on the ocean his fear of the s« induced himtod 
W out realizing the serious consequences of hi 
e evidence shows that he did enlist as sta 1 th 
} Datter and that he was honorably discharged June 23, ! 
( 
rds of the Navy De} Ls « lin MI 
Corps ¢ ber 12, 1865, at New ¥ dt d t 
ember of that year from t SY 
boration of his youth at 1 he) f > 
€ & passport issued to h serib I 
C 3 of age f ] I < soft } i 
which clear! is cl 
i t 
H : di that h € ; 
WW 0 1 ize Oo 8 I 3 
} t Ne him 
y i thet 
: nmittee are satisf ler Vi a 
n ) I > Corps, and that h count of his desertion 
is correct Nent character is attested by citizens of the highes and- 
it n Buff where he has married and bro itup a family, and the 
recon ndation for his relief is signed by prominent officers of the Grand 
| Army of the Republic of the State of New York 
Believing that the story of the experiences of this friendless boy is substa: 
ially true, the committee are of the opinion that his service of more than ) 
} 
Aa 





l on of the circumstances attending his subsequent offense 
‘refore recommend the passage of the bill H. R. 2688, 





NAVY DEPARTMI 
Sis Referring to the bill (H. R. 2688) “‘ for th 
this Department’s letter of the 23d ultimo in re 


Washington, April 11, 1888. 








elief of Alfred Breuer,” and to 
y to your request for *‘ such in 


| formation as may be in the possession of the Navy Department touching the 
| record of the said Alfred Breuer, together with such opinion as the Department 


may desire to express as to the expediency of reporting said bill;”’ referring 


| also to certain evidence subsequently submitted to the Department and which 


is alleged to have a material bearing upon the merits of Breuer’s application, I 
have to state that the only information relating to this case of which the De- 
partment was possessed at the date of its reply to the request above mentioned 
was that contained in the official record relating to Breuer’s enlistment in, and 
desertion from,the Marine Corps, by which it appears that he enlisted in said 
corps October 13, 1865, for the period of four years; that he was then eighteen 
years of age; that his former occupation was tl of ‘‘soldier;’* that he de- 
serted from the Marine barracks, Brooklyn, N. Y ovember 25, 1865, and that 
he is still a deserter at large. 

The evidence subsequently brought to the notice of the Department is con- 
tained in various testimonials, both public and private, including Breuer’s hon- 
orable discharge from the Army in February, 1865. From the evidence thus 
presented it appears that Breuer is a German by birth and came to the United 
States in May, 1863; that he was. then under fifteen years of age; that he en- 
listed in the Army for a period of three years from May 25, 1863, and was hon- 
orable discharged when the command with which he served was mustered out, 
at the city of New York, in June, 1865, and that he was still under age when, in 
October of that year, he enlisted in the Marine Corps. There is, however, no 
evidence tending to bring into question the correctness of the official record or 
to show that Breuer was not properly marked asa deserter, and, on the evidence 
submitted, the Department would have no power to remove the mark of de- 
sertion. 

The private testimonials in Breuer’s behalf are from citizens of high standing, 
who, it appears, are well acquainted with his history and who speak of him in 
terms going to show that his personal record since the war is, in every respect, 
unexceptionable, Under these circumstances, and in view of Breuer’s extreme 
youth at the date of his first enlistment, his honorable discharge from the Army 
after serving until the close of the war, and his re-enlistment, while still a minor, 
in the Marine Corps, it would seem that in taking action upon his application 
for the relief proposed by said bill the facts appearing in the evidence and tes- 
timonials above referred to are worthy of consideration. 

The papers which were formally submitted by Hon. J. M. FArqumar for the 
inspection of the Department are herewith returned. 

Very respectfully, 







W. C. WHITNEY, 
Secretary of the Nav 
Hon. C. A, BOUTELLE, 
Committee on Naval Affairs, House of Representatives. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I donot object, andI do not intend to object, 
to the passage of this bill, but I want to call attention to the fact that 
the Committee on Military Affairs reported last winter a bill covering 
every case where an honorable discharge ought to be granted. That 
bill was sent to the Senate and is pending there, and I hope it will 
not be long before the measure will be acted upon. * 

Mr. BOUTELLE. This isa bill relating to a charge of desertion 
from the Marine Corps. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think the bill we passed covers the whole 
service. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. We hada bill passed by the Naval Committe 
which covers cases relating to the Navy; but this is a special case. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I merely wanted to call attention to the fact 
that we have passed a bill having this object inview. I do not object. 

Mr. COBB. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN.™ Are there five gentlemen objecting? [After a 
pause.] There are not. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom 
mendation that it do pass. 





THOMPSON M’KINLEY. 


Mr. FUNSTON. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 2267) to pay 
Thompson McKinley $375 for service voucher issued to him during th 
late war by Capt. George W. Harrison, assistant quartermaster, Unite: 


| States Army. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $375 be, and the same is hereby, approp: 
ated, out of any funds in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise ap- 
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Mr. GAY. I 
estate of Lucien Goyaux. 


The bill was read, as follow 


1 et T 


t enc ,etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury | 
rected to p n Goyaux the 





itatives of Lucie 
































any money in the Tre 1ot otherwise appropriated ; tl I 
pital stores, vehicles, | , and saddlery taken from said I 
ed, at Baton Rouge, La., for the use of the United St 
Part 
oll ri. 
oO . NY l- +} l aud % om 
Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the 1 port be read. 
The report (by Mr. WILKINSON) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the | ] 
r f of the estate of Lucien Goyaux, report as follows 
Tl mittee find the facts of this case fully and accurately stated in S t 
I the Committee on Claims of the present Congress, w 1 re 
] ed and n a part of this report 
Your < dc the said report as their own, l rep 
nd id i 4 r 
Senate Report No I ieth Congress, first session 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1582) for the r 
lief of the estate of Lucien Goyaux, have had the same under cons ‘ l 
respectfully report 
The cor ptt r I Ss ! t 
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** In August, 1862, 1 § 

in the business of manufacturing and selling saddles, har: ot rg 3 

sually kept in esta snts of that kind. Co). Halbert FE. Paine, col 

1e Fourth Wisconsin Infantry, was at the time in command at 

yon after the battleof August 5, 1862,at Baton Rouge, Col. Ha 

pecial Order No. 5, 1862, directed Maj. Frederick Frye, of the } 
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Baton Rou 
vert E, Paine 
inth Connect 
j ts to mount patrols detailed from tl 
erent regiments, and to take possession of such property as was necessary 
at purpose and forthe supplying of ambulances and transportation teams. 
Underandin pursuance of said order, Major Frye, on the 12th of At 
took possession of Mr. ‘ 


tained therein. 
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** On the 6th of October, 1862, a boa tuted under Special Order 
No. 45 of the Department of the G: nt the Gulf, consisting of Col. H 
E. Paine, Fourth Wisconsin Volunteers; Li Col. O. W. Lull, Eighth New 





'wenty-first Indiana Volu 


Hampshire Volunteers, and Capt j 
er of General T. W. Sherman, and directed to ass 


teers, was appointed by ord 





ble at Camp Parapet on Thursday, October 6, 1862, at 10 o’clock a. m., to ta 
proof, appraise, and report upon the stock of harness, etc., belonging to I 





Goyaux, alleged to have been taken for the useof the fi 
} ; 





ces of the United States 
by or nding officer. This board assembled pursuant to the 
order, and on the i of inuary, 1863, reported to the commanding general 
that they had attended to the duty assigned them, and had taken all the test 
mony offered by the claimant, Goyaux, as well as the testimony produced uy 

the part of the United States, and that it appeared from such testimony tha 
Goyaux was the owner of the stock of goods, ¢ at he was loyal tothe U 
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der of the « 
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States, and they recommended the I 
taken and used by the Army. This allowan« 
W. Sherman, commanding. 
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The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pa 
JOSEPH DIEHL. 


to ask consideration of a bill that will not 

and would now ask that the report be read. Itcon- 

tains only 20 Jines, and I am satisfied there will be no objection. 
There was no objection. 


Mr. HEARD. I desire 


take five minut 


The bill was read, as follows 
A bill (Hf. 2. 861) for the relief of Joseph Diehl, 

Be it enacted, « That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated,to Joseph Diehl,of Moniteau County, Missouri,the sum of $250, 
to be taken and accepted in full of all demands he may have on or against the 
United States for corn furnished to the Army during the late war. 

The report (by Mr. SrOCKDALE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 861) for 
the relief of Joseph Diehl, report as follows 

The facts out of which this bill for relief arises will be found stated in House 
Report No, 2330 of the Committee on War Claims of the Forty-ninth Congress, 
a copy of which is hereto appended and made a part of this report. 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own, and report back the bill 
and recommend its passage. 
[Ilouse Report No, 2330, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 

This isa claim for $1,200, the alleged value of corn said to have been taken and 
used by United States troops during the war. It was twice carefully investigated 
by agents of the Quartermaster’s Department, and rejected mainly because the 
claimant was not a citizen of the United States, The committee think that 
ought not to bar him, inasmuch as he served during a portion of the war as an 
officer in the United States Army. 

\nother ground for rejecting the claim was that it was not proved to the en- 
tire satisfaction of the Departinent that the corn taken was worth the amount 
claimed, The agents of the Quartermaster’s Department, however, found that 
1,000 bushels of corn were taken from him by the military authorities for the 
use of the troops, and that it was worth the sum of $250. 

Che committee herewith report a bill for the payment of that amount, and 
recommend that the same do pass. 


‘There was no objection, and the bill waslaid aside to be reported to 

the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
ELIZABETH C. COLE. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I wish tocall up a bill and desire to say for 
the information of the House thatit is a bill providing for the payment 
of a quarterly pension check. I ask that the Committee on Claims be 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill. The chairman 
assents to that course and that the bill should pass, as it is impossible 
to get a quorum of the committee together. 

Mr. MORGAN. TI object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there further objection ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I withdraw my objection. 

There was no further objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (4. R. 10659) for the relief of Elizabeth C. Cole, 


Beit enacte1, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Elizabeth C. Cole, dependent mother of Will- 
iam DPD. Cole, late private in Company I, Ninth Regiment of Minnesota Volun- 
teer Infantry, and now deceased, the sum of $72, as, and that being, the amount 
of pension which had accrued to said William D. Cole, deceased, at the time of 
his death, by virtue of pension certificate numbered No. 93444, for which said 
sum of $72 a check was issued, but did not reach said William D. Cole before he 
died. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MARGARET KENNEDY. 


Mr. HIESTAND. I call up the bill (8. 307) for the relief of Mar- 
garet Kennedy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Quartermaster-General be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to ascertain and state the value of all timber, fences, and 
fruit trees on the farm of John Kennedy, deceased, situate in the District of Co- 
lumbia, upen which Fort Sedgewick was erected, taken and used for fire-wood by 
the Army of the United States, and also the value of all timber sold by the Gov- 
ernment which had been taken from said farm and used in the construction of 
said fort. And the amount so stated shall be paid, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Margaret Kennedy, the widow and sole ex- 
ecutrix of John Kennedy, deceased. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on War Claims was read, 
as follows: 

Strike out ail after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to pay to Margaret Kennedy the sum of $3,000, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, which said sum shall be in full satisfac- 
tion for all claims against the Government for and on account of the damages 
sustained by the said Kennedy by reason of the cutting and using the timber, 
fencing, and fruit trees from her land by the Government.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, 
to hear the report read. 

The report of the Committee on War Claims (by Mr. LAWLER) was 
read, as follows: 


In March, 1853, John Kennedy, the deceased husband of the claimant in this 
case, purchased a farm containing over 26 acres, situate in the District of Co- 
lumbia, for $1,605, and moved upon it with his family during the same year. 
He was a loyal citizen of the United States, and for about twenty-five years was 
employed as a stone-cutter on several public buildings of the Government, in- 


Before that question is put I desire 


ey 
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cluding the Capitol. With the money accumulated from his earnings he was 
enabled to purchase said farm. Margaret Kennedy, who is now ask‘ng for re- 
lief, is the widow and sole executrix of John Kennedy, aged about sixty-four 
years, and the mother of ten children. The claim has never been acied on by 
either House, ‘i 

It appears bythe papers on file that in the years 1862-63 the military forces of 
the United States took possession of this land and constructed thereon the for 
tification known as Fort Sedgwick. The property consisted of over 26 acres, as 
before stated, on which stood about 12 acres of oak, chestnut, pine, and other 
timber, and two hundred fruit-bearing trees of apple, peach, pear, and cherry, 
and was inclosed by a post-and-rail fence, By the construction of the fort and 
digging of trenches, sewers, and rifle-pits, about 20 acres of the land was prac- 
tically destroyed. A part of the standing timber was used in building the fort, 
and the remainder, together with the fruit trees and the fence, was used by the 
troops for fire-wood. Itis also shown that afterwards the timber was torn from 
the fort and sold to one Lacy by the Government. 

The occupation of and injury to the farm of the claimant, and the erection of 
a fort thereon, were the unavoidable results of military operations in the face of 
the enemy, and for which no compensation can be made. Wood used for fuel 
by the Army, whether forest timber, fruit trees, or fences, may be classed under 
the head of quartermaster stores, and the claimant having been a loyal citizen 
is entitled to compensation therefor. The timber which was cut from the farm 
and used in the construction of the fort was the property of the owner of the 
farm after the war was over and the fort abandoned. If the Government sold 
or disposed of such timber, the claimant is entitled to compensation for the 
value thereof. 

Your committee report herewith an amendment in the nature of a substitute 
for the bill referred to them, and recommend its passage. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 
report this language: 

If the Government sold or disposed of such timber, the claimantis entitled 
to compensation for the value thereof. 

[ assent to that proposition, if it is proved that the property was 
taken. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I think that is the true situation. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. This bill ought not to pass without 
proper consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I object, unless some explanation 
be made. 

Mr. LANHAM. There is not time now for discussion on this bill. 
I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
resumed the chair, Mr. HERBERT reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House, having had under consideration the Private Calendar, 
had directed him to report sundry bills with various recommendations. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1078) for the relief of Florida Kennerly; 

A bill (8. 2356) to provide a pension for Mrs. Adeline Couzins; and 

A bill (8S. 3539) to amend an act to detach the county of Audrain, 
in the State of Missouri, from the eastern and attach it to the western 


I observed toward the close of the 


judicial district of said State. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LANHAM. I eall for the regular order, and ask that the bills 


just reported favorably from the Committee of the Whole House may 


be put on their passage. 

HOUSE BILLS PASSED. 
House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed: 


N. Brannan, administrators of 8. H. Hill; 

A bill (H. R. 325) for the relief of Mrs. Mary T. Duncan; 

A bill (H. R. 10100) for the relief of Charles F. Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 1152) for the relief of the legal representatives of Eliza 
M. Ferris; 

A bill (H. R. 157) correcting the military history of Robert McNutt; 
A bill (H. R. 483) for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, widow of John 
Jones, deceased, and to place the name of John Jones on the muster- 
rolls of Company B, Second Regiment North Carolina Mounted Infan- 


ry; 
A bill (H. R. 7801) for the relief of William F, C. Nindemann, form- 

erly a seaman in the Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 6560) for the relief of the trustees of the Catholic 

Church at Dalton, Ga. ; 

A bill (H. R. 5248) for the relief of the American Grocer Associa 
tion of the city of New York; 

A bill (H. R. 2875) for the relief of Louisa H. Hasell; 

A bill (H. R. 6012) for the relief of A. P. Swineford; 

A bill (H. R. 3453) for the relief of George O. Donnell; 

A bill (H. R. 2688) for the relief of Alfred Breuer; 

A bill (H. R. 2267) to pay Thompson McKinley $375 for service 
voucher issued to him during the late war by Capt. Gtorge W. Harry 
son, assistant quatermaster United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 2598) for the relief of William Whitehouse; 
A bill (H. R, 148) for the relief of Isaac H. Wheat; 


A. bill (H. R. 5094) for the relief of Henry H. Epping and Alexander’ 
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Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania I send to the desk the bill (S » having m bills ¢ { i to, so it d not 
2346) granting increase of pension to Jennie Hart Mullany. I ask tl » i 
this bill be now taken upand passed. I believe it was understood tha Mr. YODER | want to t i Ind t this 
when we had acted on these hould permitted to ] ling s und 
sent this bill for considerat but moment i mv piace ¢ time ¢ It has been ce é ! 

The bill was read t evet nd 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the ( Dp 

Mr. ABBOTT. I call for 

The SPEAKER pro t j 1 n Cal Ir. CHEADLI I ited O} 
the title of the bill which is now in order ‘ illed up, and i 

The Clerk read as follows called up t ‘ L we not to either of 

A bill (H. R. 4257) for the relief of Hannah J. Jone e. l [; but at t t t! bills h 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House now take its recess ‘ 


Mr. WEAVER. I hope the gentleman will withhold that mot fr. YODER. Ivy t liana t 
Mr. HOLMAN. Very well; I withdraw it 1 tha t 1d t 
Mr. PEEL. I ask unanimous consent that House Report No. 3210 ee Se ees tee. 

be reprinted, with some appendices a his will be m + Opport so is | — 
Mr. ABBOTT. I demand the regular order and insist on it. i ask my imend as a 1 e! to let it be « I 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question which 1d I will ta t l great ! rt object 

think is a question of privilege, and I wish to submit whether it ir. CH ‘ADI | O 

such. I send to the Clerk’s desk a motion to amend the rules of th ! that 1 have refer! to it n who v 

House. ! Mr. McKINN ) ithe Hi | derstood 


Mr. KERR Mr. Speake I also wish to introduce , yt 1 to these bills were to e@ 
amend the rules. The SPEAKER ) ( lerstal 
Mr. ABBOTT. I renew the motion to take a recess until 8 o'clock ntleman from Ind Lb ojects Bo t { gent 
this evening. O 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion take recedence Mr. CHEADLI I must ( { ! 
The motion was agreed t —ayes 20, noes LS st) ih g ‘ i j 
The SPEAKER protempore. Before announcing 
will designate the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] to pre ie SPEAKER prot ) il the pe 
| } ‘ 





the recess, the Chair tup, as | understan 


side as Speaker pro tempore at the session of the House this evening tion is on the motion I \T ( 
The House then (at 4 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) tock a recs \N | that the House resol ve elf into‘ the Wh 
until 8 o’clock p. m : nsideration of pension b 
— he mn was agreed to 
EVENING SESSION Che House accordingly resolved it e W 


The recess having expired, the House reas 8 o'clock p. m fr. CARUTH in the chai 
; 
l 


The House was called to order by Mr. TOWNSHEND as Speake1 The CHAIRMAN. The He 





‘ +} 7 + , -} ] 1 ] 
tempore e consideration Oo! € i ‘ 
! . 


MRDER OF BUSINESS Mr. TOWNSHEND 
Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itsel! ely tr ge 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills under th 





special order. ad MA ( “ t 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will please withh 1. “MORRII om this ge ae ae ee \ 

that motion for a moment in order that the House mdy receive a n oa "as STRMA? glee 2 : we ae : : 

sage from the Senate. peer! nnn . The gent un f 


ee ee Mr. MORRILL. We went tl 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. GILFRyY, one of its clerks, in- | point where the call stoy 
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j 
Mr. TO I but I 1 not present when my nai 
Wa ‘ il ‘ 
' 
Mr. MOI eld in t ase we shall have to y 
in I i J l on Lhe re ular order 
bOW H ) oO not think the ntleman will objec 
my juest men At the call of the roll last 
hy iv ni I the ci Chis is a bill for the 1 ( 
0 0 ti ee! y reported from the com et 
I } i? ted upon 1! 
j 1) 111 i1ao not expe ty 
‘ n ' 
. MTC) ry ' t 4 t to ' I wish t , 
‘ t t t an 
CH M 0 tion req of th 
1 rom I 
bhere W 
LO ) » bill (H. I 724) for tl ellie 
Me] 
iD iO1 \ 
‘ my } ! her 
l rect | é 1 ‘ i t provis sa 
< they e pe le tr yt 
I , ‘ tl I 
qor 
‘J | I l, as fi ‘ 
i ( < to who 3 re ] bill (1. 1 
{ pe } t McLain pendent mot of John 8S. M 
I < t im und be eave tos tthe fo v 
t isted 1861, + mustered into rank July 9, 1 
nl ri { ri < f hisd ur Was <« onic diar 
i I t f ’ 
treated | S. Me! nal tt Ist of March, 18 { treated him « t 
‘ eh dia i ens coutracted while inthe Ar his 
In a we badly ute time he had a cough anda bad col h 
by ht on pneum lits comy ut and caused his deatl 
J eve b>. 1 nynger testifi« } 
it he has been a practitioner of: licine in Gallatin County, Illinois, for 
th vears nd has k wn Georve C. McLain, husband of the claimant, for 
twe five years; that he made a special examination of his right arm, shoul- 
der, lright foot; tha is right arm has been wasted away a carbur : 
and : s hat three bones of his right foot have been cut in two with ar 
ax i that : for a long time incapable of performing manual la 
bo 
vv el i i aA off ~{ ey l ce that the ‘ Limant Vv 
i vy aepe tent i er son for her support | 
r committee therefore conclude from the evidence that the claimant is 
dl to a pension, and respectfully recommend the passage of this | 
ere being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the ilouse with t ecommendation that it do pas 
KEAN. I ask unanimous consent to be permitted, like the gen 


tleman from Illinois |[Mr. TOWNSHEND], to call up a bill. 


Mr. CARLTON. 1 object. 


Ir. BOOT AN called up the bill (S. 5276) granting restoration ot 
pension to Sarah A. Woodbridg 
lhe bill was read, as follow 
] enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
zed and directed to restore to the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
sitions of the pens 1 laws, the sof Sarah A, Woodbridge, widow of 








Anson L, Brewer, major and payma d States Army, her pension | 
ing be 1 Suspended by reason of her narriage. 


‘ by Mr. THompson, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


rhe report 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 327 
granting restoration of pensi to Sarah A. Woodbridge, having considered the 
same, report as follows 

We adopt and make part hereof the report of the Senate committee, and re« 
ommend the passage of the bill | 

rhe Senate report is as follows 

[Se nate Report No. 2091, Fiftieth Congress, first session | 


} 0°" 


I Commiitee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.3276) granting | 
a pension to Sarah A. Woodbridge, widow of Anson L, Brewer, late major and | 
pay master in United States Army, have examined the same, and report : 

rhe object of this bill is to restore the claimant to the pension-roll. She was 
ierly a pensioner of the United States on account of the death of her hu 
band above named, who lost bis life in a steam-boat explosion on the Missis- 
of while traveling in the line of his duty as paymaster. | 

Brewer, was killed at the same time while in the line of « yr | 

in the same servic Another son, Capt. Charles Brewer, was killed in batt 
Dallas, Ga., on the 28th day of March, 1864, | 

Shortly after the war the claimant remarried one Dr. Timothy Woodbridge, 
whereupon her pension ceased rhis case was once before considered by this 
committee and was reported adversely, upon the ground that the facts alleged 
in support of her restoration to the pension-roll were not verified. The report 
s adopted by the Senate, and the bill indefinitely postponed July 24, 1888 








sippi the 8d of March, 186 


Her son, Robert | 











wa 
but sinee that time the claimant has filed for the consideration of said commit- 
tee a new application and new evidence, all verified under oath, stating the 
facts of her present condition. 

rhe action of the Senate above spoken of has been reconsidered and the bill 
has been again referred to this committee. 

From the affidavits of J.H.Wallace and Thomas W. Sanderson, as well as 
from her own sworn application, it appears that the second husband of the | 
claimant, the said Dr. Woodbridge, is about seventy-eight vears old, quite in- | 
firm, and almost blind, has no means of supporting his said wife, the claimant, | 
and has contributed nothing toward her support for the last four years, and has, 
in fact, abandoned her 

The claimant herself is quite old and infirm; for the last two years she has 
been unable to do anything toward her own support and maintenance; is con- 
sequently dependent to some extent upon the aid of others. 

Her condition is not likely to improve, rather apt to become worse, 


Her in- 
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c her little prope ‘ l snot sufficient to l 
i ‘ le il € 
Ch nmittee, there ‘e,undet r i rn rd 
tot I wnd t p age of tl ) Lie wi re} if tt i 
There being no objection, the bill vy Pa to be re] i to 
I 
House with the recommendation that it do pa 
MADISON M. MERI ! 
Ir. BO LD) called 159] { vv 11n ise OF pen 
mt i son 
bill was 1 
t 1 ‘ ihat t Peci ie | tii i 
} d and « tor Ce « ens < t vis i 
ms of 1 vs, t n f Mad [ 
Comy D, tired hird Regiment Pe l ers, and 
yh b pens of 220 per 1 le < i < i I 
ml » . } 
Phe rt (by Mr. Lyncu id, as follow 
e { mitte on | | I to whoi \ t 5 
rrant incre Sion to Madison M.M rad th 
ler sideration a: leave to report 
Claimant was mustered in November ! 1861, as lieut t of Compa 
1D, O mundredand third Pennsylvania Volunteer iiry, « ssioned as 
‘ pu i 10 1862 ul L he nora ai Ail edi ré J iy 12 i Be 
He filed 1M h & , ing that be Yorktown, \ 
xout Ms 2, he contracted chronic diarrhea and rheumatis t 
tula 
He was granted L pe 1.to da iM hs 8.50 p I t} i 
ik of first lieutenant r chrot un S 
Upon applieation of claimant his rating was corrected and his pension 
creased to $10 3 of the rank of captain. Lh claim f pension for fistula wa 
rejected, the Pension Office deciding that 1imant Lnot nclusively proven 
e « tence o e disal tv e the war 
The papers on fi in the Bureau of Pensions make the following exhibit 
First, that claimant was strong and healthy before his enlistment. 
Second, that claimant contracted hemorrhoids or fistula while in the service 
and line of duty. The certificate of the regimental sur yn, upon which claim- 
ant was dischar i July 12, 1862, was as follows: ‘‘I certify that I have care- 


fully examined t 


rheumatism and hemorr 


} 





tind him suffering w i chronic 
form the duties re- 


-mentioned officer 
i0ids, and that he 


1e abo 






ible to pe 








quired of him, and has been since the 10th of M 1862, and in my opinion eve 
will be.” 

Third, that claimant was still suffering fro fistula May 6, 1885, when exar 
ined by the medical examining board The bear rts here it 
internal fistula (internal opening Linch from a n n right side, wh 

plicant thinks resulted from diarrhea. 

his board, asa result of this examination, rated claimant one-half of tot 
for rheumatism and one-half of total for fistula 

Claimant was unable to conclusively prove the conti: of fistula from the 


te of the 





imentalsurgeon’s certificate (upon which claimant was discharg 
he medical board’s examinat hiefly owing to the death 
he physician who attended him aft his disc But from all the evi 
dence in the case your committee are of the opinion ti the disability now exist 
ing is a continuation of that contracted in the spring of 1862, and that this bil 
gives the claimant the total pension to which he was entitled under th 
nding of the board of medical examiners, a 1 file in t! 


nd under the evidence o1 
Bureau of Pensions, They therefore report the bill with a recommendation 











bjection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
with a recommendation that it do pass, 
AMES R. DURHAM. 

Mr. JOHN R. BROWN called up the bill (S. 2675) granting an increa 
of pension to Lieut. James R. Durham. 

Che bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
land directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $30 per month 
othe provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jame 
R. Durham, late first lieutenant Company E, Twelfth Regiment West Virginia 
Infantry Volunteers, this act to take effect from its } , and the pension 
hereby granted to be in lieu of that which he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 

The committee beg leave to report that they have considered this case and 
adopt the report of the Senate committee made in this « 
committee, and recommend that the bill do pass, 

















tieth Congress, first session 


rt No. 1420, F 

Che Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8S. 2675) grant 
1 pension to Lieut. James R. Durham, have had the same under considerat 
and respectfully report: 

The claimant was mustered into service as second lieutenant of Compa 
I'welfth Regiment West Virginia Infantry, on August 20,1862; he was comn 
sioned as first lieutenant on the 9th of July, 1863, to rank from the 7th of March, 
1863; he was wounded at the battle of Winchester, Va.,on the 14th of June, 





Senate Rep 














1863; mustered out of the service June 16, 1865; applied for a pension July 22 
1865, for a gunshot wound in the hand; was pensioned December 2, 1865 





s given the pension of his rank, $17 
as made several applications for an 
nee the claim has been rejected on the 
ground that ‘‘there is not total di ility of the hand, and that is all the lav 
contemplates.”” He has always been rated for said wound as totally disabled 
by every examining board, otherwise he could not have drawn a pension of $17 
per month. He now asks that he be pensioned at the same rate as is allowed 
by law for the loss of a hand, to wit, $30 per month. 

rhe committee have personally examined the wound of the claimant, and 
find that the ball entered the back of the right hand, passing through the bones 
and muscles of the wrist,and coming out on the inside of the arm, taking « 
the third finger. The committee find that by reason of the said wound it isin 
possible for the claimant to work the wrist or to close the thumb or three fin- 
gers of the wounded hand; that the claimant is unable to hold a pen, knife, or 
fork by reason of the wound in the right hand; that on a careful examina- 
tion they can see no use that the claimant can make of said hand for any pur- 
pose. 

The question therefore presented to the committee is not whether, techni- 
cally,the Pension Bureau is not right in denying to the claimant a pension for 
the loss of a hand, but whether the claimant has not brought himself clearly 
within the spirit of the law which gives a pension of $30 a month for the loss of 
a hand, After a personal examination, the committee are of opinion that the 


at $15 per month, and on June 
per month, which he now recei, 
inerease of pension, but in each 
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undamental principle of our law. 
Mr. BINGHAM. No speech 


Mr. CHEADLE, I 


tf 
t 


of ** Regular 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
that this shall go over to a full Ho 
during this session when the bill 
ular order !’’ ] 
Mr. CHEADLE. No, sir, I will name no day during 


{Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] I want to say to those me1 





y 
qe 
is 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the motion to re- 
consider the several votes just taken will be considered as having been 
mace and laid on the table. 


Phere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


\ii. CHIPMAN. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House to further consider the special order. 

lhe motion was agreed to. 

ile lLouse accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. CAKUTH in the chair. 

linn CHAIRMAN, The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
foi tic further consideration of business under the special order. The 
Clerk will call the roll in the order heretofore agreed upon. 

ihe name of Mr. Browne, of Indiana, was called. 

Mii. CHEADLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

fhe CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

CHEADLE. ‘The Committee of the Whole had under consid- 
ei:ciou when it rose a bill upon which a vote had been taken, and a 
point of order that bo quorum was present was made and insisted upon. 
Ou motion the committee then rose, pending action on thatbill. I 
want to know what is the status of the bill? What has been done 
with it? 

BINGHAM, I withdrew that bill and asked that it might re- 
t its place on the Calendar. 

r, CHEADLE. To which request I had objected and did not with- 

dr. wv the objection 
FARQUHAR. Irise toa parliamentaryinquiry. I would like 
t ..now by what authority any one in Committee of the Whole or in 
tl House can be deprived of the right to withdraw a proposition be- 

the previous question is ordered upon it ? 

CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair understood 
the bill presented by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
I 1AM] had been withdrawn. Pending a vote upon that it was 
ii idrawn and the committee rose. A motion was then made by the 
vo tleman from Michigan that the House resolve itself into Commit- 

! the Whole for the consideration of the special order, which was 

pted. The Chair directed the Clerk to call the next name on the 
which the Clerk did. Under Rule XVI, clause 2, a motion may 
be withdrawn at any time before a decision or amendment. 

lhe Clerk will cohtinue the call. 
MILTON WALLEN. 
Mr. BUNNELL, I ask the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
30032) granting a pension to Milton Wallen. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
jimitations of the pension laws, the name of Milton Wallen, of Clinton County, 
Kentucky, who was a member of Captain Brooks’s company of Kentucky State 
troops, and grant him a pension at the rate given other soldiers similarly dis- 
abled, 

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
10032) granting a pension to Milton Wallen, have examined the same, and make 
the followijug report 

It appears from the evidence before your committee that claimant was, in 
July, 1861, duly enrolled as a private in Capt. J. W. Brooks’s company of Ken- 
tucky Home Guards, in Clinton County, Kentucky, That while serving in that 
capacity said organization had an engagement with the Confederate forces at 
Rowena, Russell County, Kentucky, in May, 1862, in which he was captured 
and taken toa rebel prison. That while standing at the window of his prison 
in Richmond, Va., he was, on the 5th day of July, 1862, shot at by one of the 
guards and wounded in his right arm, which necessitated amputation of that 
jimb near the shoulder. That soon after this operation was performed he was 
exchanged and sent to Annapolis, Md,, where he remained under treatment in 
genera! hospital until December, 1862, when he was sent to his home in Clinton 
County, Kentucky, where he has since resided. 

Claimant makes a statement under oath, which is made part of this report, 
and is as follows: 

“Stare or Kentucky, County of Clinton, ss: 

**On this 12th day of July, 1888, personally appeared before me, a deputy clerk 
of the Clinton County court, Milton Wallen, personally known to me and whom 
I believe to be responsible and entitled to credit, and who upon oath states that 
his age is sixty-seven years; that his residence is in said county and State— 
post-office address, Cumberland City; that in July, 1861, he was enrolled in 
Capt. J. W. 8S. Brooks’s company of Kentucky Home Guards, which was sub- 
sequcilly furnished with arms and ammunition by the United States Govern- 
ment, and acted in concert with regular organized forces of the United States ; 
that while serving as a member of said organization he was captured at Rowena, 
Russe!) County, Kentucky, on or about the — day of May, 1862, by Confederate 
troops, and taken as a prisonor of war to Atlanta, Ga., where he remained a 
short while,and thence to Richmond, Va., where he was put in a prison, which 
he believes was called ** Castle Thunder;” that on or about the 5th day of July 
of the same year, while standing at a window of his prison, he was shot at and 
wounded in the right arm by a party to him unknown, but supposed it was 
done by one of the guards of the prison; that his arm in pee ayes was am- 
putated or cut off about midway between the elbow and shoulder joints; that 
in a few days after this occurrence he was exchanged, and sent to Annapolis, 
Mad., where he remained under treatment for his wound in a Government hos- 
pital until some time in December, 1862, when he was sent to his home; that 
since his return he has resided in the counties of Russell and Clinton, State of 


Kentucky. * 
“MILTON WALLEN, 
“ Witness 
“L, E. Bowen.” 
The affidavits of John C. Guffey, a gentleman of high standing and a resident 


of Cumberland City, Clinton County, Kentucky, who was a member of claim- 
aunt’s company, is also furnished and is as follows: 
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“Also personally appeared John C, Guffey, aged fifty-four years, personally 
known to me to be a resident of said county and State, and who, after being 
duly sworn, deposes and states that he has known the said Milton Wallen for 
at least thirty years; that he has personal knowledge of the fact that he was a 
member of said company, as he (affiant) was a member thereof and knows that 
the said Walien’s right arm was ali right, so far as he could see, prior to his 
capture; that he has no interest in any claim that the said Wallen may have in 
consequence of the loss of his arm, and that his post-office address is Cumber- 
land City, in said county and State. 

“JOHN C. GUFFEY. 

“Subscribed and sworn to before me on the day and date above mentioned 
by said affiants, and I certify that they were made acquainted with the contents 
of their respective affidavits before signing. 

‘* Witness my hand and seal of office this 12th day of July, 1888. 

“ [SEAL] C. B. PARRIGIN, Clerk, 

“By THOMAS RIDLER, Deputy Clerl 


In view ofthe foregoing, your committee believe this to be a merilorious 
claim, and report back the bill with a favorable recommendation. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CHARLES W. GEDDES. 


Mr. CARLTON. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 9791) forthe 
relief of Charles W. Geddes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to include the name of Charles W. Geddes, late assistant 
engineer United States Navy, among those who served in the Mexican war, and 
to issue to said Charles W. Geddes, under the provisions and limitations of law, 
a land-warrant for his services as assistant engineer on the United States steamer 
General Taylor during the war. 


The report (by Mr. Biiss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9791) grant- 
ing a land-warrant to Charles W. Geddes for his services during the Mexican 
war, have considered the same and report as follows : 

The claimant was an officer in the Navy from 1847 to 1855. Hewas warranted 
as third assistant engineer November 15, 1847; as second assistant engineer Jan- 
uary 11, 1849; as first assistant engineer to rank from February 26, 1551. 

Shortly after his first appointment he was ordered on board the United States 
steamer General Taylor, then stationed at Pensacola, Fla., to which vessel he 
was attached for a period of seven months, while it was employed in transport- 
ing seamen, etc., from New Orleans, where they were enlisted, to Pensacola, to 
serve on board vessels composing the Gulf Squadron, then co-operating with 
the land forces in the war with Mexico. 

The Secretary of the Navy states that the General Taylor is not considered by 
the Navy Department as having been engaged in the prosecution of the war 
with Mexico at the time claimant served thereon, 

The claimant applied to the Pension Bureau, under the act of March 3, 1855 
(sections 2425 and 2426, Revised Statutes), for the allowance of a land-warrant, 
but his claim was rejected upon the opinion of the Secretary of the Navy al- 
ready referred to, that the General Taylor had not served in that war. 

The action of rejection was affirmed by the Secretary of the Interior, on ap- 

real, 
; The fourth clause of section 2426, Revised Statutes, includes as beneficiaries— 

‘* Wagon-masters and teamsters who have been employed under the direction 
of competent authority in time of war, in the transportation of military stores 
and supplies.” 

It seems but just that officers who were transporting recruits should be place: 
at least on an equality with civil employés employed in transporting supplics 

The Treasury Department has allowed Mr. Geddes three months’ extra pa) 
under the act of February 19, 1879 (United States Statutes at Large, volume 20, 
page 316),and thereby recognized him as engaged in the prosecution of the war. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the bill should pass, 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Stone, of Missouri). The Chair is unde: 
the impression that this bill does not come within the special order. 

Mr. CARLTON. The bill was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions and was reported by that committee, of which Iam a member. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the Clerk to read the spe- 
cial order under which the House is acting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That, until further ordered, on each Friday at 5 o'clock p. m. the 
House shall take a recess until 7.30 p. m., and after the 15th day of April next 
until 8 p. m., at which evening sessions bills on the Private Calendar granting 
pensions, reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions and the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, and bills on the Private Calendar reported from the Commit 
tee on the Judiciary removing political disabilities, shall be considered, and no 
other business shall be transacted at such evening sessions, and the House sha! 
adjourn on each of said evenings not later than 10.30 p. m. 


The CHAIRMAN. That is the special order, and the only business 
to be transacted in the Friday evening sessions as provided for are bills 
relating to pensions and the removal of political disabilities, This 
bill, though reported from the Committee on Pensions, is in the natur: 
of a claim, and proposes to place the name of Charles W. Geddes 
‘*among those who served in the Mexican war,’’ to quote the languag: 
of the bill, and to grant him a land warrant. 

Mr. CARLTON. If the Chair will permit me, I desire to make 2 
brief statement concerning this case. . This claim is brought here by 
reason of the fact that this party applied to the Pension Office, and 
owing to some slight technicality in the way the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions could not grant the claim, and this bill was introduced. I think 
the reading of the report will settle the case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is under the impression that this is 
not in order under the special order, and so decides. 

CARTER W. TILLER. 

Mr. CARUTH. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 3681) grantiny 
a pension to Carter W. Tiller. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. CARUTH. The report is quite lengthy, Mr. Chairman, and I 
think if I were permitted to make a brief statement it would save the 
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Clerk and the House would understand the merits of the case just as 


well or better. 





















































Mr. KILGORE. Iam inclined toi t on the reading I Mars ( 
If the rule be relaxed in one ¢ it will } rged that i : 
laxed in others. and . 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that this! gle f s : 
ported” to the House from the Committee of the Whole al: : niehs : = - 
Mr. CARUTH. That is what I understand We are < ‘ 1 
ing business by unanimous consent, are we not? , to se and é 
fhe CHAIRMAN. But the House is in Committee of the Whole. “4 a _ 
Mr. CARUTH. I understand we are in Committee of the Whole try t 
CTheCHAIRMAN,. This bill has been considered by the Committee | til M 
of the Whole and is unfinished business in the House. < can oa aie aie a a 
Mr. CARUTH. Then I wantit reported back tothe House with tl SA 
recommendation that it do pass. Late 8 
The CHAIRMAN. It has already been reported to the Hous Is I UNA, ( M 
Mr. CARUTH. Well, then, when the committeer I shall ask the | Te D. i 
House to consider the bill. I 1 this 24th day of D I 
\ signed, wv \ 
MAI I [ I 5 it : s s t 
I I ask conside of the 3. 1501 I nee aioe 
garet M. Mille S City, D. ¢ 
The b as read, as follows W and 
t ed. ¢ That the Seer I l here 
th land » place on the pension-roll, subje to t provisionsand 
limitations of m laws, the name of Marga M. Miller f big I 
a volunteer during the war of the rebellic i pay he urin 
a pension at the rate of $25 per month from and after the passa f this act Ss a ( 
The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follow N 
I . 
: I ‘ mittee on In‘ i Pens ‘ 1 Ww ~ 
} ea ! that t ha is i« i ré I f e 
the S this cas their report it end t said do pa 
S 7 | ( ess ¢ S 
A | ttee to ’ red t ’ 
\T : 
f » Mars re] 
| heart : et t M [™M r. t ‘ 
save f I edu var of t 
‘ ‘ d by the « who are of the « tha 
\ é ed at evoted vest t OI ‘ I sit 
{ofthe A d the war, t I t of ~ . 
I it h re y the « here Py i s : 
A vi exhi 3 pre ‘ . 
Y ‘ r a pe S , ‘ 
Your ittee th I 5 } ” 
I t do pas 
le Committe o Pe s, [ Ls 
I, Margaret M. Miller, as ner i the f “ ! 
£ your penerous cons Ww nth ev i u } 
| sponded to the ca Mor } I l 
pital work, the need of the same being at that t e very great the Weste 
1ies, February 28, 1863, as a volunteer nurse from Ind a, I 
resident of Goshen, Ind 
I was assigned to Adams’ Black H« tal, Memphis, Tenn., 1 > I ved 
continuously until May 17 my services no I c t 
! , and war about over, hospital closed I I 
‘I submit herewith my appointment, vouchers, letter of 1 ymmendat 
ceived then from Dr. Study, the la on in charge t ws ‘ r pr { I s i f ? 
of service, showing the value and character of the same, andask full sidera ste1 t . l r Ss i 
tion. ‘ ‘ t m town tot l pitals near thef t I 
I deemed it a privilege to work for the poor sick soldiers, and I have thought ‘ is! 2€8 til s« t M ept Miss P 
I would never apply for pension or pay for services then rendered, asthelength | t ‘ Lt died in M sin said s 
of time which has elapsed can prove to you, but circumstances alter cases. | N ‘ vho shouldered a performed a, ¢ 
am now over sixty years old, I have no home of my own, and hay ivalid | thirs I l into the t I 
friend depending on me; because of this need of the relief, I now ay be | t ~ ian did t 3 ¢ 
allowed a pension as a volunteer army nurse, at $25 per month « he Miss M ’ M v of I vas ls ese sa 
mainder of my life, believing, as I do, that my country can no. f i the la 1 i i far « ig ) I ‘ ~ i 
its surplus millions, to remember both women and men who serv ] faith I furt t it Lam no W I i 1 
fi time of peril which none can forget. Miller Lha » interest in I ‘ 
h great respect, gentlemen, very truly, yours, | claim 
MARGARET M. MILLER, I further state, Miss Miller dur t : ; 
Late Volunteer Army Nurse. Gos 1 estal shed and n ita la i 2 
= iy ’ } Ww 1 i r yw i l 1 ~ ‘ 
ExuIsitT B I ¢ ! sat ‘ I » [ 3H x 
. I eighth diana, W 1 A. The - i I NV I 
OFFICE OF CHICAGO SANITARY COMMISSION — a ’ ‘ 
sot aaa , re ty is6g, | Dr. M. M. Latta, Capt. Hawks, D 1, \ D.D ! rs 
: eo uary 17, 3. for the ve y of the state ein d 
Miss Margaret Miller has been this day appointed nurse in the military hos- | R y lw 
pitals of the Western Department, by authority delegated to Mrs. A. H. Hoge | ; NO. W. 1 ‘ 
and Mrs. D. B. Livermore by Miss D. L. Dix, general superintendent of nurses | 
in the military hospitals in the United States. ’ ‘ 


For D.L. DIX, * en eae ie. | : 
Mrs. A. H. HOGER, aera anes 4 




















Mrs. D. B. LIVERMORE, | To the hor le Committee on Pensions, United States Se 
Chicago Sanilary Commission | I, David C. Scofield, of this city, do submit the , ‘ ‘ 
Miss Margaret Miller has been detailed to service in the general hospitals at | Miss Margaret M. Miller, who served as ar ‘ Mi 
Memphis, Tenn. | phis, Tenn., and after the war and unt 875 as teacher among the freedme 
N. B.—If the place of service is changed a new certificate will be issned. } when, in failing health, she retired for rest, and w thatt r ed 
ane | in this city, fil mportant stations in t : ul and religious life, t yw, in 
>. ‘ | failing health and without a home <« h < and ving passed the age f 
mXI ( } 1 ‘ ; ‘ ° 
very reasonably asks a pension a r hands during her natur e of 
ADAMS GENERAL HOSPITAL, not less than $25 per month 
Memphis, Tenn., May 31, 1865. j Very respectfully, yours 
Miss Maggie Miller, the bearer of this, has been connected with this hospital | DAVID C. § D 
for more than two years, during which time she has performed her duties in | 
the most satisfactory manner. Exuisir H 
Miss Miller I regard as a lady in every sense of the word, and therefore cheer- ELG KANE ¢ xtry. I [ 7 
fully recommend her to the consideration of any whom it may concern should . . , 
she make application for employment agzin in the capacity of nurse. | 1 wile ¢ viilee on Pensions, Uniled Slates ‘ 
J. M. STUDY, This is to cer that I have been acquainted with Miss M. M. M rthe 
Surgeon in Charge. past twelve years, and take pleasure in recommending he tay ~ 
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tian lady, in every way deserving. Shehas no means of support aside from her 
carnings, and is in delicate health, having never been strong and robust since 
my acquaintance with her. 

Very respectfully, 


S. K. WHITFORD, M. D., 
36 Dundee avenue, Elgin, TMU, 

Mr. FELTON. I desire to ask for information if this bill does not 
carry a pension of $25 a month to a nurse; and I would like some 
gentleman to inform me what the rate is for a soldier or a soldier’s 
widow. 

Mr, CONGER and others. Twelve dollars a month. 

Mr. FELTON, I wanted the information, that is all, and I have 
nothing further to say. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Regular order. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I desire to make a brief statement in reference to 
this case. Iam informed by the Committee on Invalid Pensions that 
they grant pensions to nurses varying from $25 to $12, according to the 
amount of service performed and the amountof pay the party received 
from the Government. ‘This is one of the most meritorious cases, and 
I hope it will be allowed. 

Mr. FELTON. I desire to say that I do not want to obstruct the 
passage of the bill. 1 only wanted to get the information I asked for 
so that we might see on what principle we were acting. 

Mr, THOMPSON, of Ohio. The rule of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions is this: Where a nurse served and received pay and is dis- 
abled we grant a pension of $12 a month. Where anurse served with- 
out pay, as many of them did, and became disabled in the service we 
have allowed $25 per month. That has been the rule of the commit- 
lec. 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to make a suggestion on this bill. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Texas will be recognized. 

Mr. KILGORE. I did not catch the reading of the bill exactly, but 
my recollection is that it provides a pension for this woman for her 
natural life. That is not the rule that has heretofore been adopted, 
and if she should remarry the effect of the bill would be to continue 
her pension for life. 

Mr. FELTON. She may be worse off if she gets married. 

Mr. MACDONALD. It depends upon whom she marries. 

Mr. KILGORE. If the gentleman willstrikeoutthe words ‘‘during 
life,’’? I will not oppose the bill. I will move that as an amendment. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I will state that this lady is almost seventy years 
of age, and there is not any likelihood of her marrying again. 

Mr. KILGORE. I never heard of them being too old to get mar- 
-ried, [Laughter. ] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendatioh that it do pass. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. OWEN. I have some remarks on the pension question which I 
would like to have printed in the REconD without taking up the time 
of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. OWEN] will be granted. 

There was no opjection. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I desire to make the same request. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the request of the gen- 
tleman will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

MRS. CATHERINE BARBERICK. 

Mr. CARLTON. Mr. Chairman, as the bill which I called up has 
been ruled out by the Chair, I now ask unanimous consent to call up 
in its stead the bill (HI. R. 9252) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine 
Baberick. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Mrs, Catherine Baberick, of Water- 
town, Minn., mother of William Baberick, late of Company E, Fifth Regiment 
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry (and upon whom she was dependent for support), 
on the pension-roll, subject to the rules and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
9252) granting a pension to Mrs, Catherine Barberick, of Watertown, Minn., 
having had the same under consideration, submit the following report: 

Catherine Barberick is the mother of Killian Barberick, who enlisted Feb- 
ruary 19, 18°2, and died August 2, 1864, of small-pox. Herclaim has been rejected 
by the Pension Bureau on the ground that the fatal disease originated while on 
veteran furlough. 

it appears that the command was furloughed for thirty days, July 2, 1864, be- 
cause of its re-enlistment as veterans. From the testimony taken by special 
examiner it is shown that the soldier died of the disease and at the date above 
given, after an illness of about ten days. This being true, there can hardly be 
any question as to the correctness of the department in rejecting the mother’s 
claim under the law. 

The pension laws do provide pensions for disability incurred while on veteran 
furlough, but only for such disabilities as were incurred while with the organi- 
zation, Thus a soldier on veteran furlough is not in pensionable service the 
moment his command arrives at the place designated as its rendezvous at the 
expiration of the furlough. 

‘These furloughs were granted as a special inducement to those who had faith- 
fully served two years and whose service the Government desired so much for 

* a longer period than that originally contracted for. 
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The soldier in question had served more than two years of his original en- 
| listment, went home, and while in the enjoyment of his veteran furlough be- 
came exposed to small-pox and died on the very day the same had expired. 

There is no question whatever as to claimant's dependence upon the soldier 
and her needy condition at this time. 

The Government, for purposes heretofore stated, having granted furloughs 
to those who had seen long field service, and by subsequent action having rec- 
ognized the same, in part, at least, as of pensionable service, your committe: 
are of the opinion that any disability incurred during the entire periog of such 
veteran furleugh should be pensionable, unless the same is shown to be due to 
gross carelessness or improper conduct on the part of the furloughed soldier. 
Such is not shown in this case, and the committee, being fully satisfied of the 
dependence of this aged claimant, therefore report favorably on the accompany- 
ing bill and ask that it do pass, amended, however, by striking out the word 
‘* Baberick’’ wherever the same may appear in the bill and the title thereof, 
and inserting therein instead the word ‘** Barberick.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
JOHN SWEENEY. 
I call up the bill (H. R. 10947) for the relief of 


Mr. CHIPMAN. 
John Sweeney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to place 
the name of John Sweeney, late a seaman in the United States Navy, on the 
pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
| The report (by Mr. CHipMAN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (HH. R. 
10917) for the relief of John Sweeney, having examined the same, submit the fol- 
lowing report: 

Jokn Sweeney was one of four brothers who enlisted in February, 1862, inthe 
Navy and served on the Mississippi and in the Gulf. He remained in service 
until July, 1864. On April 14, 1886, he was examined by a board of pension ex- 
aminers at Tolédo, Ohio, in which he claimed that about the last of June or be- 
ginning of July, 1862, he was injured by falling through a temporary bridge 
constructed by the Union forces when he was ashore near Vicksburg on picket 
duty. He claimed the injury was not considered serious at the time, but that 
about a year later his leg (the right one) broke open back of the place of the in- 
jury (the shin) and continued to break out and heal alternately for several 
months, when it healed. From that time to this he has suffered a great deal of 

vain, and the limb is very weak, so as to interfere with his work. He is falling 

into old age: his means of livelihood is manual labor, and what, when he 
was younger, was a slight inconvenience, is now a serious impediment to his 
exertions. 

The board find that the tibia of right leg was injured; they find the scars of 
the abscesses occasioned by the breaking out, and that he is disabled by the 
wound. The claim was rejected for want of testimony; but Sweeney shows 
that he has made search and that he can not find a single man or officer who 
served with him on the Wm. Bacon, the mortar-boat he was attached to at the 
time of theinjury. Thisisnot surprising, asthe number of men was small, and, 
being sailors, they are scattered, if, indeed, many of them are alive, 

Sweeney is a man of the best reputation, and only seeks this relief because, 
in his declining years, his injuries begin to assert themselves with greater vigor 
and to ineapacitate him to a greater extent. 

We recommend that the bill do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to th« 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
NANCY E. SAWYER. 
I call up the bill (H. R. 9776) for the relief of Nancy 








Mr. CLARK. 
E. Sawyer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy E. Sawyer, widow of the 
late James I’. Sawyer, late of Company K, Tyventy-first Regiment Wisconsin 
V olunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9776) for the relief of Nancy E. Sawyer, have had the same under consideration, 
and beg leave to submit the following report: 

Nency E. Sawyer is the widow of James F. Sawyer, who’ served as private of 
Company Kk, Twenty-first Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, from March 28, 1864, 
until July 18, 1865. He received a gunshot wound of neck in action near Sa- 
vannah, Ga., January 24, 1865. The wound was 3} inches below the base of the 
skull, causing severe stiffness of neck and pain in spine, shoulders, arms, and 
top of head. Soldier applied for pension on account of this wound, but his claim 
was rejected upon a very superficial examination by asingle surgeon, who failed 
to discover any disability. Subsequently another examination by a board of 
Seraease S50 ordered, but the soldier became unable to travel and soon there- 
after died, ; 

The widow's claim has been rejected on the ground that the fatal disease is 
not shown to be a result of the military service. 

There are on file in the case a number of affidavits of neighbors and fellow- 
workmen, showing beyond any reasonable doubt that the wound of neck was 
ot a more seriops character than it appeared to the examining surgeon. From 
their statemenf$ it appears that by reason of the disability from the same, sol- 
dier was employed at the lightest work; that he constantly complained of the 
wound, and that he gradually failed in health, until about a year prior to his 
death he was compelled to abandon work entirely. 

Rev. O. W. Babcock testifies to an intimate acquaintance with Sawyer from 
1876 to 1880; that during that period his attacks of illness became more fre- 
quent year by year, and more severe with each succeeding attack, producing 
severe pain in his head and neck and down his back, and numbness of the ex- 
tremities. 

Dr. Jonathan Gibbs, late assistant surgeon Forty-ninth Wisconsin Volun- 
teers, testifies that he knew the soldier before his enlistment; wasthen astrong, 
healthy man; was much broken down in health at discharge in consequence of 
a gunshot wound of neck. Soldier suffered very much pain in the locality of 
the wound, which gradually increased in severity until he became entirely in- 
caparitated for the performance of any manual labor, and at last was confined 
to his bed and died of enervation and a low form of fever and general prostra- 
tion, which condition was, in affiant’s opinion, induced by the slow but certain 
influence of the wound of neck. 

Dr. R. L. Cook, late surgeon Eleventh Maine Volunteers, testifies that he be- 
came acquainted with the soldier in 1869, and was his medical adviser from 
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with typhoid fever that he w n New York City, whe: ‘ 
died on the 8th of November, r, of the disease last men- 
I rd from his entry into the naval service in 1347 is the best 
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condition of the widow 


great and arduous services he rendered, the destitu 
l good character of the whole family. 


and family, and, also, of the worth a 









In view of the above stated facts and also t precedents set by this commit- 
tee, it is recommended, that as a matter of simple justice, the bill do pass, 
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One hundred and eighty-sixth Pennsylvania Volunteers, January 16, 1864; was | Creek Station, Va., to a neighbor, under date of June 14, 1862, in which he states 


discharged August 15, 1855, and died June 12, 1871. 

Pension was allowed this claimant, but his name was dropped from the rolls 
on the ground that the death cause of the soldier was not due to hisservice. We 
quote the following evidence in reference to that point: 

Dr. Pfeiffer, late assistant surgeon One hundred and eighty-sixth Regiment, 
testifies 

‘~The soldier was attended by him at various times during the latter part of 
1864 for rheumatism, intermittent fever, and incipient consumption. It is sup- 
posed ‘that camp and guard duty had a severe effect on his somewhat weak con- 
stitution and finally developed consumption, of which he died.” 

D. Bossier, late leutenant Company A, testifies— 

“About March, 1864, at Camp Provost, Philadelphia, the soldier, from expos- 
ure on guard duty in stormy weather, contracted a fever and other diseases, 
and was unfitted foractiveduty. He also had cold and inflammation of the eyes. 
About January, 1865, he was relieved from duty and detailed as regimental 
tailor by reason of his weak and broken-down constitution.” 

Dr. Robert Burns testifies 

** He saw the soldier two or three times in May, 1871, in a very reduced state 
and beyond the reach of medical improvement; also at his house, June 1, 1871, 
visited him three times until his death. Disease was pulmonary consumption, 
induced by lingering illness contracted in service; that he died June 12, 1871, 
of said disease. While under his treatment he was in a hopeless state, suffer- 
ing from destroying oppressions and unable to take any nourishment; that 
while he was tn the Army he had intermittent fever, followed by pneumonia, 
from which time his constitution was broken down. He was well acquainted 
with soldier for twenty years prior to death and saw him often after his dis- 
charge, and soldier never regained his former health. His physical powers 
seemed to be broken up. Notwithstanding this he continued to work to keep 
a home for his child and asister. He was a temperate and worthy man, and 
the benevolence of the Government would be well bestowed on his son. He 
saw soldier occasionally from the date of his discharge to date of death, and 
during all of the time he was in a sure decline with consumption of the lungs. 
He had a cough and expectoration, and grfidual loss of flesh and strength from 
discharge to death,” 

Your committee have examined this case with great care,and have been un- 
able to see why the name of James Monohan was dropped from the pension- 
roll. In their opinion the father, Richard Monohan, died of disease contracted 
in the service. The evidence seems to them entirely satisfactory as to this 
point, and they therefore recommend with unanimity and very heartily the 
passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
EMELIA MUMM, 
Mr. FORAN., 
Emelia Mumm. 
The bill was read, asjfollows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subjectto the provisions and 


I cail up the bill (H. R. 10494) granting a pension to 


> 


. . . » . . f | 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emelia Mumm, widow of Nicholas 


Mumm, latea private in Company G, Fifteenth New York Heavy Artillery,and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month from the 12th day of December, 


1ss}, 


The report (by Mr. MorriL.) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10194) grantinga pension to Emelia Mumm, submit the following report: 


‘The claimant in this case is the widow of Nicholas Mumm, late of Company 
G, Fifteenth New York Artillery. Her first husband was shot in the rifle-pits at 


Petersburgh in 1864, and as his widow she drew a pension for about one and one- | 
half years, when she married Nicholas Mumm, whodied in 1881 of rheumatism | 


and disease ofthe heart. Herapplication for pensionas his widow was rejected 
on the ground of “ no record” and want of evidence of incurrence. 

There is an abundance of evidence proving that after two years of service he 
came out of the Army badly disabled by rheumatism and heart disease; that he 
continued in this condition until his death, at no time being able to perform 
one-fourth of the labor of an able-bodied man. 

Your committee are forced to the conclusion that the death of the soldier was 
the result of his military service, but aside from that, and making the case still 
stronger, is the fact that her first husband was killed inaction, The remarriage 
of the widow saved the Government the pension she would otherwise have 
been entitled to, and it seems but simple justice to again place on the pension- 
roll the widow of these two soldiers, one of whom fell in action, and ths other 
doubticss lost his life from disabilities contracted in the service. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, with anamendment strik- 
ing out all after the word “ Artillery,” in line 7. 


‘The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
Pr. F. JONTE. 
Mr. FULLER. I call up the bill (H. R. 10073) granting a pension 
to P. F. Jonte. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of P. F. Jonte, late 
n member of Company A, Sixtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, of Knoxvil!e, 
Iowa, and pay him a pension, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, from and after the passage of this act, 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10073) granting a pension to P. F. Jonte, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and beg teave to sabmit the following report: 

Peter I. Jonte first enlisted for one year September 30, 1861, in Company A, 
Sixtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, and was discharged therefrom November 
19, 1862, Hle again entered the seryice in Company D, Fourth Battalion Ohio 
ay for six months on August 1, 1863, and was finally mustered out March 
4, 1864. 

Ilis claim for pension has been rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground 
that there is no record of the alleged disabilities, chronic diarrhea, piles, and 
disease of skin, and claimant has declared his inability to furnish medical evi- 
dence of treatment therefor during service or at discharge. 

Capt. J. L. Hill testifies that claimant was taken sick with camp diarrhea about 
May or June, 1862, and was sent-home on furlough, 

Addison H. Maddox, comrade and messmate, also testifies that Jonte was at- 
tacked with diarrhea in May, 1862, and subsequently with typhoid fever, result- 
ing in piles and debility. 

‘There is also on file a letter written by the claimant from the hospital at New 
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that he suffers from diarrhea and is too sick to write much. 

Dr .B. D. Granger testifies that his records show treatment of claimant June 
28, July 1 and 6, 1862, but the nature of the disease for which treated is not now 
ve toaffiant. This refers to treatment while home on furlough from hos- 

vital. 

: Claimant did not employ a physician for some years after his discharge, but 
used different kinds of patent medicines. Frequent changes of residence and 
almost continuous travel as agent for sewing-machines, pumps, etc., during the 
greater part of the timesince discharge, make it difficult for him to procure evi- 
dence satisfactory to the Department as to the extent of the disability from al- 
leged causes during that period. 

Dr. J.C. Tribbet, under date of July 21,1884, testifies that he has treated Jonte 
for the last five or,six years for piles and erythema, 

Medical examinations show the existence of piles and disease of skin. 

After careful examination of all the evidence in the case, your committee are 
of opinion that the origin of chronic diarrhea and piles in the service is clearly 
established,and that pension therefor should be allowed. The existence of 
disease of skin is not shown soon enough after the service to connect it with 
the same, anétherefore no recommendation is made regarding this disability. 

The committee return the bill and ask that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the pill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN B. ROSS. 
Mr. FUNSTON. I call up the bill (S. 2720) granting a pension to 
John B. Ross. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-ro}], subject to the provisions and 
limitations ot the pension laws, the name of John B. Ross, late of Company F, 
Thirteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MoRRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2720) 
granting a pension to John B. Ross, submit the following report: 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions sets forth fully the facts in 
this case and is adopted, with the recommendation that the bill pass. 

[Senate Report No. 1279, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 
The claimant under this bill, John B. Ross, enlisted in Company F, Thirteenth 
tegiment of Kansas Volunteers, August 22, 1862, and was discharged March 23, 
1865, his service covering a period of seven months, On November 23, 1876, he 
made application for a pension, alleging that he contracted a spinal affection in 
the fall of 1862, caused by exposure and hard marching from Fort Scott, Kans., 
to Cane Hill, Ark. 

He was discharged on a surgeon's certificate of disability, in which it is stated 
he is incapable of performing the duties of a soldier because of “ spinal disease of 
long standing, existing previous to his enlistment. He was unable to walk up- 
right, and has done no duty since the middle of November, 1862, He isentirely 
unfit for the service in my opinion.” (Signed) ** W. H. Grimes, surgeon.”’ 

In support of this claim he presents the following testimony as to prior sound- 
ness: 

Dr. Charles Williamson (filed December 27, 1881): That he has known the 
claimant for twenty. years; was his family physician, and supposed him to bea 
sound man prior to his enlisment; had never given him any treatment up to 
that time. 

J. O. Peebler was well acquainted with claimant since 185; * * * knew 
him when he enlisted; he was a healthy man; never heard that he was un- 
sound in any way; if he had been so afiant would have known it, for he saw 
him often. 

S. J. Dunean and B. F. Sanders corroborate the above fully, haying an ac- 
quaintance of twenty-four years. 

Maj. C. A. Woodworth, comrade, *‘ knew claimant three years before his en- 
listment, and that he was an able-bodied man.”’ 

Capt. P. H. McNamara, of Company K, Thirteenth Kansas, same as above, 
with an acquaintance of six years with claimant prior to enlistment, and he 
was then a sound, able-bodied man. 

J. J. Locker and D. E. Merwin have known elaimant since 1859. Prior to his 
enlistment he was not affected with any spinal disease. They were intimate 
with him and his family and would have certainly known if claimant had any 
disease. 

That as to condition during service, Major Woodworth swears that claimant 
was sick in the regimental hospital and other places during the fall of 1862, and 
was discharged for disability. 

Capt. P. H. McNamara swears that claimant contracted a fever at Cane Hill, 
Arkansas, in October or November, 1862, which resulted in an affection of the 
head and spine; he was finally discharged on surgeon’s certificate of disability. 
Has personal knowledge; was present with command. 

Surgeon Grimes, who gave the certificate of disability, is reported on the 
books as dead. 

Sinee discharged, Dr. Williamson swears that he has treated claimant at dif- 
ferent times “for rheumatism of the lumbar muscles. * * A portion of the 
time he was compelled to use a cane in walking. Has not treated him in thir- 
teen years.”’ 

J.J. Locker and D, E. Merwin swear that they have known the claimant since 
1859; that he has been affected with spinal disease ever since his return from 
the Army; * * * he has been greatly disabled for manual labor. 

Dr. J. ©. Birdsell swears he has known claimant nineteen years; during first 
eight years of his acquaintance saw him almost every day, and claimant con- 
stantly comphabendot spinal affection, which he said he contracted in the Army ; 
affiant has not treated claimant, but knows, from observation, be has been com- 
plaining of spinal trouble all the time. 

T. J.C. Duncan has known claimant for twenty-six years; lived within 300 
yards of him for eight yearsimmediately after his discharge; saw him brought 
home from the Army; he was not able to sit up; saw him almost every day; 
the trouble was in his back; has worked for claimant, but never knew him to 
do a day’s work since his discharge; has seen him only about once a year for 
five or six years; he seems most of the time disabled from work. 

John Ramsay and Gregory Ashe have known claimant for twenty-six years; 
lived near him and met him, on an average, three times a week until five years 
ago (1878); they have never known him to be able to perform any manual labor 
since his discharge. 

Daniel Chaney and L. B. Keifer, March, 1883, swear they have known claimant 
for four or five years. He has been so lame in his back he could hardly walk at 
times; has been unable to do any labor for weeks together. 

Dr. E. H. Cowgill has known claimant four years; his family physician. He 
suffers almost continual spinal trouble, at times greatly aggravated, and ren- 
dering him entirely unfit to labor at all. — 

Dr. Sreomen Thompson has known claimant for three years. ‘“ Has treated 
him since August, 1881, for partial paralysis of right side, specially the right 
foot, which is the result of spinal anemia. He is in that condition he can not 
do any hard labor, and his right side troubles him more or less alithe time. He 
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The report (by Mr. Prpcock) was read, as follows: 

The Commitice on Pensions, United States Senate, have submitted the follow 

ing report 

The claimant’s husband se rved inc ompany K, Eighty-eighth Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, from September 25, 1861, to July 15, 1862, when he was discharge d 
for disability. In 1863 he ap plie -d for a pension, alleging chronic rheumatism 
and general debility, His cl aim, was finally allowed at the rate of 4 per month 
from date of discharge to date of death, and the sum paid to his widow. After 
the soldier's death the claimant app! ed for a widow's pension, but the — 
was rejocted onthe ground that the soldier died of cancer of the stomach, whi 
com} nt could not be traced to his military service, and she therefore appeals 
to Co ss for a special act in her behalf. 

“The evidence shows that from the time of the soldier's discharge for disa- 
bility until his death he was unable to work at his trade of molder, or even to 
do lighter work, and that his w ife > Was compe lled to provide for the family by 
taking in sewing. Although cancer of the stomach was pronounced the im 
mediate cause of death, the physician testified thatin addition to this complaint 
he found him suffering from a severe case of chronic diarrhea, contracted in 
the service, The soldier was alsotreated in the hospital for typhoid fever dur- 
ing service, and spent several months in the hospital after his discharge. The 
soldier's health was good before enlisting, but he was returned to his family 
physical wreck, and remained so until he died, 

“It may,therefore, be rationally inferred that the soldier's disability and 
death were in some measure due to his service, and the committee therefore 
recommend that the bill be passed,”’ 

Your committee have carefully examined the files of the Pension Office, and 
find the facts as set forth in the foregoing report. 

Cancer is necessarily of too obscure origin to connect it with the military 
service under the strict te rms of the general pension laws in any case. The re 
fore, Congress must come to the relief in this class of cases, if there is a reason 
able presumption of its connection with one or more diseases shown to have 
been contracted in the service. In the case under consideration it is clearly 
shown that the soldier was broken down in health, at discharge, from - et 
fects of typhoid fever, rheumatism, and diarrhea, and that he grew wors 
November 26, 1871, when he died of cancer of stomach, 

This condition seems to warrant the presumption that the fatal disease orig 
inated in the service, and therefore your committee report fayorably on the 
accompanying bill, and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was Jaid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
JOHN WALLACE. 
Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I ask for the consideration of th: 
bill (H. R. 9759) granting a pension to John Wallace. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W allace, father of Robert 
Wallace, deceased, late of Company C, Ninety-third Regiment of New York 
Infantry Volunteers. 


« The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


John Wallace is the father of Robert Wallace, who was killed in the battle of 
the Wilderness while serving in Compnny C, Ninety-third Regiment New York 
Volunteers. Another son of the claimant contracted disease while inthe A rmy, 
and died of the same after discharge. 

The father’s claim has been rejected on the ground of non-dependence upon 
the son at time of the latter’s death in the service. 

Itis admitted by the claimant that at date ofthe son's death, and for some years 
thereafter, he was able-bodied and supported himself and family (the mother 
of the soldier having died in 1858, out of the proceeds of a farm) of which he was 
the owner and labor performed for bis neighbors. The farm in question con- 
sisted of 312 acres of mountain land, which was purchased some years before 
the war at $1 per acre, and which was finally paid for by the contributions of 
the son and the back pay and bounty received by the claimant after the son's 
death. 

The sons, before their enlistment, helped to improve the place, and it was 
principally ‘through their efforts in that direction that the father was enabled to 
realize sufficient by its cultivation for the maintenance of the family. 

Since 1876 claimant has been an invalid, and, at the age of seventy-six years, 
is no longer able to gain a subsistence by manual labor. Deprived of the assist- 
anco of his sons, the expenses of carrying on the place increased, and although 
as industrious as advancing age and disability would permit, the homestead 
became incumbered more and more, until, in 1879, it passed out of claimant's 
possession, The amount received therefor was about $1,100, nearly all of which 
went to satisfy the creditors. 

While the claim was properly rejected by the Pension Office because of claim- 
ant’s ability to maintain himself by manual labor, yet his advanced age and 
present needy condition would seem suflicient ground for favorable action on 
the part of Congress, and therefore your committee return the bill with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


The bill’ was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 









CHARLOTTE TAYLOR. 


Mr. HUNTER. lI call up the bill (H. R. 9176) 


to Charlotte 1 “aylor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Charlotte ‘ 
lor, widow of Thomas IP. Taylor, late a private of Company C, Twelfth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


In the following letter of the Adjutant-General of the Army will be found the 
military record of claimant's husband: 
“War DrrartTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
‘ Washington, April 18, 1834. 
Yhomas P. Taylor, a private of Company C, Twelfth Regiment of Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry, was enrolled ‘on the 3d day of October, i861, at Camp Hos- 
kins, Kentucky, for three years, and is reported on muster-roll from enroll- 
ment to Dece mber 31, 186 il, present; January and February, 1862, present, with 
remark, ‘was absent, sick, rejoined company ;’ March and A ril, 1862, present ; 
May and June, 1562, absent, sick; same to August 31, 1862, Zoli to December 
$1, 1862, four months’ muster, present; January and February, 1863, absent, sick. 
Company muster-out roll dated February 3, 1865, reports him discharged by 
order of Colonel Munday, March 16, 1863, on surgeon’s certificate of disability.” 
Claimant filed an application for pension on the 11th day of February, 1884, 


granting a pension 
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nd alleged in her declaration that the soldier died on the 7th day of April, 1871, 
of disease contracted in the line of duty and : the military service of the Unite d 





states; but the claim was rejected on the 13th day of “October, 1884, on the 

grounds that the soldier's death was caused by the fall from his horse in 1871, 
and not shown to have been the result of any disease or injury contracted while 
in the United States service. 

it is shown by the proof on file in this case that the soldier was unfit for any 
kind of active manual labor from discharge to the day of his death; that he 
was subject to frequent attacks of dizziness, with a sensation of fullness in the 
chest, in the Army and since his discharge; that he could not endure exposure 
to the sun's rays or follow any pursuit requiring much physical exertion. It 
was this condition of the system which compelled him to accept a contract to 
carry the mail on horseback between Albany and Columbia, Ky.,and while on 
a trip on this route, on the 7th day of April, 1871, near Creelsborough, he was 
seized with one of she paroxysms of dizziness referred to, and fell from his 
horse, dying soon thereafter. 

There is abundant proofto show that the soldier was a sound, healthy man 
at enlistment; that he contracted the disease in the service ; that he was dis- 
charged on surgeon’s certificate of disability in consequence; that he always 
suffered from this disease from discharge; that he was of sober habits, and died 
from the effects of a paroxysm resulting from his military service. 

Your committee are of the opinion that this isa meritorious claim, and rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill. 
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The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
JOHN W. ELLIS. 
Mr. JOSEPH. I ask for the consideration of the bill (IT. R. 10694 
granting a pension to John W. Ellis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. Ellis, of Sierra County, 
New Mexico, late an Indian scout, in the service of the United States Govern- 
ment in the Territory of New Mexico, 

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 

The proposed beneficiary served in Company K, Fifth Regiment United 
States Infantry, from October 25, 1858, to Octobe r 95 >, 1863, during which per iod 
he participated in the campaign "against the Navajo Indians, and also in the 
civil war. Upon the recommendations of his officers he received a commission 
in the First New Mexico Volunteers, and seryed until the close of the war. 
Subsequently he was employed as clerk in the quartermaster’s department at 
Forts Bascom, Craig, and McRae, N. Mex. While thus employed at the latter 
post it became necessary to send troops after a band of Mountain Apaches, 
which was devastating the country around. Captain Gilmore, commanding 
the post, placed claimant in charge of seventy men of the Thirty-eighth 
United States Colored Troops and seventy Mexican spies in pursuit of the 
Indians. This selection was made because of Ellis’s familiarity with the coun- 
try and knowledge of Indian fighting. 

He succeeded in getting on their trail, and on the morning of the fourth day 
overtook them and opened up the fight ata distance of only 50 yards. _At the 
first fire by the Indians Ellis was wounded, one shot passing through his stom- 
ach, about 2 inches on left side of navel, the other entering on right side of 
windpipe, passing downward and lodging in left shoulder. For these wounds 
he was treated by Acting Assistant Surgeon William L. Lyon, as shown by the 
affidavits on file with your committee, 

As the law makes no provisions for pensions to civil employés of the Govern- 
ment, no application has been filed in the Pension Office. Congress, however, 
has in similar cases granted relief, and as the case under consideration is one ot 
particular merit, by reason of long and meritorious service prior to the incur- 
rence of the above-described wounds, your committee unhesitatingly report 
favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 





GEORGE H, JOHNSON. 


Mr. KEAN. I ask for the consideration of the bill (S. 2887) grant- 
ing a pension to George H. Johnson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George H. Johnson, late a seaman 
in the United States Navy. 


The report (by Mr. Prpcock) was read, as follows: 


The facts in the case are fully set forth in the report of the Senate Committee 
on Pensions, as follows: 

“This applicant enlisted in the United States Navy September 7, 1864, and 
served until August 2,1865. He alleges that about July, 1865, at Galveston, Tex. 
he contracted rheumatism from exposure and hardships incident to the service. 
The claim was rejected on the ground that there was no record evidence ot 
claimant's having contracted the disease in question in the service. 

“Allen Goble, who knew claimant intimately long before enlistment, and who 
served with him upon the United States steam-ship Portsmouth, testifies that 
before claimant shipped he was a sound man, free from all disease, but that 
when he saw him soon after his discharge he was severely suffering from rheu- 
matism, and that he has been unable to work much of the time since, and only 
able to walk about by the use of crutches. 

** James E. Dorsett, who shipped at the same time with claimant, at Brooklyn, 
N. Y., corroborates Goble’s testimony as to claimant’s soundness at enlistment, 
and swears that during their voyage to Galveston, where they were transferred 
on board the Cayuga,they were exposed to the wet; that Johnson was taken 
sick with rheumatism from such exposure and was treated for the same, and 
that he,afMfiant,did part of Johnson’s duty, like going aloft, as far as possible ; 
that afterward, when he, affiant, was promoted to ship’s yeoman, Johnson used 
to spend part of his time in affiant’s room, and was treated by the assistant sur- 
geon by order of the surgeon; that he has seen Johnson frequently since dis- 
charge. and that he has gradually gotten worse and worse, until he is now to- 
tally disabled from his rheumatism, 

“ Dr, Robert Laird testifies that he began treating claimant directly after his 
discharge for rheumatism ; that from 1565 to 1870he was unable to gain a liveli- 
hood one-half of the time on that account; that the disease has gradually en- 
croached upon his strength, until now he is unable to walk without crutches 
and is incapacitated for work the greater portion of the time. He also testifics 
that claimant was, before entering the service, a ‘hale and hearty’ man. 

“William Curtis, who has always lived a neighbor to Johnson, testifies that 
he was before enlistment a rT healthy and rugged man, but that when 
he came home again he wasafiiicted with rheumatism, which disease gradually 


became worse, until now he is a ‘complete cripple.’ 
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Mr. BINGHAM. Very well, I will wait until we get into the House, 
when I hope we will reach some agreement in the matter. 


PHEBE M’LAUGHLIN. 


Mr. LANDES called up the bill (8S. 2711) restoring Phebe McLaughlin 
to the pension-roll., 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll the name of Phebe McLaugh- 
lin, widow of James McLaughlin, late soldier in Company D, Seventy-cighth 
Regiment of Ohio Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. Yoprr) was read, as follows: 


Your committee concur in Senate Report No. 1477, and adopt said report as 
their own and recommend the passage of said bill, 


[Senate Report No. 1477, Fiftieth Congress, first session. | 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.2711) for the 
restoration of Phosbe McLaughlin, widow of James McLaughlin, jr., tothe pen- 
sion-rolls, have had the same under consideration, and respecttully report: 

The husband of the claimant was a sergeant in Company D, Seventy-eighth 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry. He enlisted December 19, 1561, and was discharged 
July 11,1865. Filed his application for a pension January 12, 1871. Died No- 
vember 3, 1871, before the application was acted upon. 

The claimant filed her application February 5, 1572, and the same wasallowed 
January 23, 1873. Her name was dropped from the pension-rolis in 1879, on the 
ground that “the soldier's death was not due to his military service.’’ The 
claimant immediately made application for restoration, and her claim was 
finally rejected June 18, 1885. 

It appears from the record in this case that intimations were received by the 
Pension Bureau that the claimant was not entitled to a pension, and upon these 


suggestions being flied, a special examiner, Mr. Mills, was sent to the vicinity | 


of her home, and upon the evidence taken by him her name was dropped from 
the rolls, After her application for restoration was filed another examiner, Mr. 
J. F. Vinal, was sent to Ohio on November 6, 1883, to examine into the case, and 
in his analysis of the case he uses this expression, referring to the evidence taken 
by Special Examiner Mills and that taken by himself: “A very different class 
of witnesses have been found from those on whose testimony the name was 
dropped from therolls.’’ The bureau, not being satisfied with the evidence for- 
warded by him, on August 12, 1884, sent another special examiner, Mr. E. H, La 
Force, to investigate the case, who, in the conclusion of his report, uses this 
language: 

** From the evidence taken heretofore by Special Examiners Mills and Vinal, I 
am of the opinion that this claim is of doubtful merit. I would recommend 
further examination at Zanesville, Ohio.”’ 

In accordance with this recommendation, on April 6, 1885, Special Examiner 
Vinal was sent to Ohio, and in concluding his report to the Pension Bureau he 
says: ‘‘ Recommendation, restoration to the pension-rolls,” This recommenda- 
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There are but two points of objection to the bill raised by the veto message 
of the President, to wit: First, that of capture and subsequent death of soldier 
being due toand resulting from his military service in line of duty, and, secondly, 
that of dependence of the claimant, Warter W. Tiller, on the soldier for -upport. 

The first objection is based on the charge of desertion in the military history 
of the soldier; the second objection is based on the ability of claimant to pro- 
vide a competent support, and contributions of soldier to support of his father 
prior to enlistment or during his military service, 

On the first ground of objection the commitiee find the following state of 
facts: 

On the muster-rollsof Company A, Twenty-eighth Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteers, for the months of September and October, 1863, dated October 31, 1863, 
and signed by William E. Benson as captain of said company, the following 
entry, namely, ‘* Deserted September 20, 1sc3.”’ . 

The report of Adjutant-General shows company and regiment stationed at 


| Stevenson, Ala., during September, October, and November, 1863, 








tion is approved by R. A. Durnan, supervising examiner, Columbus, Ohio, dis- | 


trict. 

Notwithstanding this recommendation and the voluminous testimony taken 
to sustain the claimant's right to restoration, on the l8th of June, 1885, the action 
taken by the bureau in 1879, dropping the name of the claimant from the pen- 
sion-rolls, was affirmed, 

Your committee is absolutely at a loss to understand, after an analysis of the 
igstimony and the careful, painstaking report of Special Examiner Vinal, upon 
what theory the action of the Pension Bureau refusing to the claimant a resto- 


ration to the pension-rolls is based. If there was a doubt as to her right, the | 


benefit of that doubt should certainly have been given to her; but under the 
evidence in the case, taking into consideration the report as to the credibility 
of the witnesses, the committee is satisfied that there rests no doubt of the right 
of the claimant to a pension as the widow of James McLaughlin. 

Senate bill 2711 is therefore reported favorably, with the recommendation 


that it do pass, after amending the same, in line 7, by striking out all after the | 


word * volunteers,” 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the | 


Ifouse with the recommendation that it do pass, 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. TOWNSHEND having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. CARUTH reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House had, according to order, had under con- 
sideration the special order, and had directed him to report to the House 
sundry bills with various recommendations, 

CARTER W. TILLER. 

Mr. CARUTH. Icalled up in committee a bill which it turned out 
was in the House, and I now ask unanimous consent to have that bill 
taken up and put upon its passage, It is the bill (H. R. 3681) grant- 
ing a pension to Carter W. Tiller. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name ot Carter W. Tiller, dependent father 
of G. W. Tiller, late a private in Company A, Twenty-eighth Kentucky Volun- 
teer Infantry,on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3681) granting a pension to Carter W. Tiller, have carefully considered the same, 
and reapectiully report: 

A similar bill passed the Forty-ninth Congress, but was vetoed, Since then 
proof has accumulated which in the opinion of your committee removes the 
objections urged by the President, 

Your committee do not doubt that Carter W. Tiller was greatly dependent 
upon his son, George W. Tiller, who was a Union soldier, contracted disease 
whilst in the service of his country, and died whilst a prisoner of war. Your 
committee report the bill favorably and recommend its passage. 

For the information of the House, your committee append hereto the report 
of the Committce on Invalid Pensions of the Forty-ninth Congress on the veto 
message of the President: 

{House Report No, 3209, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the veto message 
of the President of the United States on the bill (H. R. 4002) granting a pension 
to Carter W. Tiller, having considered the same, submit the following report, 
a companied by said bill, and House report thereon (No, 682), and said message : 








Report of Adjutant-General, United States Army, copy of which is hereto at- 
tached, shows that soldier died at Andersonville, Ga., while a prisoner of war, 
on 2ist day of July, 1864. 

Aftidavits of William E. Benson, late captain of Company A, Twenty-eighth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteers; J. A. Weatherford, late second lieutenant of 
same company and regiment; John Martin, late captain Company D, T'wenty- 
cighth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, and B. H, Bottger, late civil employé of 
sume regiment, copies of which are hereto attached, show the fact and circum- 
stances of capture of soldier. 

Whilst the date of the capture is not given the detail and fact are clearly set 
forth in such a manner as to leave in the mind of the committee no shadow of 
doubt that the soldier was captured while in line of duty on the 20th day of 
September, 1863, or soon thereafter,and that he was held as a prisoner of war 
until July 21,1864, when he was committed to the huspital at Andersonville, Ga., 
where he died, as shown by the records of the prison hospital. 

The charge of desertion was doubtless entered on the muster-roll of the com- 
pany because the captain at the time of making the roll had no official informa- 
tion as to thecapture of the said soldier. He subsequently testifies that he had 
“nota personal knowledge of the capture, but was so informed at the time by 
reliable persons, and has no doubt of the capture and death of said soldier :” 
and “that said Tiller was sent out on some duty, when he was captured, but ho 
does not now know what duty.” 

The Commissioner of Pensions seems to have arrived at this conclusion, as 
the application of the claimant for pension was rejected solely onthe ground 
that claimant was not dependent on soldier tor support, The decision is here 
given, and is as follows: 

* Rejected on the ground that claimant was not dependent upon the soldier, 
as he has supported himself by the income from his occupation since prior to 
the soldier's death,” 

On the question of dependence of claimant upon soldier, attention is called to 
affidavits of Capt. William I. Benson, Lieut, J. A. Weatheriord, Capt. John Mar- 
tin, aflidavits of claimant, Dr. J.C. Metealfe, the official certificate of J. A. Krack, 
city assessor of Louisville, Ky., and the written statement of Hon. A. 5S. Willis, 
a member of the Forty-ninth Congress from Kentucky, copies of which are 
hereto attached. 

Your committee also submit herewith letters from Acting Adjutant-General 
United States Army, dated June 28,1886, and July 1, 1886, respectively. Latter 
is addressed to Hon. W. P. TAULBEE,a member of the committee. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, the President's veto to 
the contrary notwithstanding. 


[House Executive Document No. 288, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


Message from the President of the United States, returning, without his ap- 
proval, House bill No. 4002, entitled “ An act to grant a pension to Carter W. 
Tiller.” 

To the House of Representatives : 

I return without my approval House bill No. 4002, entitled “An act granting 
a pension to Carter W. Tiller.”’ 

The records of the War Department show that George W. Tiller, the son of 
the claimant, enlisted in a Kentucky regiment on the sth day of October, 1861, 
and that he deserted on the 20th day of September, 1863; that he was captured 
by the Confederates afterwards, but the time and circumstances are not given, 
On the 2!st day of July, 1864, he was admitted to the Andersonville hospital, 
and died the same day of scorbutis. 

The father filed his claim for a pension in 1877, alleging his dependence upon 
the deceased soldier. It is probably true that the son while in the Army sent 
money to the claimant, though he appears to have been employed as a police- 
man in the city of Louisville ever since his son’s death, at a fuir salary. 

The claim thus made was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that 
the claimant was not dependent upon his son. 

I am entirely satisfied of the correctness of this determination, and if the rec- 
ords presented tome are reliable, I think the fact which appears therefrom, that 
the death of the soldier occurred ten months after desertion, and bad no ap- 
parentrelation to any service in the Union Army, is conclusive against the claim 


now made. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Executive MAnsion, June 19, 1886. 


[House Report No. 682, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4002) granting a pension to Carter W, Tiller, having carefully considered same, 
submit the following report: 

George W. Tiller enlisted as private in Company A, Twenty-eighth Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry, October 8, 1861; was captured while in line of duty near 
Bridgeport, Ala.; was confined at Andersonville, Ga., where he died July 2 , 
184. He was sound at enlistment and capture, and is shown by records of War 
Department to have died of diarrhea, He never was married. His mother died 
in February, 1864. The claimant and beneficiary of this bill is his father, who 
filed claim for pension as dependent father December 31, 1877, which was re- 
jected August 19, 1879, ‘‘on the ground that claimant was not dependent on the 
soldier, as he has supported himself by the income from his occupation since 
prior to the soldier’s death.” 

Claimant is shown by the record to have been a very poor man ever since 
prior to the enlistment of his son. and never at any time since his son’s enlist- 
ment to have owned more than $250 in property or other thing; that he was 
dependent on his son for support at enlistment, and that his said son did con- 
tribute to his father’s support prior to enlistment and during his service in 
the Army. The father is also shown to have been a cripple and unable to per- 
form manual labor since 1864, and is now more than sixty-five years old and 
in very destitute circumstances, and would doubtiess have been driven to 
seeking aid from charity but for the fact that on account of his high character 
asa man and the esteem in which he was held by the city authorities of Louis- 
ville, Ky., he was given a position on the police force of that city, by which 
he has been able to make for himself a bare support. He is now old and badly 
afflicted,and your committee think it is the duty of Congress to place his name 
on the pension-roll. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 
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[H. R. 4002, in the House of Representatives, January 18, 1886 . W.1 3 1 st 





A bill granting a pension to Carter W. Till 

# Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
thorized and directed to piace the name of Carter W. Tiller, de; 
of G. W. Tiiler, late a private in Company A, Twenty-« hth Ke 
teer Infantry, on the pension-rol ibject to the ovisions and limitations of 

the pension laws, : 








A DJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, ‘ t 
Washington, D.C., January 31, 1878 t : 

Sim: I have the honcr to acknowledge the receipt from your office of applica- ( i . 
tion for pension No. 234784, and to return it herewith, with such information as 
is furnished by the files of this office. It appears from the rolls on file in this 
» office that George W. Tiller was enrolled on the &th day of October, 1861, 

Louisville, Ky., in Company A, Twenty-eighth Regiment of Kentucky Volun- 
teers, to serve three years, or during the war, and mustered intoservice as a pri 
vate on the 10th day of October, 1861, at Louisville, Ky.,in Company A, Twenty- | ,, 
eighth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, to serve three years or during the war. | ‘'© 40/40W10s8 pi 
On the muster-roll of Company A of that regiment, to \ugust 31, 1863. He is | 1863. Improvement S. Wal., I i] st. (value 
reported present, September and October, 1863, Private deserted September 20, i864. Improvement S. Wa Flo., and I st. (value 
1463. Name not borne on subsequent rolls to April 30, 1865; May and June, ; Is Improvement 8S. W = 1 Prest alu " 
1865. Dropped asadeserter on muster and pay rolls of October, 1863. Received | Is ! vement 8S. Wal., I and Pre 
official notice of his dying in prison at Andersonville, Ga., July 21, 1864. Mus- | 1s I ve nt S. Wa Flo., and P1 
ter-out roll of company makes sim r report | I the ¢ 1arr I 

Prisoner of war records show George W. Tillar or Tiller, said company and | yw 4 
regiment, admitted to hospital at Andersonville, Ga., July 21, 1 

















‘ 1864, and died a 
same day of ‘“‘diarrhea;”" capture not given. This report is accepted as re- | 
ferring to George W. Tillar, Company A, Twenty-eighth Kentucky Volunteers. | 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, . 
Ss. W, BENJAMIN, On tl 


Assistant Adjutant-General | clerk 
i 








| The ComMISsIONER OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D.C. 


peared 
state « 





anaes | eee 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, utier's won; he wasin company with George W. Tiller w ce 1s 


Washington, D. C., March 23, 1878, | Yate Company A, Twenty-eighth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer | 


Sir: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt from your office of ap- | ghey y eh epee cor a 
plication for pension No. 234784, and to return it herewith, with such informa- | jor at = ; 
tion as is furnished by the files of this office. t White 

It appears from the rolls on file in this office that George W. Tiller was pri- | ;, 
vate in Company A, Twenty-eighth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteers, On >< ; enameial. 4 —— eo 7 
the muster-roll of Company A of that regiment for the months of September } a ee mei? 
and October, 1863, he is reported “* Private. Deserted September 20, 1863."’ Reg- | ¢,, WY Ls 
imental return for September, 1863, same report at Stevenson, Ala. (the station ales, aieed 
of the company). No evidence of company or regiment being in action on or W . I 
about September 20, 1863, nor of command in whi h regiment served during ; ee 
that month. *‘ This man was captured near Bridgeport, Ala., date and circum- - ; : 
stances under which captured not stated; was admitted to rebel hospital at Ai ; : =e , 
dersonville, Ga., July 21, 1864, and died same day of scorbutis.”’ s - 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, y t t : t : 
' 3. W. BENJAMIN CH. M. THURS 
Assistant Adjutant-Gencral. | ' r 
The COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS, an 
Washington, D. C. STATI 








STATE OF Kentucky, County of Jefferson, 





William E. Benson, a resident of the county and State aforesaid, being duly 
sworn according to law, upon his oath declares that he is the identical W. E. n< 
Benson who was a captain of Company A, Twenty-cighth Regiment Kentucky | ,et | 
Infantry Volunteers, and that George W. Tiller was a private of the aforesaid | ; 
organization, and that on or about the lst day of December, 1863, the said George 
W. Tiller, while in the line and discharge of duty, was captured by Wheeler’s | t¢, Sn we 
rebel cavalry, at Whiteside Station, Tennessee, and died in prison at Anderson- | ¢),.1 i¢ W. Tiller w not throw 
ville,Ga. Affiant has not a personal knowledge of the capture, but was so in- : . 
formed at the time by reliable persons, and has no doubt of the fact of the capture 
and death of said soldier. There is nocommissioned officer who can testify from 
personal knowledge of the capture of said George W. Tiller, as no commis- | },¢ } 
sioned officer was with him atthe time. Affiant was sent with his company to | |s¢4 
guard a wagon-train from Stevenson, Ala.,to Point Rock, near Huntsville, Ala 
and it was during his absence that George W. Tiller was captured. Said Tille: 
was left in camp and did not accompany him to Point Rock. He was lega 
excused from going, but he can not now remember the cause of his remaining 
behind, 

Afliant has a knowledge that George W. Tiller sent money to his father twice 
by Lieut. John A. Weatherford, of said Company A, Twenty-eighth Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteers, and he was a dutifu! son to his father and a good soldier 
Affiant learned when he game back from Point Rock that said Tiller was sent 
out on some duty when he was captured, but he does not now know what duty. 

Affiant has no interest in the matter. 























WILLIAM E. BENSON. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th day of June, 1879, and I certify 
Bs that the party whose name appears signed to the foregoing aflidavit is the per- 
son he represents himself to be,and a good and credible witness,and thatthe | Swornto and subscr 1 t 
contents of the foregoing affidavit were duly read and fully made known to af- t t t 
fiant before making oath to the same, and that I have nointerest in this matter, | 1 credit 
WM. E. LORAN, VM. E. LO! 
Clerk Jefferson County Court. ( lef ( 








STATE OF KENTUCKY, County of Jefferson, ss: | Sing i 
On this 27th day of December, 1877, before me, Ch. M. Thurston, clerk of the 

county court within and for the county and State aforesaid, personally came 

j and appeared John A. Weatherford, aged forty-eight years, a resident of the | 
city of Louisville, in the State of Kentucky, who, being by me duly sworn ac- 
cording to law, on oath declares that he was formerly second lieutenant of i “eS 
Company A, Twenty-eighth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry; that he | V!’e, 1" ' State of Kentucky, : : 
was well and intimately acquainted with Carter W. Tiller, father of George W, | 02t® declares that he ts the father of George W. 4 or sd, 
Tiller, deceased, late private Company A, Twenty-eighth Regiment Kentucky | Company A, Twenty-eig! nae oe Ss : y 

Volunteer Infantry. That said George W. Tiller was captured near Stevenson, | ©!aimant for pension by reason of his said son’s s« 28 and Cente While 

Ala., and died while a prisoner of war at Andersonville prisop, Georgia, on or | S€TV'ce from starv ation wi aa Andersonville, Ga : 

about July 21,1864, That said George W. Tiller was in the habit of sending the | te ® great extent dependent > 

most of his pay home to his father, Carter W. Tiller, while he was in service, | PY. That while his said son w 7 : ‘ ' 

He sent twice by this affiant, $50 each time, and probably oftener, but he sent | ©xcePtion of a little for personal use. The property mentioned in the 

home to his father by this affiant as much as $100. Said George W. Tiller was | 0f Assessor Krack was a small old frame, three-room house, built « caeec 

a very dutiful son, and did all he could toward the support of his father, Carter | cor ms d rb ig 

W. Tiller. 1a i ie t me ) j 

The mother of said George W. Tiller, deceased, namely, Mrs. Sophronia Tiller, | #0Y source. His occupation has been that of a policeman in the city of I 

isdead. She died in February, 1864, in Louisville, Ky.,and this afflant was one | V!!'©:. *) 

of the pali-bearers at her funeral; that said Carter W. Tiller isa very poor man; 

did not own any real estate or other property on which he could derive an in- | Sworn toand subscribed before me this 27th day of De n be ir 

come at the date of his son’s death, or at any time since up to the present time. | 1877, and I hereby certify that the affi t per 





















said house in 1867 for $150; said house is all the 


his son’s death He never ha 
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and resides as stated; that J believe his statements are correct and worthy of 
full faith and eredit; that I have no interest in this matter. I further certify 
that the foregoing aflidavit was read over, fully explained to, and understood by 
the affiant before the signing and execution thereof,and also that the affiant is 
the identical party represented as making the affidavit. 
Cc. M. THURSTON, 
Clerk Jefferson County Court. 






Hover OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., June 28, 1836. 

Dean Sin: Responding to your inquiry of this day in regard to Carter W. 
Tiller, whose bill for pension has recently passed the House, I desire to say 
that 1 have been personally acquainted with Mr, Tiller for twenty years. He 
is recognized by our citizens generally as a man of probity, good demeanor, 
industrious, and worthy inevery respect. He was for many years on the police 
foree of Louisville, Ky., acting as a detective, and, although quite aged, was 
retained there because of his valuable services in the past. As farasI know, 
and I think I am competent to speak advisedly of the fact, his reputation is 
beyond reproach both asa man and an officer. The municipal administration 
at Louisville was changed on January 1, 1885, and immediately thereafter Mr. 
Tiller's services were dispensed with. Since that time my information (which 
I deem perfectly reliable) is that he has had no occupation whatever, but has 
been supported by benevolent organizations of the city. 

Very truly, yours, 
ALBERT 8S. WILLIS. 

Hon. WiLriaAmM P, TAULBEER, 

House of Kepresenta 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’'S OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
June 28, 1886. 

In the case of George W. Tiller, a private in Company A, Twenty-cighth Ken- 
tucky Volunteers, pension claim 23474, records of prisoners of war furnish no 
additional information other than that shown in reportto honorable Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, dated March 23, 1878. 

in the case of B, H. Bottger, citizen,aMiant in said case, prisoner-of-war rec- 
ords show LB. Botcher, citizen of Prussia, B. H. Botcher, baker, field hospital, Re- 
serve Corps, or in Major-General Granger's Corps, captured at Whiteside Sta- 
tion, Tenn., September 25, 1863; committed to Castle Thunder, Richmond. Va., 
October 10,1863,by Captain Alexander; discharged by General Winder, Order 
No. 61; delivered to Major Turner March 11, 1864, to be treated as a prisoner of 
war; confined in Confederate States military prison, Richmond, Va., March 11, 
Is6/; again committed to Castle Thunder, date not given, and discharged Sep- 
tember 5, 1864, to be treated as a prisoner of war; confined in Confederate States 
prison same day, and paroled at Vienna, Va., September 24, 1864. 

Said records also show the following members of the Twenty-cighth Ken- 
tucky Volunteers captured at or near Stevenson, Ala., on or about September 
20,1863, namely: 

Frederick Boyer, Company E, Twenty-cighth Kentucky Volunteers, captured 
at Stevenson, Ala., October 10,1863; confined at Richmond, Va., November 7, 
i863; paroled at City Point, Va., March 7, 1864, 

Also show: 

Michael Mahan, Company H, Twenty-cighth Kentucky Volunteers, captured 
nat Cowan's Station, Tenn., October 9, 1863; confined at Richmond, Va., Novem- 
ber 7, 1863; paroled at City Point, Va., March 15, 1864. 

John W.B. Shirley, Company E, Twenty-eighth Kentucky Infantry, captured 
at Stevenson, Ala., October 10, 1863; confined at Richmond, Va., November 7, 
1863; sent to Andersonville, Ga., March 23, 1864, where he was admitted to hos- 
pital May 10, 1864,and died June 14, 1864. 

Vatrick Gallagher, Company H, Twenty-cighth Kentucky Volunteers, was 
captured at Cowan Station, Tenn., October 9, 1863; confined at Richmond, Va., 
November 7, 1863; admitted to Hospital No. 21, Richmond, Va., November 25, 
1863, and died there December 29, 1563. 

‘The company roll for September and October, 1863, reports George W. Tiller, 
Company A, Twenty-cighth Kentucky Volunteers, deserted September 20, 1863 

J. C. KELTON, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, July 1, 1886. 


Sir: In reply to your verbal inquiry, I have the honor to inform you that the 
records of this office show that Frederick Boyer, private Company E, Twenty- 
cighth Kentucky Infantry, is reported on company muster-roll dated Victoria, 
Tex., December 14, 1865, with remark: 

* * * “Deserted January 23, 1863, Clarksville, Tenn.; returned September 
28,1863; restored to duty, date of order unknown; deserted October 9, 1863; re- 
turned April 7, 1864; restored to duty by Special Orders No, 199, Headquarters 
Second Division Fourth Army Corps; deserted December 9, 1864, at Nashville, 
Tenn.; returned January 7, 1865; tried by general court-martial; sentenced to 
be dishonorably discharged from service with loss of all pay and allowances, 
and confined in military prison during war. Discharged by General Orders No. 
S, Military Depariment Tennessee. Stoppages due United States for one Spen- 
cer rifle and accouterments complete, $35.50.”’ 

Jolin W. 3B. Shirley, private same company, is reported on company muster- 
out roll,dated Huntsville, Ala., January 26,1865; “‘ deserted October 6, 1863; not 
apprehended. Was captured at Stevenson, Ala., October 10, 1863; confined in 
rebe! prison at Richmond, Va., November 7, 1863; sent to Andersonville, Ga., 
March 7, 1864; admitted to prison hospital at Andersonville, Ga., May 10, 1864, 
where he died June 14, 1864, of diarrhea,”’ 

Patrick Gallaher,Company H, Twenty-eighth Kentucky Infantry, is reported 
on roll for September and October, 1863, dated at Stevenson, Ala., October 31, 
1863; ‘‘captured by the enemy at Tunnel Hill, near Cowan Station, Tenn., Oc- 
tober %."’ Records of events on said roll show *‘company in action at Tunnel 
Hill October 9, 1863, and compelled to retreat to Cowan Station.” 

Company muster-out roll, dated Nashville, Tenn., May 4, 1865, reports him 
died at Richmond, Va., December 24, 1863." 

Iam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
THOMAS WARD, 


Assisilant Adjutant-General,. 


lion. W. P. TAULBER, 

Hlouse of Representatives, Washinglon, D. C. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CARUTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BILLS PASSED. 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 

the Whole without amendments, were severally considered, ordered to 
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be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, were accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 10032) granting a pension to Milton Wallen; 

A bill (H. R. 10947) for the relief of John Sweeney; 

A bill (H. R. 9776) for the relief of Nancy E. Sawyer; 

A bill (H. R. 5919) to restore to the pension-roll the name of James 
Monohan, minor child of Richard Monohan, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 10073) granting a pension to P. I’. Jonte; 

A bill (H. R. 2261) to increase the pension of Elijah W. Penny; 

A bill (H. R. 4101) granting a pension to Martha Giddings, formerly 
Martha Priest; 

A bill (H. R. 9759) granting a pension to John Wallace; 

A bill (H. R. 9176) granting a pension to Charlotte Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 10694) granting a pension to John W. Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. 2839) granting a pension to Henry Summers; and 

A bill (H. R. 9512) granting a bill to Anthony Shafer. 

Mr. FELTON. I ask unanimous consent to substitute for the Mon- 
ohan bil], No. 5919, the Senate bill, which is the same in form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the Senate 
bill is not on the Calendar. 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole with amendments, were severally considered, the amend- 
ments agreed to, and the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed and 
real a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read 
the third time, and passed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 4737) granting a pension to Micah French; 

\ bill (H. R. 10494) granting a pension to Emilia Mumm; 

A bill CH. R. 9388) to increase the pension of Joseph Holmes; 

A bill (H. R. 10253) granting a pension to Emanuel P. Steed; 

A bill (H. R. 9252) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine Barbe- 
rick; and 

A bill (H, R. 11333) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa Humphrey; 

The titles of the two latter being amended to conform. 

MRS. SARAH R. BLEECKER. 

The bill (H. R. 6339) for increase of pension to Mrs. Sarah R. Bleecker, 
reported to the House with the recommendation that the previous 
question be ordered upon it, and that thirty minutes debate be allowed 
thereon, was considered and the recommendation of the Committee of 
the Whole adopted. 

SENATE BILLS PASSED. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole without amendments, were severally considered, ordered to 
a third reading, and being read the third time, were passed, namely: 

A bill (S. 2720) granting a pension to John B. Ross; 

A bill (8S. 2836) granting a pension to William E. Taylor; 

A bill (S. 1101) granting a pension to Rachael A. Sinkinson; 

A bill (8S. 2887) granting a pension to George H. Johnson; and 

A bill (S. 2711) restoring Phoebe McLaughlin to the pension-roll. 

The bill, S. 1500, reported from the Committee of the Whele with 
an amendment, was considered, the amendment concurred in, and the 
bill as amended ordered to a third reading, and being read the third 
time, was passed. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the several votes taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, it seems that a quorum will be de- 
manded on the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11113) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. General Sheridan. I would therefore move, or submit the 
request, that immediately after the reading of the Journal on Thurs- 
day, December 6, next, the previous question be considered as ordered 
on the bill, and that the House then proceed to the consideration of 
the bill granting this pension. 

Mr. KERR. With this amendment 

Mr. BINGHAM. Subject to the right of amendment at the time. 

Mr. CHEADLE. And two and a half hours’ debate allowed to the 
opponents of the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will not the gentleman allow us to go into the 
House with a quorum to consider the bill ? 

Mr. KILGORE. Not to-night. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the gentleman understand that I ask that 
this resolution be adopted fixing December 6 for the consideration of 
the bill, when I assume that there will be a quorum present ? 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand exactly the proposition. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Itoccurs to me that this suggestion or motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is premature, because the effect 
will be to put this bill beyond the control of the House to act upon it 
before we adjourn at this session. 

Mr. BINGHAM. You can not get a quorum at this session. 

Mr. MACDONALD. You have no right to assume that. 

Mr. MAISH. Regular order. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I am in favor of the passage of the bill, and 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury recommending an appropria- 
tion for the payment of messengers for conveying the votes of Presi- 
dential electors under section 144 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which, withthe accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
inittee on Appropriations. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. DAWES. I present a petition praying for the retirement of 
General William I’, Smith with the rank of major-general, signed by 
a large number of soldiers, some of whom served under him, and all of 
whom state that they are acquainted with his remarkable record. This 
petition is headed by General Charles Devens, a brigadier-general in 
the late war, afterwards Attorney-General of the United States, and 
now a judge of the supreme court of Massachusetts, and by others, all 
of whom have a most honorable record in the late war. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDEKSON presented a memorial numerously signed by cit- 
izens, farmers of Cass County, Nebraska, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called Mills tariff bill for the reason that it discrimi- 
nates against farming and other American industries; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of the L. E. King Post, No. 105, 
Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, Augusta, Kans., 
praying for the passage of certain pension legislation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 

Mr. BERRY. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands, to 
‘whom was referred the bill (S. 3559) to amend section 2304 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, to allow honorably discharged sol- 
diers and sailors of the late war who have abandoned or relinquished 
their homestead entries before the expiration of the six months allowed 
by section 2304 of the Revised Statutes to make another entry, to re- 
port it with an amendment in the nature of a substitute, and I am in- 
structed by the committee, in view of the importance of the matter, to 
ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read at 
length for information, if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read the amendment reported by the Committee on 
Public Lands, which was to strike outall after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That any person who has not heretofore perfected title to a tract of land which 
he has made filing upon under the pre-emption law or entry of underthe home- 
stead law, may make a homestead entry of not exceedingone quarter section 
of public land subjectto such entry, such previous filing or entry tothe contrary 
notwithstanding; but this right shall not apply to persons who perfect title to 
Jands under the pre-emption or homestead laws already initiated, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let it be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. DOLPH. The bill comes from the Committee on Public Lands, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was reported from that commit- 
tee this morning. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will permit me, I will state that that 
is precisely the provision contained in the general land bill we have re- 
ported several times. 

Mr. DOLPH. Isimply desired to have the amendment read for in- 
formation, as I came in after the bill had been called up. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is based upon the bill introduced by the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], which was limited to persons who 
had rendered honorable service and been honorably discharged from the 
Union Army; but the committee concluded to adhere to its former 
action and provide that where a person had made a filing or entry of 
homestead which he had not pursued to the point of completion, and 
which the law required in detail, he might now make a homestead 
entry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read. “‘ A bill to amend section 2304 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to allow persons who 
have abandoned or relinquished their homestead entries to make an- 
other entry.’’ 


INSTRUCTIONS TO JURIES. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Iam instructed by the Committee on the 
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Judiciary to report favorably with an amendment the bill (H. R. 6896) 
to require the United States circuit and district judges to instruct the 
jury in writing in certain cases. I ask that the bill may be considered 
at this time. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- © 


mous consent for the present consideration of the bill reported by him. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The amendment is to strike out all after 
the enacting clause and insert a substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed substitute will be read 
for information. 

The Secretary read the amendment, which was to strike out all after 
the enacting clause and insert: 


That in all States wherein by the laws thereof judges of courts of record are 
required to reduce charges and instructions to juries to writing, judges of the 
district and circuit courts of the United States shall conform to such practice, 
and such written instructions shall be taken by the jury on their retirement, re- 
turned with their verdict,and retained with the files and be a part of the record 
in each case. 


Mr. STEWART. I think that should lie over. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I will state that the amendment reported 
by the Judiciary Committee is simply the bill on this subject as it was 
passed by the Senate. The House of Representatives has sent us a bill 
in somewhat different terms, and we propose to amend that House bill 
by striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting the bill which 
has already been passed by the Senate. As reported, it has the unani- 
mous recommendation of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STEWART, I desire to suggest to the Senator that it seems to 
me it would be well to disembarrass the courts to this extent 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to the 
Senator from Nevada that debate is not in order if the bill is to go 
over. Does the Senator insist on his objection? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I hope the bill may be proceeded with. 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator will allow me to make my sugges- 
tion perhaps he will consent to have it go over. I desire to make an 
amendment to the bill providing that the courts may have their charge 
taken down, if they desire, by a shorthand reporter, because in the 
rapidity of the business in the circuit courts the judges would be very 
much embarrassed if the charge had to be written out beforehand. 
Very many of the judges are in the habit of stating the charges from 
the bench, and it would accomplish the purpose by having them taken 
down by ashorthand reporter, and it would facilitate business very 
much, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I should like unanimous consent to make 
a suggestion to the Senator from Nevada. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill this morning reported from the Committee on 
the Judiciary ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I was going to ask 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to hear the bill read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be again read 
for information. 

The Secretary read the amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. I object to that measure. 
I propose to antagonize that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill will 
be placed on the Calendar. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and 
joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 148) for the relief of Isaac H. Wheat; 

A bill (H. R. 157) correcting the military history of Robert Mc- 
Nutt; 

A bill (H. R. 325) for the relief of Mrs. Mary T. Duncan; 

A bill (H. R. 393) to provide for the payment of the claim of Capt. 
Roderick McIntosh; 

A bill (H. R. 483) for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, widow of John 
Jones, deceased, and to place the name of said John Jones on the mus- 
ter-rolls of Company B, Second Regiment North Carolina Mounted In- 
fantry; 

A bill (H. R. 724) for the relief of Louisa McLain; 

A bili (H. R. 861) for the relief of Joseph Diehl; 

A bill (H. R. 1152) for the relief of the legal representatives of Eliza 
M. Ferris; 

A bill (H. R. 2261) to increase the pension of Elijah W. Penny ; 

A bill (H. R. 2267) to pay Thompson McKinley $375 for service 
voucher issued to him during the late war by Capt. George W. Harri- 
son, assistant quartermaster United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 2598) for the relief of William Whitehouse; 

A bill (H. R. 2688) for the relief of Alired Breuer; 

A bill (H. R. 2839) granting a pension to Henry Sommers; 

A biil (H. R. 2875) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa H. Hasell; 

A bill (H. R. 3453) for the relief of George O. Donnell; 

A bill (H. R. 3471) for the relief of the First Baptist Church of Car 
tersville, Ga.; 
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1668) for the relief of A. M. Woodruff; 


1958) granting 


2201) for the relief of Laura E. Maddox, widow, and ex- 
son, executor of Joseph H. Maddox, de- 


Robert Morri 


an increase of pension to Eleanor B. Good 


2411) for the relief of C. A. Williams and others; 


2675) granting 


2711) restoring 
2720) granting 
. 2836) granting 
. 2858) granting 
2887) granting 


20% 
o2it 


3) granting 


an increase of pension to Lieut. James R. 


Phoebe McLaughlin to the pension-roll; 
a pension to John B. Ross; 
a pension to William E. Taylor; 


an increase of pension to Betsy A. Mower; 


a pension to George H. Johnson; 


. 3125) restoring the right of pre-emption to Alfonso Rob- 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


o tempore: 


A bill (8. 1078) for the relief of Florida Kennerly; 


A bill (S. 2356) to provide a pension for Mrs. Adeline Couzins; and | 


A bill (S. 





=o 


3539) to amend an act to detach the county of Audrain, in | 


restoration of pension to Sarah A. Wood- 
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resolution coming over from 


The resolution submitte 


read, as follows: 


States with Great Britain and t 
are expedient to promote friendly 


I 
these « ntries 1 d the Unit 
l g the recess of Congres 


The PRESIDENT pro te 


this resolution should retain it 
business 
Mr. CULLOM I ask 


The PRESIDENT pro y 
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Mr. PLUMB. ‘The Senator from Alabama, who wants to speak upon 
the resolution, left the Chamber this morning with the understanding 
that the resolution should go over until to-morrow, retaining its place, 
so as to come up then at the conclusion of the morning business, as it 
came up this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will then retain its 
lace and be presented in the order of current morning business to- 


norrow. 


p 
) 
PRESENTATION OF BILLS TO THE PRESIDENT. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] on 

the 2ist instant, which comes over under objection. 

rhe Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Whereas it is alleged in the public press and elsewhere that the presentation 
of bills to the President of the United States which have passed both Houses of 
Congress, been duly enrolled and signed by the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the President of the Senate, is frequently delayed for several 
days, and sometimes for weeks, by the Committee on Enrolled Bills of the 
Mouse: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Senate, as a branch of the legislative department of the 
Government, do call the attention of the House of Representatives to said al- 
leged delays on the part of its Committee on Enrolled Bills in presenting bills 
to the Presidentof the United States which have been duly enrolled and signed 
by the Speaker of the House of Representatives and the President of the Sen- 
ate, and respectfully ask the House to require its officers to present such bills 
to the President without unnecessary delay. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. STEWART. I desire the resolution to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, and I beg leave to point out to that committee the 
authorities, which may be of some convenience to it. 

o far as the Senate is concerned, the twenty-fifth rule provides that 
when a bill has been signed by the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives and by the President of the Senate, it shall be forthwith trans- 
mitted to the President of the United States. 

The House of Representatives has no direct rule as to the time when 
a bill shall be transmitted. The forty-fourth rule of the House, how- 
ever, adopts Jefferson’s Manual in all matters not provided for in the 
special rules, as will be found in the House Manual, page 264. 

Jefferson’s Manual makes it an infringement of the rules of Parlia- 
ment to withhold a bill from the king, and it also makes it the duty 
of the Committee on Enrolled Bills to present bills to the President. 
Senate Manual, page 180. 

When a bill is sent by one House to the other and is there delayed 
it is parliamentary to send a messenger to the other House calling the 
attention of that body to the omission. Senate Manual, page 261. 

When there is unreasonable delay it isin order for one House to send 
to the other a complaint calling attention to the fact. This rule will 
be found in Senate Manual, page 214. 

I simply call attention to these matters. I hope the Committee on 
Rules will examine into the question and see if there has been unrea- 
sonable delay on the part of the other House in sending bills to the 
President, and suggest the proper mode to that body or request it to 
furnish a remedy. 

The Senate is interested as much as the House of Representatives in 
having a bill, after it has passed the two Houses, presented to the 
President within a reasonable time. My suggestions have no reference 
to any particular bill now, but in order that there may be no misun- 
derstanding hereafter as to the proper time to present bills, I think this 
maiter onght to be investigated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Rules. 





MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had concurred in the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votesof the two Houses on certain 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10540) making appropri- 
ations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House still farther insisted 


upon its disagreement to the one hundred and tenth amendment of 


the Senate to the bill, agreed to the further conference asked by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. Fornry, Mr. BURNES, and Mr. Ry AN the managers of 
the further conference on the part of the House. 


LIEU lr. STARKEY R. POWELL. 


Mr. CULLOM., I ask leave to call up Hou-e bill 10068, which is 2 
private bill, and one to which I think there will be no objection. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not wish to interfere with the request made by 
the Senator from Illinois, because I understand his matter will take 
but little time. After that is disposed of I desire to call up the gen- 
eral deficiency appropriation bill, and I hope it may be passed in a 
short time. Ishall make that motion, with the leave of the Chair, at 
the end of the bill suggested by the Senator from Illinois. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois asks for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10068) granting a pension 
to Lieut. Starkey R. Powell. of Black Hawk war. 
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By unanimous consent the bill (H. R. 10068) granting a pension to 
Lieut. Starkey R. Powell, of Black Hawk war, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place en the pension-roll the 

| name of Starkey R. Powell, late lieutenant in Capt. William B. Smith’s 
| cgmpany of the Third Regiment Illinois Mounted Volunteers in the 
| Black Hawk war, at $30 a month. 
| Mr. CULLOM. I only desire to say that this gentleman is a very 
old man, and the universal sentiment is that the bill ought to pass. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
| a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Oregon | Mr. DoLPH] to a message from the House of Rep- 
resmtatives. The Chair lays before the Senate the amendment of the 
House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1786) to regulate appointments 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘The House amendment is an important one, I think, 
and as the bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce, I move 
that the amendment be referred to that committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be printed as passed by the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be printed as passed, 
and referred with the amendment of the House to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 

| Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 

of the bill (S. 3504) restoring to the United States certain of the lands 
granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to re- 
store the same to settlement, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLUMB. Let the bill be taken up and then I will yield. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Kansas. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. As I gave notice a few minutes ago, I proposed to call 
up the general deficiency appropriation bill at the present time, but I 
learn that the Senator from Kansas gave notice and desires to submit 
some remarks on the bill called up by him, not with the intention, as 
I understand, of continuing its consideration beyond his remarks. 

Mr. PLUMB. As far as I am concerned, of course, it would 
naturally give way anyhow to the time necessary to allow the defici- 
ency appropriation bill to get through, although I did purpose, and so 
stated, that when the bill was called up I should ask the Senate to 
proceed at its earliest convenience to its passage. But, of course, the 
appropriation bill will have the right of way, and there will be no 
trouble about that. 


Mr. HALE. Then I give notice that at the close of the remarks of 


the Senator from Kansas I shall move to take up the deficiency appro- 
priation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the Sena- 
tor from Maine at the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from 
Kansas. 

Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator from Kansas yield to me to have 
passed a bill six lines long, which will not take two minutes? 

Mr. PLUMB. I yield to the Senator from Georgia. 


BRUNSWICK COLLECTION DISTRICT. 


Mr. BROWN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 


the bill (H. R. 11101) to include Sapelo Sound, Sapelo River, and Sa- 
pelo Island in the Brunswick collection district, in the State of Georgia. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. BROWN. I will simply state that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has been consulted and has no objection to the passage of the bill; 
and it is a House bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BROWN. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from Kansas. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 3504) restoring to the United States certain of the lands granted 
to the Northern Pacifie Railroad Company to aid in the construction 
of a railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to restore the 
same to settlement, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the two great political parties in this 
country present upon all economic, political, and administrative affairs a 
radical conflict of systems; and in no direction are the lines of contro- 
versy more sharply drawn than in the methods and objects of legisla- 
tive and executive action relative to the publiclands. ‘The Democratic 
party has at all times sought the benefitof the few as against the many. 
Possessing the cheapest labor in the world in the section of country 
from which it has mainly drawn its support, it has never sought by the 
subdivision of landed interests or by the maintenance through ac- 
vanced methods of cultivation of soil already reclaimed to foster a 
population of industrious middle classes. On the contrary, by the aban- 
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a\le period would necessarily elapse before the patent wouldissue. False 
swearing was made punishable as perjury, and numerous decisions of 
the Supreme Court sustain,the power of the United States to set aside 
these settlement patents in ex parte cases on proving fraud. Consider- 
ing, then, the long period during which the claim was subjected to 
the crucial test of the entire neighborhood, of the register and re- 
ceiver, of the vast army of clerks under the direction of the Commis- 
sioner, and of all the other tests with which the judgment or caprice 
of the executive oflice had burdened the settler, the Government was 
furnished with ample opportunity to determine, under the legislation 
of the Republican party, whether or not a settler was entitled to his 
patent at the date when the case was reached in its regular order. 
But under the order of the present Administration the policy was not 
preventive, but was pretendedly curative. Nothing was done until 
the,entries were allowed and had been reached substantially for action. 

The real trouble then commenced for the unfortunate victim of na- 
tional generosity. An army of Land Office detectives were to thence- 
forward look down his chimney and to peer through his windows in 
search of suspected fraud. And these detectives were in turn to be 
subjected to a species of watching and counter detection. This system 
speedily demonstrated that settlers who were willing and able to re- 
spond to pecuniary demands of such agents thereby secured favorable 
reports upon their entries. ‘Those unable to meet such demands and 
to whom a ten-dollar bill meant food for their families were dragged 
again and again hundreds of miles to the local land office with their 
witnesses to prove over and over again their compliance withlaw. The 
thousands of such flagrant outrages are illustrated by the plaintive 
story of John Stevenson. After making full proof and payment he 
was compelled, under attack by a special agent, to again and again 
attend renewed hearings to contest the effort to destroy hisentry. Be- 


ing again required to respond by a third hearing upon demand of the | 


Commissioner, he appealed for relief tothe Secretary. The Secretary's 
decision recites the claimant’s conceded story of his wrongs in the tol- 
lowing language: 


It is urged by the claimant that the order for a hearing will work injury to 
him; that his land lies about 100 miles from the local office, and that a great 
part of said distance is over broken and unsettled country, either entirely with- 
out roads or with roads in an almost impassable condition, thus rendering the 
trip extremely difficult, laborious, and expensive; that at the instance of the 
Government he has already made three trips to the local oflices with his wit- 
at each time being to great expense; that he is a poor man, a farm 
laborer by occupation, and unable to bear the expense of a rehearing, because 
the former hearing and continuances have exhausted his means; that some of 
his witnesses, by whom he can establish the legality and validity of his claim, 
have moved away and their whereabouts are now unknown to him; that the 
Government had a whole year to prepare for the former trial, had two contin- 
unnces in order to get its witnesses there, and was represented at said hearing 
by several special agents, and should, therefore, be estopped from prosecuting 
the case further, and that the theory upon which the case is prosecuted, to wit, 
the existence of a fraudulent conspiracy between claimant and the aforesaid 
co: poration, has no foundation in fact, 





nesses, 





Yet, conceding the truth of his statement, the Secretary sanctioned 
Sparks’s unjust requirement of a renewed hearing. (See sixth ‘‘ Land 
Decisions,’’ page 29.) 

Somewhere between fifty and one hundred thousand cases were thus 
taken hold of by this order of April 3, 1885, and nearly that same num- 
ber of entries were annually added to the volume of suspension. This 
followed because the means adopted for acting upon entries were so far 
inferior to the means for sale. 

The execution of the public land system, past, present, and future, 
for nearly the entire Western part of the United States, was suspended 
upor general suspicion. A drag-net was thrown over almost the entire 
Western country far the purpose of ascertaining by a vast system of 
secret espionage whether or not some entries had not been consum- 
mated upon false proofs. Obviously this required for its projected ap- 
plication to so many States and Territories an army of special agents. 
With the limited number authorized, or liable to be authorized, by 
Congressional appropriation, many years of inquiry would be required 
to thus examine in the field the hundreds of thousands of entries which 
were in terms suspended by this order. 

During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, forty-two special agents 
were einployed by the Interior Department in the field to investigate 
these suspended entries. The average period of service of each was 
seven months four and one-quarter days, being equivalent to the em- 
ployment of twenty-five agents for the whole year. In the General 
Land Office Report for 1886 (page 453) it appears that, during the year 
aforesaid, the number of cases referred to these special agents for in- 
vestigation was 4,017, and the number of cases investigated and re- 
ported upon by them was 3,073. It will be readily seen that with 
such wholesale suspension of from fifty to one hundred thousand old 
settlement entries, and with nearly 50,000 entries per year to be simi- 
larly suspended for investigation and report, whilst, on the other hand, 
the means available for such inspection and report acts upon only about 
3,000 per annum, the system must necessarily result in a terrible accu- 
mulation of suspended entries. In this progressive country the owner- 


ship of property never remains dormant; and the necessary effect of 
the foregoing policy was to arrest all real estate transactions, whether 
by way of sale or mortgage and which were predicated upon public 
No conveyaucer would pass a title unless complete upon 


lands titles. 
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the record, and this order of suspension indefinitely withheld the 
foundation of that record. 

The practical result of these investigations has been to determine a 
very minor percentage of fraud, probably not equaling more than 1 per 
cent. of the entries examined. For illustration: A board to examine 
these suspended !and entries was appointed, consisting of the Assistant 
Commissioner, the chief clerk, and a law clerk. Presumably the first 
series of cases passed by them received their most careful attention, and 
quite naturally they took up cases in Dakota and Nebraska, where the 
matter of frandulent entries was largely alleged to exist. Yet, accord- 
ing to the first report of this board as found in the National Republican 
of December 23, 1885, in 216 final homestead entries in those two States, 
the result of all the investigation by special agents and of examination 
by the aforesaid board was to recommend 126 cases for approval for 
patent, 53 to be held for further evidence, 35 for further investigation 
by special agents, and only 2 for rejection. In 35 pre-emption cases 
reported upon at the same time, in the Aberdeen district, Dakota, 1 was 
recommended for patent, 8 for rejection, and 26 for special investigation 
in the field. 

For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, the number of special 
agents employed had been increased to 58, and the number of entries 
disposed of under their report is stated in the annual report of the 
General Land Office (on page 51) to have equaled 2,312 entries. For 
the year ending June 30, 1884, under the Republican administration, 
only 30 special agents were employed, who reported upon 3,563 entries. 
So that by a change of administration the number of special agents 
has been increased from 30 to 58, with an increase of annual expendi- 
ture of at lest $50,000, but with an actual diminution in the volume 
of results accomplished through their investigations. 

Most of the labor performed, both by the special agents and by the 
board of review, or other cumberous machinery adopted in the General 
Land Office, has been in the direction of minor and purely technical 
defects. In the proof of settlers, non-essentials have been magnified 
into questions of actualities; failures to comply with unimportant reg- 
ulations of the Land Department have been treated asa gross violation 
of theessential requirements of statutes. Thousands of cases have been 
suspended from patent because, whilst the requirement of publication 
of their intention to prove up on a given day was at one time held by 
the General Land Office to require an insertion four times in a weekly 
newspaper, a subsequent order required five publications, and a still 
subsequent one required six. And yet these failures to comply witha 
subsequent change of executive construction have swept all such en- 
tries into the mass of alleged fraudulent cases which the vigilance of a 
Democratic administration has prevented from ripening into patents. 

Changes in directions to registers and receivers concerning details of 
proof required of the entryman were not only made without notice, 
but were made to take effect before the receipt of the directions at the 
local land office. In ene case a direction of this character was not re- 
ceived at the land-offices in Kansas until nearly a month after it had 
taken effect, and all the entries made during the intervening period 
had to be made over again, involving the settlers of a single county in 
that State in an extra expense of over $10,000, totally unnecessary, ef- 
fecting nothing whatever in results, except to put a burden upon men 
already poor and who were entitled to be protected instead of being 


| robbed, 


Although the Supreme Court in Meyers vs. Croft (13 Wall., page 391) 
distinctly ruled that it was lawful for settlers to sell their lands after 
entry, and before the issue of a patent, and aithough it had been the 
immemorial executive practice to recognize both mortgages and sales 
subsequent tosuch date, yet by the instructions to special agents, dated 
October 24, 1585, and emanating from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Ofiice, it was held that any conveyance, whether by mortgage or 
otherwise, of lands embraced in duly entered unpatented homestead or 
pre-emption entries, passed no legal title or claim whatsoever; and that 
a transferee or mortgagee of such claims would not be recognized in 
any manner as having any right, interest, or claim in such land. 

This ruling interposed a tremendous obstacle to the consummation ot 
entries by bona fide settlers. The great proportion of them are poor, 
and are obliged to raise money both to make their improvements and 
to pay their purchase-money. Their land is ygually the only basis of 
security they have to give for such advantages. When the power to 
use the same for such purposes was thus taken away, they were stranded 
beyond possibility of help. This ruling also made non-salable lands 
purchased bona fide after entry, and under it entries were set aside 
where the original entryman had made sale based upon a certificate of 
entry issued by the local land officers, and which certificate is, as it 
always has been, by the laws of all the public-land States and Terri- 
tories, evidence of title as high and complete as that of a patent; and 
after its issue the land described in it became tax: ble as private prop- 
erty. The Commissioner’s order treated all these things as of no ac- 
count, and the entries were often summarily set aside and new settlers 
invited to go upon the land, of course in time to be ejected, losing all 
time and improvement spent thereon, every dollar of their losses being 
due to the illegal and arbitrary act of the Commissioner. 

Then, too, in the machinery of the General Land Office, and in the 
oflice of the Secretary of the Interior, such a division of responsibility 
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Land Office took the form of various boards, such as tl 
amine suspended entries, the board of review, i the contest board. 
The board of review, for illustration, was created by detailing cler! 
from other divisions of the General Land Office to actonit. So thatif, 
ition, four hundred clerks had been engaged in 
one way or another in the examination of entries and determining upon 
compliance with the requirements of law, then after the organization 
of this board three hundred clerks would continue as before and one hun- 
dred would go over all their work again, by way of review. 

In effect thiswould be attempting to pass 4 inches of water through 
aninch pipe. The result has, therefore, been that this board has pet 
ing before it over twenty-six thousand cases. Entries which under Re 
publican administration would have been patented two years ago have 
just been reached for consideration by this board; and in the same 
ratio of backward progression, any entry which under the Republican 
administration would have been patented to-day will not, under this 
administration, be patented forfour years to come. Instead of having 
four hundred examine the entry papers, and after approval sending 
them to patent, the present administration has two hundred clerks first 

xamine them, and thereupon the other two hundred examine them 
over again, the only discernable motive being to correct the work of 
the first and incompetent set of clerks. Thus the sameamount of work 
is put on one-half the number of clerks previously employed, and is 
thereafter submitted to the other half to be considered anew. The 
work is thus doubled, while the force is diminished one-half. 

The same delay and obstruction occurs in the work of the so-called 
contest board to which are submitted for decision all contested cases 
from the public-land and pre-emption divisions. This board has on its 
files to-day enough cases to thoroughly employ its present force for two 
years or more without any other cases bei The contests 
now pending before that board aggregate 2,000 cases, and they are be 
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ing disposed of by a force of sixclerks. That force is now examining 
cases which were received in the General Land Office in 1886, and are 


} 


just about holding their own against the number of new contests re- 


ceived by it. As each case necessarily involves two parties, and often 
several claimants, it is fair to presume that from four to five thousand 
litigants are before the General Land Office, and must be kept there 
for at least two years before the possibility of securing decision of their 
contest in any form by the Commissioner. And after decision by the 


Conimissioner appeals lie to the Secretary, where delay of years mor 





will nece y occur. 

As a result of the abovesystem of administrative n , thea 
ity to complete the land contr: ; » of pat- 
ents has been very materially diminished. 
following tables taken from the repor 










Appropriation 150,000 | Appropriation $507, 35 
Force in office 204 Force in office i 
Acreage disposed of 27,531, 000 Acre lisposed of 20, 995, 000 
Number of entries : 1,740 Nur ries 14,186 
Patents issued ‘ 51, 337 Patents issued ......... 71,131 


As the Democratic administration did not take charge of the General 
Land Office until April, 1885, and as all issuance of patents was there 
upon suspended, the foregoing figures represent in substance the work 
of the last two years of the Republican administration in the Land De- 
partment. Now compare these with the result of the next two years 
of the Democratic administration: 





1 ' - 








S50. iS, 
Appropriation $511,350 | Appropriation $517, 675 
Force in oflice en 378 Force in office ‘ O77 
Acreage disposed of..... 22,124,000 | Acreage disposed of 25, 111, 000 
Number of entries......... 40,886 | Number of entries D2, 71 
Patents issued......... 19,885 | Patents issued 24,558 


Showing a diminution of over 64 per cent. in number of patents issued 
during the first two years of Cleveland’s administration as compared 
with the last two years of Republican administration. 

To the foregoing figures may be added the further statement that on the 
28th of January, 1588, there were pending in division ‘‘ H.”’ alone, of the 
General Land Office, 9,295 contested cases. Of this number over 2,000 
cases were known as ‘‘ docketed cases,’’ that is, cases in which trials 
have been had and testimony taken. Of this class of cases only from 
125 to 150 had been disposed of since the contest division was estab- 
lished in June, 1887. 

Similar ratios of decrease in work accomplished in the General Land 


Office under the present Administration are shown in the reports of 


other divisions. 

For example, the report of the surveying division shows that from 
1883 to 1885 there were 471 suryeying contracts examined, but only 
144 from 1885 to 1887, and that from 1883 to 1885 the number of plats 
examined was 3,809, but from 1885 to 1887 there were but 431 such 
examinations made. 

School indemnity selections were approved in 1883 to 1885 for 236,- 
130.43 acres, but in 1885 to 1887 only 95,358.25 acres were approved. 

Of miscellaneous @laims settled in the Private Land Claims Division, 
there were in 1883 to 1885, 1,882, and in 1885 to 1887, 1,065. 
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sold nearly along the whole line, as far as the State of Mississippi is 
concerned.’’ Speaking of Illinois, Senator Douglas said: ‘‘The road 
runs through several fine towns, such as Bloomington, for instance, 
and for 5 or 6 miles around the towns the land is all taken up and 
cultivated.’’ ‘These statements were made to show that the lands in 
place were so taken up that indemnity provisions would be necessary 
to satisfy the grant. 

Then came the acts of June 10, 1852, and February 9, 1853, giving 
to the Hannibal and St. Joseph Railroad Company, of Missouri, on the 
line of overland travel across the State, 781,944 acres; to the South- 
western Railroad Company, of Missouri, 1,161,235; to the Cairo and 
Fulton Railroad Company, of Missouri, 219,262; to the same company 
in Arkansas, 1,160,067 acres; to the Little Rock and Fort Smith Rail- 
road Company, in Arkansas, 550,525 acres, and to the Memphis and 
Little Rock Railroad Company, in Arkansas, 438,646.89 acres, (Land 
Office Report, 1865.) 

In consistent keeping with Democratic hostility to the distribution 
of public lands to actual cultivators and inhabitants of the soil, and in 
consonance with the Democratic policy of favoring corporations and 
monopolies, President Buchanan vetoed the first homestead law passed 
by Congress, but approved all grants made to railroads. Under his 
administration, and the guardianship over the public lands of Thomas 
A, Hendricks, who was then Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
the following grants for railroads were made in 1856 and 1857: 

IN IOWA. 
[Act of May 15, 1856, 11 U. 8. Stats., page 9.) 


From Burlington to the Missouri River. 

From Davenport to Council Bluffs. 

From Lyons City to the Missouri River. 

From Dubuque to the Missouri River, with branch to Téte des Nortes, 
This grant was for the benefit of the following railroad corporations: 
1. Burlington and Missouri River Railroad Company. 


2. Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railroad Company. 
3. Cedar Rapids and Missouri River Railroad Company. 
4. Dubuque and Sioux City Railroad Company. 


5. Iowa Falls and Sioux City Railroad Company. 
IN FLORIDA. 
[Act of May 17, 1856, 11 U. S. Stats., page 15.] 
Irom Jacksonville to Pensacola. 
From Amelia Island to Tampa Bay, with branch to Cedar Key. 
From Pensacola to Alabama State line. 
This grant was for the benefit of the following companies: 
1. Florida Railroad Company. 
2. Florida and Alabama Railroad Company. 
3. Pensacola and Georgia Railroad Company. 
4. Florida, Atlantic and Gulf Central Railroad Company. 
IN ALABAMA, 


{Acts May 17, 1856, June 3, 1856, and March 38, 1857, 11 U.S. Stats., pages 15, 17, 
195.] 


From Montgomery to Florida State line. 

From Gunter’s Landing to Gadsden. 

From Gadsden to connect with Tennessee and Georgia Railroads. 

And to the following roads: 

Memphis and Charleston. 

Girard and Mobile. 

Northeastern and Southwestern. 

Coosa and Alabama. 

Alabama Central. 

Savannah and Albany. 

These grants were for the benefit of the following companies as since | 
consolidated: 

1. Alabama and Florida Railroad Company. 

2. Selma, Rome and Dalton Railroad Company. 
Coosa and Tennessee Railroad Company. 
Mobile and Girard Railroad Company. 
Alabama and Chattanooga Railroad Company. 
North and South Alabamg Railroad Company. 

IN LOUISIANA, 
[Act June 3, 1856, 11 U. S. Stats., page 18.] 


From Texas State line to Vicksburg. 
From New Orleans to Texas State line. 
From New Orleans to the Mississippi State line. 
These grants were for the benefit of the following companies: 
1. North Louisiana and Texas Railroad Company. 
2. New Orleans, Opelousas and Texas Railroad Company. 
IN MISSISSIPPI. 
[Act August Ll, 1856, 11 U. S. Stats., page 30.] 
From Jackson to Alabama State line. 
From Tuscaloosa to the Mobile Railroad in Mississippi. 
From Brandon to Gulf of Mexico, 
These grants were for the benefit of the following companies: 
1. Vicksburg and Meridian Railroad Company. 
2. Gulf and Ship Island Railroad Company. 


D> Stim te 


IN MICHIGAN, 

[Act June 3, 1856, 11 U.S. Stats., page 21.] 
From Little Bay de Noquet to Marquette and Ontonagon, 
From Marquette and Ontonagon to Wisconsin State line. 
From Amboy and Grand Kapids to Traverse Bay. 
From Grand Haven and Pere Marquette to Flint and Port Huron. 
‘These grants were for the benefit of the following companies: 
. Port Huron and Lake Michigan Railroad Company. 


_ 


2. Jackson, Lansing and Saginaw Railroad Company. 

3. Grand Rapids and Indiana Railroad Company. 

1, Flint and Pere Marquette Railroad Company. 

Marquette, Houghton and Ontonagon Kailroad Company. 
Marquette and Wisconsin State Line Railroad Company. 
Ontouagon and Wisconsin State Line Railroad Company. 

IN MINNESOTA. 
[Act March 3, 1857, 11 U.S. Stats., page 195. ] 


tS 


From Stillwater to Red River, with branch. 

From St. Paul to mouth of Big Sioux River, with branch. 
From Winona to St. Peter and Big Sioux River. 

From La Crescent up Root River Valley. 

This grant was for the benefit of the following companies: 

1. St. Paul and Pacific Railroad Company, main line. 

St. Paul and Pacific Railroad Company, Manitoba Division, 
3. St. Paul and Pacific Railroad Company, Brainerd Branch. 
4. Minnesota Central Rvtlroad Company. 

5. Winona and St. Peter Railroad Company. 

6. St. Paul and Sioux City Railroad Company. 

7. Southern Minnesota Railroad Company. 


te 


IN WISCONSIN. 
[Act June 3, 1856, 11 U. S. Stats., page 20.] 


From Madison or Columbus to St. Croix, Lake Superior, and Bayfield. 
From Fond du Lae to northern State line. 

These grants were for the benefit of the following companies: 

1. West Wisconsin Railroad Company. 

2. Wisconsin Railroad Farm-Mortgage Land Company. 

3. St. Croix and Lake Superior Railroad Company. 

4. Bayfield Pranch Railroad Company. 
5. Chicago and Northwestern Railroad Company. 


Summary of land grants to railroads made by Democratie Ce 
g g 


1850 to 1857. 
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Aggregating 30,470,920.25 acres. 
RAILROAD WITHDRAWALS, 


The act making the grants for the Illinois Central and Mobile and 
Ohio roads was approved September 20, 1850. Upon its passagein the 
Senate Mr. Jefferson Davis, of Mississippi, moved an amendment, that 
the lateral limits of the grant should be fixed at 15 miles, remarking in 
substance that that was the distance which a loaded team could habit- 
ually travel in a day, and hence would be the requisite limit to exclude 
adverse settlements. This declaration was the more important, as the 
grant to the canal in 1822 and 1827 had appropriated the alternate sec- 
tions not proposed to be granted tothe railroad. But immediately upon 
its passage, and without waiting for its approval by the President, the 


| distinguished statesmen of that period who had combined their efforts - 


to spoliate the public lands for the benefit of weaithy coadjutors and 
influential constituents in the construction of roads for which no na- 
tional aid was necessary, united ink request to the President to at once 
withdraw from sale and settlement every alternate section of public 
land for 25 miles in width on each side of the lines of the respective 
roads. The following is a copy of this modest request, from the files of 
the General Land Office: 


To the President of the United States: 

The undersigned, Senators and Members of the House of Representatives, 
would respectfully state that an act has passed both Houses of Congress *‘ grant- 
ing the right of way and making a grant of land to the States of Illinois, Mis- 
sissippi,and Alabama in aid of the construction of a railroad from Chicago to 
Mobile,”’ by which there is granted to said States the right of way through the 
public lands and every alternate section within 6 miles of the line of said rail- 
road, and to supply any deficiency arising from the previoussale, or other cause, 
of any portion of the lands within 6 miles, the said States are authorized to se- 
lect other lands within 15 miles of said road on either side to an amount equal 
tosaid width of 6 miles; also providing that said alternate sections within 6 miles 
retained by the United States shall be advanced in price to the sum of $2.50 per 
acre. A copy of said bill is sent herewith. 

In order io prevent the entry of said lands for the purpose of speculation by 
individuals before the route shall have been definitely located and the United 
States and said States be in some measure deprived of the advantages designed 
to be conferred on both parties by the passage of said bill, the undersigned re- 
spectfully request that the sales of that —— of the public lands be suspended 
for the period of six months, or until the lands shall have been located lying 


within the distance of 25 miles on each side of a line designated in the accom- 
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Of other withdrawals made before the granting acts were passed, or 
before they received the signature of the President, the following are 
among those reported by the Democratic Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, Mr. Sparks Senate Executive Document No. 170, fii 


session, orty-ninth Congress 


In anticipation of a grant to the State of Iowa to aid in the construction of f 





railroads in that State, Commissioner Hendricks, on May 10, 1856, issued t 
graphic instructions tothe registers and receivers for the six land district 1 said 





State, withdrawing from sale or location all lands south of the line 
townships 91 and 92, comprising about two-thirds of the entire State. The a 
making the grant did not receive the signature of the President until May 15 
1856. 

During the year 1856, in anticipat 
ana, ichigan, Wiscor 
Land Office issued tek 
districts in said States, 
as follows: 
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The lands thus withdrawn in anticipation of proposed grants amounted to at 
least 50,000,000 acres, exclusive of lands previously appropriated. 

During the same r railroad grants were made to the States of Florida and 
Alabama, and in 1857 grants for severa] roads were made to the Territory of 
Minnesota. Long before any of the roads provided for in said grants had been 
located,and consequently before any right to any particular lands under the 
grants had vested in the States, the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
issued directions to the iocal officers of nineteen land districts in said States and 
Territories suspending; the sale and location of all lands within what was sup- 
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will continue the aforesaid withdrawal from sale or location until otherwise di- 
rected. 
Acknowledge the receipt of this by mail. 
lam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOS. 8. WILSON, 
Acting Commissioner. 


(Similar letters, same date, sent to register and receiver at Minneapolis, 
Sauk Rapids, Stillwater, and Chatfield, Minn. Ter., and register and receiver at 
Faribault.) 


[Extract from annual report of Commissioner of General Land Office for 1854.] 


At the instance of many members of Congress and others, about 31,000,000 of 
acres in several of the Janded States have been withdrawn from market in an- 
ticipation of grants for railroad and other internal improvements; assuch grants 
were not made, it was deemed expedient to restore these masses of lands to 
market, especially in view of the passage of the bill graduating the price of the 
public Jands, and this has been done, except where the reservation was for a 
fixed period or grants have already been made. 

The withdrawals in Iowa covered nearly two-thirds of the entire 
State and were made by the then Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, Mr. Hendricks, and the urgency was so great that not only were 

- they made ten days before the final approval of the granting act, but 
they were made by telegraph. The effect of them was not only to pre- 
vent settlement so long as they remained in force, but they also pre- 
vented the consuinmation of entries already begun by settlement and 
filing. These withdrawals were enforced for many years, impeding 
settlement, and benefiting the railroad companies to the disadvantage 
of actual settlers. 

Similar action was taken by Mr. Hendricks and his predecessor in 
the case of grants in Florida, Alabama, Louisiana, and Minnesota, 
nearly always in advance of the passage of the bills making the grants, 
and always before definite location. In several of the orders the per- 
fection of pre-emption entries already begun, based upon actual set- 
tlement, was prohibited. It was the railroad company, and not the 
settler, in which the Democratic party was then interested, and such 
preference has continued to the present time. 

The official statement of facts confirming all that I have said in this 
connection is found in Senate Document 170, Forty-ninth Congress, 
being the response of Mr. Sparks, then Commissioner of the General 
Land Oftice, to a resolution of the Senate. 

The total amount of lands withdrawn by Democratic administration 
previous to 1861, for the benefit of railroad companies, is shown by 
the Commiissioner’s report to be as follows: 


Acres, 
1853-54. Withdrawals for grants that were never madce....................6. 31, 000, 000 
i856. Two-thirds of the State of lowa in anticipation of railroad 
MEDIO. os Sn ctnnsviinsensannicccrnnes cweenineopsesotepiissineineitouns Saeuneutteeeieesenes séeengannuiighel 25, 000, 000 
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road companies exercised over Democratic”administrations of the Gen- 
eral Land Office and Department of the Interior in the early days of 
the railroad land-grant system. Invented by Democratic legislation, 
that system grew and expanded under the fostering care of Democratic 
officials, which appear to have hesitated at no step and to have refused 
no demand required by corporate assurance or inspired by corporate 
greed, 

Not only did these administrations lock up an aggregate of lands rival- 
ing the superficial areas of all the thirteen original States of the Union 
for the benefit of the forty-seven Democratic railroad land grants of the 
ante-bellum period, but they hastened to convey to railroad companies 
the legal title to great quantities of public lands embraced within 
granted and indemnity limits before any road had been constructed and 
far in advance of the progress of construction, and in many instances 
where no road was ever built. 

These Democratic railroad granting acts gave in each case outright 
120 sections, or 76,800 acres to each road, before a dollar had been spent 
by the companies or a stroke of work done. The title wbsolutely vested 
to 76,800 acres in each railroad company receiving the grant, whether 
any road was ever built or not, and the law provided that as fast as 
each section of 20 miles of road should be built another 120 sections of 
land might be sold by the grantee company, and so on, the law giving 
the land 20 miles in advance of construction continually. This was to 
provide means at public expense for building the roads for the com- 
panies, without requiring the companies to put their own money into 
construction. But the Democratic administration was worse than the 
Democratic statute. These administrations, conspicuously the admin- 
istration of Commissioner Hendricks, certified almost at once the greater 
portion of the lands all along the lines of the roads without regard to 
the limitation of 120 sections for each 20 miles, and before any road 
had been constructed or completed. 

Indemnity lands were also conveyed in bulk, in the same way, with- 
out evidence of right to receive indemnity, without even an assertion 
of losses on which an indemnity right could be based, and before it 
was known whether any losses had occurred, and before any right to 
indemnity had been acquired. (See Land Office Reports 18#5~’87). 

The ascertainment of quantities was upon an equally erroneous 
basis. The practice was to multiply the alleged length of the located 
line as if upon a plane surface by the full area of the number of sec- 


| tions granted, and after conveying the vacant lands in place, to then 


convey in bulk a sufficient amount of indemnity lands to cover all 


' deficiencies. The true rule has been repeatedly determined by the 


SE TI ocak sas bv saneventtc hnewnrd sesigey sondesh toagusosspentuspastineccteseieug@edanes 50, 000, 000 
1556-57, Anticipatory withdrawals in Florida, Alabama, and Min- 
MR ceccneain0asess séouwapse snahessdenheasseeagaiieniteseainiditier stintinda ddcdctnnsicdei and aticds 28, 000, 000 
ys iis earccishittinsiinnesinniinicubniiniots ide cbiahiianssiiinciaabatbapbianicstiensdliaatiilaial 132, 000, 000 


These anticipatory withdrawals were exclusive of the final with- 
drawals on lines of definite location, which may or may not have in- 
cluded, but were not restricted to, the same lands, and which were: 


FOR FORTY-SEVEN RAILROADS PREVIOUS TO 1851. 


Acres. 
I INE isc niind iiidbiin a conc pnkd ceaubinin oueineeaamien Wena ihiaeeiaeiaie Etians aaee 30, 000, 000 
Indemnity lands (1} times more’, ..............c00sceccecseccssserecccessesersscsccesesee 40, 000, 000 
Total Democratic withdrawals prior to 1861..................0. cece seeeee 207, 000, 000 


Or more than the entire volume of all the grants made for railroads 
both before and after 1861. 

In 1856 the volume of railroad land grants in Alabama, Florida, 
Michigan, and Wisconsin aggregated 9,660,395 acres, as follows (Land 
Office Report, 1865): 











Acres, | Acres. 
Florida Railroad................... 281,984 | Flint and Pere Marquette.... 513, 000 
Florida and Alabama 165,688 Marquette, Houghton and 
Fiorida, Atlantic and Gulf eae 552,515 
OemGral o.ssissercse iil pave taal . 37,583 Grand Rapids and Indiana... 855,000 
Pensacola and Georgia......... 1,275,212 | Chicago, St. Paul and Minne- 
Alabama and Florida............ 394,420 IEE ins cence~ tenn? sechetuseeie 805, SLO 
Selma, Rome and Dalton...... 460,700 | Wisconsin Railroad Farm 
Coosa and Tennessee............ 68,000 | Mortgage Land Company .. 40, 049 
Mobile and Girard................. 505,000 St. Croix and Lake Supe- 
Alabama and Chattanooga... 460,000 | riOT............0. cesses cesses seeeeenseees 843, 000 
South and North Alabama... 440,000 | Branch to Bayfield.............0 565, 000 
Coosa and Chattanooga......... 60,000 | Chicago and Northwestern... 550,000 
Port Huron and Lake Michi- | 
CUE sinsusdensasmbinsteurewekanioonss 37,428 | NOE dacccetvumaaiaiamets 9, 650, 395 
Jackson, Lansing and Sagi- 
OW enisncimtasriccmacdewiasesens 750, 000 | 


To secure favorite railroad companies in these four States in prema- 
ture, unearned, and unacquired possession of grants amounting to 9,- 
660,395 acres, Mr. Hendricks, by an arbitrary and unlawful order, pro- 
hibited pre-emption entries over an area embracing 40,000,000 acres. 
(Senate Executive Document No. 170, first session Forty-ninth Con- 
gress. See also orders of withdrawal already cited. ) 

These are pregnant instances of the paternal care with which Demo- 
cratic administrations favored land-grant railroad companies against 
public rights and interests and of the supreme domination that rail- 


courts to be that the grant must be taken according to the actual 
acreage upon the ground, and indemnity should be allowed only for 
the reasons and to the extent authorized by the terms of each grant. 
The difference betweén the two systems of adjustment would equal 
from 20 to 25 per cent. 

In many other cases the original companies sold out their franchise 
to construct and operate railroads, retaining the land grant as a con- 
sideration for the sale. The roads have been built by said successors 
without aid of the subsidy, whilst the lands are frequently at this date 
held by the original corporation, as several States by their Democratic 
Legislatures conferred these land grants uponsaid original parties, with 
the condition of exemption from taxation until sold, and great hard- 
ships have thereby been occasioned. Several instances of this now ex- 
ist in Minnesota. Lands are to-day exempt from the ordinary State 
burdens because held by the original grantees, who sold out their fran- 
chise, but retained the lands without themselves building a foot of 
road, ' 

The Democratic care that ‘‘speculating’’ settlers should not get 
lands within 15 miles of a proposed railroad was well supplemented by 
the action of that party upon the homestead bill. In the last hours 
of the Thirty-fifth Congress, in the Senate, the House bill to secure 
homesteads to actual settlers was set aside by the Democratic majority 
in order to take up the bill for the purchase of Cuba. Mr. Seward 
stated the issue in the following words: 


One, the homestead bill, is a question of homes, of lands, for the landless 
freemen of the United States. The Cuba bill is a question of slaves for the slave- 
holders of the United States. 


In the Thirty-sixth Congress the same bill again passed the House, 
receiving the vote of every Republican, and having cast against it the 
vote of every Southern member (including three gentlemen now mem- 
bers of this body and one who has recently been appointed to the Su- 
preme bench). In the Senate the bill was amended so as to be less 
completely a homestead measure by, among other changes, requiring a 
payment of 25 cents per acre by the homesteader at the time of mak- 
ing his final entry. In this shape it was opposed by every Southern 
Democrat. Mr. Buchanan promptly vetoed the bill, partly on the 
ground that Congress had no constitutional authority to give away the 
public lands (he had already signed bills giving to railroads more than 
30,000,000 acres of those very lands) and partly because ‘‘it may in- 
troduce among us those social theories which have proved so disastrous 
in other countries.’? The next Congress being Republican, the bill was 
again passed and Mr. Lincoln signed it, not being afflicted with the 
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constitutional and other objections which had induced its veto by M1 
Bachanan 
I R 3 DI ‘ ARTI 18 

Great n laid upon t ict that the earlier grants w« 
made to S v et Pa tailroad grants were made to corpo- 
ration 

The distinction is illusory. All the grants were made for the benefit 
of railroad companies, and railroad companies obtained the is inevery 





The State was a mere naked trustee, without use or benefit, 
ind to transfer the lands on demand of the 
advantageously drawn in favor of grants 
to corporations directly, inst ad of through State mediums, is that cor- 
porations created by Congré ss can be controlled by Congress and the 
public donation better guz arded than can be done when the corporations 
are protected by State charters, and the Congressional co1 trol for all 
purposes excluded. This is the practical fact, although the reason for 
making trans-continental grants to corporations was, chiefly, that the 
roads passed generally through Te: rritories instead of States, and the 
undertaking was national in scope and not limited to State boundaries 

Deceptive charges are also made against the Republican party founded 
upon a contrast, at the present time, be tween the amount of lands em- 
braced in grants made prior to 1861, and the amount granted after that 
date. Such charges ignore the vast diffe ‘rences between the enterprises 
undertaken at the different periods, and the total difference in the con- 
ditions of locality and construction. 

The earlier grants were made in settled States, embracing town 
cities, and villages, where interstate communication was already estab 
lished, where a demand for railroad facilities already existed, and 
where the means of construction were at hand. There was no need 
most, if any, of these grants. The roads could have been built with- 
out them, as far as, an ‘d further than, they were constructed prior to 
1861, and as a rule it may be confidently asserted that none were buil 
then or thereafter until construction was profitable without the aid of 
any land grant. 

In numerous instances, as, for example, the Cedar Rapids and other 
roads in Iowa, the Southwestern and other roads in Missouri, the Ala- 
bama roads, the Arkansas roads, the Florida roads, the Louisiana roads, 
and largely throughout the entire list of distinctive Democratic grants, 
considerable portions of Jands were sold by the original companies as 
soon as certified, and the roads wholly, or in great part, were left to b¢ 
completed, if at all, by some succeeding corporation that had little it 
any benefit from the grant. 

These early grants thus fell into two divisions 
the Illinois Central, were for roads th at pai id fro 
no Federal assistance; and, second, those that were not 
until they would pay without the 


instance. 
and bo 
A difference that might b« 


corporations. 





those that, like 
and needed 
constructed 


as ses the land 


grant, ar c 
were very generally, if not always, sold and the proceeds appropriated 
who built but f 


by original State transferees miles, or none at all, 
of the roads for which the grants we 

The grants of the later period were for roads in wild, unsettled coun- 
try, where consiruction was an untried and hazardous experiment, and 
where the necessity for trans-continental communication was of infinite 
national importance. The inauguration of the Pacific Railroads wasa 
potential factor in saving the Pacific States and Territories from Euro- 
pean invasion and from. the wiles of the Confederacy during the late 
war. 

As a financial proposition the saving to the Government in the 
portation of troops and supplies for its border and Sediew’ service ex- 
ceeded the subsidies granted, while in a still larger economic sense the 
opening of the vast solitude between the Missouri River and the coast 
range of the Pacific Slope to civilization and improvement outweighed 





re ostensibly made. 





beyond comparison the then present or ever prospective value of the | 


Federal donation. 

The Supreme Courtof the United States, construing the Pacific Rail- 
road acts (91 U. 8., 79), thus refers to the causes which led to the Pa- 
cific Railroad grants: 


In construing an act of Congress we are not 
individual members in debate nor to consider the motives which influenced 
them to vote for or against its passage. The act itself speaks the will of Con- 
gress, and this is to be ascertained from the language used ; but the courts, in con- 
struing a statute, may with propriety revert to the history of the times when it 
was passed, and this is frequently necessary in order to ascertain the reason as 
well as the meaning of particular provisions in it. 

Many of the provisions in the original act of 1862 are outside of the usual course 
of legislative action and can not be construed without reference to the circum 
stances which existed when it was passed. The war of the rebellion was in 
progress, and, owing to the complications with E ngland, the country had be- 
come alarmed tor the safe sty of our Pacific possessions. The loss of them was 
feared should the complications result in open rupture; but even if this fear 
were groundless it was quite apparent that we were unable to furnish that de- 
gree of protection to the people occupying them which every government owes 
toitscitizens. Itistruethe threatened danger was happily averted, but wisdom 
points out the necessity of msking suitable provision for the future. 

This could be done in no better way than by the construction of a railroad 
acrossthe continent. Sucharoad would bind together the widely separated parts 
of our common country and furnish a cheapand expeditious mode for the trans- 
portation of troops and supplies. If it did nothing more than afford the re- 
quired protection to the Pacific States, it was fit that the Government, in the 
performance of an imperative duty, could not justly withhold the aid necessary 
to build it, and so strong and perv ading was the opinion that it is by no means 
certain that the people would not have justified Congress if it had departed 
from the then settled policy of the country regarding works of internal improve- 
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Leary, Menzies, Noell, Per Price, Ro of Missouri; Steele, Ward, 
and Webster; while of R saan ins against it e Babbitt iKer, 
Blair, Brown, Buffinton, Chamberlin, Cobb, F. A. Con! g, Diven, 
Dunn, Harregon, Kellogg, Lovejoy, of Illinois; McKnight istin 8. 
Morrill, Morris, Pike, A. G. Porter, of Indiana; Shanks, + ‘ld, 
Thomas, Wadsworth, Walton, A. 8. White, and Woodruff 

Che act of 1864, extending and enlarging the privileges of tl] ant 


was vigorously supported by leading Democrats, among them Laldwin, 
} 


Brooks, of New York; Coffroth, English, of Connecticut; Kalbtfieisch, 
of New York; Julian, of Indiana; Knox, of Missouri; Morr 1 of Dli- 
nols: Myers, Odell, of New York; Ross, of Indiana ). B. Ste W. 
G. Steele, and Sweat. 

The Northern Pacific Railroad bill, passed M 31, 1564, was sup- 
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ported and voted for by the following Democrats in the House of Rep- 
resentatives: Allen, of Illinois; Baldwin, of Missouri; Boyd, Coffroth; 
Eden, of Ilinois; Eldridge, of Wisconsin; Heall, King, Knapp, Lazier, 
McAllister, Nelson, Noble, Odell, Prayn, J. B. Steele, W. G. Steele, 
Sweat; Voorhees, of Indiana, and Ward. 

Of Republicans who voted against the bill were Messrs. Alley, of 
Massachusetts; Baxter, Eckley, Elliott, R. E. Fenton, Hulburt, In- 
gersoll, Littlejohn, Morrill, Orth, Pike, Pomeroy, Schenck, Scofield; 
Spalding, of Ohio; Tracey, E. B. Washburne, Wardsworth, and Wilson, 
of lowa. 

In the Senate the bill passed without opposition, receiving the sup- 
port of the Democrats in that body, including Mr. Hendricks, who 
spoke in its behalf. 

The Atlantic and Pacific grant passed the same way. There was 
not a vote against it in the Senate; in the House many leading Demo- 
crats supported it, and some leading Republicans opposed it. 

The Texas and /’acific grant was passed by the Senate without a 
division, not a Democrat voting against it. In the House it received 
the support and votes of Archer, Axtell, Beck, of Kentucky; Bethune, 
Booker, Buck, Connor, Corker, Dockery, Dox, Duke, Hambleton, 
Hamill, Hamilton, Heflin, Johnson, Jones, Manning, McKenzie, John 
Morrissey, Mungen, Meyers, W. W. Caine, Schumaker, Shober, J. 8. 
Smith, Strader, Swann, Trimble, of Kentucky; Wallace, Wilson, and 
Young, all Democrats. 

SWAMP LAND GRANTS. 

Put, Mr. President, Democratic prodigality never began nor ended 
with grants to railroads. 

The swamp land grant by the acts of 1849 and 1850, and the exten- 
sion of these acts by the acts of 1855 and 1857, mark the most unique 
and extensive scheme for exhausting the public domain that distin- 
guishes both Democratic legislation and Democratic administration. 

The ostensible purpose of the grant was to enable the several States 
to construct the necessary levees and drains to reclaim the swamp and 
overflowed lands within their limits. That it was at once used for the 
purpose of sweeping into collusive private possession, through State 
medium, vast bodies of the public domain, with no intention of carry- 
ing out its professed objects, is evidenced by the alacrity with which 
selections were made, irrespective of the non-swampy or agricultural 
character of lands claimed, and the further fact that neither then nor 
since has any other object than land possession been achieved under the 
operations of the act. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office, in his report for 1887, 
says: 

Many of the States transferred their claims to the counties, and the proceeds 
have been used for the construction of roads, bridges, public buildings, and al- 
miost every purpose other than that intended by Congress. Other States have 
disposed of the lands in large quantities for a small consideration, or granted 
them to railroad and other corporations. But asmall proportion of the proceeds 
has been applied to the reclamation of the land, and the purposes of the grant 
havo generally been ignored and defeated. 

All this has made the grant a prolific source of fraudand corruption, Personal 
interest has prompted the grantees of the States to exert all possible means to 
swell their claims, and their plans have been made largely successful by the aid 
of a Joose administration of the laws. 

Agents undertake the prosecution of the claims upon commissions, amount- 
ing in some cases to 50 per cent. of the proceeds, and, invested with authority 
to represent the State, make selections of land or file claims for indemnity, 
which they insist is due the State, and manage to enlist the Representatives of 
the State in support of theirdemands,. They have thus succeeded in carrying 
their selections through and obtained patents, or money indemnity, for many 
tracts of land which are as valuable for agricultural purposes, or for timber or 
minerals,as any in the United States, apon the alleged ground that the same 
are rendered unfit for cultivation by reason of their swampy character or lia- 
bility to overflow. 

In 1886 he said: 


Most of the States having the original grant under the acts of 1849 and 1850 
made selections in the carly years following the acts of all Jands then claimed 
as swamp, including lands not swamp, to such a degree that Congress was 
called upon to confirm the selections as made, and in 1557 an act was passed for 
this purpose. Notwithstanding the exhaustive selections originally made, 
and the confirmation of selections that ought never to have been made, some 
of the States have since 1860 largely increased their original claims, and addi- 
tional claims are still being presented, 

‘There is little or ho evidence to show that the lands conveyed to the States 
under this grant have ever been appropriated to the purposes for which the 
grant was made. The contemplated levees do not appear to have been con- 
structed from the avails of the granted lands; the lands do not appear to have 
been reclaimed as a result of the grant; but the purposes of the grant would 
seem, generally at least, to have been totally defeated. 

lu some instances the Jands have been sold in bulk for a trifling considera- 
tion; some of the States have given the grant to railroad corporations; in other 
cases the lands are sold to speculative purchasers in advance of selection ; in 
still other cases contracts are entered into, as I am informed, by which the 
parties making the selections and securing the approval of lists are understood 
to receive a percentage as high, in some instances, as 50 percent. of all that can 
be obtained from the United States, either in land or cash indemnity. The 
transferees, or advance purchasers, as the case may be, or the contracting 
agents, or their attorneys, armed with the authority of the State, appear before 
this oflice and Department in the character of State agents, make selections in 
the name of the State, insist upon their approval as the dues of the State, and 
array the influence of State representations in support of the demands of what 
has thus become corporate ond private speculation. It is through such means, 
and not by the States themselves as sovereign commonwealths, that the addi- 
tional and exaggerated claims have been presented under the swamp-land 

rant. Itis not surprising that swamp-land and swamp-land indemnity claims 

yave been greatly augmented when the incitement of corporate and personal 
interest has been made a factor in the instrumentalities of swamp selection and 
the preferment of indemnity claims. 

The latter arise under the acts of 1855 and 1857, which give to the States the 
value at Government price of lands embraced in the swamp-land grant of 1850, 
which, after that date and prior to 1857, were sold l% the United States. It would 
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be presumed that the amount of swamp and overflowed lands unfit for cultiva- 
tion in 1850 sold by the United States and purchased by individuals between 
1850 and 1857, at a period when settlers and purchasers had their choice of the 
best lands in most of the States, would be very small; but claims for cash in- 
demnity, based upon the alleged swampy character of lands pre-empted and 
otherwise purchased fromthe United States between 1850 and 1557, have already 
been allowed to the amount of nearly $1,400,000, and land indemnity has further 
been allowed to the amount of 572,000 acres; and such claims at the present 
time are more freely presented and more importunately urged than at any pre- 
vious period. Efforts have also been made to induce Congress to extend the 
indemnity provisions so as toallow indemnity for lands sold by the Government 
between 1857 and the present date. 

Indemnity is now claimed for numerous tracts of land which were soldas ag- 
ricultural between the years 1850 and 1857, the “State agents’’ alleging recent 
discovery that the lands were swamp in 1850. These claims threaten substan- 
tially the mass of agricultural land sold by the United States between those dates. 
If foundation existed for such claims to any great extent, it must be supposed 
that the settlers of that day chose swamp lands instead of arable lands for farm- 
ing purposes; that the early pioneers, who went to the border line of civiliza- 
tion to make homes upon public lands, deliberately selected and purchased 
swamp and overflowed land, ‘‘rendered thereby unfit for cultivation,” in pref- 
erence to good agricultural land, which was then abundant, and which they 
could have taken at the same price. 


When theswamp-iand act was passed in 1850, the then Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, in response to a resolution of the Senate, 
known as the Corwin resolution, reported that the amount of the pro- 
posed grant was ‘‘a fixed and ascertained amount,’’ and would equal 
about 5,000,000 acres. That statement is repeated in the General Land 
Office report for 1886. Previous to 1861 upwards of 57,000,000 acres had 
been selected and claimed, chiefly prior to 1857, and so generally had 
these selections embraced well-known dry and cultivable lands that the 
beneficiaries of the grant obtained the passage of an act in that year mak- 
ing a wholesale confirmation of the illegal and fraudulent selections, 
The total amount of swamp claims filed up to July 1, 1887, was 77,407,- 
273 acres, equivalent to the combined areaof the States of New Hamp- 
shire, Massachusetts, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Dela- 
ware, although the provisions of the grant apply only to fifteen public- 
land States admitted into the Union prior to 1860. 

The following table from official reports shows the present surveyed. 
areas of the swamp-land States, the amount of land selected and 
claimed under the grant, and the amount thus far actually approved: 

























| 
Name of State. ot eyed Selected. | Approved. 
Arca, | 
| | 
Acres. | Acres. | Acres. 

PAID, vakincncvassstettincscaned pron decinenstitbepaninn 33, 462,115 514, 642. 47 414,810. 31 
Arkansas... ...| 33,410,065 | 8,655;210.10 | 7, 657, 196. 67 
California... ++| 71,983,476 | 1,879,527.18 1, 746, 501. 06 
Florida... ...| 80, 704,578 | 19,571,558.14 | 16, 269, 095. 63 
Illinois... ..| 35,465,093 | 3, 980,204.51 | 1,493,638. 25 
Indiana .. ...| 21,637,760 | 1,367,727.70 | 1,264, 988. 33 
IOWA, 00.0000 ..-| 35,228,800 | 4,557,959.33 | 931,513.55 
Louisiana... .-»| 27,067,762 | 11,760,653.83 | 8,958, 365. 86 
Michigan... ...| 36,128,640 | 7, 293,159.28 | 5,728,842. 91 
Minnesota.. | 42,152,674 | 4,378,757.74 | 3,051, 194.56 
Mississippi ..| 39,179,840 | 3,602,963.30 | 3,825,031, 23 
Missouri . ..| 41, 835, 931 4, 801,183.34 | 4,495,794. 91 
Ohio........ .-| 25,581, 976 116, 766, 28 | 25, 650. 71 
AFIBOOR 5005002000000 desvitedshcdeRabovsa vetiannsinn ded | 39, 704, 639 349, 86,19 129, 325. 67 

Total ...... ieovibnihanie foupainine.aosassennons ountenanes Rsevossnntesereté 77, 407, 278.16 | 58, 820, 868, 16 


| | 





From the foregoing it is seen that one-fourth of the entire urea of 
Arkansas has been selected and claimed under the grant of swamp and 
overflowed lands ‘‘ rendered thereby unfit for cultivation;’’ that one- 
half of the entire area of the State of Florida, and two-thirds of the 
surveyed lands in the State, including, as developed by official investi- 
gations, some of the best and driest lands of the State, have been ap- 
propriated under this act, with 7,000,000 acres of unsurveyed lands, 
embracing the chief swampy areas, still to be heard from; that every 
tenth acre of the prairie State of Illinois and one-eighth of the swamp- 
less State of Iowa are soclaimed; that nearly one-half of the State of 
Louisiana has been seized under cover of the swamp-land grant; that 
one-fifth of Michigan, one-ninth of Mississippi, one-ninth of Missouri, 
and one-eighth of Wisconsin have become the prizes of this piratical 
act, and the Commissioner of the General Land Office states that there 
is no cessation in the continued presentation of those claims. 

It is apparent that swamp claims will not end so long as the United 
States holds any public lands in swamp-grant States, and the agents 
for claimants under the States can purchase or procure the pro forma 
affidavits upon which good agricultural lands are swept into the mael- 
strom of swamp-land grants, while the rapacity with which cash and 
scrip indemnity is claimed for alleged swamp lands sold or disposed of 
by the United States need not be expected to be satisfied until the value 
of all the lands disposed of by the Government during the period in 
which the indemnity provision operates or may be extended shall have 
been taken from the Treasury under contracts with agents and attor- 
neys receiving in some cases as high as 50 per cent. of the plunder for 
their services in ‘‘securing the allowance of indemnity claims.’’ (See 
Land Office Reports 1886, 1887.) 

The total amount of land thus far patented or certified under this 
grant, as shown by the foregoing table, is 58,820,368 acres, a quantity 
larger by 10,000,000 acres than all the public land of the United States 
that has yet been patented or certified to States and corporations for 


railroad purposes. 
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great majority of claims rest upon sitio and fractional grants, many of | ' I t 
them for only sufficient land to plant a few { f wheat, and yet, 
by two acts of Congress, passed December 22, 1858, and June 21, 1860, | 


no less than 55 grant claims were loosely confirmed, in general phrase, 
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over 60,000 acres of exceedingly valuable minera) land which the Mexican Gov- | 

ernment never granted 

FALSE DEMOCRATIC CLAIMS AS TO RESTORATION OF LANDS TO THE PUSLIC 
DOMAIN. 

In view of these facts it is not surprising that the present Adminis- 
tration should seek to divert attention from the past record of its party | 
by a pretended exhibit of virtue in the matter of restoring forfeitable | 
granted lands to the public domain and in such superior administra- 
tion as would prevent frauds under the settlement laws. 

For this purpose the Commissioner of the General Land Office has 
recently put forth an official statement, which has been printed in cir- 
cular form at the public expense and for general distribution, and 
which is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT oF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., May 12, 1888. 
Statement showing the quantity of land actually restored to the public domain, and 


of land recommended for recovery by the action of the General Land Office and Sec- 
retary of the Interior, from March 4, 183%, to May 12, 1888. 


| Total acreage 


Acreage. 
= restored, 


e - . angen —_— — | — sneer a 


| 

} 

| 
Lands actually restored to the public domain, | . 
Acres. Acres. 

j 

| 

| 

} 

| 


Lands in granted railroad limits restored........... 2, 108, 417.33 
Forfeitures of railroad grants under acts of Con- 

EOBB 000000 cccvesscccccvesescoveceves seccessesconceccorsssccssoeseeses 28, 253, 347. 00 
Railroad indemnity lands restored....................0+ | 21, 323, 600. 00 | 


Private land claims—withdrawn lands restored ..| 576, 000, 00 
Entries under pre-emption, homestead, timber | 
culture, desert, mineral, and timber land laws 
canceled in re ‘gular course of examination and 
proceedings in General Land Office for aban- 
donment, illegality. and other causes........ 
Invalid State selections (internal improvements 
BNE PUMRID ) ov cvserenscccscenrsocncscocnsntnuptatmadomeevedeosies | 


} 
| 
| 





27, 460, 608. 74 


968, 747.52 








Total actually restored tothe public domain | | 
and opened to entry and settlement.........)....cceseeee seseseee 80, 690, 720, 59 


Recovery of lands recommended. 
Lands within railroad grants recommended for 


recovery: 
Recovery of land recommended and pend- 


ing for review of Secretary ...........00sesee+ese00s 12, 300. 00 
Recovery of land recommended and pend- | 
ing on appeal before the Secretary.............. | 1,500,000. 00 


Suits recommended for the recovery of land.. 
Railro :d forfeitures under bills now before 
CIE vances coeicivecimitientresinccsindariacieis omnes #54, 323, 996. 00 
Private land claims: 
Recommendations to Congress to reject 


818, 687.18 


a : | 

claims heretofore fayorably reported........... 15 | 

Resurveys ordered reducing area of claims... . 00 | 
Suits recommended to vacate patents .. 00 





Lands forfeited in Oregon and recommended. for } 
recovery under grants for military wagon- | 
' 








RE cc cersestdiersbenisiamenrsnardbatsinatinriaetnalamanen 2, 368, 320.00 | 
Total recommended for recovery............++000|s++0++-seessesesseeeeee | 65,020, 538. 33 

Grand total actually restored to the public | | 
domain and recommended for recovery...’ ..............00 Seek 145, 711, 258. 92 


*U onder the bill which recently passed the Senate the quantity of land for- 
feited will equal 5,627,436 acres, but the aggregate quantity forfeited under the 
bills of the two Houses, if adopted, will equal 54,323,996 acres, as above. 


The above statement has been compiled from the official records of the Gen 
eral Land Office. 

S. M. STOCKSLAGER, Commissioner. 

A brief analysis of the foregoing ‘‘ statement,’’ is sufficient to expose 
ils utter falsity. 

In the Land Office Report for 1887 (page 113) the items are given 
which make up the aggregate of 2,108,417.33 acres, classified in this 
statement as ‘‘ lands in granted railroad limits restored.’’ These items 
are as follows: 

Lands in granted railroad limits restored. 








Name of road, Location. Acres, Remarks. 
i. — siaeeaniaeemeimmeammenatanieaaaaae 
Southern Pacific ......| California, with- 550,000.00 | Commissioner's decision 


| 


in forfeited lim- April 4, 1885; affirmed by 
its of Texasand | Secretary of the Interior 
Pacific Railroad | November 2, 1885. 
Atlantic and Pacific, | California ......... | 1,500,000.00 |} Commissioner’s decisiow 
from San Buena- | July 13, 1886; affirmed by 
ventura to San / the Secretary of the In- 
Francisco, Cal. terior March 23, 1886. 
Northern Pacific......! Washington 32,400.00 | Commissioner's decision 
| Territory. September 13, 1886; af- 
firmed by Secretary of 
a nae October 18, 


Sioux City and St. | Iowa..............000. 26,017.33 | Commissioner’s recom- 

Pau), mendation February 17, 
| 1887; affirmed by Secre- 
tary of the Interior Sep- 
tember 12,1 





ee Irtcersovedonsnnennels | 2,108, 417.33 
~ Now let us see @ prec isely what lands were actually restored to the 
public domain in the cases and by the decisions and action above re- 
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ferred to, and how much and to whom the credit, if any, should be 
riven. 

The Sonthern Pacific and Texas and Pacifie roads had a joint grant 
thin conilicting limits where the former road crossed the route of the 
ter, both — having been made on the same day and by the same 
act of Conzress (16 Stats., 573). The rule of the Department and of 

the courts in such a case is that each road takes a moiety. 

Congress, by act approved February 28, 1885, before Mr. Cleveland 
took office, forfeited the Texas Pacific land grant. Commissioner Sparks 
construed the act as forfeiting so much of the earned lands of the South- 
ern Pacific Railway Company as lay within the common limits. This 
is not the law, but even if it is the credit belongs to Congress and a Re- 
publican administration. 

The next item which goes to make up the list of alleged restored 
lands is 1,500,000 acres on the projected line of the Atlantic and Pacific 
road in California, between San Buenaventura and San Francisco. 

The Commissioner held that the act of Congress did not make a grant 
for that portion of the line. This was an inheritance, not a discovery, 
the cireuit court of California having previously so held, and the lands 
were moreover embraced in pending | forfeiture proceedings before Con- 
gress which had been commenced under the prior (Republican) admin- 
istration, and which were consummated a few months after the depart- 
mental decisions were made. 

The third item going to make up this total of ‘‘ restored ’’ lands is the 
claim that 32,400 acres in Washington Territory were ‘‘ saved ”’ by ad- 
hering to a former ruling of the Department made under Republican 
administration. No lands were, however, saved in this instance, for 
what the railroad company lost by rectification of line on one side it 
gained on the other. 

The last item of alleged ‘‘ restoration of lands in railroad granted 
limits’’ is the claim of the recovery of 26,017.33 acres which were sur- 
rendered by the State of lowa. As the proceedings to this end were 
begun underthe administration of Secretary Teller and Mr. McFarland, 
and merely completed in due course under the present Administration, 
there is no original virtue in this claim. 

The 2,108,417.33 acres claimed to have been restored to the public 
domain from railroad granted limits under this Administration is there- 
fore in truth and in fact reduced to a very intangible minimum. 

The second claim of ‘‘lands actually restored to the public domain”’ 
is placed under the head of Congressional forfeitures, footing up to the 
asserted aggregate of 28,253,347 acres. 

On September 8, 1887, Commissioner Sparks reported (Land Office 

Report, 1887, page 113) that the total of Congressional forfeitures since 
March 4, 1885, was 6,849,760 acres, being the lands of the Atlantic and 
Pacific Railroad Company forfeited by act approved July 6, 1886. No 
act of forfeiture has been passed by Congress since the date of that re- 
port, yet Mr. Stockslager, in his official campaign document, asserts 
that Congressional forfeitures since March 4, 1885, amount to 28,253, - 
347 acres, or 21,403,587 acres more than reported by Mr. Sparks for the 
same period of time. Where does this difference of more than 21,000, - 
000 acres come from? Not from acts of Congress, for, as already stated, 
no forfeiture acts have since been passed. Has Mr. Stockslager gath- 
ered up all the legislative acts passed under Republican administrations 
previous to March 4, 1885, and feloniously appropriated them to the 
credit of the present Administration? It would seem that this is pre- 
cisely what he has done, since the aggregate of the forfeitures previous 
to March 4, 1885, amount to 21,358,720 acres, or substantially the in- 
crease made by Mr. Stockslager over his predecessor’s statement. 

The only other alternative is to suppose a deliberate falsification of 
the official estimates reported by Commissioner Sparks. 

Now let us see exactly what has been done under Republican and 
under Democratic administrations in the matter of the forfeiture of 
railroad land grants. 

The first forfeiture act was passed July 14, 1870, declaring the for- 
feiture of the grant of 1856 for the New Orleans, Opelousas and Great 
Western Railroad in Louisiana, covering a nominal area of 967,840 
acres, 

By bill of June 15, 1874, the Stockton and Copperopolis Railroad 
grant in California, embracing 320,000 acres, was declared forfeited; 
and the Placerville and Sacramento Valley Railroad grant in Califor- 
nia, embracing 200,000 acres, was declared forfeited by the act of April 
15, 1874. The act of July 24, 1876, declared a forfeiture of lands 
granted to the State of Kansas for the Leavenworth, Lawrence and 
Galveston Railroad Company, the original grant being estimated at 
260,000 acres. 

The next railroad forfeitures under Republican administration were 
those of the Forty-eighth Congress, preceding the present Administra- 
tion, and embraced the forfeiture of the Oregon Central Railroad grant 
(act January 31, 1885), 810,880 acres, the forfeiture of the Texas and 
Pacific Railroad grant (act February 28, 1885), 18,500,000 acres, and 
the forfeiture of the Iron Mountain Railroad grant in Missouri (act 
June 28, 1884), 300,000 acres. 

Legislation, in accordance with the recommendation of President 
Arthur, proposing the forfeiture of the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad 
grant, embracing a nomina: area of 23,871,360 acres, but an estimated 
actual area of about 6,000,000 acres, was first introduced, and in both 
Houses of Congress, in 1884. Each House passed a bill, but on account 
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The account current stands as follows: 


Railroad forfeitures under Republican administrations 7 
Acres restored under Republican administrations. 


Forfeitures commenced under Republican and completed under 
Democratic administration ............ ..cccccecesseeees pdeoisdetodsevmecsenns 1 
Acres restored under forfeitures commenced under Republican and 
completed under Democratic administration . 





Total forfeitures aki 
Total acres restored........ 





Forfeitures wholly under Democratic administration 
Acres restored 


But during the period covered by the term of the present Democratic 
Administration the Republican Senate has vainly endeavored to secure 
the passage of an act forfeiting the unearned lands of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad in Oregon and Washington Territory, being the lands on the 
unconstructed Columbia River line, and the lands on the then uncon- 
structed branch line through the center of Washington Territory, aggre- 





) 
acres of the Northern Pacific grant id perhaps half as much 


other grants above mentioned. 








The next item in the ‘‘ campaign list’’ of Commissioner St 
is *‘ railroad indemnity lands restored, 21,3 ucTES It t 
limits, established either by law or executive order, are area i 
which railroad companies might t lands to make up f cs 
within granted limits. As has heretofore been shown, it was the prac 
tice of Democratic administrations to withdraw lands in bu cut , 


off all settlement and other entries until the railroad compat 


tained full satisfaction of itsclaim. ‘This finally d1 
drawal of a small area adjoining the grant on each side 

the grant was satisfied, the indemnity lands 1 ining w 
stored to market. This wasthe performance of a i 
duty, as simple as the issue of a patent toa settler in duec 


this way a number of grants had been finally settled under R 
administrations, the indemnity lands restored and the accou 


But unless the Land Office was corrupt or negligent, even if t 
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nity lands were not formally restored, they could never go to the rail- 
road company beyond its legal rights, but remained the property of the 
Government ina state of reservation, so that the formal opening of 
them to settlement, which is what is meant by the word ‘‘restoration,’’ 
did not necessarily ‘‘ restore’’ anything to the Government which it 
did not alre udy have. 

Even if the term ‘‘ restoration’’ had anything but this Pickwickian 


meaning, yet the results claimed by Mr. Stockslager are conspicuously | 


fallacious and untrae. He obtains his aggregate of lands ‘‘ restored’’ 
by ing a6 lands taken from the railroads and subjected to general 
selti-ment all odd sections within the withdrawn limits. 


very large portion ther sout 50 per cent.) were either disposed by 


the Unit tates prior to the railroad grants or from natural causes 
are i 1 the ground. In other words, these acres did not 
exist jor the order to operate upon. And of the remaining moiety, the 
railroad companies are shown in the official pamphlet published by 


Seerctary Lamar, and entitled ‘‘ Railroad Indemnity Withdrawals,’’ 
to have exhibited a shortage of over 20,000,000 acres, and to have either 
selecied years ago all of said remaining moiety in satisfaction of that 
+, or were allowed additional time to complete selections before 
pretended restorations should become operative. The matter is, how- 
ever, conclusively disposed of by the fact that by the express terms of 
said alleved orders of ‘‘restoration’’ all applications of settlers to enter 
the linds embraced therein were to be ‘‘held subject to the claim of! 
the company, of which claim theapplicant must be distinctly informed, 
and memoranda thereof entered upon his papers.’’ So that the avowed 
purpose of the pretended orders of ‘‘ restoration’’ was not to open a 
roud to the acquisition of settlement titles to lands so recovered to the 
Government as to be subject to clear disposal, but rather to invite set- 
tiers to an interminable lawsuit with powerful corporations whose 
claim to the lands is declared in the invitation to be paramount. 

Early in the Forty-ninth Congress it became evident that there was 
a ‘‘play’’ going on between Commissioner Sparks, of the General Land 
Ollice, and his superior, the Secretary of the Interior, whereby the or- 
dinary processes of adjustment of land grants were being impeded and 
the interests of the railroads subserved, One of the favorite measures 
of the Commissioner, and which he heralded in his annual reports for 
1885 and 1886, as comprehending a ‘‘recovery’’ to the public domain 
of 10,000,000 acres of public land, was what he styled a ‘‘ rectification 
of the lateral limits of railroad land grants.’’ 

Ie asserted that a greater quantity of land had been included in the 
withdrawals than were embraced in the grants, which alleged excess 
he estimated as averaging 500 acres per mile, In his report for 1885 
he said: 

The total length of constructed and unconstructed land-grant road for which 


withdrawals have been made exceeds 20,000 miles. Atan average rate of 500 
acres per mile, the aggregate area of overdrawn lands will amount to 10,000,000 


acres, which vast amount has hitherto been treated as the absolute property 
of (he corporations, but is in fact public land of the United States, recoverable 
to the public domain, 

Here was a splendid promise of land saving well calculated to im- 
press the country with the conviction that the Land Department was in 
safe hands under the Administration. 

The decision which the Commissioner rendered in pursuance of his 
theory was, of course, appealed to the Secretary by the railroad com- 
pany which was thereby threatened with loss. Meanwhile all adiust- 
ments of land grants were suspended, settlers were complaining that 
they were prevented from going upon lands unnecessarily held for in- 
demuity, and a grave suspicion arose that in some way a game of hat- 
tledore and shuttlecock was going on between the Commissioner and 
Secretary which meant profit to the railroads and loss to the public. 
To meet this condition of things Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, a Repub- 
lican, introduced into the House a bill requiring the Secretary of the 
Interior to proceed forthwith in the adjustment of unadjusted land 
grants, and providing means whereby lands which had been or should 
be improperly conveyed to or for the benefit of railroad companies 
might be recovered. This bill finally became a law March 3, 1887. 
Although only requiring in the matter of land-grant adjustment what 
the law already authorized, and what had already been practiced by 
former administrations, it seems to have been the means of accelerat- 
ing the work of the Interior Department somewhat, for within a week 
after its passage the Secretary decided the case so long before him on 
appeal from the Commissioner heretofore referred to, involving rectifi- 
cation of withdrawal limits. The Commissioner was, of course, over- 
ruled, it being neither the first nor the last decision by the Secretary 
which gave to railroads their entire claim upon public lands. The ad- 
jiustment provided by the act did not, however, proceed with very great 
rapidity, for it was not until the August following that any order was 
issued revoking indemnity withdrawals with a view to final accounting. 
Meanwhile the railroad companies had had ample notice of the pro- 
posed action and had selected every possible acre of land within in- 
demnity limits. 

The whole of this claim of ‘‘ railroad indemnity lands restored,’’ so 
far as it relates to action initiated by the Department or to any of the 
steps taken or things done by this Administration, is void of founda- 
tion. A law of Congress became necessary to compel the Interior De- 
partment to proceed promptly to adjust land grants and restore un- 
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earned lands to the public domain so that they could be taken by act- 
ual settlers; it was passed, was hesitatingly obeyed, has not yet been 
wholly complied with, and the railroads were shown every possible 
favor under it. The fact is that the dilatory action of the Department, 
coupled with the favor shown the railroads in the matter of selections, 
enabled the companies to select practically all the lands within in- 
demnity as well as within granted limits, and it is doubtful if even so 
much as 1,000,000 acres of land were actually restored even nominally 
But whatever of good followed 
the passage of the law is due, not to the Administration, but to Con- 
gress and to the initiative and work of Republicans in that bedy. 

The next item is that of 576,000 acres, claimed to have been restored 
from withdrawal on account of a private land claim in New Mexico. 
This is known as the ‘* Nolan grant,’’ which was settled some years 
since by Congress, and the release of the lands from withdrawal was a 
mere ministerial duty following the legislative act, to be performed 
whenever the question of their disposition rose. The actual restora- 
tion was, therefore, effected by prior legislation, and not, as the public 
would be led to believe, by the executive acts of the present Adminis- 
tration, even if it had the power to usurp legislative functions. 

ihe next item of claimed ‘‘restoration of lands to the public do- 
main’’ exhibits an assumption of publicignorance which may be proper 
as applied to the Democratic party. 

This is the statement that 27,460,608 acres of land have been “‘act- 
ually restored’’ from the cancellation of ‘‘entries under pre-emption, 
homestead, timber-culture, desert, mineral, and timber-land laws, can- 
celed in the regular course of examination and proceedings in the General 
Land Office for abandonment, illegality, and other causes,’’ 

The gross misrepresentation in this paragraph does not consist alone 
in the guess-work of aggregate amount, which, being incapable of veri- 
fication, may, for the same reason, be thought to be incapable of au- 
thentic rebuttal, and therefore safe from exposure, but consists, first, 
in the assertion that such cancellations are a consequence of the “ regu- 
lar course of cxatnination and proceedings in the General Land Office,’’ 
which implies oflicial scrutiny and the exercise of judgment and dis- 
cretion in official action; and, second, in asserting that the result of 
such cancellations is a ‘‘ restoration”’ of this great body of public lands 
to public entry. 

It is well known that the major part, certainly not less than 90 per 
cent., probably more nearly 99 per cent., of all the cancellations re- 
corded in the General Land Office for the past eight years are cancella- 
tions on ‘‘ voluntary relinquishment.’’ 

Usually this means that the entryman has sold his improvements to 
an intending settler who enters upon the land at once, and it there- 
fore never goes even formally ‘‘ back to the public domain.’’ No one 
but the purchaser gets the benefit of the cancellation of the entry, and 
therefore there was no, and could be no, actual restoration to the pub- 
lic domain. But suppose that the entryman abandoned without sale 
to a succeeding settler; the land became again subject to entry without 
any affirmative action of the Land Office, which might just as well 
claim the credit for the early and latter rain which falls upon the lands 
of the Government as well as those upon those of the settler, as to claim 
that it had ‘‘restored’’ lands to which the title was already in the Govy- 
ernment, and which, having been delivered into the possession of a 
settier, he had of his own volition abandoned. 

Whether, therefore, the volume of cancellations or relinquishment 
amounts to 27,000 acres or 27,000,000 acres in a given period adds 
nothing to the efficiency or merit of the conduct of the Land Office and 
nothing to net results of administrative action. 

It is rather an evidence of the extent to which the present Adminis- 
tration has discouraged and extinguished settlement claims. 

A certain but comparatively small proportion of entries are always 
and necessarily canceled ‘‘in the regular course of examination and 
proceedings in the General Land Office for abandonment, illegality, 
and other causes,’’ chiefly as the result of individual contests; but these 
seldom imply a ‘‘ restoration ’’ to the publicdomain. They imply sim- 
ply that of two claimants to a tract of land one is adjudged to have a 
better right, and the entry of the losing party is canceled, usually, how- 
ever, saving his right to make another entry elsewhere. 

The annual report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
for 1887 lets the cat out of the bag completely as to the false pretense 
of these alleged restorations. He says: 


Under the timber-culture laws relinquishments of entries and the making of 
entries for the purpose of selling relinquishments is a business of great magni- 
tude and an unqualified abuse of the privilege of the laws. The same tracts of 
land are entered and relinquished over and over again. Generally in each case 
anew entry is filed simultaneously with the presentation of a relinquishment 
of the former; and the process goes on indefinitely. Meanwhile the lands are 
held from settlement and remain uninhabited, unimproved, and uncultivated. 


The comment upon this subject made in a recent issue of the New 
York Tribune is too good to be lost and makes the exposure complete: 


The Commissioner then cites a number of examples from the official records. 
In one case the same 160 acres in Nebraska had been “entered ’’ six times and 
“ relinquished and canceled " five times in the last eight years, four of the en- 
tries and three of the relinquishments having been filed under the present Ad- 
ministration. In another case,in Dakota, 160 acres had been “ entered” and 
“ relinquished and canceled "’ fivetimes. Itappears thatthe ingenious but not 
ingenuous Democratic mathematicians have taken these and thousands of 
cases and counted each of them as many times as they were “ relinquished and 


‘ 











NS 


aad 


i 


ieee ies ee hee teas. aie 








ee 
. 
awe 
\ 
' 
a 
‘ 
a 


< 
< é l y 
8 rl ) 
ow ‘ Y ‘ 
} j 

1 
} 

1wa 






































Ir} Y ti Tt » 7 I ! 
1 have nif the f had ; 
1 and cla rm 
\ ( unted, it I rs | 
wre e ‘ Iq a y y 
h ited u i 5 = 
r the | } 
I iol il Land O e Com r | 
done well. He might have gone further and made expiation for tl 
original Democratic fraud the passage of the swamp-land a 
What he now claims credit f 3 for ordinary diligence in seeing t ; 
the Government is not defrauded In most cases, however, I 
Office will grant to the State indemnity for lands taken by sett : es 
that the Government is not likely to gai: event : : 
‘These items comy 1). 720. ‘ it i ull i I ‘ , 
this remarkable ci 7s tored to the p 
domain and openet ttlement This claim who = 
false, as the foregoin 0 ul data intly pro : ei 
It is not only false, but fraudulent { was p rth with inte 
——< “ 
I 1 R : l led,’’ in t] pare 
n, apnea I ible rade by ci , aaa 
which never v j 1 t | 1-holes of the | © 
except In cases, to [ erruled by |} > 
q untity of la wed | yus ‘“buncom 
1 Congress ¢ t e never I I 
, ecisla sitio? tl credit soug] 
P anata’ *a latio .. , 65,020,5 ‘ nae 
hil ip Dp ense . : 
f 12, U res 1S 0 iclent I it to } : : ' 
litem of 1,500,00¢ land med for : 
road extending { 1] Oregon, to Tacoma 
the General id e decided ; inst the « ny uc t 
! ersed him and the company gets the land, and 
reversal occurred before St ager’scircular wasissued. The , 
commenced for the recovery of land’’ have only] r rect S 
the Commissioner and not « <tensively concurred 1 by the Sex ae 
The ultimate authority in the Depa nt not yet S ; 
these applications, and if he should appre nd order suits he would | ' pete 
only be obeying the direction of the land-grant ad tment actof 1 
heretofore referred to. But the great claim i 1a int of ‘‘railroad a 
forfeiture bills before Congress,’’ the assumption being that tl a 
have been ‘‘recommended.’’ Recommended by whom? By the Pr yor ' 
ident? His only recommendation on this subject was contained h 0p te 
ge of Decemb in which id, referring to the outstand- | ‘ , 
unearned land m > to aid in building r: oads : : 

; ithful applicatior e undiminished eds o -. npr 
struction and perfect roads, an honest disch : ' 
and entire justice to all the people in the enjoy nt of t 
highways of travel is all the public asks, and it will be ex ! ) 

It will be observed that Mr. Cleveland does not f 
forfeited at all, and only wants unearned lands t | 
body who will complete the railroads. Has the \- 

3 terior recommended these forfeitures? Not at a , lit ‘ t ‘ 
do the recommending which cuts so large a figure in Mr. Stockslager’ : yr in Ww i I J ( 
circular? Why, the }: Commissione! the General Land Office, | |} ncy eloque gued t > In 

put out under circumstances of special indignity. The Administration | | led in an« ra t t 
has actually crawled under his skirts in order to hide its own delin- | p! line before the ¢ e by< 
quencies and to claim virtue on the public-land question. Two-thirds | not tanding all the work « é 
of these lands have been earned by the construction of road, and so, | dat umed in the granting for ‘ 








S876 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—SENATE. SEPTEMBER 24, 





titled to all the lands embraced within the limitsof the grant as though 
the road had been completed in time. 

This was the decision of Mr. Cleveland’s first Secretary of the In- 
terior, and his first appointee to the Supreme bench, but the responsi- 
bility was not that alone nor chiefly of Mr. Lamar, for the decision he 
rendered was dictated or at least concurred in by the determination ot 


ry 


a Cabinet meeting, ut which, of course, the President presided. Th 


was also followed by the issuance of patents bearing the President’s | 


signature. ‘The decision of the Secretary was a denial of the position 
of the Democratic House and an aflirmance of that of the Senate. 
it will be seen that a Democratic President has perpetrated what a 
Democratic House denominates ‘‘ robbery of the public domain for the 
benefit of a railroad company.’’ And yet the Administration is seek- 
ing retention in power on the false pretense that it is engaged in ‘‘ re 
covering ’’ lands instead of conveying them to railroad companies, and 
is availing itselfof the falsehoods of the Stockslager circular as a means 
to that end. 

The Secretary followed his decision in the foregoing case to its logical! 
conclusion, and on the application of the Wisconsin Central Railroad 
Company also conveyed to that corporation several hundred thousand 
acres of land on account of road built out of time. 


If legislative non-action continues much longer the Democratic In- | 


terior Department co-operating with the railroad companies will have 
removed all occasion for the forfeiture of railroad land grants by ab- 
sorbing all that remains. 

lt may be mentioned, in passing, that the quarrel between the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and Sparks about the first-mentioned grant oc- 
casioned the removal of the latter. Sparks was determined to delay 
the certification of lands so they could not go to patent until after Con- 
gress had assembled, when he intended to secure the introduction of a 
resolution into the House which would stop the whole proceeding. 

The Secretary heard of this, and put sufficient force at work in order 
to have the certification completed before the assembling of Congress, 
so that no impediment should be put in the way of the acquisition ot 
this great body of land by the railroad company. But meanwhile 
Sparks was dismissed, and while the patents did not actually issue until 
alter Congress met, the backbone of opposition to ‘‘railroad robbery ot 
the public lands’’ had been broken by Sparks’s deposition, and the lead- 
ing Democratic members of the House who had been associated in the 
public prints with the project of a resolution to stop the issue of pat- 
ents seemed to find discretion the better part of valor, and the subject 
was allowed to drop; but the howl about ‘‘ Democratic land reform ”’ 
seems to continue louder than ever, perhaps with intent to conceal from 
public notice the action of the Democratic Administration. 

The narrative of performance under the head of ‘‘ private land 
claims’’ is of the same pretentious character. Congress has been rec- 
ommended to reject certain private land claims. While a confirmation 
by Congress is legal and effective, a rejection by Congress of a private 
Jand claim would not be conclusive or even detrimental to the final 
allowance of the claim by its courts where its validity must finally be 
determined. As I have heretofore shown, such of the private land 
claims as have been confirmed were so done by Congress under Dem- 
ocratic rule. Since that time Congress has practically confirmed no 
private land grants, and none, not even the best and most satisfactorily 
proven, could be got through in that way, even with the favorable 
recommendation of the Commissioner. In due time Congress will cre- 
ate a tribunal to confirm or reject all such claims as may be outstand- 
ing, according as they may be shown to be good or bad. The ‘‘recom- 
mendation’’ of the Commissioner is, therefore, superfluous, to say the 
least. 

Concerning the last item in the Commissioner’s circular, that of 
‘ands forfeited in Oregon and recommended for recovery under grants 
for military wagon-roads, 2,368,320 acres,’’ it is only necessary to say 
that early in the last Congress the Senate passed a bill directing suit to 
be brought to set aside the certification made to the State of Oregon 
for these lands. The title having passed from the United States can 
only be vacated and the land restored to the Government by the judg- 
ment of a court of competent jurisdiction. The House did not act on 
’ the Senate bill, and it fell with the close of Congress. At the present 
session the Senate has again passed the same bill, but upto date it has 
not received action in the House. After the passage of the foregoing 
bill the second time in the Senate the President sent to Congress a 
message recommending the forfeiture of the same lands, apparently 
having overlooked the action of the Senate. His recommendation is 
somewhat belated at the best, but the necessity for something on which 
to base a claim that this is a reform administration perhaps warrants 
the unscrupulous use made of it. 

‘There is not a material statement contained in Mr. Stockslager’s 
circular which is not false in fact. 

Something, of course, had to be done to make performance apparently 
equal promise. Great things had been declared as certain to result in 


the way of land reform if only the Democracy were brought into power. 
It is not in evidence that the President has or had any sympathy with 
the kind of land reform the Democratic party talked so much about 
before the election. 
quoted and hissubsequentactions show. 


Quite the contrary, as his message hereinbefore 
Butall the clamor made could 


Thus | 


not be permitted to go for naught and acknowledged to have been with- 
out basis. So Mr. Sparks was appointed Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, a person who knew nothing whatever about the public- 
land system and had no special qualifications for the discharge of the 
legitimate duties of the place. But he was suspicious, querulous; a 
man who could, on paper at least, make mountains out of mole-hills, 


is | and who possessed one especial qualification for the performance of what 





as expected of him—he thoroughly hated the Republican party and 
| all its works. 

As might have been expected, Mr. Sparks first voided his malice on 
the settlers of the West and Northwest, in whose acquisition of a quar- 
ter-section each of the public land he saw evidence of fraud, and all of 
whom he treated, so far as in his power, as thieves. Nothing in the 
history of the Government has been more outrageous than the perse- 
cution of frontier settlers under Mr. Sparks’s administration. It has 
been claimed for him that he was sincere, but misguided; but how he 
could have been sincere while venting his spleen on settlers, and at 
the same time winking at the acquisition by speculators of millions of 
acres of valuable lands in the South, I leave to those who defend him 
to determine. He could not have been more sectional and discrimi- 
nated more largely in favor of the South if he had been Jeff Davis him- 
| self. He made furious onslaught on the swamp-land act and its ad- 
| ministration, but his illustrations were ail drawn from comparatively 
infinitesimal fraud which he claimed to have found in Oregon, Minne- 
sota, and Iowa, ignoring completely the immense frauds which he well 
knew to exist in Florida, Arkansas, and the other Southern swamp- 
land States. It may be said in his favor that he made many decisions 
against railroad companies affecting their rights to lands; but they 
were promptly appealed from and as promptly revoked by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. He filled the newspapers with accounts of what 
he was doing in the way of reclaiming public lands from railroad com- 
panies, and the Administration claimed and got the credit. It also 
saved its bacon with the companies through the action of the Secre- 
tary, and the companies and the Administration took good care that 
the newspapers should not be filled with accounts of the Secretary’s 
action in their favor. 

The Secretary represented the President; what he did was the act of 
the President, and therefore final. The arrangement between Sparks 
and the President was therefore practically what Frederick the Great 
said existed between him and his subjects. ‘‘ They say what they 
please; Idowhat I please.’’? Noexception was taken to Sparks’s.claims 
in the newspapers concerning lands ‘‘ restored to the public domain,”’ 
nor to his oppression of the helpless settlers. They were chiefly in the 
Territories and in Republican States; they were isolated, poor, and could 
make no noise loud enough to be heard in the national arena, while the 
railroad companies could contribute, as they already had, to campaign 
expenses and control significant votes in the doubtful States. And thus 
the sham contest went on between Commissioner and Secretary; but 
the latter finally became weary at the necessity forso much overruling, 
and the former, becoming nettled at the impatient expressions of the 
Secretary, took issue with him concerning the effect of a decision by 
which he had been overruled in his efforts to ‘‘ restore ’’ about 400,000 
acres of land to the public domain claimed by the St. Croix and Lake 
Superior Railroad Company, heretofore referred to. -This was too much 
for the Secretary. The settlers were nothing, but when the sacred 
‘*ri¢hts ’’ of a railroad company to public lands were touched, not for- 
mally but in earnest, it was too much, and Sparks’s head rolled in the 
basket without a moment’s delay. And thus ended Sparks; but the 
false pretenses of the Administration did not die with him, for the 
‘‘recommendations ’’ which he made, and which were either overruled 
or pigeon-holed, are made the basis of claim to reform in the adminis- 
tration of the public-land system. Paraphrasing a declaration made 
in the Chicago convention which first nominated Mr. Cleveland, they 
‘*love Sparks for the recommendations he made.”’ 

During the delivery of Mr. PLUMb’s speech as given above, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAxgrisin the chair), The hour 
of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the 
Senate the special order, which is the bill (S. 994) to amend and en- 
large the act approved June 18, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for 
the distribution of the awards made under the convention between the 
United States of America and the Republic of Mexico, concluded on 
the 4th day of July, 1868.”’ 

Mr. STEWART. I ask that that may be temporarily laid aside 
until the Senator from Kansas concludes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Nevada asks unan- 
imous consent of the Senate that the special order be laid aside. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none; and itissoordered. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas will proceed. 

Mr. PLumB concluded his speech as already given. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Maine yield to me that I may 
give a notice? 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to state that the speech of the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] contains statements that I had not expected him 
to make in regard to the public lands of the country. I prefer, how- 
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rt to see the speech in ] t be y nd I otice tl] d v it t t sage 6, to ins 
tan early day | propos« to a ess t . ite UT tl same subf wt S « I t : » offi- 
and in reply to the remarks ma ) 1e Se yr from |] $ S se being ad 
I N a AI . Al Od I tof saiaries 
ir. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration « 
the bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to supply deticie ent Wi ae 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and f t : 
rior years r otl i Ost — vee e 
rl 2m t10N WAS agre dt ' ; \ e acs ¢ <oem 
} . tta, India, 
AWARDS UNDER MEXICAN TREATY at aaa 
Mr. MORGAN. The special order set for to-day is Senate bill 994 .- + pos duty at Cal- 
relative to the case of the Weil claim against Mexico. ; 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Chat has been laid before the Senate aan : : : : : : 5 4tes : 
Mr. MORGAN. I desire to say that I had an agreement with the | . nex Doemonse Wi Cll DRY o t, ALLE! a oe 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHeErs], who is absent from the Sen- | 0 Strike out © poUU™ and by 426.5 50 ) make the clause 
ate and has been for some days, that I would not call up that bill in 
@ his absence, and I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that ’ ela to t 
may be made a special order for this day wee se ' ee . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama asks ate ee aoew : ie aie ‘ 
unanimous consent that the special order laid before the Senate at next amend iS { { ) ‘ 
i o'clock may be made the special order for this d week at 2 o’ cloc . F s ' is -s a — ; ~ . 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. ; os he male = eal ahah tha 
RELATIONS WITH GREAT BRITAIN AND CANADA ; ae i cece 1 we adinie oad : 
: Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB] desired to . eae oar tails od 
make his remarks this morning upon a bill relating to the public lands, | ; ~ La eee 
and [ yielded to him in the morning hour when I had the right to the so ea 
floor upon the resolution of the Senator trom Ohio | Mr. SHERMAN]. 1 ; os we 7. after lit i Reieeel 
respectfully ask the Senate to allow that resolution to be called up in : ; 
the morning hour to-morrow at the conclusion of the routine business. : oe iat inten aiid 
fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order has been already made ry e act approved August 9, 1888, 
The resolution will be called up in the current morning business t é 1 per year, being for 
morrow, : S . t ao ty e nec sary 
MONUMENT OF BURGOYNE’S SURRENDER 
Mr. EVARTS. Will the Senator from Maine yield to me? : eee 
Mr. HALE. For what purpose? : oe d Fe — 
Mr. EVARTS. I ask the Se rto y eld for a moment If it i " er Se , . 
take time, of course I will not press the bill 1 wish to call up. ' 
Mr. HALE. I yield for a moment. . nd t was. on 1 a the heading “* Miscella- 
Mr. EVARTS. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideratiom of | , re ' afte 1] 
the bill (S. 3460) to appropriate $10,000 for the completion of the mon , j entails 
ument commemorating the surrender of Burgoyne at Saratoga ' ‘ uti, « ) tof a certified check, drawn by Sol. 
By unanimous co the Senate in Committee of the Whoie I I i, which failed 
proceeded to consider the bill , IK oe ; . : tnt a ‘ 
, The bill was reported to the Senate wi amendment, ordered to Chatany dividends that have been y wred on this a 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. lintot freasury, $1,5 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. om olan ein ¢ me ee e 
i The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 7 . ‘ a te asides 11 ™ 
bill (H. Kt. 10896) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the g r ; 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior ; , 5 a i detec- 
, years, and for other purposes. ; 5 S : 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with b Was agreect t 
amendments. next amendment wa to inser! 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed, ~ i post-office : = , , 7S 
and, if there be no objection, the amendments of the Committee o1 











: : : : . endme! WV oI i t 
Appropriations will be acted upon as they are reached in the reading of : , ' 
next endment was it the ton of page 10. t insert: 
the text of the bill. = ; acs : , gilts os . 
The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment r ESS, POSS-Otmee, Cr . "tes Keds a = oe $ found due by 
F : ers <« e I j t J : or ‘ actor tra 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head o aterials supplied an a7 . l ‘ ‘ n with 4 : 
‘State Department,’’ on page 1, line 8, after the words “‘ salaries for- | tract of August 21, 1886, for the constru 1 of a court-l post-ollice, etc., 
. . . ee ‘ \ + i a ind 
eign ministers,’’ to strike out: t Waco, Pex., 32,5 . 
my} ? ux r 14 
ro J. R. Young, late minister to China, salary from July 1 to September ihe amendment was agreed to 
4, 1885, $2,152.17 . Lhe next amendment w: n page 11 fter line 2, to ins¢ 
And to insert: Payment of judgment to E. W. M g t red 
; Bn : 7 1 st the co tor of cust it San |! t », Cal.. in the circuit court of 
5 lo pay amounts found due by the account ng officers on account f salaries | ; [ ted States for the n« ern district of ¢ fornia, at the suit (No. 4158) of 
“ of ministers, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1586, $5,661.04, vy. McLea yrought for the recovery of damages for the alleged wrongful , 
3 The amendment was agreed to. | 8 nd sale of certain opium w 1 they attempted to export without firs 
“ . ° a ; pa luty thereon, as re ired by Department’s structions, t ether wit 
: The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 3, to insert: li : i mae ost 7 
4 Salaries, chargés d'affaires ad interim: To pay amounts found due by tl! | imendment was agreed ¢ 
% coun x officers en account of salaries of chargés d'affaires ad interim and di; a ; ‘ : > ‘ 
: lomatic officers abroad, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1887, $2,053.29 fhe next amendm was, on pa : unt 1, WO ert 
t The amendment was agreed to. 
Th . . : ‘ r . . stle Hill t-station. Rhode ] i t ‘ » tha 
’ rhe next amendment was, on page 2, after line 9, to insert: om Hill } zee ’ a : £ ; iT 
5 ; : . a establishmer an completion of a light-h and i s imi a astie illl, en- 
‘ Salaries, consular officers not citizens: To pay amounts found due by the ac- | ¢ to Newport H ar or, Rhode Is 1e acts of A st 4, 1586, and 
4 counting office rs on account of salaric s of consular officers not citizens, beinga | M 13 888, are hereby made availa t condition for the purchase 
‘ deficiency for the fiscal year 1886, $2,597.22. ‘ table site at the entrance of said harbor, and for the erect and 
To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of salaries pletion of the light-house and fog-signal 
; of consular officers not citizens, being adeficiency for the fiscal year 1887, $2,867.40. The amendment was agreed to 
“he » ont was avcree , ; ‘ . 
} pot emenement was agreed to. Che next amendment was, on page 13, after line 19, to insert 


The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 19, to insert: 


Contingent expenses United States consulates : To pay amounts found due by 
the accounting officers on account of contingent expenses of United States con- 
sulates, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1886, $519.44. 


‘9 The amendment was agreed to. 


-nt of keepers of light-stations for personal losses: To re burse 


ght-stations at Matagorda, Tex., and Sabine Pass, La., for per- 






the ke« 


vers of 


I 
sonal losses incurred by them during the storms of August and October, 15%, 


Aug 
G52 75 


_ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, at the top of page 14, to insert: The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 7, to insert 

Kel of M are \ United States At lo enable the proper a j t, ete., ¢ ulel Academy, South Carolina To pay t reported as 
count of ra of the Tre iry Lo settle the acc s of Maj. Ja A. Smith, | « thre retary of War in pursuance of the joint resolution approved A 
Unite str , ‘ r of the fifth and «th light-hous« r {, 188%, to the State of South Carolina for rent of the Citadel Academy at 
Mose o inte ht ‘ biorida, third quarter of 1854, autho v ( ton, 8. C., from August 20, 1887, to February 2, 1882, includi the sum 
t i the i é ] i $225.25, being the balance t ‘ duetot said St: r the } y fire « v tw build- 
i i ‘ retary of the Treasury for n- ! + in the oceupation of the United States, $77,250: P. ed, That this 
« t n Col ht ty aportation and interm«e nt of the remains of sui shall be accept i full payment of all claims for rent, wear and tear,and 
M 1), Ek, Babcock, United States Army, formerly engineer of said districts, and to the prop fire, or from any other cause whatever due to the said 
burial of the ren f L. PB. Lucke his clerk, who were drow i while a < n y thet d States 
tem] to } lo i i da for the j ose of ins ing the wor . = = - ~— 17 
of ¢ tri the ! t Mos o Inlet, Florid PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair ca the attention of the 

rhe amendment wa reed to irom Maine to lines 14 and 15 in the amendment on page 28, 

9 r q t+ y) yat, O/ InRy + “ahrnarvy * TRO 

I} I t amer } on page 14. under the } ad of Vist ; re ad it ym August 20, 1 ‘y to Fe ruary oy a Je ; 
of ¢ to } ne 1R4 inelusit HALE. That is the language of the amendment reported? 
| i t tu iron. 110 i -J, INCciu ah aimee ‘ . ; 
as { = RESIDENT pro tempore. it must be incorré 
— Mr. HALE. The first date should be 1867. 
section 7 of t of the I itive Assemb pproved J 265, 18 dated he PRESIDEN I pro ten pore. What amendment does the Senator 
} 1s enomin of $50, with inter« it t rate of 8 per « t rest? 
mm ' : i | } J i874. ¥1 : ; . ‘ic 99 2464 ~ 99 
spits . Ir. HALE. Let that date be ‘‘ 1867’ instead of ** 1887. 
Phe amet ent was agreed to he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
I j el n page 16, af ine 17, to insert tated 
ver y of t h ithe pu . of the IJ tr Lue sy Ri ARY. In line 13, atter **August 7° it is proposed to 
Co ) I vi i I i in act making appro} vllons to provide 1 - ou 1887’? and insert ** 1867.’ 
expe ofth overniment « the Distri ‘ imbiator t iscal year e1 } j . 
evi a a tow efile ie ; aes ; smendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
to. eve imendment as amended was agreed to, 
| amendment was agreed to iing Of tne blil Was resumed, ihe nex 
ry ‘ . . ( +f > OT NrTor tions w n nace 9 nN} ey 
rhe next amendment was, on page 32, after line 13, to in eon Appropriations was, on page 29, uncer y 
’ 1 . 
ent,’’ alter ilne /, to insert: 

Employment cial « ! To ena the commissio of the D . 
of ¢ bia to employ and pay special counsel to repre t the District of ¢ Cont t expenses, Navy Department: To } to John Wan r for 
Jum int s f Samuel Stror wuthorized to be s ibmitted to an ar ue irnished the Navy Department and offices for the fiscal year 1887, 
t dof t pe to | py ted by the President of the [ s 
‘ d ' j of _ «ae ) i 1 ere ; 

. : . I f Vong + 1 July 10, 1 ndment was agree to. 
Bo much t sm be ne ir one half of sa im to be paid fi ; . i : : on es ’ 
reve ‘ t j I i 4 it 1 and the otl I I ron i I icy a ,’ amendment was, on page 29, alter line Am, 
l I r ot othe ( ro} ted j 4 

the 4 euEy S08 ha v po ee | I el urse the appropriations “ Ordnance and ordnance 

The amendment was agreed to oneal : ieee i a See ee, NP 

; : erroneously pa ierefrom, $ 
The n endment ¥ on pa g ilte li 13, to it rt . 
} I } 1 3 aoTreet( 
Increase of water supply, W _D. C.: The time fixed fer comp! le amendment was agre l to. se e : 
t ' hingt« yueduet tur l,namely, November 1, 1888, as } vided i i nextamendment was, on page 2, aiter line 17, to insert: 
act entitied ina to provide for certain of the most urgent detici sint : f. ' ti for , ie y id 
\ ' 1 nburse the following appropriations for amounts erroneous vaic 
appr riations for the servi of the Government for the fiscal year ed Vi prin 1 uM i YI 
: ‘ ther ur . . r { } 1Rx je her » y ‘ om 
J j nd for othe irposes ss March ] hh reby « 7 truction and reveir, Bureau Cousteaction and Revair, 1896, $12.50. 
el ) ‘ and l work upon said aq be finish , ; 
: , ; nt, wu Equi; tand Recruiting, 1 
Bald e, and the W 1ceduct tunnel sha 1 be completed is S > 
au of Na yn, 1886, $3; in all, $25. 
The am e! a uzreed to Any 
1 . WwW. + . mS i amie ent was agreed to. 
e next amendment w ) age ° i ( i y ' ¢ ‘ {+ ] in 2 
oP ROK? Cees ee, ee : ee next amendment was, on page 30, after line 2, to insort: 
partment, ’’ after line 21, toinsert si ; . a 

oe : . . : . . , : a4 ngent a 1 misk aneous expenses Hydrograp » ON S fo reimburse 

, Sehegt u b <0 CON the apres 4 .. > Meparimen : ind Govern! iy Director T. H, Looker, United States Navy, for amounts paid the Chesa- 
I ne Sn’ ae ny Sane veneer nderground AS Om + he cal ‘ i} nac Tele one Company for exchange rental for the branch 
burg 1, Pa., for 1 a ul i Greets cables laid in the ¢ y of Wasi Ing HH 1 4) ec Office, Wash ngton, D. C., from the appropriation ‘** Pay, miscel- 
District of Vo imt . no er, rome der igre pe hore Hy apit ) Hixecutive ISS > the ceounting officers claiming that th e expenditu es should 
sion, State, War, and Nav Departm« , Ane other Government offices, ur been paid from the appropriation for legislative, executive, and judicial 
terms of permit « War Dep tment, ited October 36, 15s approved Oct s for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1887, $23.33 : 

9. } by H. G. Wright, Chief of Engineers, $15 84. | : - : ; < ga F 

Ty . 14 Che amendment was agreed to. 

1@ amendment was agreed to. ry . a : ‘ ow 1% s . 
ao mS Ag! vo Zs =e L | The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 14, to insert: 
Che next amendment was, on page 25, after line 8, to insert: j 

> 1 :.1 > =e NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 

Manufacture of a jat national armories: To enable the Secretary of Wat : 
to pay Paul Butler 1 628 hook attachments or stacking swivels I ! 1€0U ro pa mounts found by the accounting officers for 
‘ s each } t of the Court of Claims, i ne 4, 188 i \ penses while traveling under orders, 12 
( ed 1488 be »>number manufactured by; Government | To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of advertis- 
and attached toa 1 April 12, 1886, to June 30, 1888, $5,570.24. } e, being for the service of the fiscal year 1887, $14. 

| For amount paid by Pay Director A. W. Russell, United States Navy, to 
I} in dm agreed to. | Matthew Wilson, for painting portrait of ex-Secretary Chandler, on bills ap- 
The next a it was, on page 25, line 25, under the head-line | proved by Hon. William C. Whitney, Secretary of the Navy, being forthe serv- 
‘ } } 1 i64y 79) ‘ ice of the fiscal vear 1886, $331.50. 
; the Army,’’ before the word thousand,’’ to strik ’ 
’ and insert ‘‘six;’’ so as to make the clause read rhe amendment was agreed to. 
2 : : ; | "Dae Som amendmoer yaa oO ave 21. after line 2. to insert: 
éo a@heere. when autherieed by lnw,.to be disbureed ender The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 3, to insert: 
bed for the appropriations for mileage to officers bythe Army ap- | Contingent, Navy: For amount paid by Pay Director Thomas H. Looker, 
act approved February 9, 1887, 36,000. | United States Na to KE. F. Andrews, for painting portraits of ex-Secretaries 

The amendment was agreed to. | of » Navy Bori and Woodbury, on bills approved by lion. William E. ¢ hand- 

' ) mary : ‘ 1 . ea... | ler, Seeretary of the Navy, February 28, 1885, being for the service of the fiscal 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair calls the attention of the | year 1895. $500, 
Sanatas fram Mai Ss ‘ OR « nirea w am +} 7 
Senator from Maine to line 8, on page 26, and inquires whether the | . oti = 
; ; ] , i a wae rhe amendment was agreed to. 


word ‘‘for’’ should not be left out after the word ‘** company ? 

Mr. HALE. Yes,Isupposeso. The word ‘‘for’’ should be stricken 
out I move that amendment. 

Che motion was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the | 4),. clause read: 
( ommitte e on Appropriations wa , in the appropriations for ‘‘ Engi- | iis arate Giall Mia ear ie naeeuiding olliein uh nesses of Gatedwa 
neer’s De partment,’ on page </, after line 6, to insert: | clot} ; ; 


hing, $2, 


rhe next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Marine Corps,’’ on 
| page 31, line 14, after the word “‘clothing,’’ to strike out ‘* eight hun- 
dred and forty-three dollars and fifty-four ’’ and insert ‘‘ two thousand 
| nine hundred and thirty-eight dollars and twenty-eight;’’ soas to make 





938.28. 


To reimburse and pay the Hartford and New York Transportation Com | 
for labor and money expended in removing, in an emergency, obstructions l 1 
dredging the Connecticut River in 1886, under the same rules and inspections 
as the work on said river had been conducted by the United States engineer of 


ficers in charge, $2,606.80 


‘The amendment was agreed to. The amendment was agreed to. 
rhe next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ Quarter- The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 13, to insert: 
master’s Department,’’ on page 27, after line 21, to insert: Clothing: To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account 


of advertising, $79.83. 


he amendment was agreed to. 

he next amendment was, on page 32, after line 10, to insert: 
Provisions: To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account 

of advertising, $79.83. 








That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury Department are hereby 
authorized and directed to credit and allow to Lieut, Col, R. N. Batchelder, dep The amendment was agreed to. 
uty quartermaster-general, the voucher for $850 for horses purchased for the use mn ol <@ a 7 eerie 
of the War Department on May 15, 1885, and the voucher for $500 for a simila: The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 16, to insert: 
purchase made March 22, 1886, and to charge the same, respectively, to the ap- Fuel: To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of 
propriations for contingencies of the Army for the years 1885 and 1886, advertising, $79.82. 


The amendment was agreed to. The amendment was agreed to. 
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1, $1,404.95, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amend: 


iil 





nt was, on page 40, after line 2, 


to insert: 


> +7 
Richard Jose 


For payment to the heirs of the late 
rk of the Census Office, $2,000. 


Mr.HALE. In thatamendment the word 


out and the words ‘‘ legal representatives 


ph, for service 
ing ck 
‘* heirs ’’ should be struck 
inserted; so as to read: 


For payment to the legal representatives of the late Richar 


ices 





: i Joseph, for sery- 
is disbursing clerk of the Census Office, $2,000. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ Public Land 
Service,’’ on page 41, line 7, after the words ‘‘ two thousand,”’ to strike 
out ‘two hundred and seventy-six ’’ and insert ‘‘seven hundred and 
forty-nine;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of expenses 
of depositing public moneys, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1887, $2,749.72. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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amount recovered 
for their attorney fees. 
and quite likely will not consent to any part of the clause. 
willing that all of the item shall be stricken out if this issue is to be 


That has been paid, and they want us to pay them 
The other House will never consent to that, 


raised on the attorney fee, which will kill it, rather than to lumber | 


the bill with items which I am entirely convinced that we shall never 
get through 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The question before the Senate is on 
agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. Does the Senator from Massachusetts propose to amend the 
amendment? 

Mr. DAWES. Of course the Senator from Maine will doas he thinks 
is his duty. I will say that this was a treaty made as long ago as 1852, 
and the claim was submitted a long time ago by the United States on 
the one side and the Chickasaw Nation on the other, in conformity 
with that treaty, to the judgment of the Secretary of the Interior, and 
he madetheaward. We bound ourselves to consider it final. We have 
not been able, it is true, to get the award carried out just like the 
award made on the Choctaw case, which ultimately the Supreme Court 


of the United States decided, holding that an award made forty years | 


ago was an absolute conclusive judgment against the United States. 
The Choctaws had been appealing to Congress for twenty-five years, and 
at last a judgment of the Supreme Court had to be rendered upon that 
award. 

It may be that the House of Representatives will not listen to this 
claim; but we ought not to assume that, and my friend ought not to 
say that if I talk as I do about this clause he will strike the whole of 
it out. 

Mr. HALE. Ishali not strike it out, but the other House will. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish the Senator would let the appeal be made to 
the sense of right and justice and obligation of the House of Represent- 
atives before he vields to it. I submit that it is not right to say to 
these Indians, ‘‘ You shall not have a dollar of the award unless you 
bind yourselves to give up $52,000 of it.’’ All Lask is that the case be 
recommitted to the Secretary of the Interior for further consideration. 
I do not move the amendment if the Senator insists that he will have 
the whole provision stricken out. 

Mr. HALE. No, I do not say that. 

Mr. DAWES. 1 can not resist that. 


Mr. HALE. I have not said I shouid have it stricken out. I have 


only pointed out to the Senator, who I know is seeking to do what he 


thinks is right, the additional danger that will come to the whole ap- 
propriation if the clause is changed as he proposes. 
with him about it, but if he thinks it 1s wise to amend it, I do not 
object. 


Mr. DAWES. 


upon which we bound ourselves to submit it to the Secretary of the 


Interior were as clear as anything could be, that the expense of restor- | 
ing illegal appropriations of a trust fund by a trustee should not be | 


paid out of the trust fund itself, but should be paid by the trustee. 

Mr. HALE. We propose simply to restore these misappropriations 
exactly as they were misappropriated. The tribe madea contract with 
an attorney, who took the case, I suppose, on shares; and in addition 
to restoring the misappropriations they want us now to restore to them 
what they paid the attorney under that trade. I donot take the same 
view that the Senator from Massachusetts does. I do not think that 
is the most equitable part of it. I think the rest is equitable and that 
is not; and I am not in favor of paying that particular item, as we 
have ascertained heretofore that the conferees of the other House are 
not in favor of paying it, but I will take the instruction of the Senate 
and do the best I can with it. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to strike out the words I have indicated and 
to insert the words I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In the committee’s amendment, page 42, line 18, 
it is proposed to strike out the words: 

And the sums hereby appropriated shall be received in full satisfaction of all 
claims against the United States under article 4 of said treaty. 

And to insert: 

Provided, That said payment to the assignee of W. M. Gwin be referred to the 
Secretary of the Interior for reconsideration. 

Mr. DOLPH. TheSenator from Massachusetts will allow me to ask 
who was the attorney who made the agreement? 

Mr. DAWES. William M. Gwin. 

Mr. DOLPH. The former Senator from California? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes. 

Mr. DOLPH. When was the agreement supposed to be made? 

Mr. DAWES. It was made forty years ago, when he was a practic- 
ing attofhey in Mississippi, long before he won those great honors on 
the Pacific coast. 

Mr, DOLPH. 
the rebellion. 

Mr. DAWES. 


He was a Senator from California until he went into 


It was long before he went to the Pacific coast, I 


am confident that a good deal of the opposition to thisitem springs from 
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I do not agree | 


‘ ‘ , 
When this matter was under consideration, of all the | 
items that made up the award it struck me that the rules of equity | 
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| prejudice against William M. Gwin that has grown up in the « untry, 
whether wise or unwise. 

| Mr. DOLPH. These services, then, were rendered before 1850, be- 
| fore he was a Senator of the United States ? 

Mr. DAWES. They were rendered while he was a private citizen. 
He was an attorney at that time. The matter was submitted to the 
Secretary of the Interior, as all contracts with Indians bad to be, and it 
was approved inadvance. Then it wentinto the courtsand the United 
| States courts decided upon the legality ofit. Itis the legal fee, therefore, 
| of the attorney of the cestui que trust seeking to get the illegal appropri- 
| ation of trust-funds by the trustee restored. The Secretary of the In- 
| terior, to whom we submitted the claim and bound ourselves to abide 
| by his award, awards that the United States should pay that. 

Mr. HALE. Supposing the tribe would agree to pay their attorney 
| the whole amount, would the Senator believe we ought to appropriate 
| twice for it? 
| Mr. DAWES. When I agree to abide by the award of my own Sec- 
| retary of the Interior I would not back out of it. 
| Mr. HALE. There was no agreement to abide by the award. The 
| matter was referred to the Secretary of the Interior, as a great many 
things are, and they afterwards come before Congress, which has to 
appropriate the money. 

Mr. DAWES. There was a binding covenant in the treaty of 1852 
that the award of the Secretary of the Interior upon this item should 
be final between the United States and the Chickasaw Nation. 
| Mr. DOLPH. What Secretary of the Interior made the award? 
| Mr. HALE. Secretary McClelland. 

Mr. DOLPH. What was the amount of the fee? 

Mr. HALE. Fifty-six thousand and twenty-one dollars and forty- 
nine cents. It wasa share. 

Mr. DAWES. It was an agreement that Mr. Gwin should havea 
certain sum. 

Mr. DOLPH. What share of the amount was it? 

Mr. HALE. I think at least 25 per cent., perhaps 30 per cent. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
DAWES] made allusion to the prejudice which had grown up in the 
country against William M. Gwin, and suggested that the opposition to 
| this claim might perhaps have in some way been derived from that 
| prejudice. I think it due to ex-Senator Gwin—he having died and 
| gone to another world—to say that there was perhaps no man in the 
United States who possessed a higher quality of character than Mr. 
Gwin. He was a friend of my forefathers and an associate and par- 
ticular favorite of General Jackson. He was noted forall the elements 
of the highest manhood and the most distinguished virtues. 

‘There was perhaps no man in the world who with a higher order of 
courage united agreater tenderness and kindness towards all humanity. 
He was a man of vigorous intellect, engaged in many adventures among 
the Indians and in foreign lands. He crossed the Isthmus, I think, 
some twenty times in the early days of California history and adven- 
| ture. He was always prominent in everything that attracted the 
| American mind; and in this matter, which was one of his early en- 
| gagements, there is nothing whatever to cast any kind of reflection upon 
| him. 
| He made a contract, as it appears from the Senate and House reports 
upon the subject, with these Indians to hold the Government of the 
United States responsible for the abuse, not by him of their confidence, 
but for the misuse of their money by agents of the United States who 
had been employed in the removal of these Indians and in the disburse- 
ment of the money which the United States had agreed to pay them. 
According to the custom of those days, he made a contract with them 
that he should be paid a certain proportioh of this money, which was 
adjudicated by the Department and allowed to him. 

These Indians claimed that they were the wards of the Government 
of the United States, and that the contract originally made between 
them and an agent, an officer of the United States Army, who was sent 
to remove them and pay their expenses, was abused, and the trust 
which had been reposed in the United States in their favor and fo1 
them was not executed by the United States and by its officers, but 
that a large amount of money claimed to have been expended for them 
was fraudulently expended, and that for that money the United States 
were properly accountable. They also claimed that for the fee for thi 
lawyer or agent who was to prosecute their claim the United States 
were justly responsible, because it was the fault of the United States. 
It was trust-money, and having been misused, as the Government con- 
ceded it had been, and as the court decided it had been, the Indians 
claimed that the Government should pay the expense of the litigation. 

That is the ground upon which this claim rests, and I think at the 
proper time, while it may not be expedient now to force this matter 
upon the committee, it is a very strong ground. It is that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States is responsible for the costs of the litiga 
tion which its default, its negligence, has imposed upon its cestui qui 
trust, 

Mr. DAWES. Idid not say anything in disparagement of Mr. Gwin. 

Mr. CALL, Notatall. I do not impute that to the Senator. 

Mr, DAWES, I could not understand why this particular item, 
more than the others, should be objected to. Thefefore it was that I 
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it was supposed that this was a fee earned by him while he was a : ~ 
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Mr. MANDERSON. I ask the Secretary to read, commencing on 
line 5, s0 as to show the context. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, beginning in line 5. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


fo enable the Publie Printer to comply with the law granting fifleen day 
annual ive to the employés of the Government Printing Office for the fiscal 
years 1587 and 1888, $25,000; and the Public Printer is hereby directed to pay 
forthwith all persons for services covered by deficie neies for said years, 

Mr. HALE. T have no further amendments from the Committee on 


Appropriations, but the Senator from Missouri [| Mr. CocKRELL] hasar 
amendmeut to ofter from the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 53, I move tostrike out lines 21, 22, and 
23, in the following words 


And for support of prisoners, United States courts, balance for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1887, $25,000 


And to insert: 

Vor support of United States prisoners, including necessary clothing and med- 
ical aid, and transportation from place of conviction, being forthe serviceof the 
fiscal year, 1887, $25,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PLUMB. Iam instructed by the Committee on Publie Lands 


to offer an amendment to come in at the close of the bill. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Are there further amendments to be 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations ? 

Mr. HALE. Weare through with the committee amendments 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore, The Senator from Kansas propo-es 
to amend the bill. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecREeTARY. It is proposed to add as an additional section: 

Src. 7. That all the laws of the United States now in force respecting crimes 
and offenses be, and they are hereby, extended to and declared to be in force 
in the unorganized Territory bounded on the north by the States of Kansas and 
Colorado, on the west by the Territory of New Mexico, on the south by the 
State of Texas, and the east by the one hundredth degree of longitude west of 
Greenwich, for all the purposes of enforcing the laws of the United States in 
respect of crimes and offenses, and is annexed toand madea part of the district 
of Kansas, and the courts and officers of the said district connected with the 
administration of justice are hereby invested with all the powers and jurisdic 
tion now by law existing in the said courts and officers in respect of crimes and 
offenses committed within the said district. The fore going provision shal I not 





SEPTEMBER 24, 


Mr. PLUMB. This amendment, of course, is out of order as much 
as anything can possibly be; but I very much hope that in view of the 


| circumstances of the case and the very great emergency no point of 


be held or « ynstrued to abolish or in any wise impair any jurisdiction now es 
isting in cr possessed by any court of the Unite a ‘States respecting any crimes 
or ollensen bet tofore committed within the aforesaid Public Land Strip. And 


the circuit court of the United States for the said district of Kansas is hereby 
invested with jurisdiction to hear, try, and determine all civil cases arising in 
the above-described public land district, or in respect of the inbabitants thereof 
in the same manner, under the same limitations, and with the same effect that 
the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico has within the Territory of 
New Mexico in respect of cases or persons arising or residing therein, and all 
the laws of the United States are he *reby extended over said Public Land Strip, 
and for the purposes of the privileges and benefits of the land laws said Public 
Land Strip is hereby attached tothe southwestern land district of Kansas, and 


the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to cause the subdivisional lines of | 


townshipsin said Public Land Strip to be survey red under current appropriations 
for the surveying service: Provided, That the public lands in said strip shall 


be subject to entry only by actual settlers under the homestead laws, excluding 


the commutation provided by section 2301 of the Revised Statutes, 

Mr. PLU I was instructed by the Committee on Public Lands 
to offer this amendment to cover an emergency which exists in regard 
to the strip known as No Man’s Land. By some oversight that strip 
has not been included in any judicial district of the United States, and, 
while there are 6,000 or 7,000, or, perbaps, even 10,000, people on that 
strip, they have no means of protecting their rights to life or property, 
and no meansof acquiring title to the lands on which they have settled. 

A year ago last winter the Senate passed a bill which the House 


order will be made upon the amendment. It meets with the unani- 
mous concurrence of the Public Lands Committee. The subject has 
been presented to the Committee on Appropriations, and no member 
of that committee, I think, will make a point of order. This appears 
to be the only possible chance of obtaining any legislation which will 
protect the lives or the property of the people who are living on that 
trip, or the lives or the property of the people who live adjacent thereto, 
and who are being preyed upon by lawless characters who make their 
headquarters on that strip. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempor If there be no objection to the re- 
ception of the amendment, the question is on agreeing to the same. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GEORGE. On page 20, after line 19, I move to insert: 
That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he is hereby, directed to pay to 
Mu'tie S. Whitney, as ac Leatehalen itrix of the estate of Franklin S. Whitney, de- 
ceased, the sum of $22,224, in full satisfaction of her claim against the United 


States. for supplies furnished to the Army and Navy of the United States, the 
same being the amount found to be due her by the Court of Claims. 





I wish tostate thata bill making this appropriation passed the Senate 
at this session, and then the ite ‘mm was put upon the urgent deficiency 
appropriation bill, and was lost there. 1t is avery meritorious claim, 
which the Senator from North Ca rojina [ Mr. VANCE] can explain more 
fully than I ean. 

Mr. HALE. I do not like to raise the point of order upon this claim, 
because I know its underlying merit, but there are many others of the 
sume class, it being one of the Bow! ian act claims, whi h do notof course 
come under the rules which allow judgments of the Court of Claims to 
goon this bill. The committee has been very strict in all of those 
items and has kept them off the bill because they go to another com- 
mittee and are reported in another bill. 

If the deticiency bill is made the medium of passing one of these 
claims, of course there will be noend. I know one Senator already 
who has claims amounting to one hundred ar : odd thousand dollars 
that he will move if this is allowed to goon. Under these conditions, 
while I regret it very much, I am coustrained to make the point of 
order on the amendment. 

Mr. VANCE. I hope the Senator from Maine will withdraw his ob 
jection. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is not debatable, 
but the Chair will hear the Senator from North Carolina by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. VANCE. I was speaking in the nature of an appeal to the 
Senator from Maine. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hear the Senator 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. I do not think that the adoption of this amendment 


| will involve any of the consequences suggested by the Senator from 


Maine. This is a case adjudicated by the Court of Claims under the 
Bowman act, and it is within the s} pirit of the law to be treated as a 


| judgment equitably. 


finally concurred in, which went to the President a couple of days before | 


the adjournment of the session in March, but the President did not 
sign it. That bill is in substantially the terms of this amendment 
which I have proposed. During this session the Senate has passed two 
bills with reference to this subject, one to accomplish what is proposed 
by this amendment, and another to attach the strip permanently to 
the State of Kansas. The other House has acted upon neither. 

This arrangement is a temporary one. I have little doubt myself 
that in due course of time this Public Land Strip will be incorporated 
in whatever Territory may be formed out of the Indian Territory, but 
in the mean time it is a Botany Bay for all that section of country. 
About two months ago some six or seven people were killed at one time 
in that Territory. The dispatches say that some sixteen or seventeen 
others have been killed since that time. Lawless characters from the 
whole country around go into that strip and prey upon the adjoining 
portions of Texas, New Mexico, Colorado, and Kansas. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the amendment propose to extend the juris- 
diction of the courts ? 

Mr. PLUMB. It proposes to extend the jurisdiction of the United 
States courts, and it provides for the survey of the land. It provides 
that these people may make entries under the homestead law in the 
adjacent district of Kansas. That will not be inconvenient to them, 
because all the business can be done by mail, and before the time when 
these entries are required to be made, as they can only be made in five 
years, undoubtedly Congress will act in such a way as to make some 
permanent disposition of this territory. 

Mr. CULLOM. All I desire to say is that this Congress certainly 
ought not to adjourn without doing something to protect those people. 





A bill has passed the Senate embodying the payment of this claim 
in accordance with the decision of the Court of Claims. In addition 
to that the Senate adopted this amendment to the urgent deficiency 
bill, but it was disagreed to in the committee of conference. So I 


think it stands on a different footing entirely from the great mass of 


claims which have merely been adjudicated under the Bowman act 


| and have not met the approbation of the Senate on two occasions, as 
| has been done in this case. It is a very meritorious claim, and I hope 


the Senator will withdraw his objection and his point of order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee can 
proceed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very briefly. Of course I know nothing as to the 
merit of the claim presented by the Senator from North Carolina. 1 
think that the finding of the Court of Claims in respect to all matters 
investigated by it makes a strong prima facie case us to every material 
fact yoing to the allowance of the claim. I certainly shall not object 
to the Senate’s adopting this amendment; but it is fair that I give 
notice to the Senator from Maine and the Senate-that there are two or 
three hundred Tennessee claimants, involving pretty large amounts in 
the aggregate, and if the Senate adopts the rule of putting tLese find- 
ings or these claims in respect to which the Court of Claims has made 
findings upon the deficiency bill I shall expect it to extend to me the 
same courtesy that it is extending to the Senator from North Carolina, 
and I shall unquestionably ask the Senate to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair holds that the point of 





| order is well taken, and that the proposed amendment can not be re- 


ceived. Does the Senator from Mississippi desire to appeal from the 
ruling of the Chair? 


Mr. GEORGE. No, sir. I suppose the decision is correct in point of 


strictness. I just hoped that nobody would make the point of order. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I move to insert on page 80, after line 19: 


The New York Central and Hudson River Railroad Company, $144,092.92. 
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Mr. HALE. Is that estimated for by the Department? 


Mr. CHANDLER. 


the estimate of the Department in 
hand, and also the recommendation of the Committee on Publie Build- 


ings and Grounds that this amendment be inserted. 


The amendment 
Mr. CALL. On 
For the payment to Sam: 


with the sanitary improvement of the Tr 
sanitary condition by improved 


Mr. DOLPH. 


Mr. HALE. Is that the item for which the papers came in this morn- | 


ing? 
Mr. DOLPH. 


was agreed to. 
age 11, after line 


contained in the Book of Estimate 


That is the item. 


I move to insert: 
1el H. Robinson for services rendered in co: 
asury Department buildingina pr 
y and sewerage, $595 
Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator from Florida if that est 
was sent down from the Department? 
Mr. CALL. It 
mended by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
I offer the following amendment to be inserted on 
page 29, at the end of line 6: 
Reimbursement to certain States anc 


ritories for expenses ir 
pelling invasions and suppressing Indian hostilities, act June 27, 


The account has been audited ar 
allowed to the State of California since the last report. 
has been paid to Texas, Kansas, and some other States, but nothing | 


has been paid to California, and this is the amount audited. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CALL. On page 54, after line 18, I move to insert: 


For one year’s salary to the widow of Lafayette E. Dancy, an employé of th« 
Internal Revenue Bureau, who remained in the discharge of duty in the pub- 
lic service at Jacksonville, Fla 
children without means. 

I have here a letter from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in- | 
closing a letter from the collector at Jacksonville, Fla., stating the 
circumstances. The letters are as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, September 21, 1888. 


Sir: I inclose herewith a copy of letter from Collector Whitfield Walker, dis- 
trict of Florida, dated August 28, 1888, in regard to Deputy Collector L. E. Danc y. 


, and died of yellow fever, leaving a widow ar 
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dra it of und capable of pursuing these people into the bays 
and the co 
[ALI f 1 believed that the building or buying of this vessel 

WW ibs ential in the present condition of Florida, I might consent to | 

‘ the point of order; but I do not believe it is, and I am constrained 
o make the point of order that not only it is not a deficiency, but it is 
not regularly esti ed for 

Mr. CALI Id + understand the Senator from Maine. Does he 
Lise the point of « I 

Mr. HALI Yes, I raise the point of order. 

Mr. CALI I ask upon what point does the Senator hold that th 
smendment is not in order? 

Mr. HALE. First, it isnot adeficiency. Secondly, I donot under- 
stand that it is regularly estimated for. 

Mr. CALL. Oh, yes; in the Book of Estimates. It is estimated 
for here in this recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury. The | 


rule, ! believe,d 
bill or any other bill but a general appropriation bill. 

for by the Department in the Book of Estimates, referred to in this 
communication, and it is again estimated for and recommended here. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator point out where it is found in th 
Book of Estimates? 

Mr. CALL. ‘The letter of the Secretary of the Tre ( 
he has estimated for it and presented it to the House of Representa- 
tives and to the Senate as late as July last. 

Mr. MALE. may be some recommendation, but I do not 
nderstand that there is an estimate. 

Mr. CALL. And here is his letter, in specific terms recommending 
again this particular amendment and the appropriation for it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine insist 
on his point of order? 

Mr. HALE. I do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter which the Senator from 
Florida sends to the desk contains merely the opinion of the Treasury 
Department upon the merits of the appropriation which had been sub 
mitted by the Senator from Florida. It is not, in the technical sense 
of the term The Chair thinks that under the rules the 
amendment, if objected to, is not admissible. 

Mr. CALL. I submit to the Chair whether the statement in the 
Seeretary’s letter referring to his previous estimate of $55,000 does not 
bring the amendment within the rule. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. He refers in his letter to a previous 
letter written to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, dwell- 
ing upon the importance and advisability of the appropriation; but the 
Chair understands an ‘‘estimate’’ to have a technical meaning. It 
must be an amount specifically set forth in the annual book sent down 
from the Department to the two Houses of Congress for the guidance 
of the committees of the two Houses. 

Mr. CALL. I very respectfully ask the Chair if the rule uses the 
term ‘‘the Book of Estimates,’’ or whether it says ‘* recommended by 
the head of a Denartment.’’ 
the rule is ‘‘ recommended by the head of a Department.’’ 

The PRESIDEN ‘*Or proposed in pursuance of an 
estimate of the head of some one of the Departments,”’’ is the language 
of Rule XVI. It has always been held that that had a technical sig- 
nification and meant that it must be forwarded, as the estimates are 


3 not require anything about its being on a deficiency 
T+ 


There 


an estimate, 


“oO tev ‘ 
pt tempore, 


sent annuaily by the heads of the Departments, to the committees of 


Congress stating the items for which appropriations are desired. 

Mr. CALL. I understand the Chair, then, to rule that nothing but 
an annual estimate by the head of a Department would be in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not that. 

Mr. CALL. 
order. The amendment clearly comes within the spirit of the rule ac- 
cording to the ruling of the Chair. The objection is merely in the let- 
ter, and I do not think it is even in the letter of the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator desires, the Chair 
will submit the question to the Senate for its decision. 

Mr. CALL. 
the Chair; but I appeal to the Senator from Maine, in a case so mani- 
festly within the spirit of the rule and of such urgent necessity, where 
a contagious disease has been, and is being, and may be introduced 
every day, threatening the whole country and creating panic and alarm, 
when the Secretary of the Treasury states that specific fact and reeom- 
mends this appropriation. Upon the ruling of the Chair that the 
item must be in the Book of Estimates, I call the attention of the 
Chair to the fact that the estimates come only once a year, for it is not 
practicable to estimate but once a year in that way—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not hold that the 
item must be contained in the Book of Estimates. Theestimate might 
be sent down by the head of the Department at any time. But the 
amendment is not within the rule. Itappears from the letter that the 
Senator from Florida sent a copy of the amendment to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and it is his response to a request of the Senator from 
Florida for his opinion as to the merits of the amendment. 

Mr. CALL, I sent it as 2 member of the Committee on Appropria- 


tions at the suggestion of the chairman of the committee, I will say to 


My recollection is that the language of 


I ask the Senator from Maine to withdraw the point of 


I have no doubt the Senate would decide it in favor of 


. 7 | 
is estimated 


SEPTEMBER 24, 


he Senator from Maine, and if the chairman were here he would not 
+h 


A 
raise the objection, because it was by his direction that I sent it to the 
Department, he stating that my transmission of it would answer the 
same purpose as if it were sent by himself. 

Mr. HALE. Ifthe Senator from Florida has followed the direction 
of the chairman of the committee in this regard, I will not make the 
point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is withdrawn. 
» question recurs on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLI MB. I offer, by 
following amendment: 


y 
=] 


rey 


request of a Senat 


r who is absent, the 


lor payment on account of Army transportation, 1882 and prior years, as cer- 


tified to Congress as due by the accounting officers of the Treasury in House 
Executive Document No. 19, Fiftieth Congress, first session, as follows: 

To the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, $32,788.48; to the Hoboken 
Land Improvement Company, of New Jersey, $15,800; in all, $48,588.48, 

For payment on account of barracks and quarters, 1851 and prior years, to L. 





| A, Von Hoffman and William A. Mertens (trading as R. Von Hoffman & Co.) 


and William H. Newman, $18,430.56, certified to Congressas due by the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury in House Executive Document No. 19, Fiftieth Con- 


rrvess, first session. 


Mr. HALE. Are these items regularly estimated for? 
Mr. PLUMB. These items are regularly estimated for, and are con- 
tained in one of the documents from which the committee of the House 
taken certain things, leaving out these among others. Ido not 
care anything about these items, but I have presented the amendment 


| at the request of a Senator who was obliged to go away, for the pur- 


| are perhaps unavoidable. 


There are certain deficiencies which 
While I think myself that executive officers 
do not exercise as much care as they ought to prevent deficiencies, and 





pose of bringing up this question. 


| do not fairly discharge themselves of the obligations of the statute, at 


the same time, when one of them within the apparent purview of his 
authority does incur an obligation to an individual for supplies or for 
services and that comes here under the sanction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury in the regular estimates, I think it is an outrage, to 
speak very slightly about it, that it is not appropriated for. What 
happens is this: The Secretary sends down his estimates; the House 
committee goes to work and picks out various items from these esti- 
mates. Whether that is a selection by judgment, or whether it is by 
caprice, or whether it is by favoritism, I will not say; but I do say that 
when that estimate comes down, prima facie at least, every single 
item in it is entitled to the same respect and to the same treatment 
that every other item is entitled to; but what happens? These are 
not appropriated for, they are dropped, hung up; they get into the 
class of what are called claims. The next thing we know they pass 
into the hands of attorneys; special bills are introduced for their pay- 
ment, and so on, and we have all that claim business before another 
committee, whereby the innocent persons who dealt with the Govern- 
ment on the theory that the Secretary of the Navy, or the Secretary 
of War, or the commissioners of the District of Columbia, or whoever 
else had charge of the particular class of expenditures, had authority 
to do what he did, and the Government got the benefit of the service, 
and the man is obliged to wait for indefinite years, and pay probably 
50 or 75 per cent. of the claim to an attorney to dog the heels of Con- 
gress in order to get it through. 

What I say is that we ought to take these claims as they come and 
pay them to the innocent people who are entitled to our considera- 
tion, who have given apparently value to the Government, or else we 
ought to reject the whole of them. I say we ought not to reject them 
for this reason: While I believe, as I said, that there is a good deal of 
looseness in the Executive Departments about incurring expenditures, 
it ought not to be charged to the people who deal with the Depart- 
ments. 

The Secretary of the Navy goes to a man and says, “‘I want a thou- 
sand tons of ice.’’ That man can not say to the Secretary, “I want 
to see your authority under the statute. Show me your authority to 
buy ice. Let me see your bank account and see if you have not ex- 
pended all the money appropriated for this purpose.’’ He is bound 
to presume that the Secretary is justly exercising authority conferred 
on him by law, and that the money is at hand to pay, or the authority 
for the payment ; and it is a great wrong to punish the claimant for 
what, at the best, is an improvident act of the executive officer of the 
Government who has eharge of the particular business which may re- 
sult in the expenditure. 

I should be glad to move and shall move, unless for something that 
I do not now understand, the insertion in this bill of every single one 
of these items that have been estimated for by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to ask the Senator from Kansas who has 


just spoken whether his attention has been called as a member of 


the Committee on Appropriations to an estimate of deficiencies for the 
service of the District of Columbia, which is Executive Document No. 
252 of the present session? I ask whether he has seen that? 

Mr. PLUMB. I have seen it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Amounting to $3,010.75, mainly for bills of 
tradesmen around this city, no one of them large, but many in num- 
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We appropriate each year a sum varying from $15,000 to $25,000 for 
repairs of school buildings in the District of Columbia. 
tractor is there who knows the expenses he will incur or that are in- 
curred by him under the direction of the commissioners in connection 
with all the other expenditures over and in excess of the gross amount 
that we appropriate? How can he tell anything about it? 
I find $137.51 représenting money actually paid out for cement, lum- 
ber, paint, and glass, and yet westick upon this pointof authority and 
say, ** We will not pay it.”’ 

There is such a thing as withholding more than is meet, but it tends 
to poverty, and that is just this withholding exactly. We ought to 
pay these debts, and then if we do not think that our executive offi- 
cers are doing the right thing let us hail them under the statute. They 
are subject to indictment in some of these cases, I have no doubt, but 
at all events, whomever we punish,let it be the people who make the 
expenditures and not the innocent victims of the assumed authority of 
these executive officers. 

Further on I find in this same lot: 

Buildings and grounds, public schools, District of Columbia: Building on lot 
adjoining Sumner school building: To pay Frank Baldwin for excavating, 
grading, concreting, and building extra foundation, not included in contract, 
being for the service of the fiscal year 1888, $973.06. 

Mr. Frank Baldwin may or may not be able to carry this sum in- 
definitely, but I will say, without knowing anything about it, that that 
money was fairly earned, and that to withhold it from him is of very 
yreat damage to him and of no use to us, because we have got the money 
in the Treasury. 

So all the way through I find small items of deficiencies of different 
kinds, ranging from $3.53 up to $1,000 or $1,500, a large number of 


which I know must be inevitable, and I do not suggest this by way of 


complaint against the officers making the expenditure, but whether 
they do or not, it is not fair to make these people a vicarious sacrifice. 

I am willing, so far as I am concerned, if that meets the view of the 
Senate, to leave them all out and let it be understood once for all that 
we will never pay any more deficiencies until we have subjected all 
these expenses to scrutiny, and soon. But even then, what will that 
result in? Suppose we do that, it will result then, according to the 
logic of the Senator from Texas, in refusing to pay these expenses if 
we do not think that the Secretaries of the Navy and Treasury and 
State, etc., should not have made the expenditures. That does not 
help the people who have innocently rendered the service or put out 
the money on account of the Government. 

What I say is, that the punishment ought to fall on the proper per- 
sons and not on these innocent people. If we are going to pick out 
somebody, let us pick out somebody of our size. The idea of picking 
out somebody to whom we owe $137.51 for lumber, cement, paint, 
glass, etec., and subjecting him to the loss of waiting does not seem to 
me a fair thing to do. 

Mr. HALE. Has the Senator offered an amendment ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I have offered one amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I will offer an amendment to that of the same sort, so 
that they will go together. It is offered as an amendment to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is propased to add to the amendment: 

For transportation of the Army and its supplies: To pay the Pennsylvania 
Railroad Company and other claimants enumerated in Schedule C, House Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 210, pages 23 and 24, Forty-ninth Congress, first session, 
the sums severally reported therein, and amvunting to the sum of $97,704.57; 
aaid sums having heretofore been reported by the Secretary of the Treasury as 
audited claims, in accordance with the provisions of section 4 of the act of June 
14, 1878, and enumerated in House Executive Documents Nos, 55 and 153, Forty- 
-— Congress, first session, under *‘ Transportation of the Army and its sup- 
Pp ies, . 

Mr. HALE. I do not know that we shall be able to get the House 
conferees to agree to any of these items, but they ought all to goin 
together and be subject to a fair settlement in conference. 

Mr. PLUMB. They ought all to go together. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tor from Kansas contains one item that has already been stricken out 
or disagreed to on the motion of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will amend by striking out the Hoboken Land 
Company item. 

Mr. HALE. No; I think that had better go in as an amendment, 
so that all will be together. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the vote by which that was 
stricken from the bill should be reconsidered. 

Mr. HALE. I prefer that it should go in as an amendment with the 
others. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then it can only properly be offered 
when the bill is reported to the Senate unless the vote be reconsidered. 

Mr. HALE. It can be done by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent it may be 
done. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iinquire of the Senator from Maine, who has 





The amendment offered by the Sena- , 


What con- | 


And here | 


} 


charge of the bill, whether or not there is now in this bill, as it came 
from the House or as it is reported from the Senate Committee on Ap- 
propriations, an appropriation for the list of claims allowed by account- 
ing officers contained in House Executive Document 377, Fiftieth Con- 
gress, first session, being ‘‘a supplementa! list of claims allowed by ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury under appropriations the balances of 
which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus fund ?’’ 

Mr. HALE. That was one of the documents the committee had 


| put into the bill with the exception of some large items, the old contro- 


LS esses nnn 
— 


versies that we have had so many times and with but one result touch- 
ing the items in relation to the aided railroads. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I should like to inquire whether the items on 
page 19 of that document, Executive Document 377, relating to claims 
that have been allowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury De- 
partment for barracks and quarters have been included or not. 

Mr. HALE. They are all in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas having been amended on the motion of the Senator trom Maine, 
the question is on agreeing to the amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to offer as an amendment everything that is 
in this estimate marked with the word ‘‘ omitted’’ opposite, except 
those items for the pay of transportation on the Pacific rai.roads. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator put that in form, so that when the 
bill shall pass and go into conference we shall have it distinctly before 
us ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the items. 
Mr. PLUMB. He will find opposite the items in pencil the word 
*‘omitted.’’ They are all those now omitted. 

Mr. HALE. Some of those are already in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This printed page contains so many 
marks and alterationsthat perhaps theSenator from Kansas had better 
indicate the special items he desires added to the bill. 
Mr. PLUMB. I willindicate them and read them. 
insert. 

Contingent expenses, foreign missions, 1885 and prior years, $233.33: To enable 


the accounting officers, without the payment of any money from the Treasury, 
to allow and credit the accounts of F. H. Titus, late acting United States consul 


at Guatemala, the sum of $532.25 for compensation while in charge of the lega- 
tion of the United States in Central America, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of State, from August 16, 18%1, to December 21, 1881; from April 18, 1882, to 
June 30, 1882; and from July 1, 1882,i0 July 18, 1882; and to ailowand credit the 
accounts of H.C. Hall, United States minister to Central America, the sum of 
$233.33 paid under the direction of the Secretary of State to said F. H. Titus for 
like service during the fiscal year 1884, and disallowed by the accounting officers 
on the ground that Mr. Titus was not authorized to perform diplomatic func- 
tions, $765.58. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I trust that the Senator from Maine can get a 
fresh copy of that document that is not all marked over. 

Mr. PLUMB. The trouble is I can not tell what is in it without 
making a lengthy comparison. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘The Senator can take a fresh copy and write op- 
posite each item that he wants inserted the word ‘‘ omitted.?’ 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator to yield to me a moment. 
Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. By direction of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
I offer the following amendment, to come in after line 17, page 92: 
That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized, in his dis- 
cretion, to loan any scientific instruments in the possession of any of the bureaus 
under his charge, and not in use, to persons taking observations. or making in- 
vestigations in connection with, or for the use of, the Signal Service, under such 
regulations as he may prescribe, taking such security for the safe-keeping and 
return of such instruments on demand as he may deem necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection tu the reception 
of thisamendment? If there be no objection, the question is on agree- 
ing to it. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to offer another amendment, to come in 
on page 30, after line 19. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 30, after line 19, it is proposed to insert: 
That the accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized and di- 
rected to settle the accounts of the cadet-engineer graduates who are affected 
by the act of July 9, 1888, fixing their status in accordance with the decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and to allow them the difference be- 
tween the pay they have already received as cadets and that of assistant en- 
gineers from July 1, 1883, to July 1, 1884, respectively; andasum sufficient to pay 
the amount found due is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. HALE. That is based on a judgment of the Supreme Court ? 
Mr. CHANDLER. That is tocarry out the decision of the Supreme 
Court in reference to these cadet engineers, and I havea letter from the 
Fourth Auditor of the Treasury which states that it is necessary. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. STEWART. I offer an amendment to come in after line 10, on 
e 59. 
“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 59, after line 10, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 
To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay to the widow of the late James 
T. Farley, late a Senator from the State of California, deceased, the sum of $ly 


I first move to 


rs 
: 































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. SSS89 








Mr. MITCHELL I er the amendment whicl 
































. S ‘ | ‘ 
The PRESIDENT pro tem; . The amendm . , ‘ ad 
The SECRETARY On page 43, t line 17, it ! ‘ ny 
s . 
To 1 th ew Coffe Ss rmer in charge of the I ’ 
‘ ey n Ore i. f 1 August t i vs ' E at the rat I ent wa i é ) 
$1.20) per a $68.4 i covered the lex th ecretary of t i H I mo t 1 t Senat 
ee me m9 i the am it ib é Mar nd {M 
The amendment w 1ere ) ( ‘ i ) ( | i case where « a 
Mr. PLUMB [ now mo d ndment ‘ ed 14 wa “e 
mate before referred to whi marked witl re ul | Cé t t \ i the « 3 
a think, except thos ting to the pay ol ulre ‘ i it : } aii : 
which | not been ins i t House I reas { : 1 and I do not t | e of one and 
n looking over them, why the yuld be treate nt y ( 3 
ft those which have been included. PRESIDENT pro Phe endment adopted 
Id t know an ’ t an f +} lain but I] y]y 1 ny +74 
ao no KDOW anyt va it any oF the claims, put only a I of the Senator m Marvland Mr. G iN1| will be read 
; that the Senate shall pursue one rule or the other. Either treat t AkY. On page 59, after line 10, the Senate, as in ( 
recommendations of the Secretaries in regard to matters which involv f the Whole. inserted 
the sé ce render 1 ex ed | rivate individu i ( 7 ‘ 
k 
i entitled to be paid on reco MK ition of t Secretaries or strike 
. , 
Liem all out 10 1 which shall prevent the re rre DEN wit rf Main M 
? < these expen eatt or Vv ch will give them some author ) r the t UW t ~ 
when they € hate e, W 1 will enable them to be ap 
‘ . L 
propriated to G MAN I tr ; ut t 1 ‘ 
i The PRI D ) Will t menator indicate the point } nsit It is a ve S i 1 to n 
‘at in thet iat Vv 1 th . < it ner t vounge « 5 ‘ » : ‘ 
£ Mr. PLUMB t on ild come in der the State I ordinary duties of me 1 
‘ eae i ewriter and made hi f \ ful to ritte 
: Phe PRESIDENT pre appropriations for the State De t rea ‘ to equal his salary 1 that } 
4 art — wien 4 . =a tnt 4 1 } 4 3 ; 2 
: partment begin on page 1 e amendment will 1 . ' : 
R Mr. PLUMB. ihey W i with the items 1n regard tot MI HAL! I kno the for« tt 1 AT 
2 State Department, in whatever part of the bill they appear ‘ ed away by the Senat 
lhe PRESIDENT » temp lhe items concerning the State De amendment was offered, and I had not the the } 
FE partment end on pag ) oO . 1 it. but it is extra pay for « f the o 4 , J 
q Mr. PLUMB All t e relating to the State Department should f r doing work outside, techt y, of tie cm} ed 
: come in at the end of line 2 on pag ) Chere are many such ca and t ( t eved that it 
The PRESIDENT pro t i :amendments wi stated. ( to t ita face 2 . thar a trnt +} the 
The SECRETARY \ i 1d of , on page 5, it is proposed t ' : it this bodv are be rt 1} than anv othe! t of 
insert »in e service of the Gover t If I ire ‘ 
om nh « i ( b me enger, or a cle if the é ite 
Salaries r sular <« rs r To y t balance of compens ‘ } . 4 r 
tion due A. B. Keiin, vy s ner t Teheran ; ‘ len WHO are ¢ i el 
consulate-gener of the U i States at that 1 ce, fre i ) t . year, tne compal i i 
ver he 1886, being defici« *3 i the ve 5 é I 1 emp yés. ana | i i ! tt . 
as follows: For the fiscal year 1536, $30 r the fiscal year 24 . t not to start out in ra 
f The PRESIDENT pro tempor rhe question is on thisamendment. ire continually importuned he to put t \ en- 
4 The amendment was agreed to. of the Senate I do not 1 day e apt tion 
my : . . . i ‘ : 
* The SECRETARY. On page 13, after line 9, it is proposed to add ire being considered that somebody or other in the « ’ t 
Salaries, office o sitar lepositary, i 1 addition to his pay ‘ d 3 not ask to |} e his I Ever 
as postmaster, $700, being the di rence between the amount of sa ary per an 3 | to be ad ed the ma W ) satt 
num of this officer, $1,500, under the act of May 8, 1872, creating the office. and f t 1 I I tt ‘ 
ss i f ( i ‘ 
4 the amount appropriated for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, $700 D have a! i 
rT ‘ 1 -room who expects that I s favor su 1 mea ¢ 
The amendment was agreed to a s t I , 
e ‘ - + +} . ‘ ' iam agail l 415 iis 18 a pt ient ao ft ‘ ‘ 
j The Secretary continued the reading of Mr. PLUMB’s amendment, as , TI hone the § ‘ ; ‘ 
i t ind lope Lhe el € 5 L re n é y t 
follows: sat , ae : 
4 Wages and contingent expenses. assay office at Boisé City: T ir ae ‘ sane : : 
j £ ingent expense s ice a bo ty lo reimburss MT. DAWES. I should be verv g ta vote 1 ¢ 


Henry F. Wild, assayer in charge, for amount paid to Kelly & Krebs for sub 
scription to Idaho Statesman, one year from December, 1885, $12; to reimburse i vgested by the Senator from Maryl: 








CONGRES 


SION AL 


RECORD—SEN ATE, 


the Comr ‘ I an Affairs | onl the pay of a skilled laborer, 
and he he ‘ med all the duties of a messenger in all the ca- 
} f a me wer in tl te since the Ist day of Jannary. I 
} { t fact to the attention of the Committee on Appropriatio1 
| was met by the stats t that there were very many such cas¢ 
that « d not b ! I then stated to the committee that ii 
that v their I should not ask them to make an exce piten | in 
i 1 ] e& « if my committee-room, and there fore I 
did t pr t i] | t pr it in h form that it would be 
order to offer it no 
lt would be ma t injustice to several, I know, situated in precisely 
t way, if one ould go on the bill and the others should be omitted 
{ think the man at the door of the room of the Committee on Indian | 
A fairs entitled justly to the pay of a messenger, for the duties of 
rie nger | been exacted of him, and I know that at another co 
! tt room ¢ n l the situated pre isely in the same 
va 
R HALI i loze ich « Th in my o 
( rmittee, 
Mr. DAWES I s ld be glad if they were all put in, but sin 
{ i iment nator from Maryland was adopted my atie1 
i} ha been cal 1 to the fact that I it still here and see a1 
worthy man t t} ld, while the Senator from Maryland 
beer more success! il. 
12 PRESIDENT pro tempo The question is on the motion to r 


consider the vote by which the amendment was agreed to. 
The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT te The question recurs on agreeing to 


the amendment. 
he al ndme¢ nt was ré jac ted. 


Mr. TELLER, I offer an amendment, to come in on page 55, after 


line 19, which I will send to the desk. 
‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY. On page 55, after line 19, it is proposed to insert 
lwo hundred and seventy-six thousand six hundred and nineteen dollars and 
eventy-five cents to the Chinese minister at this capital, who shall accept th 
ume on behalf of his Government as full indemnity for all losses and injuries 
1ined by Chinese -cts, as aforesaid, and shall distribute the said money 


— the said sufferers and their relatives. 

Mr. TELLER. I know of course that the amendment is out of order 
if any member of the Senate sees fit to raise the question, butas thisis the 
last appropriation bill, as I understand, at this session, it seems to me 
that thecommittee shou ual ‘ld allow this to go in, and then ifthey determine 





that per thing, of course there will be no objection to 
striki It was thought proper by the State Department to 
make this arrangement with the Chinese minister when the treaty of 


which so much has been said was negotiated, and I find in the corre- 
yndence submitted by the State Department with the treaty that there 
has been considerable correspondence on this subject heretofore. I 
want to read what the Chinese minister, Chang Yen Hoon said: 

ris » the cases of outrages committed upon the Chinese in the United 
States in the past years, you kindly gave me repeated assurances, in person, 


that indemnities would be awarded and the cases settled within a certain time, 
than once communicated to the foreign office 


Referring tx 





which I, in my dispatches, more 

but, nevertheless, they still remain unsettled, Consequently I find myself placed 
iy rather delicate position, which it seems hard for me to extricate myself 
from 


Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator whether this is regularly esti- 
mated for by tne 
course it is not subject to the pointof order. If not, then clearly th 
re reasons why the State Department, that has the matter in charg: 

has not presented it 

Mr. TELLER. The State Department did present it in the treaty. 
There is provision for it made in the treaty. As the treaty has now 
f should be some provision for making this payment which 
I have no doubt 


re 





uiled, there 
Chinese minister avers we have promised to pay. 


that isso. Iask the Senatorto allow the amendment to goin and then 
the committee can look at it, and if they do not think it ought to be in 
they can strike it out. No harm can be done by putting it in now. 


Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as offered by the 
Senator from Colorado will need some change in order to enable it to 
pe prop ‘Triy Inserted 

Mr. TELLER. I will look at it and have the necessary change 
made. 

[he PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection to the re- 
ion of the amendment, the Chair will put the question on agreeing 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER. I offer an amendment, after the word *‘ fo 

> to insert: 


g-signal, 


hata f nal b tablished at Beaver Island, Lake Michigan, at a cost not 
to exceed & 

Phat a fog-signal be established at Mackinac Point, Straits of Mackinac, at a 
eost not to ex 1 30,50) 

Chata light-house | stablished at White Shoals, or at Simmons Reaf, Lake 
Michigan, as the Light-House Board may determine, at a cost not to exceed 
$50,000, 


That a fog-signal be estal 
not exceeding $5,500, 
That a fog-whistle be established on the breakwater at Chicago, Ill., at a cost 


lished at Twin River Point, Lake Michigan, at acost 


note xceeding $5,200. 


State Department, which has it in charge? Ifso, of 
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That a steam fog-signal be established at Manistee Light-Station, Lake Mi 
! 1, ata cost not exceeding 85 500 
at ge-lights be established in the aunnel of Detroit River, Michigan 
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Mr. HALE. Has it been signed by the President? 

Mr. PALMER. That I can not tell. 

Mr. HALE. I make the point of orde 

Mr. PALMER. Ido not know whet 
the Senator from Maine can assure me t 
of order may be well taken. 

Mr. HALE. Itis rather incumbent on the Senator to show that it 


ier rthe bill has been or not. If 
{ 


i} 
hat it has not, I think the point 
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Mr. PALMER. How does the ¢ hair dec “ide 3? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would like to hear the 
point of order stated again. 

Mr. HALE. I asked the Senator if there was any law for the estab- 
lishment of these fog-signals, and he states in reply that the bill has 
passed the House and Senate, but he do 3 not know whether it has been 
signed by the President, and he raises the re int that I ought to show 
that it has not been. ‘The burden is upon the Senator to show that it 
is a law. 

Mr. PALMER. Inferentially I think I can show that. 

[he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will be ready to decide 
upon any question when the evidence is presented. 

Mr. PALMER. I do not think that any veto has been issued upon 
this bill. I think undoubtedly it has become a law, or I should have 
known of it from looking over the Recorp, I should have remarked 
that the bill passed more than ten days ago. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator if all these 
passed by the other House? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes, sir; they were passed by the other House first 
and came over here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are certainly not deficiencies. 

Mr. PALMER. The only reason why I ask to have these items put 
upon this bill is because they are works that can be completed this 
winter, and they are very essential, and the people upon the lakes 
where they are located are very urgent to have them provided for. If 
I had not supposed in a conversation I had with the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations that this would have been accepted by 
the committee, I probably should have gotten an amendment through 
upon the House bill making the appropriation. 

Mr. HALE. With whom does the Senator say he had a conversa- 
tion? 

Mr. PALMER. With the chair: 

Mr. HALE. Not with me. 

Mr. PALMER. No, sir; but I understood from the chairman that 
there would be no difficulty if the bills had passed both Houses. Oth- 
erwise I should have provided for it in some other way. 

Mr. CULLOM. While there are a number of those light-houses they 
do not aggregate a very great amount of money, and I am sure they are 
very important. Certainly the fog-signals ought to be established in 
the interest of commerce upon the lakes. Lest there might be a slip 
and a failure to get them established by the separate acts which have 
been passed, I hope that the Senator from Maine will not object to the 
reception of the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think that a deficiency appropriation 
bill which has a clearly reeognized scope is a proper bill to put on new 
public buildings that are not already authorized by law? I have had 
some experience in regard to appropriation bills in the Senate and in 
the House, and I have never known the deficiency bill to be loaded 
with appropriations of this kind. If you can put on a batch of appro- 
priations for new fog-signals, you can for new light-houses, for new pub- 
lic buildings, and for every service of the Government. I am desirous 
of keeping the deficiency bill down to what it has always been kept. 
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l ‘ Dp it l ) ( 
t ] ostt , ' 
; is to read that Pp 6 be DiaG , ‘ e& 
ment. I suppose there v b »bjection t 
5 COCK RELL and othe t is right 
rhe PRESIDENT prot J i 





mous consent. 
The bill + as reported to the S« é 1 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless a separate vote 
the Senate on any amendments made as in Cor ttee ie Wh 





the question will be taken on concurring in the amendments in gr 
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} 
sentatives; it is due to these claimants; and when they have procured | forded no relief by the Quartermaster-General under the law of July 4, 1864, en 
titled “An act to restrict the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims.’ 
M. ©, MEIGS, 


the allowance of their claim correctly through the House committe 


and through the House, why can the y not be entitled to the benefit of Q termaster-General. 

it? It seems to me that it is child’ s play to undertake to crucify these Official copy > “. 

claimants simply to make up an issue with the House of Representa- AES SOG, nes. ES, SENT. L. HEINE 

tives, Brevet Lieutenant-Colonel and Acting Q ten a ter. 
Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote, Mr. President. | ‘This voucher was submitted to the Quartermaster-General for his opinion, to 
‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Willthe Senate concur in the amend | Which he replied as follows 

ment made as in Committee of the Whole? | “WAR DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 


*‘ Washington, D. C., May 4, 1888, 


Sir: Your communication of the 25th ultimo, inclosing a certified account 


The amendment was concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 


; | in < uplicate in favor of A. M. Woodruff, of Pulaski County, Arkans.s, for 933} 

a W aa time, | cords of wood, at $1 per cord, said to have been used by the Fifty-fourth United 
he bill was read the third time, and passed. | States Colored Infantry at Little Rock, Ark., between the Ist day of February, 

{r, HARRIS. Mr. President—— |} 1865, and June 30, 1866, and inclosing Senate bill 1668 for the relief of said Wood- 


ruff, ete., has been received. 

‘The claim in question appears to have been presented to this office in 1867, 
and was returned to the assistant quartermaster-geneial at St. Louis, Mo., in 
March, {869. It having originated in a State declared to be in insurrection, the 


r . | 
Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that he ask | 
Quartermaster-General had no jurisdiction in the case under the provisions of 
| 
| 


for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on this bill. 
Mr. HARRIS. I yield to the Senator from Maine tor that purpose. 
Mr. COCKRELL (to Mr. HALE). Ask for a conference on the defi 
ciency bill. 
Mr. HALE. That course has not been customary on appropriation 


the act of July 4, 1864, 

Chis otlice has no means of judging of the correctness of the claim beyond 
the fact of the account being certified by an ojflicer of the regiment for which, it 
isalleg d.the fuel was supplied, and approved by the lieutenant-colonel thereof 


ol : -! accounted forthe property as having been received from Mr. Woodruff 
the Senate adjourned until to morrow, I uesday, September 20, 18x28, ‘But believing that, in this case, due credit should attach to the ofiicial cer- 
at 12 o’clock m. | tificate of the officers named, the Quartermaster-Geueral is of the opinion that 
the claim should receive favora!le recommendation 
‘The account and bill above referred to are herewith respectfully returned, 
: | ‘Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. “S. B. HOLABIRD, 


** Quartermaster-General Untied States Army. 


bills. I think I shall not do that. Che signatures of those officers appear to be genuine, and the quantity of fuel 
Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. | charye d tor is not in excess of the regulation allowance for the period named, 
one / a . : ° i are » ° » charge s reas le he certity r officer owev ot 
rhe motion was agreed to: and (at 5 o’clock and 48 minutes p.m.) | and the price charged is reasonable, The certitying officer, however, has not 

| 

i 


MONDAY, September 24, 1883, ie 8 


| ** United States Senate.”’ 


” ¢ ’ > leven ‘ It appearing to the committee that the voucher is regular in all respects and 
> 7 + at > ake tea war > a Wh > PE x x I 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. I rayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, unpaid, they recommend the passage of the bill without amendment, 


D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, the 21st, was read and ap- | The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this bill? 
proved. , The Chair hears none. 


EXPLANATION. | ‘the bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I desire to correct the Recorp, | tbe third time, and passed. Aad aes 
In an explanation made by myself on last Friday I wished to state | Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
then, and I state now, that on the vote taken on the sundry civil ap- | passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
propriation bill on Wednesday, and on the yea-and-nay vote taken on table. aie :; 

‘Thursday, 1 am recorded as voting in the negative and as being paired | — ae — wae agreed a : ao 
with Mr. Perers, of Kansas, on all political questions. At the time | ,, Che Si EA K ER. If there be no objection, the House bill, 10895, of 
of voting I had forgotten the pair, having made it several days pre t a title will be laid upon the table. 

vious. I now wish unanimous consent to recall the vote, and set my- There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 





self right on record. POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. | The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2176) for the 
A. M. WOODRUFF. | asce rtainment of the amount due the Pottawatomie Indians of Mich- 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1668) for the relief | #8" and Indiana; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
of A. M. Woodruff, | the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. ROGERS. That is a Senate bill. There is a House bill which AGREEMENTS WITH INDIANS. 


is an exact fac-simile of that, for the payment of a similar amount, and 
I would ask the House to consider the Senate bill at this time. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


| The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3557) to ratify 
and confirm certain agreements with the upper and middle bands of 

as 2h asiiiakal: ake. ‘Wma tan: Miacetaneind i tik adie eae Spokane Indians, the lower Pend d’ Ore ille or Calispel Indians, and the 
authorized and directed to pay to A. M: Woodruff, of Pulaski County, Arkansas. conk derated bands of Flathead, Pend d Ore il C, and Kootenay In- 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $933.33, dians in Weshington, Idaho, and Montana Territories, and for other 
for wood sold by him for fuel for the Fifty-fourth Regiment of United States In- |} purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 











fantry colored,during the years A. D.1865 and 1866,and for which proper voucheis Set t, Faine o id aan . . 
were issued and delivered to him, the said A. M. Woodruff. | mittee on Indian Atlairs, and ordered to be pi inted. 
" ‘ . rh . : . ‘ . “1a | a rp T wr’ 7 IRICULTURE 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill ? | SEPARIEESS OF AGRIOULIVES. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (IH. R. 8191) toen- 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report, subject to objec- | large the powers and duties of the Department of Agriculture, and to 
tion. create an executive department to be known as the department of ag- 
Mr. ROGERS. I send up the Senate report, as the House report is | riculture, with amendments of the Senate thereto; which were re- 
very brief. | ferred to the Committee on Agriculture. 
The Senate report (by Mr. JonEs, of Arkansas) was read, as follows: JENNIE HART MULLANY. : 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1668) for the re- The SPEAKER Senate bill No. 2346, granting a pension to Jennie 
lief of A. M. Woodruff, having considered the same submit the following report : : » Hat s oe é : 1 by h . 7 : : = l: Frid 1. I 
This claim is based upon a voucher, of which the following is a copy: Hart d lullany, was passed by the ouse on last | riday, and, Dy an 
(No. 22.) oversight, an amendment proposed by the committee to insert the 
[The United States to AM Woodruff, Dr.] woids ‘‘per month’’ was omitted. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania 
7 —— 7 ets y ‘ } IN eg aske sani r > 7a hye > 2g hy ic a 
September 30, 1866, for amount wood used by Fifty-fourth United States ' | Mr. O'Nt ILL] asks unanim US cons nt that the votes oy & hic h the 
Colered Infantry during the last eleven (11) months of 1865, say 533} | bill was ordered to a third reading and passed, be reconsidered, the 
cords, at $1 per cord...... gy ae pronase a st .... $533.33 | amendment inserted, and the bill again passed. Is there objection? 
For amount of wood usec by ‘same —— « one the first six (6) " ai eel 5 . a i ire 
months of 1866, say 400 cords, at $1 per cord. (duh Vile vas dicdn canton beskio ven ans DOU There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
ee LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Pati cscs a steel deltaic icas ie . _ ; ? 
Little Rock, Ark }y unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
I certify that the above account is correct and just; that the wood was fur- To Mr. Hovey, indetinitely, on account of important business. 
nished as stated, and that it was necessary for the public service, there being To Mr. MACDONALD, indefinitely, on account of ill health. 
none furnished by the quartermaster’s Cpe eee ee E RBON To Mr. HaTcHu, indefinitely, on account of the death of his brother. 
Regimental Quartermaster Fifty-fourth United States Colored Infantry. To Mr. MATSON, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
Approved, ‘To Mr. MERRIMAN, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
CHAS. FAIR, To Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, indefinitely, on account of important 


Lieut, Col, Commanding Fifly-fourth United States Colored Infantry, 


Brevet Colonel United States Volunteers, : . 
ae | es — ‘To Mr. ConGER, for ten days from the 24th instant, on account of 


War DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, important business. 
Washington, D. C., March 6, 1867. To Mr. VANCE, indetinitely, on account of important business. 


The claim having originated in the State of Arkansas the claimant can be af- To Mr. TAULBEE, for one week, on account of important business, 


business. 
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To Mr. WADE, indetinitely, on account of sickness in 
lo Mr. CHIPMAN, for two weeks 


To Mr. LANDES, indefinitely, o1 





BRIDGES ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT LA CROSSE, 
Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Mr. 


the Committee of 


Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
the Whole discharged from the 


ration of the bill (H. R. 11139) to: 


House be 


e the build 











ing of xr bridges across the Mississippi : 
Wis us hee reported from e Comm i 
an i 
1 
i t i Was re Lin part 
M THOMAS, of Wisconsin Mr. Speaker, this 1 long bill, an 
[ask 1 consent that the further reading of it be dispensed 
wit It has ecom ided by the Secre of W f 
ably rey | :mit on C nerce 
Mr. PAYSO) Joes it contain tl pro f bridge bi 
Mr. THOMAS, of W It contains t usual p ons 
he amendments recom ry the ( ttee on Commerce 
greed t 
he bill as a 1 t rossed and read at 
{ ind being « ' read the third time, and 
: ] 
LV , + , 
Mr Vi \ i torecon the t Vwi i 
the bill + yy that the motion er be 
laid on 11 t 
Che latter tic 
\I ABBOT J f t} lar orde 
Phe PEAKE! i} ilar < r is de nded ry ne M 
a tl ( Liar ¢ er ist ull « = es lerri S t! 
t tion Of DILLIS é i { ns 
it I I 
I R 11 l to € b 1 ¢ | 
( é purposes which was read 
AT; "+ 
Committee on Jillitar At 
I rO THE PRESIDEN 
following joint resolution (H. Re 
cond tim eferred to the Commit 
nted 
ives t I Sta 
] resolution requit signa 
f the President shall pe Houses and been enrolled 
i by the Speaker of tl use « ntatives and the President of t 
e, it shall be the duty « Sp House of Representatives wh 





the bill or resolution originated in that 


ate, when the bi 


body, and of the President of the S« 


llor resolution originated in the Senate, to cau 








s e such bill or 
resolution to be forthwith presented to the President of the United States in pe 
son, and a report of the fi to be made to the House in which the bill or 
lution originated, and the date of such presentation. 


PENSIONS FOR LOSS OF LIMBS. 
Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 11502) to increase the pen- 
sions of those who have lost limbs or the use of them; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
and ordered to be printed. 
rFRANSMISSION OF BILLS TO THE PRESIDENT 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, presented the following reso- 


lution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


That the 
lowing ad al rule 

“Aiter a bill which originated in the House s 
shall be duly enrolled on parchment by 
examined by the Committee on Enrolled \ 
enrollment with the engrossed bill as passed in the two Houses of Con 
and shall, after correcting any errors that may be discovered in the enrolle 
make report forthwith to the House ; and after it has been signed by the Speaker 
of the House of Rep atives and by the President of the Senate it shall b« 
forthwith presented » Clerk of the House to the President of the United 
States for his approbation (it being first indorsed on the back of the roll that 
the bill had originated in the House, which indorsement shall be signed by the 
Clerk), and shall be entered on the Journal of the House; and the time when 
the bill is presented to the President shall be reported by the Clerk and entered 
on the Journal. 

“All orders, resolutions, and votes whicl 
for his approbation and which nate in the 
manner be previously enrolled, 
in the same manner as provid of bills 


JOINT RULES OF TIOUSE AND THE SENATE, 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also presented the following 
which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules 
Resolved by the House of Representatives 


rules of the House | nended by adding thereto tie fol- 


litior 





iall have i both Houses it 
the Clerk of the Ho 


Bills, who shall carefuily compare the 


pass 





I and shall be 
r 





v 





ress 











i to the President 
also in the same 
presented 


House sha 


and signed, and shall be 





THE 


That the Senate be requested to unite 
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always encouraging re‘ 


olts among the members of the Republican party, and 





succeeding in procurir credentials, either forged or executed by a few sore- 
heads, he obtained yney and deadhead passage to attend conventions from 
Democrats, who no doubt aided him in order to create dissension, which he 
rally sueceeded in doing, and by his persistency, and in order to preserve 
rinony, the regular delegates occasionally allowed him to take part in the 
councils of the party. Ihave resided continuously in Brownsville since March, 
I shortly after my arriva el became acquainted with Murphy at a Re- 


ive observed his political career closely, and as chairman 
ty committee for twenty years past up to 1888, have never 


‘an meet 


Ica « 





Repu 












known him to abide by the action of any legitimate gathering of Republicans : 
to the contrary ways carried on a sideshow of his own, and I have been 
informed and ve believe that notwithstanding his professions he was in- 
variably voted at polls by the Democrats who maintained him. 

uve ne lea 1 him to engé in any mercantile business, his principal 
A vd | suit was a fat office ‘f broils, as the police records of the 
city will show, of low canten, ead me-aneinlabaeiianans ven with the parties whom 
he herded with, and if he was ostracized by the people of this section by rea- 
son of his pol al preferences, as he alleges, he is the first and only one I 
hi l hat itieal faith influenced our citizens in social or com- 


m of over 1,200 Republican voters at the last 
yw under 3,000 votes would seem to any intel- 





ened the recommendation dated March 19, 1875, al- 
rned by me and others; if my signature is ap- 
it was obtained without my knowledge of what I 














wa rnin is I w | not recommend a man of his character for any office, 
knowing him for the twenty years asa villifier of character, a broiler, dead- 
beat, and a fraud man too lazy to work, had he bared his arms to till the 
soil (w h he alleges ‘‘ would not support a goat’’) as many better men have 

ne before | he w i not have existed for several years before his blessed 
departure from this section upon the charity extended by the good people he 
now vilifies; 1 would 1 believe him under oath. 


E. H. GOODRICH. 
ue this 4th day of August, A. D. 1888. 
JULES LUCADOU, 
Western District of Texas. 


Sworn to and subscrib 
(SEAL. | 


United States Commissioner, 


J pp terms, sketc] 
: ‘ him an impostor and 
t ‘ » the Catholic church of this 
I i 1 . I mmendation m t 
i } i dedaman without 
{ t he had been in bus 4 
| w ¢ r J. Murpl al 
1 { r I VAaYS ic a bad re; t i 
‘ ‘ the Hee f inspector of les 
t i that ¢ s J. Murphs 4 
3 ¢ t i lor Many ‘ 
( the pei 
J I 1 tery at Fort Brown, T« 
ated new Charies J. M 
j as an ivel ! nd that his (Murphy 
‘ Washir on, D. ( were faise and un 
t t j st fert y and ‘ ible of producing as g 
i { r nd ests thata true'stat 
mie re ‘ d prod eness of the soil in th 
] errno t j 
‘ nded, it wa oved that a com 
table resolutions and tak 
t \ W« ng same to our Keprese1 
‘ “ ' n, D. ¢ \ upon the following gent | 
' | Ytu A l Werbis! I ert Dalzell, H. M 
re 
j »| r of custon 1 trict ‘ 
‘ I. Raphael etary Jules Lu- | 
e comm 
I Ke tof Cameron ¢ ity, Texas, offered 
} ) t take affidavits before t committee, whicl 
« { t 
‘ | t T ‘ ‘ ' of ‘ | 7 ? < Vv | 
l l | Thursday even ng the 26th inst nt 
G, M. RAPHAE! i 
Chairmaiy | 
j 
| 
Adjourt i : ) < vw convened at the court-house on Saturday the 
€ ) p im | 
et Ww lto o by Mr. William Kelly, who stated that Mr. | 
G.M. Raph t ! r chairman, was unable to attend the meeting. | 
‘ tion « n Kowalski, esq.,duly seconded and carried, Mr. Vi 
1A i 5 en Hnarinan » tempore 
coms ee heretofore appointed to take testimony presented affidavi 
vere ud to the meeting | 
la Cow ved that the testimony t n by the committee be for 
v to , ulives in W i1ington, whereupon Hon. E, C. Forto of- | 
‘ ov 4 on, sich was ut mously adopted by the meeting, 
f 
Resoive Pha ny procured by the amy and now here pre- | 
» meet transmitted tothe Hon. W, H. Crary, member of Con- 
4 f this « ! vith the re ane aia the same to both Houses | 
f Congress, and p ‘ y to the members of the Military Committee of the 
He I 1 name of this communiiy may be vindicated; and | 
i. ved j most of the persons composing this meeting and its | 
committee and those \ have test l,are well known to Mr. Crary, he is | 
hereby request« Oo known their characters and standing to all whom it-| 
m 1Ccel } 
i { ( 1 ily seconded, the meeting was adjourned 
| 
WILLIAM KELLY, i 
Chairman ; 
; Lucap ‘ : 
'T Uy lex County of Cameron 
I H. Goodrich, certify on oath that I have known Charles J. Murphy 
( nly known he i pud’’ Murphy) since the year 1866; that during 
said period i Brownsville | never knew him to have had any 
i political, s« r otherwise, and at no time was he known here asa | 
ler of any po lie made pretense of being a Republican, was 
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t é tr of Ts 
f ag 1 y pl } 
t ry H ‘ ‘ ( t 
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A i pauct 128s ¢ SO t ty 
i a ted y i 4 i yg € le in t t t 
‘ lown a piece iv nina the y 1iis of t l wt 
I ndik vy by m t tha 3 er cul 
sin L842 l fou 1 ‘ i si} y of my o' 
tl t to ‘ ps I VY raise uD 
] y 1887) Lsowed eigh of t d Johns gras 
! i if du g the year. I can 1 ute th nb 
} - did 1 W ht hi J year on this Sai 
i cut t ) ‘ his ha 1} t t 1 I 
the first pi sold to the contr: t { ‘ en tl t . 
nd delivered, as shown by the « ste pour ‘ I 
) yr the first crop above r red I lost, b rain, al f 
the second crop I have cut and st i, but have not delive l the hay y« 
will commence tt the third « p nst t Phis ng i oy l 
road 20 feet wide aud about 1,200 feet ! r a s3 mJ ay-f i, thereby red 
ing the acreag ‘his spring | planted on mv land 6 acres of milk whic 
duced about 15 tons ef cured hay. l also planted 10 b ’ potatoe ) 
rels being of the class called “*] rless’’ and 5 the cla lied *‘ I Iw he 
fro vhich I have sold a little over | ba 3 and have kept 15 ba s of t 
ume for s i; none o i und | 
manuring My land,! mg ii 1 
embraced in the Fort 
re river-bottom lands 
In 1866 I was st 
< the First Artillery 





raised the finest vegetal 


the post gardens, and all cla sof 
In 1865 and 18661 we l 

of the district of the Rio ¢ 

the grounds preparatoi 






nd ates for ! ling 





plans a 





George W. Getty, who was distri 
t ervice in 1868 I was again e 
r the construction and finishir 
o gradethe ground 





eral date palms a 


sing the remains o 





gation, these b 























the occupation of the post by ow 

In 1882 Lieut. Thomas M. W« 
he sent me some of the vegetables wh 
cn re, among which there was: 5 
we ng 12} is, and a sweet i 
tables had eacl label attache | 
seemed to me to bee rvera ; 
found th to weigh the pounds above tf 

H FLELD 
sworn to and d befo t} ith day « Augus A. TD. 1888 
SI rt ES Li Db 
United Sta ( a i l rict 1 i . 
5 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Western District o/ 

Bef me, Jules Lucadou, a commissior of the ‘ court of the United 
States for the western district of ‘lexas, at Brow ill onally appeared H 
©. Hune, justice peace, precinct No. 3,of Cameron County fexas, who be 
duly sworn,upon oath deposes and says: lam seventy years of age; am by 
profession a tailer; have been justice of the peace for precinct No. 3, of Came 
County, Texas, for the past four years. 

I came to this section of the country in 1846 as a private in -army of Gen- 
eral Taylor, and served through the Mexican war in Compa ., Fourth Art 
lery; have served through the war of the | re bellion in the Union ranks in Con 
pany M, First Artillery, and have been a Kepublican al! my life. 

In 1846, when General Taylor took possession of the lande known from that 





unde! 
pr 


said lands were 


number of vears 


the Fort Brown reservation, 


time to the present date as ! 
and had been for a gre 


a high state of cultivation, 


at 
at 








thereto; all around the lake or lagoon embraced in the reservation there 
magnificent orchard, containing all class of fruit trees which grow in this lat 





tude, sh »wing by their size and productiveness that they had been 





many years prior to our advent to this fre nt ier The remainder of the land 
used as corn and cotton fields and vegetable gardens 
During my life as a soldicr I have been stationed at a great many posts, | 


in Texas and other States, and can truthfully it Fort Brown is one of 
finest posts I ever was in. 

I was acquainted with Charles J. Murphy (commonly known 
Murphy ’’) for several years, and always knew him to be ad 
he was about to leave for Washington, I made for him a fuli suit of clothes 
charged him $10 for it. When I went to endea to collect the money due 
he then told me that he had no money to pay ith said that he w 
obtain money in Washington, and would fait! remit me the ar 
soon as he got there, but to this day he has never kept his word, and the cd: 
is still due and owing, nor has ever written to me in regard to ‘ae: same 
He once wrote me a letter from Washthaten. Whar in he requested me to ad 
dress him as ‘‘ Colonel Murphy,” which letter or request I never deigned to no- 
tice, as I would not stoop to aid him in his frauds, I knew Murphy to be a dis- 
honest man and consider nothing too low for him to do, and would not certain] 
believe him under oath. I have seen in the report of the Subcommittee on Mi 
itary Affairs a petition in which my name appears as indorsing the said C. J 
Murphy, and do saythat I_have no recollection of ever having signed the sam< 
that if my signature appears on any petition, claimed tobe in favor of said Mut 
phy, that it is either not genuine or was obtained under faise representatio: 


say thi 


here 


beat 





ead 


vor 
1e 
nful hy 


but 
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I knew Henry Dougias when he enlisted in my company at Point Isabel, Ts 
in 1850. He never served through the Mexican war; he enlisted after the w 


Douglas can not competently testify as to t! 
post here, because during the short time he was here no buildings had be« 
erected at the post; it was merely a camp around the fort. In regard to his t« 
timony as to men being hung to the beams of the slaughicring-houses, I nev 
saw such things done here, I believe that when Mr. Douglas imagined 
witnessed such acts, he must have been suffering from a nightmare i 
by a too hearty supper accompanied by over copious libations, and took t! 
wild ramblings of his diseased brain for a reality and a fact. 

HENRY C. HUNE. f 
A. D. 1888 % 
LUCADOU, 
n District of Tex 


was here only a very short time. 
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Weste 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this Ist day 
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This cotton was raised on the river lands of the same kind, quality, and de- 
scription of those embraced in the Fort Brown reservation, which before its 
occupation by General Taylor was known as one of the most fruitful labors on 
the river 

In 1842 this section was aMlicted with a terrible drought, which did not, how- 
ever, injure but merely delayed our crops on the river lands. Thousands of 
cattle were lost coming into our water-ponds from 12 to 20 miles above our fa- 
mous mile zone, to bog and die at the ponds; but the drought did not affect 
our crops and herds inside the zone, asthe same were handled and the latter 
driven daily to good watering places on the river, and grass never failed, 

I became acquainted with Charies J. Murphy in July, 1865. From the inter- 
om se I had with him I put him down asa tramp, a beggar.and a drone on his 
own party, despised by every decent Republican, and associating solely with 
negroes, from whom he obtained some few quarters by writing letters for them 
at the rate of 25 cents each 

I tind on the criminal docket of the county court of Cameron County, Texas, 
2 case styled as follows 

‘No. 16. The State of Texas vs. Charles J. Murphy. 
officer. Filed August 18, 1876.”’ 

‘This was a case where he prooured himself a horse and went out into the coun- 
try representing himself to the ignorant people as an inspector of weights and 
mensures, and blackmailed numbers of poor people for alleged shortness in 
their measures and weights. Hekept upthese fraudulentdoings until reported 
to the county judge, who, after having him brought into town, reprimanded 
and fired him out of his (the jadge’s) office in my presence. The case against 
him was finally dismissed from the docket, on the 7th day of January, 1877, for 
the want of prosecution, due solely to the factof the inability of getting the wit- 
nesses in from distant parts of the county. 

I further know that the said ** Spud” (the name by which Charles J. Murphy 

as commonly known), being angry with Col, John L. Haynes, « ector of cus- 
toms for the district of Brazos de Santiago, for denying hima place in the office, 
even refusing him the situation of janitor, he, the said Spud, voted about 20 
10crats) just to spite Colonel Haynes, and especially E, 
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H. Goodrich, special deputy collector. 
During all the time Murphy lived at Brownsville he wassimply an adventurer 
iving by his wits; never had any reputable employment, except fora shorttime, 
ie internal-revenue collector’s office ; never was a merchant or in any busi- 
i here, and derived aprecarious living at lunch-countersand among negroes, 
{ hom he acted as letter-writer. He never owned a house, simply renting 


rooms in the suburbs of this city, and taking particular care never to pay 
the rents due to his landlords; never had a regular boarding-place in the town ; 
garded simply as a dead-beat and blackmailer, and was always treated 
ch 
I have resided in this county for fifty-two years, most of the time a farmer 
and stock-raiser, and came of farming people. I have never seen better agri- 
cultural lands in this country or in Europe than those of the valley of th« 
Cirande, from Hidalgo County to its mouth. Two crops of corna year are nothi- 
ing unusual to be raised on the lands about Brownsville. Corn, sugar, beans, 
und potatoes are raised inabundancé (at this moment corn is selling for 20 cents 
per bushel), The lands inthe Fort Brown reservation are as fruitful as the 
t Chere is no difference in their quality. 

During the years 1864, 1865, 1-66, and 1867 very little crops were raised; labor 
d become disorganized on account of the wars in both Mexico and our coun- 
{ the laboring peopie were nearly all in one or other of the four armies oper- 
the Federal and Confederate in Texas, the Imperial and 
Liberal in Mexico. The handling of cotton exported at Bagdad was more lucra- 
than agricultural pursuits, and hence the lands lay idle in those years 
vwecounts for the teslimony given by Major Wainwright and others who 

ere here only during this period, 








110 


i 


rin this section 





ADOLPHUS GLAEVECKI 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 23d day of July, A. D. 1888. 
BAI JULES LUCADOU, 
United States Commission Western District of Texcs 


Tue Usirep Sratres or AmeERIcA, Western District of Texas: 


Before me, Jules Lucadou, a commissioner of the circuit court of the United 
States for the western district of Texas, at Brownsville, personally appeared 
William Kelly, of Brownsville, Tex., who, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 
lam forty-eight years of age, and have resided in Cameron County since 1865, 
an in Brownsville since 1870. Iam asteam-boat owner,and have been engaged 
in the transportation of merchandise on the Rio Grande since 1866. lam familiar 
with the character of the lands on both sides of the river. Thelands which com- 
prise the military reservation of Fort Brown are of precisely the same character 

those on e'ther side of them for a distance of 60 miles to the westward and 20 
miles to the eastward, where the salt lands of the coast adjoin. I regard the 
lands of the Rio Grande Valley as among the most fruitful agricultural lands in 
the world, 

Cultivated lands have borne crops continuously, to my knowledge, for 20 years, 
and by reputatiomfor 30 or more years previously, without a pound of artificial 
manure or fertilizer having been applied tothem,. Sugar, the most exhaustive 
of crops, has been raised for twenty years continuously on the same land with- 
out any artificial fertilizer. Two crops of corn are commonly raised each year 
from the same lends except in years of drought, which come irregularly, and 
average one year in five. Corn is selling in the market here to-day for 20 to 25 
ceuts per bushel, and we are now shipping our surplus corn to Galveston by 
steamer. 

During the years 1866 to 1869 agricultural pursuits were practically abandoned 
ov this frontier in consequence of the disorganization of labor arising from the 
wars of intervention (Maximillian) in Mexico, and of the rebillion in this coun- 
try 

{ know Charles J. Murphy. He was distinctly a person of the “ political bum- 
mer’ class, without regular employment or means of livelihood except when 
occasionally holding some petty office bestowed on him for political services 
{ knew him from 1866 untilhelefthere. Duringthat period he was not engaged 
in any business except the occasional office holding before mentioned. He never 
owned any property in this county, never wasa tax-payer or house-holder; was 
simply a disreputable political ‘‘ hanger-on,’’ living by his wits, and frequently 
before the courts charged with various criminal offenses. It is within my 
knowledge that in 1868, on the oceasion of a Catholic Church fair, he was in- 
trusted with the selling of tickets and made away with the proceeds. 

WILLIAM KELLY. 


Sworn to and subseribed before me this the 4th day of August, A, D. 1888. 
SAY JULES LUCADOU, 
United States Commissioner Western District of Texas. 





Tub STATE or Texas, County of Cameron: 


Before me, Louis Kowalski, clerk of the district court of Cameron County, 
Texas, personally appeared Jules Lucadou. who, being duly sworn, upon oath 
deposes and says: I was born in Brownsville, Cameron County, Texas, and am 
thirty-six years of age. Have been deputy clerk of the district court of Cam- 
eron County, Texas, for the past eight years; was appointed in July, 1885, by the 
late Hon. E. B. Turner, a commissioner of the circuit court of the United States 
for the western district of Texas. Have taughtschools in different school com- 
munities of this county for a number of years. I am perfectly familiar with 
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the country all over this county, and do say thatthe richness, fertility, and pro- 
ductiveness of this soil can not be excelled, notwithstanaing testimony to the 
eontrary. Our lands are of such a superior quality that they have never been 
and do not require manuring. Certain cereals—I know thisto bea fact—do not 
thrive well here, due solely to the fact that the soil is altozether too rich for 
them. Cotton, corn, sugar, beans, etc., are raised here in abundance, and two 
crops from the same land are almost annually raised. 

From 1857 to 1863 my father cultivated a vegetable garden within rifle range 
of Fort Brown. This garden produced all classes of esculent vegetables, from 
the commonest to the finest, namely: Asparagus, artichokes, egg-plants, toma- 
toes of all kinds from the size of a cherry to thatof an apple, pease, celery, spin- 
ach, sorrel, rutabagas,cauliflowers, brusse!s-sprouts, raddish, squashes, parsnips 
cabbages, string-beans, potatoes, sweet potatoes, melons, muskmelons, water- 
melons, in fact all varieties of vegetables. My father abandoned the cultiva- 
tion of his garden on account of the war. 

Iam acquainted with Charles J. Murphy, and was present at one of his swin- 
dling operations. It happened about the middle of June, 1878. He wenttothe 
house of Mr. Antonio Valdez, a farmer at the Rusias ranche, in Cameron 
County, Texas, and introduced himself as an “ inspector of weights and meas- 
ures,”’ and demanded for inspection Valdez's seales and measures, and after pre- 
tending to do some tinkering to the scales and simulating that he figured out 
the cubic capacity of the measures, which I believe he was unable to do. he de- 
clared them to be in accordance to law, and extorted from Mr. Valdez $2.37. I 
came to Brownsville some time arterwards, and learned that Murphy had been 
indicted for perpetrating extortions of the same nature upon various parties in 
this county, and that he had never been appointed to the office he pretended to 
hold, 

On the 25th day of August, 1880, Charles J. Murphy, as a lawyer, defended his 
first, last, and only case in the district court of this county. His client was a 
man named Juan Rosas, who stood charged with the theft of a cow. I was 
foreman of the jury sworn to try the case. During the progress of the trial his 
ignorance of law made him the laughing-stock of the district attorney, jury, 
and spectators. He had the impudence to endeavor to give to the jury the law 
by which the jury should be governed in finding their verdict. The court there- 
upon severely reprimanded him and informed him that it was the prerogative 
of the judge presiding at a trial to give the law toa jury, and not that of the 
lawyers engaged inthe case. The questions he propounded to the witnesses 
examined rather tended to help the prosecution than to favor the defense. He 
finally succeeded in lodging his client in tne State penitentiary at Huntsvilte for 
a term of two years. 

Charles J, Murphy never had any political or social standing in this commu- 
nity, and Inever heard of him as being a leader in politics in this county. I 
would not believe Charles J. Murphy under oath, if it was to his interest to t 
tify to an untruth. 





JULES LUCADOT 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 4th day of August, A. D. 1888 
SEAI LOUIS KOWALSKT, 
Clerk District Court, Camcron County, Texas, 


THe UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Western District of Texus 

Before me, Jules Lucadou, a commissioner of the circuit court of the United 
States for the western district of Texas, at Brownsville, personally appeared 
Benjamin Kowalski, who, being duly sworn, upon oath deposes and says: | 
am thirty-three years of age; have resided in Brownsville since February, 
Jam now postmaster at this place; was also clerk and assistant postmaster in 
the post-office at Brownsville from 1869 to 1877; have also held other Govern- 
ment positions. I know Charles J. Murphy (commonly called “Spud’’). My 
positions and standing in this community brought mein contact with all classes 
of people, and I know that Murphy never did have any standing in this com- 
munity; politically, have known him to be always in conflict with his own 
party, as he called himself a Republican. I was also secretary of the leading 
social clubs and societies in this city, and know positively that Murphy never 
did have any “social” standing; he was not ostracized, as no lady or gentle- 
man would associate with him; his character and habits was enough to con- 
demn him, and he was always considered as a crank, a dead-beat, and a tramp. 
I was also forage master at Fort Brown, Texas, under Maj. T. J. Eckerson, 
United States Army (now on the retired-list). I know and saw vegetables 
grown in the Fort Brown gardens cultivated by the troops stationed there for 
their use; they had little or no trouble to grow all they desired; in fact, they 
a!ways had a superabundance of vegetables, so much so that they gave itaway. 
The parade grounds are now and always were covered with fine grass. I 
have often heard officers United States Army remark that Fort Brown, Texas, 
was the finest post that they were ever stationed at—and no doubt it is 

BENJ. KOWALSK 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this the 4th day of August, A. D. 1888. 
[SEAL. | JULES LUCADOU, 
United States Commissioner, Western District of Teras. 
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THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Western District of Texas: 

Before me, Jules Lucadou, a commissioner of the circuit court of the United 
States for the western district of Texas, at Brownsville, personally appeared 
William P. Guirey, who, being duly sworn, upon oath deposes and says: lam 
managing editor of the Brownsville Daily Cosmopolitan and Weekly Times. 
I have edited and owned the Cosmopolitan since 1879. I know Charles J. Mur- 
phy well as a fiannel-mouthed Irish shyster, who when here lived by his wits; 
never had any visible means of support or credit; a man whom I never would 
have trusted with a nickel I ever wanted to see again; one whom I would not 
believe on oath, and whose paltriest statements even in the course of ordinary 
conversation could not be relied on as having the flimsiest basis of truth. Ac- 
cording to my recollection some time in 1880 the Republican party here held a 
convention and appointed Col. John L. Haynes, then collector of customs, among 
others, delegate to the State convention at Austin. As the Cosmopolitan was 
an independent paper they sent the proceedings around tous and we published 
them. Couple of days afterwards Murphy turned up at the office with the al- 
leged proceedings of an opposition convention, signed by himself as secretary, 
and appointing himself as delegate to the convention. We as newspaper men 
had heard nothing of any such meeting; told Murphy if he wanted the proceed- 
ings published he had to pay for them, After considerable talk, for he was a 
terrible bore, and could talk by the hour, to get rid of him, agreed to publish it 
for $4. He told us to begin setting it up, that he would go and get the money. 
My partner at that time, Mr. H. St. Clair, told him ‘* Not much, Mr. Murphy ; if 
you want that to go in you have got to put up the money before one type is laid 
alongside of another; you have to get it here mighty quick or it won’t goin to- 
day.” Murphy went off, and after some time returned with the cash, and the 
proceedings were published. Murphy took a copy of the paper to Austin and 
bulldozed the convention into dividing the representation of Cameron County 
between Colonel Haynes and himself, much to the disgust of the local Repub- 


licans. _— 
WM. P. GUIREY. 
Sworn to and subacribed before me this the 4th day of August, A. D. 1883. 


[SEAL. ] JULES LUCADOU, 
United States Commissioner, Western District of Texas, 
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Charles J. Murphy, then and there awfully, willfully, felonious und fraud 
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and any person violating this section shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and for 
the first offense be fined not exceeding $5), and for each subsequent offense not 
exceeding $100, or imprisonment not exceeding six months, or both, in the dis- 
cretion of the court: Provided, That an offense shall not be deemed to have been 
committed under this section in the following cases, that is to say: 

First. Where any matter or ingredient not injurious to health has been added 
to the food or drug because the same is required for the production or prepara- 
tion thereof as an article of commerce, in a state fit for carriage or consump- 
tion, and not fraudulently to inerease the bulk, weight, or measure of the food 
or drug, or conceal the inferior quality thereof. 

Second. Where the drug or food is a proprietary medicine. 

Third. Where the food or drug is compounded as authorized by this act, 

Fourth. Where the food or drug is unavoidably mixed with some extraneous 
matter in the process of collection or preparation. 


Mr. ROGERS. I offer the same amendment; after the word ‘‘sell,’’ 
in line 4, to insert ‘‘in the District of Columbia.”’ 

Mr. ATKINSON. ‘There is no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 


Sec. 5. That no person shall sell any compound article of food or compounded 
drug which is not composed of ingredients in accordance with the demand of 
the purchaser. Any person violating this section shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanor and fined not exceeding fifty dollars: Provided, That no person shall be 
guilty of any such offense as aforesaid in respect ofthe sale of an article of food 
or adrug mixed with any matter or ingredient not injurious to health, and not 
intended, fraudulently, to increase its bulk, weight, or measure, or conceal its 
inferior quality, if at the time of delivering such article or drug he shall supply 
to the person receiving the same a notice, by a label, distinctly and legibly 
written or printed on or with the article or drug, to the eflect that the same is 
mixed, 


Mr. ROGERS. 
word ‘‘sell,’’ 
Columbia.”’ 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. ROGERS. I now move to strike out the last word for the pur- 
pose of asking a question, as I do not understand the meaning of the 
first paragraph of this section. I would like to ask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill to explain what it does mean, where it provides 
‘that no person shall sell any compound article of food or compounded 
drug which is not composed of ingredients in accordance with the de- 
mand of the purchaser.’’ 

Mr. ATKINSON. It means this: There are many articles of food 
that are compounded articles, especially so in the retail markets of a 
great city, and this provision is intended to secure the purity of such 
compounded articles, and that they shall be made up of the ingredi- 
ents of which they purport to be made. The same is true of drugs. 
Many of these in common use are compounded of different ingredients, 
and they are represented to be this particular thing, compounded per- 
haps of ingredients and in proportions named in the pharmacopceia. 
They are official, if you please. 

Mr. ROGERS. My friend does not answer the question as to the 
meaning of this provision in the first part of this section: 


I offer the same amendment here also; after the 
in the first line, to insert the words ‘‘in the District of 


That no person shall sell any compound article of food or compounded drug 
which is not composed of ingredients in accordance with the demand of the 
purchaser 

What does that mean? That the purchaser shall demand such and 
such an article, and that what he demands shall be put into the com- 
pound? 

Mr. ATKINSON. No, sir; it means, as I understand it, that the 
article the purchaser asks for shall be in accordance with the usual re- 
quirements of the article. For instance, if he wanted some medicinal 
preparation known by a popular name, that the ingredients of which 
it is composed shall be as they are generally understood. That is all 
I see in this section. That these compounded articles shall be in ac- 
cordance with the demand of the purchaser; that is to say, that he 
shall receive the article prepared in accordance with the ordinary and 
usual method of preparing such a compound article, and that the com- 
pound article or drug shall not be fabricated of some other ingredients 
or adulterated. The object is simply to secure purity in food and 
drugs. 

Mr. ROGERS. I have heard the explanation of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, but it does not at all satisfy my mind. I really do-not 
know what they mean by this provision. Do you mean to say that you 
can prohibit a man from selling his merchandise unless he puts it up 
in conformity to the demand of the purchaser? If it does not mean 
that, I do not see what it does mean. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Ido not so understand it. I think I can safely 
say to the gentleman that it can not be so construed; and certainly it 
can do no harm in its present form to say that any purchaser who de- 
mands a compound article shall be entitled to what he asks for, and 
that he shall have legal redress against a man who will sell him under 
such circumstances a fraudulent, adulterated, or different article. 

That is all I understand there is of it. I do not see that it can do 
any harm to any honest vender to have this section enacted into law. 
The whole purpose is to secure purity, I repeat, in food and drugs, 
and honesty in commercial transactions relating to them. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iwill withdraw the pro forma amendment, although 


I do not see the necessity for this provision. 

Section 6 was read, as follows: 

Sec, 6. That no person shall, with the intent that the same may be sold in its 
altered state without notice, subtract from any article of food any part of it so 
as to affect injuriously its quality, substance, or nature, and no person shall sell 
any article so altcred without making disclosure of the alteration, andany per- 
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son violating the provisions of this section shall be guilty of a misdemeanor 
and fined not exceeding $100. 

Mr. ROGERS. I desire to amend that by inserting, after the word 
shall,’’ in the fourth line, the words ‘‘in the District of Columbia.’’ 
Mr. ATKINSON. There is no objection to the amendment. 
Section 7 was read: 

Sec. 7, That in any prosecution under this act, where the fact of an article 
having been sold in a mixed state has been proved, if the defendant shall desiie 
to reply upon any exception or provision contained in this act, it shall be in 
cumbent upon him to prove the same. 

Mr. ROGERS. I take it that there is a typographical error in this 
section; and that the word ‘‘reply,’’ in the third line, should be ‘‘rely.”’ 

Mr. ATKINSON. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WARNER. I have not paid attention to this measure so far, 
but would like toask the purpose of the bill. Is its purpose to change 
the rule of common law as to evidence, and to make the defense differ- 
ent in these cases from that in others? Or isitsimply declaratory of the 
common law? If so, itis useless, and if your purpose is to change the 
rule of the common law, that seems to me to be entering upon a very 
dangerous field. I have not looked at the provisions of the bill, but it 
seems, as far as I have heard it read, to be rather a strange production. 
I ask the gentleman in charge of it whether the purpose is to change 
the rule of evidence in these cases and make it different in this class of 
offenses from that obtaining in others? 

Mr. ATKINSON. It is to this extent a change, that the defense is 
allowed in the bill to show absence of knowledge of fraud; that a man 
may show that he could not with reasonable diligence have obtained 
knowledge of the fraudulent character of the product he sells, and that 
he did not know of itsfraudulent nature. That is the defense author- 
ized by the bill; and this section, 7, provides that the defense shall be 
shown aflirmatively. In other words, under this bill it is only ncces- 
sary to show that a man has sold an adulterated or fraudulent article 
of food or drugs in order to convict him. That makes out a prima 
facie case, and the burden of proof is pluced upon the defendant to 
show that he did not know the article was adulterated or fraudulent, 
or that with reasonable diligence he could not acquire that knowledge. 
It does not change the common-law rule; but we specify what shall be 
the defense in the bill. 

I do not know that the sectionis very material, and perhaps the com- 
mon-law rule of evidence would coverit. But this is aSenate bill, and 
we are making an effort now to pass it in the House precisely as it 
came from the Senate. 

Mr. WARNER. I donot care to press the objection, but it seems to 
me to be a strange provision. I shall not press the objection. 

Mr. ROGERS. I move to strike out the last word, in order to see 
if I can get some information. I would ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to point out to me, for I have not at this time discovered, 
where there-is any exception in the bill. There are some provisos in 
the fourth section. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Icall the attention of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas to the third section: 

That no person shall be liable to be convicted under either of the two last 
foregoing sections of this act in respect of the sale of any article of food, or of 
any drug, if he shows to the satisfaction of the court before whom he is charged 
that he did not know of the article of food or drug sold by him being so mixed, 
colored, stained, or powdered, as in either of those sections mentioned, and 
that he could not, with reasonable diligence, have obtained that knowledge. 

Mr. ROGERS. That gets at the knowledge of the party in the com- 
mission of the act, but it is not an exception. There is a technical 
meaning to the word ‘‘ exception’’ and to the word ‘‘ proviso.’’ I do 
not see any exception that you have in the bill; therefore I do not see 
anything to which that section refers. 

Mr. ATKINSON. The exception the gentleman refers to will be 
found in the fourth section. 

Mr. ROGERS. Those are provisos, not exceptions. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Well, probably the bill was not constructed in 
accordance with the strict rules the gentleman would invoke in its in- 
terpretation. Butitseemstome that the words ‘‘exception’’ or ‘‘ pro- 
vision,’’ or either of these two words, refer especially to this proviso in 
the fourth section. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is what I mean. They use the words ‘‘ex- 
ception or provision,’’ which ought to be ‘‘ proviso.’’ If that were the 
case, the section would be intelligent. Asitis, the word ‘' exception ’”’ 
refers to nothing, and the word *‘ provision ’’ serves only to confuse. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Well, I have not given the bill enough attention 
to now demonstrate whether the word ‘‘ exception ’’ is necessary or not. 

Mr. WARNER. I would say without special opposition to this bill 
that I apprehend, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania states, that this 
measure has not received a very careful consideration at the hands ot 
the committee. There isa great cry against adulterated food; and of 
course it is a popular matter to condemn everything of thatkind. And 
anything in the shape of a bill that punishes people for selling or at- 
tempting to sell goods that are adulterated immediately meets with the 
approbation of the House. I think this measure generally is in the 
right direction; but I think it is following agood deal in the line of the 
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fastidious upon this subject 

Mr. ATKINSON. If there has been anything said by me du he 
consideration of this bill that led the gentleman 1 Missouri to 
lieve that it was not carefully considered in committee, lam very s 
indeed, that such an erroneous impression should have been made u 
his mind, 

Mr. WARNER. I understood the gentleman to state in reply to the 


gentleman from Arkansas just a moment ago that this measure had n 

been carefully considered. 
Mr. ATKINSON. Thata 

he took exception. 
Mr. WARNER. 


1 14 1? . +7 hill 
pp i to the verb eof the bill 


The verbiage of the bill is what gives it its for 
Mr. ATKINSON. Wedid carefully consider the purposes of this} 
and we were especially cautious that no honest dealer either in food 
or drugs in the District of Columbia should be harmed by its provisions. 
We were also solicitous that no honest purchaser either of food or drugs 
should be duped by dishonest dealers. Thatisthe aim and purpose ot 
this bill, and it was carefully considered so far as the purposes of th 
bill were concerned. The criticism of the gentleman from Arkansas 
was purely a verbal one, and probably he will admit that it is at least 
slightly technical; but we insist that the bill is carefully and properly 
drawn; that it was not drawn by reason ofany pressure that was brough 
upon us, nor because we were misled by any hue and cry against adu 
teration. It was reported because it was believed that it was necessary 
for the preservation of the health of the people of the District that some 
legislation should be enacted to prevent the sale of adulterated food 
and drugs. 

Mr. ROGERS. Pennsylvania will not 


I trust that my friend from 


suppose for a moment that I am unfriendly to the object 


and purpose 
of the bill. Iam not. As far as we may go wisely in the regulation 
of matters of this character, Iam willing to go. But the observation 
of my friend from Missouri, who has had a good deal to do with th 








prosecution of crimes, are eminently pertinent at this point in this bill 
{ avail myself of the present opportunity to make an observation, that 
I want to invite the attention of the House to in connection with this 
provision, an observation in relation to the operation of what is known 
as the oleomargarine law, because the same policy and the same prin- 
ciples are involved in this that were involved in that law. 
my own State of a case of this kind. 

In the State of Kansas, which produces a g deal of 
very excellent firm in one of the Southwestern towns were engaged in 
the manufacture of it, andsentanagenttomy town who, by way of intro- 
ducing their butter to our market, sold six packages of it to a commis- 
sion man. The commission man was also aretail merchant. He used 
one package of the butter, and the other five packages were sold to othe 
retail merchants in the city. After the larger portion of it 
used, the internal-revenue agent became satisfied in 
and I have no hesitancy in saying that he is a man of the very highest 
character, a man whostands as well socially, morally, and intellectually 
as any man in the city—he became satisfied, I say, that this so-called 
butter was not really butter, but was oleomargarine. The result wa 
the interference in the business of six different citizens for that sal 
and the seizure of the butter, for it turned out to be butter. 

The local chemist, the best that could be had, pronounced it ol 
margarine. The matter was contested by the parties, and the agent 
from Kansas came down to where he had made the sale, in order that 


I knew in 


butter, a 


great 


had been 


his own mind 


if he had committed any offerise against the law he might be within the | t 


jurisdiction of the courts. Here, then, were six different prosecutions 
about to be set on foot. The Government declined to prosecute him. 
The matter was brought to the internal-revenue department here, and 
after a fullexamination by the departmental chemist, the alleged oleo- 
margarine was proved to be pure butter. 

Now, I give this illustration not by way of antagonizing this bill, 
because in what we propose to do here we are clearly within the Con- 
stitution. Weare legislating for the District of Columbia, and in the 
District of Columbia we have a constitutional right to exercise all the 
powers which a State Legislature may properly exercise within the 
State; and, the power existing, the duty also exists to protect the pub- 
lic from anything that may prove injurious or fraudulent. But while 
we are bound to do that we are bound also upon the highest principles 


to so frame our laws that they may be administered in such a manner | 


as not to do injustice to the citizen. A most important principle ina 
free government is that we shall not enact laws that will induce or per- 
mit detectives to pry into the private affairs of citizens any furtherthan 
may be found absolutely necessary for the protection of society. 


principle of | 


should 


is sanctioned by the 
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move, 
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\i ROGI I ( i y D } hbame 
‘ n In ord t tat the purp eeKing, 1 move 
to e « { word 
Che gentleman from Pennsylvania is of course aware of the fi 
' . ; : 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue has as much jurisdiction 
the District of Columbia and the Territories as over the several State 
Th mendment I desire to frame seeks to avoid the creation of a n 
c ind the yment of a new salary by ] 
of j ict t sioner of Internal 
CK INSON iat suggestion brin { 
pi t ( mpro l ol creatin bnew 
i l i I tb there « 1 be no object a é 
essary office, while perhaps the burden oi y ke 
new oflice rests upon t! who ask its creation. 
I presume the objection ¢ the gentleman grows out of the fact th 
a | days ago in this House a list was presented of the number ot 
of ; created during the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congress: it 
M speaker, I am one of those who believe that if these officers ws 
needed for the prope ction of the public business it was entirely 





ofiices and appoint men to fill them 





ri und proper to create the 





they were necessary offices, then they shouid have been created. Th 
< jorce that I in that list of officers presented by Mr. CANN( 
of illinois, in the House a few days ago is this, that it is a reply to t 





campaign that the Republican party ha 


evations made in th 
ncreased the number of offices improperly, and that the number o 
l It indicates only that the management by 
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affairs of this nation was an economical 


1 


1 
oftice-holders was excessive 
1 


Republican party of the 





and not an extravagant or imprudent management; that they did not 
employ unnecessary officers, and that seven hundred and ninety-ni: 
mi offices needed to properly discharge the duties of Government 


now than the Republicans were authorized by law to employ. 
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But this amendment proposed by the gentleman from Arkansas 
ob tionabl it will tend to confusion ere is no reason 
wW the Ce ioner of Internal Revenue should undertake to mana 
any of the affairs of the District of Columbia. His is a national offic 
We are now engaged in purely local legislation. The analyst to whom 
these « m red will probably have much of his time oc 
I in the mance of the duties of his office. He will be called 
upon to testify in court in every case where a prosecution is instituted 
under t ct; his whole time will be taken up by the duties imposed 
by thi and if so, I take it that it is little odds whether the ana 
ly nted by the commissioners of the District of Columbia and 
paid out of funds of District, or whether he is ay pointed by th 
Cr iissioner of Internal Revenue and paid out of the funds of th 
Gy I ral Go I ent 

» time of an officer will be occupied in the performance of thes 
dut wy! lwe are tting here now as the legislature for th 
Db of Columb nly If this bill passes in its present form on 
hall of < i official will } | Lid out of the taxes assess 
against the Distr Columbia If the amendment of the gentlema: 
from Arkan ’ ted, the entire salary of this officer will be paid 
out f the n leyS Ol the United ates, 

L believ rt the ntleman from Arkansas should reconsider his 
pr e and allow this officer to be an oflicer of the District of Colum 
b nd not of the National Government. The people of the District 


of Columbia are tl ily ones who are to be benefited by his services; 
and that being the case, the gentleman should not insist, I think, that 
an officer performing t e duties should be paid exclusively out of the 
funds of the United ites where the people of the District of Colum- 
bia are the beneficiaries and the sole beneficiaries of hislabors. I hope 
that the nightmare of additional officers will not so impress itself upon 
his mind as to induce him to insist on the adoption of such an amend- 
ment as this. 
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with all of the other internal-revenue laws, w to the tax 





tpon whisky, beer, tobacco, and manufactut arg 
rine and « r provisions of that character. 

x the District with reference to 

it it will be found necessary to 
ha »y have them now employed | 
the e Department of Agriculture and in the Treasu 
Why therefore create another pc ion with an official salary of $3,000 
. year when we have in the Departments already persons who are e1 
tirely capable of dealing with the questions pt nted? By allm 


we should not create another oflice when we do not need it; "neil 
we permit any political advantage or any political injury to 
another party to enter into the gq I 


uestion which influences our action 
[t is a matter purely of sound policy; and the expenditure of $3,00¢ 





Li 


vear to pay for the services of another analytical chemist is certain! 








unwise and uncalled for when we already have uls who ean pe 
form whatever duty may be assigned them. 

Now let this matter go to the Treasury Department. They } - 
customed to deal with the subject. y have their rules and regu 
tions with reference to oleomargarine, tobacco, and 1 1 
have nothing in the world to do but to extend the ra 
the necessary changes to enable them also to cover foo ’ 
then you will have a perfect system under the Internal Revenue ¢ - 
missioner. But if you do it this way you are creating a new bureau 
for the administration of the law in the District of Columbia. [| insist 
that the amendment I have off is in t line of omy and 





od government to the Distri a. 
Mr. ATKINSON. lamas adverse to creating new offices as tl 


sentleman from Arkansas, and I wish to call his attention to the verbi- 
ge of his amendment if he will permit me to do 

Mr. ROGERS. Certainly; I drew it hastily. 

Mr. ATKINSON His amendment reads tha t enfo i 
this act shall be under the control of the Commissioner,’’ ete I 
whether the amendment does not refer to the a hat is 1 
made in the enforcement of the act. I will sugges tle: 
that instead of the word ‘‘ enforcement” he shou the ar 
sis provided for or analyses provided by this act shall be ler the ci 





trol of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 
My friend is correct in hissuggestion. I accept tl 
modification of the amendment. 


The Clerk read the amendment as modified, as 








That the analyses provided for under this act shall be under the control of 
nue under such rules and regulations 





the Commissioner of Internal R 


may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasur 


The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. ROGERS. I moved awhile ago to strike out section 
should have been section 11. 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 12. That any purchaser of an article of food or of a Crug in the 
District shall be entitled to have such article analyzed by such analyst, and to 
réceive from him a certificate of the result of his analysis, and any health 
officer, inspector of nuisances, or any food inspector may procure any sample 
of food or drug, and if he suspects the same to have been sold to him contrary 
to any provision of this act, he shall submit the same to be analyzed by the 
analyst of the said District, and such analyst shall, with all convenient speed, 


That will be done. 
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tleman from Ark: 
Mr. ROGERS. Y 
Mr. ATKINSON. 

action of the House, 

Mr. ROGERS. 
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the District of Columbia, to which it was referred, has not, for want 

a quorum, beenable to reportit back. Atone meeting of the committe 
the bill was under consideration, was quite fully examined, and no 
opposition whatever was developed; on the contrary, it met the warm 
approval of tho It was not d 
simply because no quorum was present; there was no other reason. 

In view of these facts, and of the manifest good purpose of the bill, 

I have been authorized by all the members of the committee who are | 
present this morning (and their number is only oue short of a quorum 
to ask that the committee be discharged from the fartherconsideration 
of the bill, and that it be put on its passage at this time without a 
formal report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked that the | 
Committee on the District of Columbia be discharged trom the further 
consideration of this bill, and that it be now considered in the House. | 
{A pause.] The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Vermont to two clerical errors in the bill. 

Mr. GROUT (having examined the bill I move to amend the bill 
by changing ‘‘ execute,’’ in line 24 of section 1, to ‘* executed;’’ and 
also by inserting ‘‘it’’ after the word ‘‘if’’ in line 4 of section 2. 
These verbal amendments are obviously necessary. 

The SPEAKER protempore. In the absence of objection, the 
ments will be agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to hear the bill read; I have not yet 
heard it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be again read. Any 
member has the right upon the third reading of the bill to demand 
that it be read in full. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to know whether any protest from cit- 
izens of the District against the passage of this bill has been received. 

Mr. GROUT. None whatever, so far as lam aware. The commit- 
tee has certainly heard of none. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. GROUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

GIRLS’ REFORM SCHOOL, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I call up the bill (H. R. 10873) making an ap- 

propriation for the Girls’ Reform School of the District of Columbia. 
Ihe bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enveted, ete., That the sum of $30,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
benefit of the Girls’ Reform School of the District of Columbia, a corporation 
incorporated by act of Congress of. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

At the end of the bill add “July 9, 1888.”’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention of 
the gentleman from South Carolina to the tact that this bill is in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and 
that it be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Chere being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I offer the following additional amendment: 

Ac id to the bill the following 

‘One-half of said sum to be paid from the United States Treasury and the other 
half from the revenues of the District.’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was just going to ask why such a provision had 
not been inserted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNES, I desire to ask why this appropriation did not take 
the usual course, why it was not incorporated in the bill making ap- 
propriations for the expenses of the District of Columbia? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The bill establishing this institution was passed 
by the House without any appropriation, the expectation being that 
the Committee on Appropriations, in presenting their bill for expenses 
of the District, would include an appropriation for this institution. 
But the measure did not get through in time to have the appropriation 
put on that bill, and this is the only way in which an appropriation | 

can now be made for it. 

Mr. BURNES. It is very difficult for us to determine, when the 
matter is presented in this way, whether the amount proposed to be | 
ees iated is in harmony with the contributions which are made by | 
the Government to other eleemosynary institutions of the city. It | 
may be that the amount is not too Jarge and that it is not too small. 
I suppose the gentleman has investigated the matter and can make a | 

} 
| 


e members who were present. isposed of 


, 
i 


‘amend- 


comparison between this appropriation and appropriations for similar 
institutions. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, I am not informed as to that. 
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rhere is a reform school for boys in this District, but there was no 
place to which girls could be sent, nor could they in any other way | 


managed except as out-and-out convicts in per ntiaries and jails, 
Che bill passed by the House undertook to instit . reform school for 
tirls, Thisis simply to make an appropriation to acquire property and 


tart the institution. It is impossible for the Committee on the Dis 
rict of Columbia to go inte any comparative statement as between 
his appropriation and the appropriations heretofore made for eleemosy 
ary institutions, because this is the first appropriation for this ir- 
stitution. The object is, first, to acquire property and start the insti 
tution. It puts it on a different basis from the institutions already in 


| existence, 


I would say, Mr. Speaker, that this amount is approved by the com- 
missioners as a reasonable and fair appropriation for this purpose. 

Mr, McCOMAS. I wish to say to the gentleman from South Caro- 
iina in charge of the bill I have made sufficient investigation of this 
subject to know the need of such an institution in the District of Co- 
lumbia. Judges of courts, where females have been held for minor 
offenses, have sentenced them to jail, where they may be much injured 
and not reformed. but this bill does not designate whether this ap- 
propriation is for the purchase of a site or for a building or for outfitting 
the institution. From the language used it is impossible to tell. The 
act of incorporation is some sanction on the part of Congress, but it 
seems to me the appropriation should be for a site or building, and we 
should use some other language than the general phrase ‘‘ for the ben- 
efit of.’’ 

Mr, HEMPHILL. Yes. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Instead of ‘‘for the benefit of,’’ it should be for 
the site or the building or both, or as a contribution to carry out the 
purpose intended, as it isa bad policy in these charities to give money 
indefinitely. Not that Iam not in favor of this institution, because 
my investigation as one of the members of the Committee on Appro- 
priations has satisfied me there is necessity for the establishment of 
such an institution. But the language ‘‘for the benefit of’’ is too 
vague. There is nosupervisory power. It should be forsite and build- 
ing, and the private charities in the District ought to fit up the build- 
ing. When these ladies say this institution is so much needed they 
will surely try to keep up the institution after the site has been pur- 
chased and the building erected. I ask the gentleman to accept the 
amendment, instead of ‘‘ for the benefit of,’’ to insert ‘‘for site and 
building.’’ 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir; I think that is not out of the way. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then I move the amendment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move to strike out ‘‘for the benefit of,’’ in the 
fifth line, and insert ‘‘ for the purchase of a suitable site and for a build- 
ing for the Girls’ Reform School of the District of Columbia.”’ 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will put the amendment ina different way. 
I move this as an additional section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec, 2. That the sum herein appropriated shall be used for the purchase of a 
site and for the erection of a suitable building for the Girls’ Reform School in 
the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I think the amendment, Mr. Speaker, ought to 
have been worded in this way: ‘‘ That thesum appropriated, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary,’’ so that if there be any money over afte: 
erecting the building itshould goto the support of the institution. I 
ask unanimous consent to insert those words. [or instance, if they 
can purchase a siteand put up the building for $25,000, they should 
be allowed to use the balance to run the institution. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I think the amendment is right as it was adopted, 
and that the appropriation should go for the site and building. It 
will be bad policy to come every year to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. I would not add those words. It seems to me it would spoil 
the purpose of the bill. As it requires unanimous consent, I think 1 
will object. 

Mr. HEARD. I suggest this whole amount should not be expended 
unless it is necessary. 

Mr. McCOMAS. But the gentleman will bear in mind that this is 
September, and Congress again meets in December, if it ever adjourns. 

Mr. HEARD. But the position the gentleman takes would neces- 
sitate the expenditure of the whole amount of this money. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Oh, no; only suchas is necessary for the building 
and site. 

Mr. HEARD. That is just what the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina proposes; and any other provision, such as that suggested by the 
gentleman from Maryland, would cover any unexpended balance back 
into the Treasury and not make it available, as he suggests. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask the insertion of the words ‘‘or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. ’ 

‘The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

passed. 

the HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
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ion on the At : coa ‘ i I in | r I c ind ¢ ’ | ‘ ) 
City, Md., having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 1 -| ow ARSNEY moved to 
mend and do reco rend to th respective Houses as f ws | ; : : 
That the Hou recede from nendm 
; oa IWNI : ; 
YB. 1 NEY 
t part « t H | 
JOHN P. JONES 
WILLIAM P. FRY! =H 
; 9 WEA ‘Mr. s 
nh 1 , ; . 1 ‘ } i { g ; 
The managers on the part of the House sudmit the lollowing stats | 
ment } 4 
The House f Representatives pas lon July is ul : Anactt 
establish a life-saving station on the Atlantic coast, between Indian River In- | 7 
let, Delaware, and Ocean City, Md amending it so as to limit th« the | | } ) 
station to $5,000 ; ; ; | Phat S 
Che Senate disagre« nendment a r sted a conte e, du 1 and ‘ i 
which the House conf ce to te f nS : : —e | ‘= ( 63 
shown to them that th m not be « leted witl > limit fixed | s 
by the House amendment, butata event co st but little than $5.0 
r. E. TAI Y | ice ie - ; 
r. H. B. BROWNI 7 = : as 
Managers on the part of the House : ‘ ippro} 
Mr. TARSNEY. Iwill state that this is a Senate bill passed by the ‘re TURNER of ( 
House with an amendment limiting the cost of the structure to $5,000. } 
It was made to appear to the House conferees that because of peculiar | Mr. WEAVE! " 
circumstances surrounding this structure it might possibly cost a little | . ; ’ 
> = e i i i ' 
more than that sum The average cost of the life-saving stations is | . VI ; 
about $4,500 each, and the opinion of the House conferees is that this | , af 1 Y } 
will not cost much if any more than $5,000. ‘ 
Che report of the conference committee was adopted. oo 
Mr. TARSNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the report ' 1 
e . i S nave i] 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on rr 
the table. 1 ¢ 
The latter motion was agreed to LI] SON 
oO ER O BUSIN M VV i | 
Mr. TARSNEY. I submit another privileged report. = la é 
Mr. KILGORE. I move that the House do now adjourn. as to " up . 
The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Texas moves that iit ! 
oe AT wT 4 
the House do now adjourn. vy Race ¥ Kel , - 
aia. saute : . \T SE af Canreie I 
Mr. TARSNEY. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that for a RN \ { Georgia I 
I acid ‘ ( { 
moment, ' ek , 
Mr. KILGORE. Is thata privileged report? If so I withdraw the 
demand. 
EA 
ESTABLISHMENT OF LI AVING STATION VEAYVI 
Mr. TARSNEY. [submit a privileged report from a committee o . 
conference. ; 
The Clerk read as follows: VFR 
The committee of conference on the disagr ¢ votes of the two Houses « e : 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1923) providing for the est UISCHArss 
lishment of a life-saving station at the harbor of Kewaunee, Wis., having m« ' Lé $s time¢ i 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend , — ed bh \ 
to their respective Houses as follows z ? 1 
That the House recede from its dis igreement to the amendment of the S« i ‘ 
ate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows Ad ( y H I I 
at the end of said amendment the following i t the etr 1 
“One at or near Walles Sands, New Hampshire; one at ornear Plum Isla ; 
Massachusetts; one at or near Lynnhaven Inlet, Virginia; two between Ox t ‘ ; 
coke Inlet and Cape Lookout, North Carolina, at such point as the General S \I EZRA B. TAYLOR HM 
perintendent of the Life-Saving Service may recommend; one at or near As \1 WEA ) - 
tabula, Ohio; one at or near Marquette, Mich.; one between the Ocean Hous ‘ ‘ f 
south of the entrance of the harbor of San Francisco, and Point St. Peter. Ca t as y aS UM ‘ , ' , , 
fornia, at such point as the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Servi t be il dist t “ it 
may recommend,” ZRA } rA ) I do ne t ( 
And the Senate agree to the same. | cee re eed , : a A 
That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 2, } t Lreasury « part § ci : “ sv 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat« —— 
mumbered 3, and agree to the same. | : 
T. E. TARSNEY, Mr. TURNER, of G } Mr. KILGOR] i m t the 
T. H. B. BROWNE, i vy lo now adiourt 
Managers on the part of the Hous , SIUUSS Ge Bw oN i : 
THOMAS W. PALMER |} Mr. McCOMAS. I ask the gentlem to 
JOSEPH N. DOLPH, til I ean offer aresolution for referen ( l 
Managers on the part of the Senate ry restion W t ) 
- . ‘ : ihe questio va i 
rhe managers on the part of the House submitted the following state- e announced that t t 
ment; which, on motion of Mr. TARSNEY, was ordered to be printed Mr. HOLMAN Divisior 
in the RECORD, without being read: rhe House again divided vd there 19. no 
STATEMENT OF THE HOUSE CONFEREES, So the House refused to adio 
H. R. 1923, ‘‘ A bill providing for the establishment of a life-saving station at The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘1 regular « nd 
the harbor of Kewaunee, Wis.,”’ was passed by the House on May 9, 1888 ‘ ertt led emer 
When the bill was considered by the Senate it was amended by adding other UDIeSS 1 1S pane ees 
life-saving stations in various parts of the country to the one proposed. M McCOMAS, Can lask ur } it to ¢ i tiqn 
Amendment numbered 1 provided for several life-saving stations in Oregon thie time? 
which were contained in House bill 8151, *‘ A bill for the establishment of life. SPEAKER j le- 
saving stations,” reported favorably bv the House committee, and recommended . SE BANK pro tpore. tw : we oO 


by the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service. Your committee | 
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RO ’ I t pur} HOLMA? [ ¢ vord in i 
I rentle i l st 1 the Pt Lan { ' ( 
t 
BROW yrest ed, to give them s ’ [ thi 
te « 1 t I entitled to ( ' 
Ac ( ism to bill f ( err kla 
' Ri sole : 
( I ’ 1 of the ¢ I i 
I to i pl I eing ap 
‘ (io 
if ‘ 
. , i tn I li ort 
iD I I y Ty l 
1 tha r¢ | 
rit é i it tha ( n ad] li and } 
men « é » t Okl ia | 
Mot I ‘ : los ; Vy Lik i t \ 4 1 , ) 
! . ‘ not recog i Ui t iat | h anoth con ) ye ma 
{ f 0 na| Mr. H the e of allowing t 
| i t ( rwill t recog! t o ) ect t : and 1 : 
yf a8 to ‘ ( ( i n that 1 
t vj them t ( 
i tructed by the Committee on Public ] I uri will tl y 
rt I th I bp rh Lo € en i yp t! ‘ ‘ 
fthe United f OV ‘ 1 uno nized territory south of | ‘ et J 
ite of | t re 
| i VI Speake that wh this bill « yntemplate 3 an e I >p 
1 of the la ( ie United States over the *‘ Public Land Strip’’ | theman fron idiana would 
Oo! il of that Public Land trip intoa land district. ) bill, I ol 
pe ] rv< i lL of that Public Strip and to enal ov u ITO 
neste t to ma entry upon their lands and e: My the 
of the United States over it, this matter as to the entry of the | have 1 le obs I 
ry th { is « © much importance that I have fe lt author- | ure, as the publie record will show, although I have strenuously 
, say that if the bill were taken up and considered at the present | sisted on amending the bill. 
ind me d { it would sir ply provide or the organization | Mr. WARNER. I think the public 1 so show. I ren 
indd in t} ad Strip, so that the ten or fifteen thousand ; Yer § tinctly that the last time I was uy r when t U0 
there , se lands might obtain the right to make their en- | homa bill was the matter under consideration, anda motion was n 
i h ly ld waive the provisions of to adjourn, the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. HoLMAN ] voted for th 
Che] nealing to Con 3 lemen know, | 2djournment and came to where the tellers, the gentleman from Ili 
t this re 1 I hope this at least will ] 30 that t nois and myself, were standing rhe motion to adjourn was carried 
enab] to ae t] home I therefore ask that the bill be | by a voce vote, and I called the attention of the gentleman from 
d. Ifa rentleman desires to so amend the bill as to con- | Indiana at the time to the fact that had voted for it. The yeas and 
io the } O Lieh Th uggested. I will. so far as I ar ! were demanded, and it is true that the gentleman does not appe: 
ned 1 1dment n the RECORD as voting for the adjournment, because on the call for 
| : } man ] not nt up ] the yeas and nays he voted against it rherefore the gentleman can 
; ly appeal to the RECORD. 
WEA l to be heard. Mr. HOLMAN. Isimply differ with 1 nd to th itement 
HOLMA I l to the gentle n for a moment | OF fact. 
WEAVER t tosay thisin reply. It is useless for th Mr. WARNER. The gentleman from Illinois was present; it wa 
man to pre , because it will require a quorum to pass | public matter on the flo 
ct tot Oklahoma bill Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman will pardon me; that purely 
HOLM 1 temporary measure, except so pers | matter; this is a great public measur 
» secure their } 3; under the homestead Mr. WARNER. The gentlema l exc ( I was simply 
1 | to the ret ad M er, 1 w legislator 
at it It i getting their wings as statesmen o not fully un 
) bill, d ( a! upatlr ra : 
I i il T Wi T +} } \ } ) 7 . , m. 
1as been « 10 ela 
that territo1 » d [ he 50 Asiv rn 1 th 
| ym to ] 
it l au The gent] n \ L pa ion l ve tl ) 
i) M eake lam for the O ew I mbers I foolish en rh to vote ti ul whe I 
bill ‘ od i to wait unti i re ¢ led and the vote » into tie MRD ( they 
( to consicde! ( iF on, b i ¢ tand up and ( inted by e Ké 
i ) l m here again during the 1 Mr. Ho_MAY ré 
\ vents, M p we are not in N WARNER. T! é 1 must exe J pe he will 
l ! hte i we ! l } l I I Is then publiel »1 y man, a I 
‘ tay intel 1 Wash tl n who wer hting the O 1a measure, while pré 
in i I 1 r like it, i lohte ve the f nas ol it bill—n laying it in th 
[eM 1 ‘ t home a good deal of the time pparently of its frienc ld, | ( 1 
O'NI] Viv i Well, I ive been homeo . e eé! I f tl r way I thir 1 i 3 
t the « ‘ it is so pleasant here that I think t \ ym tl} ol repentance 
11 t as wel e |} onged. Of course I do not expect th Mr. HOLMAN. When was that lectu 
] squorum again this ssion, but those men who a Mr. WARNER. Itv delivered publicly] nd I repeat it 
, t deal of fine weather Laughter. | for fear the gentleman may have forgotten it 
WAR) We tried to act upon the gentleman’s plan with | Mr. HOLMAN e not heard the lecture re 
1a bill, but those who were in favor of this| Mr. WARNER. The gentleman is very solicitous ab tne | 
e ca 1 quo 1 on that. If we could have passed that bill | people upon the Public Land Striy 
Id have g people all the 1 f that this proposes, and Mr. HOLMAN. Have I not been pressing that 


1 more Mr. WARNER. The gentleman must excuse 
.ON] L, of P vivania. Well, I donot believe in calling a o have my say. We have tried in season, and, ast 





1e gentleman has 





quorum. I believe the fewer of us there here the better progress we | thought, out of season, to give relief to the people residing upon this 
can make in business, because there are fewer objections. [Laughter.] | strip. ‘The bill as finally offered extended the Territorial government 
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o specially interested as the gentleman from Kansas City 
but I have been from the beginning and am now in good faith for the 
passage of the Oklahoma bill. ButI do not arraign any man as intro- 
ducing measures to obstruct the passage of the bill, but where gentle- 
men seem to goout of the way to put me in a false light by classifying 
an amendment I offered in good faith and whose merit has never been 
refuted, as a measure intended to be obstructive in its nature, I feel it 
my duty to repel iton the spot. If the gentleman disclaims involving 
me, his language is unfortunate, and I regret it, as 1 have great regard 
for the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. 
port. 

Mr. WARNER Allow me to have a few moment 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. WARNER. I shall not consume more than five or six min- 
utes. Say ten. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, it is unnecessary for gentlemen to 
work themselves into a passion. Certain it is that the gentleman from 
lowa knows as weil as any one that I was not attempting to reflect 
upon him. The gentleman from Indiana and myself were having a 
friendly little tilt without any feeling in the matter whatever. I was 
referring to the attitude of the gentleman from Indiana in this matter, 
and was alluding to the present measure as another evidence of his 
attempt to kill the Oklahoma bill by excessive kindness; and I sub- 
mit the question now to the friends of Oklahoma in this House, and 
to its friends throughout the country, to say whether I was correct or 
not, 

| did not use the word ‘‘demagogue,’’ which the gentleman is swift 
toimply. Iam not here speaking for any soldier directly. When i 
stand on this floor I speak not as a man who arrogates to himself that 
right, for I do not arrogate to myself something that does not belong 
tome. Gentlemen refer to ‘‘exalted position,’’ but I certainly did not 
bring that question into this debate. I stand here as a Representative 
of my district, of my people; and when [ speak in my representative 
capacity I speak for my people, for myself, and for no one else. I say 
now I am willing to submit to the friends of Oklahoma on this floor, I 
am willing to submit to the friends of that bill throughout this country, 
whether that amendment, whether so intended or not, if it had been 
adopted, would not have been the death blow to the bill in this House 
on its final passage. 

The same proposition I am willing tosubmit in reference to the home- 
stead amendment of the gentleman, and neither the gentleman from 
Indiana nor any one else, not even my distinguished friend from Iowa, 
can go further than I will go legitimately, and I do not think that they 
are going illegitimately in this matter; but no one will go farther in the 
direction of homesteads for actual settlers or land for the landless sol- 
diers of the Union than myself. I am willing to follow wherever their 
plumes may lead in that direction, and I will gos far as the farthest; 
but, Mr. Speaker, I am not in favor of piling on amendments to a bill 
of this kind, which will accomplish the destruction of a measure which 
is intended to benefit the landless people of the country and the sol- 
diers of the country. 

What I have said was said without feeling. The gentleman, I re- 
peat, has used the word ‘‘demagogue.’’ I apprehend that he did not 
intend to apply it to anyone. Itis familiar with some gentlemen, and 
is used quite flippantly. What relevancy it has here I do not know. 
This was simply a matter of discussion between the gentleman from 
Indiana and myself, and the gentleman from Iowa was not brought into 
it at all. 

I thank the House. 


verbaps not 
j 


1 


Speaker, I ask the reading of the r 


Very well. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee moves 
that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will not press that now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. WEAVER. I renew it, but withhold it to receive a message 
which I understand is waiting from the President. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President, in writing, was delivered to the House 
by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

The message also announced the approval of bills of the following 
titles, namely : 

An act (H. R. 1661) for the erection of an appraisers’ warehouse in 
the city of New York, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 
Portland, Oregon, for money advanced the Oregon Iron Works, the con- 
tractor in building the United States revenue-cutter Thomas Corwin, 
and for other purposes; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 221) to continue the provisions of a joint 
resolution entitled a ‘‘ Joint resolution to continue the provisions of a 
joint resolution entitled a ‘Joint resolution to provide temporarily for 
the expenditures of the Government.’ ”’ 


1761) for the relief of the First National Bank of 
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An act (H. R. 1073) for the relief of the Roman Catholic church of 
St. Peter andSt. Paul, Chattanooga, Tenn. ; 

An act (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; 
An act (H. R. 10998) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement 
of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 2601) for the relief of the Baptist Female College of 
Lexington, Mo.; 

(An act (H. R. 988) for the relief of Joseph R. White; 

An act (H. R. 10856) for a pension for Eliza N. Aiken; 

An act (H. R. 7708) to increase the pension of Annie Gibson Yates; 

An act (H. R. 109) to refund to Dr. F. O. St. Clair $976.80 duties 
on a monument to the memory of Francis J. Townshend, late United 
States Navy; . 

An act (H. R. 649) for the relief of A. C. Bradford; and 

An act (H. R. 5670) for the construction of a revenue-cutter for New 
Berne, N. C., to replace the revenue-cutter Stevens. 

VETO MESSAGE—CERTIFICATION OF LANDS, KANSAS, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the, House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, and on 
motion of Mr. HOLMAN was referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives : 

Iam unable to give my assent to a joint House resolution numbered l4, and 
entitled “ Joint resolution to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to certify 
lands to the State of Kansas for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic 
arts,’’ and I therefore return the same with astatement of my objections thereto. 

By an act of Congress passed July 2, 1862, certain public lands were granted 
to such of the several States as should provide colleges for the benefit of agri- 
culture and the mechanic arts. 

Under the terms of this act the State of Kansas was entitled to 90,000 acres of 
land, subject, however, to the provisions of said statute, which declared that 
when lands which had been raised to double the minimum price, in consequence 
of railroad grants, should be selected by a State, such lands should be computed 
at the maximum price and the number of acres proportionately diminished. 

Of the lands selected by the State of Kansas, and which have been certified, 
7,682.92 acres were within certain limits of a railroad grant, and had therefore 
been raised to the double minimum in price, so that the number of acres men- 
tioned and thus situated really stood for double that number of acres in filling 
the grant to which the State of Kansas was entitled. 

It is now claimed that after the selection of these lands the route of said rail- 
road was abandoned and another one selected, and that in consequence thereof 
such lands included within its first location were reduced to the minimum price 
and restored to public market at that rate. Itis supposed upon these allega- 
tions that justice and equity require that an additional grant should now be 
made to the State of Kansas from the public lands equal to the number of acres 
selected within the limits of the first railroad location. 

But an examination discloses that the joint resolution is predicated upon an 
entire misunderstanding of the facts. 

The lands heretofore mentioned as amounting to more than 7,000 acres, sc- 
lected by the State of Kansas, and charged at double that amount, because their 
price had been raised to the double minimum in consequence of their being 
within a railroad location, have all, except 320 acres, remained eitherin the new 
or old railroad location up to the present time, and if now vacant would be held 
by the Government at the double minimum price. , 

It seems clear to me that the State of Kansas has been granted all the public 
land to which it can lay any legal or equitable claim under the law of 1862. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, September 24, 1888, 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN RESERVATION IN MINNESOTA. 


Mr. NELSON. I ask leave to make a conference report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is a privileged matter now pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the judgment of the Chair a con- 
ference report is a matter of the highest privilege. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10112) granting to the Duluth 
‘and Winnipeg Railway Company the right of way through the Fond du Lac 
Indian reservation, in the State of Minnesota, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to reeommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment num- 
bered 1, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 2, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Senate 
numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “twenty,” in line 28 of said amendment, section 4; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 4, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 5, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 6, and agree to the same. ° 

8. W. PEEL, 


THOMAS R. HUDD, 

KNUTE NELSON, 
Managers on the part of the Hvuse. 

J. W. DANIEL, 

J. M. DOLPH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 
STATEMENT OF THE EFFECT OF TITE AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN. 


First amendment: The effect of thisamendment is to make the termini of the 
proposed railroad more definite and certain than in the original bill. ) 

Second amendment: The effect of this amendment is to provide that in case 
the railroad company fails to agree with the individual occupants as to com- 
pensation for their respective holdings, that then such compensation shall be 
ascertained and paid in the same manner as is provided for the adjustment of 
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like controversies under Laws Minnes 1a at in respect to tribal . and west of x ‘ 1 and . of - 
compensation the Secretary of the Interior shall det ne the same t y k v As e | ] is reaaic ‘ ‘ 4 

Third amendment: The effect of this is to author Oregon Railway and : ited a new s at strict : i : 
Navigation Company to acquire p hase from the Indians on the I killa 1 s s 3 
reservation and by their cor 10 acres of ground for station purposes and < ‘ i c I - t ~ veying s 
acres fora road and apy » the for the p ose of a ymmodating nde t and s s - 
the village of Dawson s fro! prope sed station rhe compensa t is ~ of 
tion to be paid the Ind be de ed by the Secretary ofthe Inter 3 - re inds 
The amendment to this ame t is ply to correct the description—the 4 t if site ses 

i e tract t t 4 

Phe fourth ame 1 t to ij \ the sé tary of the Interior to § 

' ‘ ‘ . y ’ « ~ 
ipart l a 1 Indians on t rva 1a quantity of land ; 

i no rut rized exist for l reservation in order es sha ~ 
that the boundaries of this reservation may b ged for the benefit } . ‘ 1 
of the Indians. » ay ; A : i 

lhe fifth amendment is simply to correct the numbering of the sections s | said t e 

And the sixth amendment is merely to amend the title by adding th vords same result wou i be re iched as 
**and for other purposes ze, and the sposa é $i " < 

Dated September 24, 1888 sa er had been } s d ‘ 1 

S. W. PEEI t Ee That 1ore ft 20 acres sha 

rHOS. R. HUDD ‘ 

KNUTE NELSON : Chat the President, by a \ \ 5 
House Con: es ~ i ta st ind ‘ ‘ 

Mr. NELSON. Unless somebody desires to ask questions I am un ca hea Gacietl . hall tae ad - ; 
willing to take any time. I will, however, make a brief statement in ! duties and receive the same fees and emolu ts as sd g 
addition to the statement which has been made in the report. The K ties in t ther la flices Sta IK 

cori +7 . Zt 1 ] r Tt. r ruff ‘ x 4 a a aac _ . ; tha 
original bill provided for a right of way for the Duluth and Winnipeg Mr. HOLMAN Now, I ask Le 3 propos 

~ Railroad through a small reservation about 25 or 30 miles west of Du- | committee be read. It t in ts that pg tl { 1 
luth called Umatilla reservation. It is about 2 or 3 miles across it. | the ru 
a ‘ ha Ff r WEAVER. I} e that t - 
Chis bill passed the House and was amended in the Senate. The first Mr. WEAVER. 1 ve that t House 
amendment is for the purpose of making the termini of the road more The SPEAKER If there be noo t 
definite, fixing Duluth as one and Grand Rapids, the headwaters of the | lay before the House a message from the Preside 
. . . ° . 4 4 \T \\ VRI | if ; + , 
Mississippi, as the other. The second amendment was to this effect Mr. WEAVER. I eld pur} 
7 ° ' t I rArAN t { ; } } 
It provides that in case the railroad company is unable to agree with Mr. HO! Y. Task h 9 1e ame d 


the individual Indians on that reservation as to the damages, or com- | to sD 


pensation for those damages, it shall be ascertained in the same man- Che SPEAKER . t The gentle Mi 

ner as we ascertained them under the laws of Minnesota—by commis- | W has moved that the H 

sioners and condemnation—and that in addition to that the tribal dam Mr. WEAVER. I t 

ages, as distinguished from individual damages, shall be fixed by thi LRER prot t t fi n { | M 

Secretary of the Interior. HH N g ] 
Now the Senate amends the bill by making provision for the Or M [OLMAN [ insist up eru ‘ ct e the 

von Navigation and Railroad Company to acquire for a station 10 d 

acres of land, and for the road 2 acres of land, in the Umatilla rese1 Mr. WEA R Iw let +] 


I 
vation. It seems that already it is within 2 miles of the boundary | message be | 
of the reservation, and right across the boundary is the little villag Phe SPEAKER [f t tion age 
of Dawson. They want a station accessible tothem. This bill pr b 
poses to allow the company to buy from the Indians, with their con Mr. ANDI 
sent, 10 acres for the station ground and 2 acres for the road Che la M I [A 
material amendment authorizes the President or the Secretary of the | | read the ¢ 
} Interior to enlarge the boundaries of the Umatilla reservation, and tha ihe ¢ s foll 
is explained by a letter of the Secretary of the Interior, which I ho f V ed 
in my hand, but which is quite lengthy. Now, I desire to say noth- | ! : my 
ing more. The other two amendments are merely formal, and unless : 
some gentleman desires to ask questions I will move th previo Add iN < j 
question on the adoption of the report. 
The previous question was ordered, and under the operation the 
the report of the committee of conf 
Mr. NELSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the conferent * a 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider : 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ference was adopted. f t 4 


BLAIR EDUCATIONAL BILI 


Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I was absent during the call of the | n rd distir 
States and Territories for the introduction of bills, and I only ask t ‘ ! 
present this resolution in order that it may be referred to a comm I \ N 
5 Mr. McMILLIN. I object. Mr. HOLMAN ! t I 
; Mr. McCOMAS. For reference only t t t] 
Mr. McMILLIN, And I object. 
Mr. McCOMAS. Why do you object : 
Mr. McMILLIN. Because I choose. ‘ on 
P Mr. McCOMAS. It is to ask a day to be fixed for the consideration ‘ nized 
: of the Blair bill. Be sage re rie 
Mr. McMILLIN. I have objected. : . Ses 
Mr. McCOMAS. Do you object to the fixing of a day for the « : side 
sideration of the Blair bill ? : ; , os 
Mr. McMILLIN. I have addressed myself to the Speaker. , 1 by th gen- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maryland asked 3 pa A 
unanimous consent tointroducearesolution. Objection hasbeen made. | ' as ; { 
Mr. McCOMAS. Can I haveit read? [Cries of ‘‘Recular order ! ' 
‘he SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection has be 
ular order demanded. The Clerk will report the bill reported by t 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HormMan]. M to & prop- 


en made and the r i the bill 









The Clerk read as follows rT 
i I u 
A bill (S. 1080) to extend the laws the United States ov« ertain unorgar i {10 D 1 ned 
territory south of the State of Kansas 

Be it enacted, etc,, That the laws of the United States, except those provid 
for pre-emption, timber-culture, and desert-land entries of the public lands, ar ; : 7 eee, , ERRED. 
hereby extended over the un: ized tory south of the State of Kansas the rule private bills of the following t 
and Colorado, and between the Indian rritory and the Territory of New ' ferred as indicated below: 
Mexico, and north of Texas. known as the P Land Strip: and that for th ; ” . naica LOW « 












purpose of the execution of said laws all that portion of the State of Kansas By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 11490) for the relief ho . 
lying south of the sixth standard parallel south, and west of the line between | ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 





} ) { 11491) granti pension to J 

n » the ee on Invalid Pensio 
i + I oO far IT x nst 

ti Cs lid Pension 

Lh} i ) 0 itl et ce truct 1 ol v 
bri ) Ri the foot of Ka r M ( 
av Ka J 1 W yam te Count 1 the State « 
Ka 3, to t ‘ tie ta Missour to the (x 
miitt 1 ¢ 

J HH H. R f b elief « 

J I to * ct ttee ¢ ndian Depredatio Cialp 

I I H A b a. = 1495) for t lief of ¢ rc Hi 
© to the ¢ oreign Affairs 

I i 2 [. Rk. 11496) to incorp te the Nat 
hi] ic ym} o the Committee on the District of Columb 

By Mr. POST: Al H. Rt. 11497) granting a pension to Will 
H IK Y to the Cor tee on Invalid Pension 

by Mr. STEELE: A | (H. R. 11498) granting a pension to John 
Mel'adden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS bill (H. R. 11499) to pension Robert Hill 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11500) toy ion Charles P to the Comm 
tee » | i Pen 

ETITIONS, El 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s di 
under the rule, d referred as follows: 

I Mr. J. M. ALLEN Petition of heirs of Donald Stre st, of Jame 
Conn, of William H. Kelton, and of J. M. D. Miller, of Mississippi, f 
rele eolt ( to Ul Co t { m to the Comm tte a ¢ 
Wa { tim 

I ir. CLEMENTS: Petition of Matilda J. Smith, widow of H. J. 

° min of Whitfield ¢ ity, Georgia, for reference of her claim to t 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. LIND: Petition of St. Paul (Minn.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, praying for the establishment of a uniform rate of 5 cents p 
pound for third and fourth class mail matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Road 

By Mr. SYMES: Petition in favor of House bill 11027 for pure lard, 
also in favor of House bill 10320 in favor of pure lard, from Denve 
Col to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of heirs of Sarah Price, of Chattooga 
County, Georgia, for reference of their claim to the Court of Claims 

° to the ¢ imittee on War Claims. 


By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Mary A. Mitchell, of Giles 
County, Tennessee 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

! Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of George M. Penrods and others 
citizens of Miami County, Ohio, for increase of pension to Charles P« 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


25, 1888. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLEer, D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 





HOUSES BILI REFERRED. 


» following bills, received yesterday from the House of Represent 
atives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Ce nittee on Pensions 


A bill (H. R. 724) for the relief of Louisa McLain; 
\ bill (H. Rt, 1152) for the relief of the legal representatives of Eliza 
M. Ferris; 
R. 2261) to increase the pension of Elijah W. Penny; 
R. 2839) granting a pension to Henry Sommers; 
ill (H. R. 3512) granting a pension to Anthony Shafer; 
R. 3681) granting a pension to Carter W. Tiller; 
R ranting a pension to Martha Giddings, formerly 
A bill (H. R. 4737) granting a pension to Micah French; 
A bill (H. R. 5593) granting an increase of pension to Laura L. 
Wallen; 
A bill (H. R. 5919) restoring to the pension-roll thewmame of James 
Monobhan, minor child of Richard Monohan, deceased; 
\ bill (H. R. 9176) granting a pension to Charlotte Taylor; 
A bill (H. R. 9252) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine Barberick, 
of Watertown; 
A bill (H. ] 
A bill (HH. I 
A bill (H. I 
A bill (H. I 
A bill (H. I 
A bill (H. I 


*. 9383) to increase the pension of Joseph Holmes; 

t. 9759) granting a pension to John Wallace; 

. 9776) for the relief of Nancy E. Sawyer; 

t. 10032) granting a pension to Milton Wallen; 

*. 10073) granting a pension to P. F. Jonte; 

t. 10253) granting a pension to Emmanuel P. Steed; 
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for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims— | 


bill (H. R. 104 i 4 pen ) rj 
ri. I 547 tin l on t 
H. R. 1065 the 1 of E , , 
H. R. 1069 } £2] 1 to } j 
\ ll (HH. it. 10947 t I ( ‘ \ 
‘ 1 (H. R. 11 2 I » I I rH 
phre 
ihe ow or } el ‘ { t é } 
el y the ( Cla : 
. bD HH Zz. I f <« H. WV 
. bill (H. R. 32 yr the lier « l La r. Dut 
\ 1(H. R. 393 to pro ( i Cay 
todk k MelIntosh; 
\ m. 3 61 I ot Diel 
bill (H. R. 2598) f of W ! h 100 
bill (H. R. 2875) f ( s. Louisa H. Hasell; 
bill H. R. 3471 I oO | tist Church of C 
+ lly i ? 
ll (H. R. 5094) for the relief of Henry H. Epping and A 
ander N. Brannan, administrators of S. H. Hill; 
\ bill (H. R. 6012) for the relief of A. P. Swineford: and 
\ bill (i. R. 6560) for the relief of the trustees of the Cat] 
Church at Dalton, Ga. 


the following bills were severally read twi by their titles, and ré 

rred to the Committee on Military Affairs 

\ bill (H. IR, 157) correcting the military history of Robert McNutt 

\ 1 (H. R. 483) for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, widow of John 
i deceased 1d to place the name of said John Jones on the 





A 
ster-rolls of Company B, Second Regiment North Carolina Mounted 
Infantry; 
A bill (H. R. 2267) to pay Thompson McKinley $375 for service- 
voucher issted to him during the late war by Capt. George W. Harriso1 
tant quartermaster United States Army; 
\ bill (H. R. 3453) for the relief of George O. Donnell; and 
bill (H. KR. 10100) for th 
The following bills were read twice by their titles, and referred 
the Committee on Naval Affairs: 
A bill (H. I 
4 bill (H. ] 


| merly a seaman in the Navy. 
4} 








e relief of Charles F. Campbell. 


t. 2688) for the relief of Alfred Breuer; and 
t. 7 


7801) for the relief of William F. C. Nindemann, for- 
| The bill (H. R. 4658) for the relief of Henry Gumperts, sr., was read 
| twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 5248) for the relief of the American Grocer As 
ciation of the City of New York was read twice by its title, and 1 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

| The bill(H. R. 11297) in relation to grants of lands to aid in 
struction of railroads was read twice by its title, and referre 

| Committee on Publie Lands. 

Che bill (HH. R. 11139) to authorize the building of a bridge or bridg 
across the Mississippi River at La Crosse, Wis., was read twice by i 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Che following billand joint resolution were read 1 
und referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 

\ bill (H. R. 10873) making an appropriation f 
School of the District of Columbia; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 225) to continue t 
ing laws providing temporarily for the expenditures of the Governme! 


ice by their ti 
- 


} 92 3.7 P > 
r the Girls’ Kelorm 


1 
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1e provisions of exi 


INQUESTS UNDER NATIONAL AUTHORITY. 


Mr. GEORGE. I desire to give notice that to-morrow morning at 
the close of the formal morning business I shall ask the indulgence of 
the Senate to call up the bill (S. 1516) to provide for inquests under 
national authority, with a view of submitting some observations upon 
it. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIAI 


Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of John I’. Armstrong Council, 
No. 130, Junior Order United American Mechanies, of Philadelphia 
Pa., praying for the passage of Senate bill 553, concerning foreign im- 
migration; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6591) for the relief of S. Dillinger & Sons, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without ameni- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9663) granting a pension to Jesse Spencer; 

A bill (H. R. 11317) granting a pension to Fredericka Liesegang; 

A bill (H. R. 10433) for the relief of Leaman L. Bowers; 

A bill (H. R. 11362) for the relief of William R. Rodgers; and 

A bill (H. R. 7305) granting a pension to Aaron R. Gilkison. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (8. 3561) granting a pension to Edwin W. Warner, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the Dil! 
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Mr. DOLPH. It is merely to correct an error in the direction of a ° 


line, and to authorize the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company to | 
purchase depot grounds. It is merely to correct an error in the de- 
scription of the line of the road. 

Mr. DAWES. It does not affect anything else? 

Mr. DOLPH. Notatall. Itis tocorrectamistake which was made 
in the Land Office in copying the description. 

Mr. DAWES. With that exception, then, the bill is as it went from 
the Senate ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes; the Senate amendments are concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conferenze. 

‘The report was concurred in. 


LIFE-SAVING STATIONS. 


‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the action of the House of Representatives on the bill (S. 1856) to estab- 
lish a life-saving station on the Atlantic coast between Indian River 
Inlet, Delaware, and Ocean City, Md. 

The resolution of the House was read, as follows: 


In Tae Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, September 24, 1888. 


Resolved, That.the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to } 
S. 1556) to establish a life-saving station on the Atlantic coast between 
Indian River Inlet, Delaware, and Ocean City, Md. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES] to the action of the House. 
Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Ihave not the report of the Senate con- 
ferces with me. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
porarily. : 
Mr. PALMER. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives concerning House bill 1923. 
The resolution of the House of Representatives was read, as follows: 


onth 
the | 


The matter had better be laid aside. 
The matter will be laid aside tem- 


In tHE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, September 24, 1888, 
Resolved, That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (LH. R. 1923) providing for the establishment of a life-saving station at 
the harbor of Kewaunee, Wis 


Mr. PALMER submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.1923) providing for the estab- 
lishinent of a life-saving station at the harbor of Kewaunee, Wis., having met, 
after fulland free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered l,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add, 
at the end of said amendment, the words: 

“One atornear Wallies Sands, New Hampshire; one at or near Plum Island, 
Massachusetts; one at or near Lynnhaven Inlet, Virginia; two between Ocra- 
coke Inlet and Cape Lookout, North Carolina, at such points as the General Su- 
perintendent of the Life-Saving Service may recommend; one at or near Ash- 
tabula, Ohio; one at or near Marquette, Mich.; one between the Ocean House, 
south of the entrance to the harbor of San Francisco, and Point San Pedro, Cali- 
fornia, at such point as the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service 
may recommend 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 2 

That the House recede from its disagreementto the amendment of the Senate 


numbered 3, aud agree to the same. 


T. W. PALMER, 
J. N. DOLPH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 


T. E. TARSNEY, 
T. H. BAYLY BROWNE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator from Michigan if 
all these additional topics were in the original bill or the amendments 
pending between the two Houses? I see there are four or five appar- 
ently entirely new places that were not in discussion between the two 
Houses when the bill went to the conference. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam not positive whether they were or not. I think 
that they were. At least they were all approved by the subcommittee 
of the Committee on Commerce having light-houses in charge and agreed 
to by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that the report is apparently quite out- 
side of order in respect of the capacity of conferees, but as it is on asub- 
ject which we cah all readily enough understand in regard to these lo- 
cations, for one I shall waive any point of order. I only refer toit now 
so that it shall not be drawn into a precedent for similar proceedings in 
the future. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 

THE LOUISIANA ELECTION. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I gave notice that I should ask the Senate to 
take up to-day the resolution relating to the recent election in the State 
of Louisiana. Instead of asking the Senate to take up the resolution 
at this time, I give notice that I shall ask that it may be taken up on 
Thursday during the morning houy, 
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TREATY WITH CHINA, 
Mr. STEWART. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration: 
Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if not incompat- 
ible with the public interests, to inform the Senate what information he has re- 


| ceived since September 7, 1888, with regard to the action of the Chinese Govern- 


ment upon the recent treaty with the Emperor of China 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that resolution had better be considered 
in executive session for a reason that I will state in executive session. 
I ask, therefore, that it be laid aside. 

Mr. STEWART. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table 
for subsequent consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the consideration of morning businessis through, 
I wish to move a short executive session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Morning business is not yet con- 
cluded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

RELATIONS WITH GREAT BRITAIN AND CANADA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over by agreement in the order of current business 
from yesterday, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution directing the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to inquire into and report at the next session of Congress the 
state of the relations of the United States with Great Britain and the 
Dominion of Canada. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to move a short executive session before 
the Senator from Alabama goes on, if he will allow me. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator want to address the Senate? 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to address the Senate, but I yield to the 
Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Pending that, I move that thé Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. It is desirable that there 
should be a short executive session. 

HEIRS OF COL. W. RB. M’KEE. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from Vermont yield to me 
for just one moment? I simply want to ask the consent of the Senate 
to consider at this time the bill (H. R. 10082) to amend an act entitled 
‘* An act for the relief of the widow and orphan children of Col. Will- 
iam R. McKee, late of Lexington, Ky.,’’ reported from the Committee 
on Public Lands by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMB]. It is 
simply to correct the issue of land certificates under the act of 1853 
made to the orphan children of Colonel McKee, of Kentucky. The 
Commissioner of the General Land Office has written a letter on the 
subject. The House bill has been reported by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands of the Senate without amendment. It simply proposes to 
correct the issue of certificates, one of which was issued by a false and 
improper name. The bill is merely amendatory, of course. It ex- 
tends no rights or privileges, except that the certificates which have 
been outstanding for nearly thirty years may be made available to these 
infant heirs. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to look at the bill a moment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will hand the Senator a copy of the bill. If 
he will permit me, I will state that Colonel McKee was in command 
of a regiment of infantry, and was killed in command of it on the field 
of Buena Vista. In 1853 an act was passed allowing 160 acres of land 
to each of his minor children. He had butthreechildren. One was a 
daughter. She married and left three infant heirs. Of the two sons, 
one is now a major in the regular Army of this country, Maj. George 
McKee; and the other was Lieut. Hugh McKee, who was killed in 
storming the works onthe Isle of Corea. Hugh’s name it was intended 
to change. He was an infant at the time of his father’s death, and 
his mother named him for his father, and the land office issued the cer- 
tificate in the name of William R. McKee, but the purpose was neve! 
executed, and he died a lieutenant in the Navy under his original bap 
tismal name of Hugh McKee, and he died without heirs. He gave his 
certificate to his mother, who has died since this bill has been on the 
Calendar, and she gave it to one of the infant children of her dea 
daughter. 

All that the bill proposes to do is to authorize the Commissioner 0! 
the General Land Office, in accordance with his own letter sent to t! 
House of Representatives, to issue the certificates in the correct nam: 
so that the children may have the benefit of them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to just look at the House report. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will hand it to the Senator. Here it is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ifthe Senator will pardon me and allow us 
have ashort execative session, while we are going through with a !it 
tle business that ought to be done, I shall look at it before the do 
are reopened. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
House committee. 





I will do that. There is the report of | 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I movethat the Senate proceed to the conside 
tion of executive business. 
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1888. 


The motion was agreed to 
eration of executive businesss. 
After fourteen minutes spent in execut ession the doors were 


reopened, 


RELATIONS WITH GREAT BRITAIN AND CANADA, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempo The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the resolution which will be read. 
The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. SHERMAN Sep 


tember 17, 1888, as follows 





Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be directed to ing 
and report at the next session of Congress the state of the relations of the United 
States with Great Britain and the Dominion of Canada, with such measures as 
are expedient to promote friendly commercial and political int irse betwee 
these countries and the United States, and for that purpose have leave t 


during the recess of Congress. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I would not again call up the sul 
ject of the resolution offered by the Senator from Ohio after so much 
debate upon this topic, and in advance of the a 
on Foreign Relations on the House bill to enlarge the powers of the 
President of the United States under the retaliatory law of March 3 
1887, if I could feel satisfied that the action of the committe 
favorable to the passage of that measure. 

The time seems to be near at hand when the congestion which the 
Mills tariff bill, as it is called, has produced in the Senate is to be re- 
lieved, and we are to have the privilege of a glance at a substitute fo 
that measure, and then probably an adjournment. 

Some debate on that measure wiil be had, if such a thing is to be per- 
mitted, and that will crowd out of consideration all other general legis- 
lation except to complete the appropriation bills. 

It is now an obvious fact that delay in the settlement of the disputed 
questions about the fisheries and the transit of commerce through the 
lakes is a distinctive policy of the Republican party. 

The settlement is not really desired by that party until they can get 
the credit of making the arrangement, if it is desired in any event. 
The best way to prevent a settlement is to defeat all measures looking 
to a settlement. 

When the President negotiated the treaty of last February, its defeat 

: 


tion of the Committee 


would be 


was resolved upon by the Republican party before its merits had been | 4 


discussed in the Senate. 

The merits of the fishing rights claimed for our fishermen would be 
discussed, for no one had the power toprevent that, but noamendment 
of the treaty was to be permitted whereby the treaty could possibly be 


, 


improved, and no delay in its rejection was to bs tolerated. Such 


urgency was voted in considering the treaty that the Senate, which has | 


loitered much in business both before and since the treaty was up for 
debate, changed tle rules of that body so as to meet at the hour of 11 
o’clock every day, one hour sooner thanthe rules prescribe. A motion 
to postpone action until December on the treaty, so that we could find 
a clearer atmosphere for the consideration of great international ques- 
tions than is found in the field of a fierce political campaign, and when 
we could properly estimate the value of the modus vivendi provided in 
the protocol of that treaty, was voted down. 

Motions to amend the treaty made by Democrats to meet objections 
stated in debate by Republicans were voted down, and the treaty was 
rejected, not upon its merits, as the Senaton from Ohio alleges, but be- 
cause the Republicans, having the majority in the Senate, refused to 
put into it the features that would give it merits in their eyes. 

It is, therefore, a conclusion that can not be shaken by argument, 
that the Republican party in the Senate have resolved, if they can help 


it, that none other than a Republican administration should have the 
settlement of the questions that are now open between the people of 
the United States and those of Canada. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] early in this contro- 
versy and in the course of the debate upon the treaty offered the fol- 
lowing resolution, which I will read: 


Resolved, That a committee of seven Senators be appointed by the Chai 
whose duty it shall be to report upon the relations of commerce and business 
existing between the United States and the dependencies of Great Britain in 


North America, including the effect upon the commerce and carrying trade of 


the United States of the Canadian system of railways and canals now existing 
and in contemplation, and the prospect of the displacement of any existing in- 
dustries of the United States by industries established there; also whether th« 
obligations of existing treaties and of international law are and have been ob- 
served by the said dependencies toward the people of the United States, and the 
number, amount, and character of the existing claims against Great Britain by 
reason of the violation of such obligations toward the people of the United 
States in said dependencies. 

Said committee shall have power to send for persons and papers, to adminis- 
ter oaths, to employ a clerk, messenger, and stenographer, and to sit anywhere 
in the United States during the session and during the recess of Congress 

Any subcommittee by them appointed may exercise the same powers as the 
full committee. 





This resolution looked to the future, and covered every inquiry abcut 
our relations with Canada that is really possible. ! 

It is a distinct step towards the assumption of power by the Senate 
to shape the negotiations with foreign powers which until now has been 
conceded to the President of the United States 

What I said a week since about the recent tendency of the Senate to 
usurp the powers and functions of the President and the dangers of 
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Chis new policy required an ent hange of front on the fisheric 
uestion, and a very decided disavowal of the heroic treatment, through 
etaliatory legislation, which has been so earnestly advocated of late 
yy the Republican party 
Chere are also other prominent reasons for disclaiming at once and 
cle lediv the line of diplomati te nce 1 the illairs OI 10 yu 
countries which in Great Britain is called ‘‘jingoism 
In the brief time that Mr. Garfield was in oflice we had many of 
these pragmatical interferences in the affairs of ot! tates, notably 





in the internal policies of Peru, Chili, Bolivia, Guatemala, and Mexico 
besides many declarations of the State Department that indicated a 
very vigorous treatment of questions of international character, 


were not intended so much to influence matters that were then of a 





practical nature or advantage to us as to formulate a policy that would 








1a us aggressive in every matter where we might possibly 1 the 
future have material interests at stake 

Chere is a certain attractiveness in the self-assertion of a nation that 

is growing stronger with every day t that makes such a 

course popular with earnest politicians; s recoil in la 

policy that is severe upon those whose industries must support a gov 

ernment Lich causes them to question its wisdo rhe distinguished 





Secretary of State under Mr. Garfield seems to have so much power in 





shaping and controlling the cour * the Republican party that the 
country appears to have no doubt he will have equal cont: 
shaping the policy of the administration in the Cabinet if that part 
should carry the Presidential election in November. 


y th 
We have had other examples in this country, notably those of Mr. 
- i . a 

Clay and Mr. Webster, where men of great influence 
parties with which they acted continued to control their destinies after 
they had been defeated in their as} ! 

Che death of Mr. Garfield disappointed the hopes of Mr. Blaine in 
relation to the foreign policy he initiated with so much of zeal, dash, 


yirations for the Presiden 


and enterprise, and with so little of the caution and prudence that is 











required in our diplomatic dealings with other countries, and saved tl 
country from very unwise and dangerous involvements. ‘Then Mr 
Blaine’s defeat for the Presidency would have given a less ardent } 
tician to understand that the American people rely more wisely upon 
their increasing growth in population, wealth, knowledge, and mot il 
power for their just influence among othe at 3 than upon thei 
self-assertion, their disp] iy of the reso es o ) deciama 
tory announcement of their determination to claim everything and con- 
cede nothing that has the appearance of being sugported by plausible 
argumentation * 

lhe Senator from Ohio evident »>ks forward with anxious si 
tude to the possible re earance of 3 e zeal and é 
enter! se O lepart tot Stat it it of the elect 1 of 
Mr. Harrison, and desires to give warning now that this impassioned 
diplomacy will be resisted by very strong men in the [ey i 
part 
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in the debate to denounce and belittle Mr. Cleveland because he had 
not issued | proclamation, under the act of March 3, 1887, to cut of 





ial intercourse between Canada and the United States. 
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it is not » far to say that the rejection of the treaty, after 1 
fusing to id i ) suit the views of the Senate, whatever they we: 
and after refusing to postpone its « eration until December, was t 


compel the President to resort to t retaliation prescribed in the a 
of March 3, 1887 viling in that, to tacitly confess that he woul 
do nothing to redress our grievances or to prevent a recurrence of them 


hing rights 

the tr aty, i ng 

r effort at negotiation would be received by thx 
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"he Senator from Ohio is eloquent in his remarks upon the want of 
ciprocity in the treaty that the Senate has just rejected, but he ha 





1871, concluded by his own party, whic 
provided for a reciprocity of $2% favor annually and 
$20,000,000 in favor of Canada every year since 187 In that time 
our Treasury has lost $300,000,000 under this article of the tre 
Washington, and our people have had a chance to save $3,000, 
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which is far more than they have saved in duties on fish imported : 
through Canada to the United States. =. 
Why this arrangement was ever made is the most astonishing puzz 4 
nour commercial history. Only tworeasons for itssupport can be given 
it appears to me: First, that it diverted freights from the St. Law 7 


1 
rence River to the New England railroads. This is of some advant: 
to our people, but it is confined to afew people and to three or fou 
lines of railway, the profits accruing to which are paid in much t! 





rgest share to the British and Canadian people whose money bu 
them. ‘This profit, however, would be reduced but to a small exté 
this article of the treaty were abrogated, since for one-half the y: 
these railroads would do almost the entire transportatioa for the Cana- 3 
dian people through commerce now being immensely increased by t! 4 
trade furnished by the British lines of Pacific steamers and by th 
\é from the interior of Canada over the Canadian Pacific Railwa 
lhe second reason for this arrangement, and possibly the stronge 
; that the invitation thus held out to Canada to ship her producti a 
» foreign markets would keep them out of competition with us in out Pa 
own markets. - 
The $20,000,000 of annual increase of our tariff revenues above our ef 
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you that in no case have the rights or privileges of American fishermen been 
overiooked or neglected, but that, on the contrary, they have been sedulously 
insisted upon and cared for by every means within the control of the executive 
branch of the Government 

The act of Congress approved March 3, 1887, authorizing a course of retali 
ation, through executive action, in the event of a continuance on the part of 
the British-American authorities of unfriendly conduct and treaty violations 
affecting American fishermen, has devolved upon the President of the United 
States exceedingly grave and solemn responsibilities, comprehending highly 
important consequences to our national character and dignity, and involving 
extremely valuable commercial intercourse between the British possessions 
in North America and the people of the United States. 

J understand the main purpose of your letter is to suggest that, in case re 
course to the retaliatory measures authorized by this act should be invited 
by unjust treatment of our fishermen in the future, the object of such retali 
ation might be fully accomplished by “ prohibiting Canadian-caught fish from 
entry into the ports of the United States,” 

This is a quotation from the letter addressed to the President. 

The existing controversy is one in which two nations are the parties concerned. 
The retaliation contemplated by the act of Congress is to be enforced, not to 
protect solely any particular interest, however meritorious or valuable, but to 
maintain the national honor and thus protect all our people. In this view the 
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violation of American fishery rights and unjust or unfriendly acts towards a | 
portion of our citizens engaged in this business is but the occasion for action, | 


and constitutes a national affront which gives birth to or may justify retalia- 
tion. This measure once resorted to, its effectiveness and value may well de- 
pend upon the thoroughness and extent of its application; and in tie perform- 
ance of international duties, the enforcement of international rights,and the 
protection of our citizens this Government and the people of the United States 
must act asa unit, all intent upon attaining the best result of retaliation upon 
the basis of a maintenance of national honor and duty 

The nation seeking by any means to maintain its honor, dignity, and integ 
rity is engaged in protecting the rights of the people; and if in such efforts 
particular interest are injured and special advantages forfeited, these things 
should be patriotically borne for the public good, An immense volume of pop- 
ulation, manufactures, and agricultural productions, and the marine tonnage 
and railways to which these have given activity, all largely the result of inter- 
course between the United States and British America, and the natural growth 
of a full half century of good neighborhood and friendly communication, form 
an aggregate of material wealth and incidental relation of most impressive 
magnitude. I fully appreciate these things,and am not anmindful of the great 
number of our people who are concerned in such vast and diversified interests 

In the performance of the serious duty which Congress has imposed upon me, 
and in the exercise, upon just occasion, of the power conferred under the act 
referred to, I shall deem myself bound to inflict no unnecessary damage or in- 
jury upon any portion of our people; but I shall nevertheless be unflinchingly 
guided by a sense of what the self-respect and dignity of the nation demand. 
In the maintenance of these, and in the support of the honor of the Government, 
beneath which every citizen may repose in safety, no sacrifice of personal or 
private interests shall be considered as against the general welfare. 

Yours, very truly, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
GEORGE STEELE, 
President Ame) 


ican Fishery Union, and others, 
Gloucester, Mass. 


I have read this entire letter because I could not take up a section 
or clause of it and read it with justice to the President of the United 
States. The whole of it is full of pith and substance, and it containsa 
direct statement of what the President conceived to be the proper 
breadth of the field to be covered in the exercise of the retaliatory 
power intrusted to his discretion by the Congress of the United States 
in theact of March 3, 1887. Whatever may have been the intention of 
the real authors of that act, it was not the purpose of those who sup- 
ported itat large that it should merely furnish an opportunity for the 
benefiting of a particular industry in the United States, a speculative 
opportunity for a few men to make money out of, but it was intended 
as a broad vindication of the national honor and that in its enforcement 
there should be a broad exercise of national duty. So the President 
regarded it; so he informed the gentlemen who claimed that he should 
retaliate alone in reference to the very narrow ground of prohibiting 
fish alone, as early as April 7, 1887. 

After that declaration on the part of the President of his willingness 
to proceed with any measure of retaliation that might be found neces- 
sary, the question recurs, why did he not proceed at once? Why did 
he not proceed to lock up commercial intercourse between the United 
States and Canada as early as April, 1887, when he wrote thisletter? It 
was but a very short time after that when the Government of Great 
Britain signified its desire to enter into negotiation about this matter, 
and many of those who voted for this retaliatory act of March 3, 1887, 
did so merely because they believed that it would stimulate Great 
Britain to activity in herdiplomatic effort to settle this controversy upon 
a just basis. I believe that it had that effect, not that I believe Great 

Sritain was intimidated by anything that we did, for that was neither 
our purpose nor was it a rational view to take of the subject; but Great 
Britain saw that this country was in earnest about this matter and up 
to that time there was no division between Republican and Democrat 
in regard to the causes which led to our action or the manner in which 
that action should be executed and fulfilled. 

Never before did any Congress, or any President evince so decided a 
purpose to bring these disputes to a just and final settlement. 

Great Britain seemed to be equally in earnest, and the best hopes for 
amicable arrangement seemed to inspire the action of both govern- 
ments. 

The British Government becameactive in its demonstration of a wish 
and purpose to negotiate about this matter. Was there aman in the 


United States who at that time, March 3, 1887, would have dared to 
rise upon the floor of this Senate as a Senator and to have announced 
that it was the purpose of the Senate of the United States and of the 
House of Representatives in voting for that bill to cut off absolutely 
all negotiation with Great Britain on the subject of the fisheries and 
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to force the controversy into a fight 4 V’outrance? I assume with con- 
fidence that there was no man in the United States who had the reck- 
lessness to have taken a position of that kind on this subject. We 
conveniently, as I have often remarked before, referred this matter o1 
retaliation to the discretion of the President. We turned our respon- 
sibility over to him and yoked it upon his shoulders, and then, instead 
of trusting him as an honest and honorable citizen and a sworn officer 
of the Unité@ States Government to obey and observe the Constitution 
and the laws, instead of giving to him the credit of his action, as he de- 
served to have in view of all the history of this transaction, we turned 
around immediately and commenced to impeach him in the most severe 
and defamatory way because he did not see proper to execute this act 
in the manner in which it was prescribed to him by this association 
called the American Fisheries Union. 

They claimed the exclusion of Canadian fish from our markets. Some 
of them being Democrats, the Republicans eagerly joined in their de 
mand for the exclusion of fish and nothing else. 

In all the debate that has been had upon this question in this body 
not one single Senator has ever yet intimated that the President of the 
United States, in the exercise of the power of retaliation, ought to have 
taken into consideratien any other subject than fish. No Senator can 
point to a word or line in that debate which intimated an opinion by 
any Republican that the President of the United States should, in the 
execution of that law, have prohibited the introduction of barley, of 
coal, of petroleum, of iron ore, of lumber, of cattle, of wool, or any 
product of Canada except fish. So I assume, without the slightest ap- 
prehension that I am doing any person an injustice, that the demand of 
the Republican party upon the President of the United States for the 
execution of the act of March 3, 1887, was confined to the prohibition 
of the introduction of fish into the United States. 

The tact that this act was broad enough to cover all goods coming 
from Canada does not alter the demand so persistently made that the 


| exclusion should relate only to fish. 


Now, sir, that is an unseemly position for the Republican party to 
take if they have any respect for their own history; for do we not know 
and does not the world know that both by act of Con.ress in 1872, 
and by the treaty of 1871, and by the subsequent act of Congress of 


{ 1883 the Republican party in the United States enacted that fish for 
| immediate consumption, fresh fish coming into the United States, should 


come free of duty ? And do we not know that under the processes of 
freezing fish which are of modern practice more than two-thirds of the 
actual value of the importation of that commodity into the United 
States is free of duty under the construction of that act of Congress ? 
All fish of every description was made free of duty under the treaty of 
1871, which I suppose no one will deny was a Republican treaty in 
every particular. What did that partydemand? What did they ex- 
pect from the President of the United States? Simply this, that they 
having enacted a law to let in fresh fish free of duty, the President of 
the United States in the enforcement of the retaliatory law of March 
3, 1887, should prohibit their introduction and thereby give the beunty 
of the entire market in the United States into the hands of the fisher- 
men of New England. 

Now contrast that narrow ground of private speculation, personal 
gain, and local advantage with the broad and statesmanlike utter- 
ances of the President of the United States as to the basis of his policy, 
which he stated in the letter to Mr. Steele, which I have just read, and 
you will see at once which of these parties is entitled to the considera- 
tion and respect of the American people for enforcing the laws of this 
country in a proper, just, statesmanlike, and national way. You will 
see one party contending for the advantages to accrue to few men as a 
mere private speculation, a local benefit, and the other insisting that 
the controversy with Great Britain upon the subject of the breach of 
the treaty of 1818 is a national matter and it must be dealt with in 2 
national way by a national executive. 

So when the President of the United States came to look about to se 
in what manner he should exercise the only alternative left to him by 
the action of the Senate in the rejection of this treaty, he at once dis- 
covered, or rather at once laid before the Senate of the United States, 
that which he had previously seen, and to which he makes distinct 
reference in his letter of April 7, 1887, to Mr. George Steele, that there 
was a way of reaching Canada on this question which would injure no 
citizen of the United States; a way that would inform Canada of her 
dependence upon our forbearance and our neighborly conduct for the 
prosperity of her commerce; a way to inform Canada that He who 
had constructed the geography of this continent had put barriers in the 
winter time in the way of her intercourse with foreign countries that 
Canada could only overcome by some arrangement through which she 
could reach speedily and safely the seaportsof New England and New 
You. “* 

Canada seems to undervalue the commercial power thus lodged in our 
hands, and we seem to regard it as a matter too insignificant for con- 
sideration; and yet this is by far the most important fact in the entire 
situation. 

Nothing can be stated that more deeply concerns the future of Can- 
ada as the neighbor of this great Republic than the frozen barrier to 
her commerce that is interposed every winter. y 

Up to the time of the treaty of 1871, excluding the time of the rece 
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America through Canada. t 
ports transit through our territory under bond and free of duty ( 
ada chooses to class them as Canadian comm 

There we opened wide the gateways of com ree r Canada and 
gave to her advantages to the value of a great 1 1v millions of « 
lars annually. We contributed to her prosperity more than any d: 
cree of Great Britain or, I had almost said, any decree of tate cou'd 


é oft the 


have contributed. We unlocked for her the frozen barrie 
Lawrence during six months of the year by permitting her commerce 
to go and come free across our own territory to the New England and 
New York seaboard. Let some man st 

some act of great statesmanship, some broad act of legislation which 
could by any possibility, in favor of Canada, app 
equivalent of this great concession which we made 
of 1871. Idonot believe it possible for one country to grant to an- 
other a greater boon than this. 

More than $60,000,000 of commerce annually passes through the 
United States without the payment of one cent of duty, a commercs 
that is bound to pass through the United States for more than half of 
each year, or else Canada, like a man who in conducting a business is 
compelled to suspend his labors entirely for six months in the yea 
must be terribly crippled in h r business of every sort. Canada is ab 
solutely at our mercy in respect of her commerce during six months in 
the year. We conceded to her every dollar of duty that we hav 
charged her upon this commerce up to 1873, when we put the treaty 
of 1871 into execution by an act of Congress. We conceded to her du 
ties that would have amounted in the Treasury of the United States 
to $20,000,000 annually at the very lowest calculation, duties that 
since the act of 1873 would have amounted in the Treasury of the 
United States, as I have said, to $300,000,000. We made the conc 
sion to her, and there it stands, if it stands at all, under the twenty- 
ninth article of the treaty of 1871. 

What did we get in return for that? We got duty free on the arti- 
cles that we import from places beyond the Dominion of Canada through 
her territories into the United States. What are they? Nothing in 
the world comes through that line te us as commerce except the fish 
caught in the seas adjacent to Canadian territory. I have stated in 
the previous part of my remarks that that sum was probably $200,000 
per year. That is a mere estimate, but I should be greatly surprised 
if itshould exceed $50,000 a year. That is what we got in return from 
Canada for a concession of $20,000,000 a year of duties on goods that 
she is compelled to export and import. 

I need not dwell any longer upon this subject. I merely propose to 
draw the outline of this picture and let the American mind fill it up 
as it will be very certain to do. 

The President of the United States found this concession to Canada 
in practical operation on the 30th of June, 1885. When he came to en 
force the laws of the United States in respect of retaliation he saw that, 
instead of proceeding so as to cut down the trade and traffic of every 
private citizen in the land, whether in selling his merchandise, agri 
cultural productions, manufactures, lumber, or what not; and instead 
of antagonizing the private interest of private citizens against the powel 
of the Government of Canada, so as to throw upon the shouiders of the 
weak, the poor, and the helpless the burdens that would follow the 
cutting off intercourse with Canada, which must be very heavy, he pre 
ferred to take the burden upon the shoulders of the Government and 
return to the ground that we occupied before 1873. The President 
preferred to go back to that system of legislation which our fathers 


ate some treaty arrangement 


oach in value 





established, and which nobody before 1873 had found a reason for | 


abandoning. He preferred to restore our tariff duties upon goods im- 
ported from Canada into the United States, and put Canada upon 
footing with Cuba or Mexico or all other countries. 

The President is clearly in the right. If we reinstate the law as it 
stood before 1873, Canada, feeling the weight and burden of an act, not 
of injustice or of national discrimination, feeling the effect of the witl 
drawal of our generosity to her, will see at once that it would become 
her to be just, if not generous and liberal, towards the people of the 
United States in respect to their fishing rights in the ports of Canada 
and in the adjacent seas under the treaty of 1818. In the twenty 
ninth article of the treaty of 1871 we gave to Canada enough to have 
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to then ré the st ite virtually repealed the laws which re 
ql of ‘ from Cal ulian pl duce imported into 
or ¢ it { le stat 

But ou eclared in the statutes, is that the repeal of a r 
pe ‘ e the original act unless by express com 
sand. ih itute ¢ sired | ts own i ation its repealing 
é t upon J Liril the coll ion of duties on Cana- 
dian com rce ce to have fu l op ation, and it became necessary 
jor the Con ( t United States to re-enact these laws so far as 
Cai L1Ss< i y chose to extend the term of Article X XD 
nd to reimpose these ties upon goods coming from Canada or pas 
ing through the United States into Canada, if we preferred not to ex- 
tend that term of Article XXILX of that treaty. It became the duty 
of the Congress of { United State to re-establish the revenue laws 
and the d es ot t revenue oflicers before the President could exe- 
cute the laws by « cting those revenus 

Now, sir, we will put the treaty of 1815 out of v We will} 
every quarrel with the Canadian Government out of view for the mo 
ment When we find that the act of 1873 has expired by its own lim- 


itation, what is the plain Congress? It is, if 





and palpable duty ot 





public policy so demands, that we should reinstate and continue the 

force and effect of Article X XLX of the treaty; or if public policy is 

the other way, that we should refuse to do this, and we should order | 

our custom-house officers to collect the duties upon Canadian comme! 

as they are collected upon goods irom all other countries com ng into | 
{ 


the United States, 

With every other consideration out of view, it was the pla 
the President of the United States to call attention to the condition of 
the law upon the question of duties on imports coming from Canada, 


so that Congress might take such action as it should be advised wa 


proper, either to renew and extend that cor or else to allow it to 1 
main dead, and in its place t onked itute the revenue laws of the United 
Stat 

It so turned out, however, that we could make a double use of this 


opportunity, and instead of the President recommending that Congres 
would renew for another period of ten years the exemption of Canadian 
products from the payment of duties, he recommends that the duties 
should be reinstated, and that the tariff laws of the United States 
should operate generally upon Canadian commerce just as they do upon 
commerce brought from Germany or France. That is the whole pro p- 

ition. That simple proposition, of which such good use can be made, 
so just in itself, relieving this country from any improper and unjust 
discrimination in respect of Canadian commerce, it is Suggested by the 
President shall be restored to the statute-book as it stood before 1873, 
the date of th om which I have just read. 

What will be the effect of it? It will be, as I have observed, to in- 
form Canada that hereafter she can not have access to the Atlantic 
Ocean ‘through our railways and through our ports, or from the At 
lantte Ocean through our ports and railways to her own ports for her 
commerce, unless she stops at the borders and pays the same duty to 
our custom-house that the people of Germany, the people of France, 
and the people of Great Britain have to pay on goods entered for con- 
sumption. That is the whole subject included in this branch of the 
President’s message. 

When the Canadians are informed that that is the situation upon 
which we have resolved, then they will discern that there is not merely 
a relation of blood and kindred between us, but that the Almighty in 
the configuration of the physical geography of this continent has put 
the commercial prosperity of the Dominion of Canada so far dependent 
upon the will of the people of the United States as that their best in- 
terests now and hereafter must depend either upon our benevolence 
and their good neighborship, or else it must depend upon some identi- 
fication of material interests between us and them. 

If there is any one thing that would lead to the realization of the 
hopes so well expressed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
and in whichevery American citizen North and South equally coincides, 
if anything would advance the era when this people of a common origin 
and a common blood should unite themselves under the beneficent sys- 
tem of government that we have in the United States, it would be a 
resort to a policy which would inform the Canadians that their material 
interests as well as their affections and their sympathies are bound up 
very intimately with the people of the United States. 

If I were to forecast the period of time when Canada might be ad- 





act fi 


mitted as an integral part of the Government of the United States, of 


course, with her own consent, I would say it would be at that period 
of time when Canada had determined in her own councils that her best 
interests led her into close and valuable commercial union with us; 
and that period of time will arrive after she has seen that her whole 
commercial prosperity is dependent upon the legislation of the Con- 
gress of the United States far more than upon the legislation of the Par- 
liament of Great Britain. 

I believe that this one stroke of masterly policy 
President of the 
Canada within reach of our political affiliation than any other act that 
could be stated, for it brings before the eyes of the Canadian people the 
great practical fact that their material interests are so bound up with 


7 suggested by the 


n duty of 


United States will have more to do with the coming of 
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us that a common government is a nec ty forallalike. A zolverein 
would soon lead to this result, and I would welcome such an ar 
ment if I could how it could be le pr le and equa 
operations through the action of two independent government 
The Canadian Government for some reason that can not be chara 
zed as one influenced by very und policy thought it nece 
under the twenty-ninth article of the t eaty of Wash to pro- 
hibit our fishermen from shipping their catch of fish from the cod bank 
mackerel 1 the halibut fisheries of tl 1ortheastern 
ters across ¢ rito under bond and free of duty—a me 
D te , t was of no it, ) the money 1 it 
concerned, 1.ortou veverthele t sarighi g 
antied to u treaty of 1871, as has been often assert 
, hould have beer purblind as to refuse the admission 
inder bond to pass free of duty across her tém 
maginati ink, of any right-thinking man 
till it has been done, and I suppose it will conti: to be done 
In that respect, according oi interpret ition that we J it upon t 
treaty of 1871, sh violates it. ’ Mr. Cleveland had ts nadvant 
of its violation, he uld have Rea on justi ified in n * that Canada |] 
violated the ti enty-nit ith article of the treaty of 1871, and we ret 
upon her by declaring its abrogation. 
Che argument/made by the Senator from Mi ippi [| Mr. Gi 
upon another pl¥se of this question deserves the closest attention « 
constitutional lawyers and publicists, for he has established to a der 


onstration upon technical reasoning that the 
that treaty, not containing a period for its own 

ferred by the treaty to that period which covered the con c 
‘Articles XVIII to XXV and Article XXX. Heal argued 
that when Articles X VIII to XXV and Article XXX were abrogated, 





ence of 





or when they wert terminated, to use the correct word, by the act of 
the Congress of the United States the period hz d ended, and the only 
period had end led which was fixed in the treaty as the limit of the lif 
of the twenty-ninth article of the treaty. 

[ am willing to concede that that is technical argumentation. I: 





, to concede that the current of sh opini 


American a1 d Bri ti 
the other way. Nevertheless, when we submit that article of th 
treaty to the judg a tribunal that must pass in strict j meut 
upon constitutional questions, I apprehend that the argument of the 
Senator ippi will be foun Ly very hard to answer. 

But the President does not take either of these grounds. He mer 
says to the Congress of the United States that in his opinion we will 
not find the twenty-ninth article of the treaty or any act of Congress 
heretofore existing in our way when we desire to reimpose duties upon 
Canadian commerce. Sir, that is true beyond all disp ate. The House 
of Representatives, which has the right to originate all bills relating 
to revenue and taxation—the House, without which the Senate can not 
begin to act upon a revenue guestion, when it came to consider the 
revenue propositions that were involved in the treaty of 1571, measured 
its consent first to the existence and then to the continuance of the pro- 
vision made mm Article X XIX of the treaty by its own view of public 
policy vy. 

The Hous e of Representatives had a perfect right to introduce a 
bill and pass it, with the consent of the Senate and the concurrence of 
the Preside nt, which would have limited the operation of that treaty 
to one year if they had seen proper to do it, and it was the course of 
wisdom to place strict guards of limitation upon the operation of a 
treaty that was so entirely one-sided as that. The House perfectly 
understood that we were yielding up to Canada out of the revenues of 
the United States $20,000,000 a year upon her exports and imports 
through our country, and that Canada was probably not yielding to us 
as much as $200,000 a year in her revenues upon the importations of 
fish through her territory into our country. ‘The House saw that this 
was an unilateral affair, that the weight and burden of the concession 
was all upon the people of the United States, and none of it upon 
Canada; and, seeing that, they wisely and prudently said, ‘‘ We con 
nect together this right of the fisheries and all the privileges that our 
fishermen are to enjoy under the treaty of 1871 a: 
$20,000,000 a year in the way of revenues that we are making to Can- 
ada; we unite them in our action so that the one may stand in some 
respects as being reciprocal to the other. Thus uniting them, thus 
considering the question, thus measuring the policy upon a we 
are inclined to act, we absolutely limit this act of March 1, 1873, so 
that it shall continue,’’ in these words: 

So long as the said artic! vain in force. 

What articles? The articles named here, Articles XVIII to XXY 
and Article XXX of the treaty of 1871. Did the House of Represent 
atives and the Congress of the United States havethe rightto give their 
consent to the operation of this treaty during that limited period 
time? 

If Congress had that right—and there is no disputing it—that is al! 
that it did; that is the right it has exercised. The President has said 
to the Congress of the United States that we will not find this act i 
our way, because, according to the limitations that Congress placed in 
it, it has expired; it has ceased; it is functus officio; but he found it in 
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maprhood and moral heroism than that act of the President of the | 
United States. He wants open discussion of everything. He wants 
the people of the United States to see and to feel that they are right 
He resorts to no concealment. When he has a proposition to submit 
to the Congress of the United States he comes boldly forward with it, 
no paltering, no double dealing, no hiding away of his opinions, but 
he puts the subject before the people and the Congress in such a direct 
and sincere and manly form as that no man who reads itcan misunder- 

stand it. 

So he comes to the Congress of the United States and asks in his mess 
sage that we shall give him this power not merely to retaliate upon 
Canada for wrongs she has done us, but to convince her that she must | 
not do these things any more. He asks Congress to put the revenues | 
0! our country in respect of Canada upon the same footing that they 
are in respect of Mexico or any other foreiga state, and also to relieve | 
him from an embarrassment which every lawyer must see that he can 
not escape from as long as the law remains in its present imperfect and | 
confused form. ‘That is what he asks of us, a plain, asimple thing. ‘The 
question is whether we will grant it. I do not believe that Congress | 
will grant it, notwithstanding the almost solid vote of the House. 
There is no intention on the part of the majority in the Senate to grant 
it. There will not be any action taken upon it according to present 
appearances. 

It will be but a few days now, as we are informed, until the report 
comes in on the tariff, and that will wedge everything else out, and 
after we have stood here and implored the postponement of action upon | 
this treaty until December, so that the people of the United States 
might have a chance of haviug actual experience and actual observa- 
tion of its benefits under the equivalent operation of the modus vivendi 
in the protocol; after refusing to postpone it, when the President asks 
for a power from this Congress which would be available, they say to 
him, ‘‘ No, do not reinstate duties npon Canadian commerce; you will 
hurt the railroads of the country if you do that; you will hurt the | 
corporations; go and make proclamation of non-intercourse where the 
burden will fall not upon the great corporations of the country, but | 
upon the individual laborers who are engaged in manufactures, in 
mining, the timber and lumber industries, and in agriculture.’”’ In- 
stead of making the yoke to fit the necks of the corporations, who are 
the instigators of all this trouble, they want the President, by his proc- 
lamation of non-intercourse, to put yokes upon the necks of the work- 
ing people of the land. 

The next outbreak of sympathetic eloquence we shall hear when the 
tariff comes in from the committee will be ‘‘ what trusted and sympa- 
thetic friends of the poor and the laboring people are the Senator from 
Ohio and his friends on this floor,’’ who are now so careful of the rail- 
road companies. 

The President of the United States knows how to discriminate in 
the measures he recommends so as to save the people whom he loves 
from unnecessary burdens falling upon the individual man. If bur- 
dens must come and be borne, let them be borne at least in a fairshare 
by those who have amassed great accumulations of capitaland who en- 
joy enormous corporate privileges and franchises at the hands of the 
Government. 

, But the moment we undertake to strike a blow for the honor and wel- 
fare of the country which may reach a railroad corporation, then we 
find the great Senators on this floor and the great politicians of the Re- 
publican party rallying to shelter the railroad corporations against a 
fair share of the burdens, and demanding of the President of the United 
States that he should pass them by and let the burdens of retaliation 
fall upon the necks of the laboring people of the land. 

That is the situation, and right there, Mr. President, I leave it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I had not intended to occupy the at- 
tention of the Senate on the fisheries question or on the question of our 
relations with Canada again this session, and should not have done so 
except for the extraordinary speech which has just fallen from the lips 
of the Senator from Alabama | Mr. MorGAN]; and even now I shall be 
very brief. 

The Senate has constituted two committees to inquire into our com- 
mercial and other relations with Canada and to report to the Senate 
thereon. The treaty recently before the Senate has been rejected. The 
President still declines to enforce the provisions of the act of March 3, 
1887, commonly known as the retgliation act. His attempt to divert 
attention from his refusal to do so, and from the conspicuous failure of 
his attempt at negotiation with Great Britain has proved futile, and I 
am quite satisfied with the situation. Our friends on the other side of 
the Chamber do not appear to be satisfied. 

In March, 1887, they presented a united front in favor of the posi- 
tion that a treaty was not necessary, that negotiation was not desira 
ble, that retaliation was the true remedy for the aggressions of the 
Canadian provinces upon our fishermen and fishing vessels. Suddenly 

they changed front. They became the defenders of the Administra- 

tion; they sang the praises of the treaty which had been negotiated 
and which was recently rejected by the Senate, but there was always 
an interlude of a proposition to postpone the consideration of the treaty 
until after the November election; just as if a treaty which would be 
desirable after the 6th of November would not be a good thing before 
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| gress, they turn around and complain o 
| the Senate because we do not precipitately grant the President's r 
| quest for farther power to retaliate upon the Canadian provinces. 


| they become now the most radical advocates of retaliation. 
| not state the British aggressions upon American fishermen and the 
| wrongs of Canada against the United States too strongly. 

the facility with which they change positions on this question, one is 
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the election. Now, after the treaty is rejected and the President stil] 


refuses to exercise the powers for retaliation placed in his hands by Con 
the Republican majority o 


I’'rom the advocates of the British side of this fisheries controversy 


They can 
Witnessing 
ready to exclaim: 

O consistency, thou art a jewel! 


Mr. President, I regard the message of the President of the United 


| States of the 29th ultimo, relating to legislation concerning intercourse 


with Canada, as a most extraordinary document. To be properly 
understood it must be considered in connection with certain facts relat- 
ing to the controversy between the United States and Great Britain 
concerning the fishery rights of our citizens in British waters under 
the treaty of 1818 and our claim to reciprocal commercial privileges in 
Canadian waters. 

These controversies, as I stated on a former occasion, may be stated 
to be first in regard to the delimitation of the common waters within 
which American citizens have a right to fish under the treaty of 1818 
from the waters in which we renounced the right to fish under the re- 
nunciatory clause of that treaty on certain coasts of the British prov 
inces; and second, as to the laws which have been passed by the Ca- 
nadian provinces to regulate the exercise by American fishermen and 
American fishing vessels of their rights to fish in Canadian waters and 
their right to enter certain bays and harbors tor the purpose of shelter 
and repair and for obtaining wood and water. 

The controversy in regard to the delimitation of the common from 
the restricted waters turned on the question of the meaning of the 
words ‘‘ bays and harbors’’ as used in the renunciatory clause of the 
treaty of 1818, and that of course could only be settled finally by agree- 
ment or by arbitration. The claims of citizens of the United States 
against the British Government for the unlawful seizure and confisca- 
tion of their vessels for alleged violation of provincial laws could only 
be determined by agreement or arbitration with the British Govern- 
ment; but the question of delimitation was not an important or a 
pressing question from the fact that neither Great Britain nor the prov- 
inces, with one or two exceptions, had ever undertaken to enforce the 
headland theory, and the question of the claims of our citizens against 
Great Britain was not of great urgency. Such claims lose nothing by 
lapse of time and will remain demands against the British Government 
until they are finally determined and settled. 

The important question of the controversy was the question of our 
commercial relations with the Canadian provinces, the question of re- 
ciprocal commercial privileges to our vessels, including our fishing ves- 
sels, in Canadian waters, and the interests and the dignity of the United 
States demanded, inasmuch as this question of commercial privileges 
did not depend upon treaty but upon the laws of the two countries, | 
say the interest and the dignity of the United States demanded that 
there should be denied to Canadian vessels in our ports the privileges 
which were denied to our commercial vessels, including fishing vessels, 
in the ports of Canada. 

The Congress of the United States by the act of March 3, 1887, con- 
ferred upon the President of the United States power to deny to the 
vessels of the Canadian and other British provinces of North America 
the privileges in the ports of the United States which were denied to 
American vessels in the ports of the Canadian provinces, and it furthe: 
conferred upon him power to retaliate upon the Canadian provinces for 
the unlawful, unjust, and brutal treatment of our fishermen in Cana- 
dian waters, and for the denial or abridgment of the rights of our cit- 
izens under the treaty of 1818 or under international law in Canadian 
waters. 

The President did not enforce that act, which I will show presently 
contained ample power of retaliation. What did hedo? He nego- 
tiated a treaty by which the United States surrendered in large part 
their claim upon the question of delimitation, their contention as to 
what were bays and harbors within the meaning of the renunciatory 
clause of the treaty of 1818, by which no provision was made for the 
presentation or determination of the claims of American citizens for 
wrongs inflicted upon them by the provinces or by Great Britain, fo: 
the unlawful seizure and confiscation of their vessels; and by which 
the United States surrendered, or would have surrendered if the treaty 
had been ratified, our claim to reciprocal commercial privileges in Ca- 
nadian waters, and agreed that if our fishermen were to receive even 
partial commercial privileges such privileges should be purchased by 
the surrender of duties to the amount of about $1,000,000 a year. 

And, sir, when that treaty was before the Senate and under discus- 
sion, as I have said before, appeals were made from the other side o! 
the Chamber for the postponement of the treaty, a‘motion was made 
by a member of the other side for the postponement of the consideration 
ot the treaty until December next, and the Republican side of the Cham- 
ber were threatened that if the treaty was not ratified the President 
would enforce the act of March 3, 1887, and in such a manner as to in- 
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of being taken into Canada—a power the exercise of which would 
American transportation companies alone; a power which would 
to destroy can interests, and ich it is very doubtful if it 
harm Can ull, becat { transpo! tlon were dalve l 
American transportation lines would be transferred to Canadian 
lines, and would build up Canadian transportation companies and cau 
the construction of new lines of railroad, and in the end, as is claimed 
by leading men in Canada, would be a benefit to the Canadian pr 


inces 

he exercise, as I 
placed in the Pres 
have injured Canada. 
ercise it? The power asked for would injure Americ: ‘ 
it is doubtful if it would injure Canada in the long run. Is that the 
reason the President desires the power? If I am correct in regard to 
the effect of the exercise of this power it would seem to be the desir 
to retaliate upon the people of the United States rather than those of 
Canada. Why, sir, if the President had exercised the power which was 
placed in his hands to deny to Canadian vessels entry into our ports, if 
would not have been thirty days until our fishing vessels would have 
been granted full commercial privileges in the Canadian provinces. 

If the President had denied the importation into the United States 
of fresh fish or salt fish or lumber, it would not have been thirty days 
until the Canadian provinces would have been casting about to see 
how they could amend their laws to give our fishermen all the privi- 
leges we have ever contended that they should have under the treaty 
of 1818. 

Sir, I deny that the act of March 3, 1887, does not contain complete 
power for retaliation, and power to retaliate on Canada in such man 
ner as to harm Canada and be harmless to ourselves. Let us see wha 
that act provides. It provides, first— 

That whenever the President of the Unifed States shall be satisfied that Amet 
ican fishing vessels or American fishermen, visiting or being in the waters or 
at any ports or places of the British dominions of North America, are or then 
lately have been denied or abridged in the enjoyment of any rights secured to 
them by treaty or law, or are then or lately have ustly vexed or | 
rassed in the enjoyment of such rights, or subjected to unre ble restrictions 
regulations, or requirements in respect of su h rights, or otherwise unjustly 
vexed or harassed in said waters, ports or places; o1 


will show in a moment, of the power which \ 
it’s hands under 
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the act of March 3, 1887, would 
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Second— 


United States shall be satisfied that 
fishing vessels or fishermen, having a permit under the laws of the United 
States to touch and trade at any port or ports, place or places, in the British 
dominions of North America, are or then lately have been denied the privil 
of entering such port or ports, place or places, inthe same manner and under th« 
same regulations as may exist therein applicable to trading vessels of the most 
favored nation, or shall be unjustly vexed or harassed in respect thereof, o1 
otherwise be unjustly vexed or harassed therein, or shall be prevented from 
purchasing such supplies as may there be lawfully sold to trading 
most favored nation; or 
Third— 

whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied that any other ves 
sels of tie United States, their masters or crews, so arriving at or being in such 
British waters or ports or places of the British dominions of North An 
or then lately have been denied anv of the privileges therein accorded to t 


vessels, their masters or crews, of the most favored nation. or unjustiy vexed or 


whenever the President of the any su 





vessels of the 





harassed in respect of the same, or unjustly vexed or harassed therein by t! 
authorities thereof, then, and in ei i lawful, and 
it shall be the duty of the President of ti 1 his discretion 
proclamation to that effect 
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States 
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or by way of some port or place in such destined voyage elsewhere: a 


Second— 


also to deny entry into any port or place of the Un 
fish or any other product of said dominions, or ot 
dominions to the United States 

Here there is conferred upon the President of the United States 
ample authority to prevent the entry into any port of the United States 
of any vessel belonging to the British provinces, and authority, as I 
said before, to prevent the importation of fish, either fresh orsalt, or any 
other product of Canada. The Senator from Alabama insists that it 
requires legislation to enable the President to prevent the importation 


into the United States of products of Canada intended to be transported 
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My DAVIS I move that the S« it proceed to the « iaerat I 
} ‘ | 4 le» + 

of private pension cases on the Calendar favorably repo i 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business, being the North 


d forfeiture bill, may be informally laid aside, and t} 





TT 
the weed to the consideration of the private pension bills on 
the ¢ favorably reported to which there is no objection. 
there objection to tl iest? The Chair hears none, and it is so o1 
al ‘ 7 
Mr. PADDOCK, 1 k the indulgence of my colleague upon the 


Committee on Pensions to call up a House bill which is of local con 


Mr DAY _ [am \ to walve th pension ca 3 fora few n 


I do not think it will take more than three n 


Mr. DAVIS [ have no objection if it can be done without preju- 
4 the . ‘ 
AMP H IDAN R EI \ N. 
M -ADDOCK [ ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to pro- 
ceed to the « merai 1 of the bill (H. R. 7410 for the relief of settlers 








upon old Camp Sheridan military reservation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unanimous consent having been 
nsideration of private pension bills on the Calendar, 
the Senator from Nebraska asks unanimous consent that this order may 


be informal) 


given for the « 
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ator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER]. 


y laid aside to ¢ nable him to call for the consideration of 
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Che bill (H. R. 2139) a nsio1 » Rhody was con 
idered as in Committee of It » increase the pen 
ion of George Rhody, late a private in Cor rhirtv-sixth Reg 
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Che bill (H. R. 10705) granting a pension to Mary L. Tanner was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on th 


pension-roll the name of Mary L. Tanner, widow of Alanson G. Tan- 


ner, late of Company K, One-hundredth New York Volunte« 
ill was reported to the Senate without : 


read the third time, and passed. 
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ROSALIE O'SULLIVAN. 


The bill (H. R. 9358) to increase the pension of Rosalie O'Sullivan 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
Kiosalie O'Sullivan, widow of Eugene O’Suilivan, who was a soldier in 
Company A, Fourth Kentucky Infantry, during the Mexican war, in 
addition to the pens received by her, $2 per month for each of 


her two minor children by the soldier, until each child shall arrive at 
I 


on now 


the age of sixteen years, when the additional payments shall cease an 
determine. 
Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS REDMOND. 


The bill (S. 704) granting a pension to Thomas Redmond, late pri- 
vate Company K, Fourth United States Infantry, was considered as in 
Cominittee of the Whole 

The bill was reported trom the Committec on Pensions with an amend 
ment, in line 11, before the word ** dellars,’’ to strike out ‘fifty ’’ and 
insert ‘* thirty;’’ 

Re t enacted, et That by reason of the applicant, Thomas Redmoud, whil« 
on duty as teamster in the employ of the Quartermaster’s Department and ex 


route transporting military supplies from Snake River Depot to Harney Depot 
iter Fort Colville, Wyo.), Colville, Wyo., in November, 1859, having incurred 


so as to read: 





severe and permanent physical injury by freezing his feet, necessitating the aim- 
putation of all the toes of both feet, he is hereby granted a pension of $30 a 
month; and the Commissioner of Pensions is hereby directed to place his name 
on the pension-roll at that rate 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

SUSAN E. LATTURE. 

The bill (H. R. 11030) granting a pension to Susan E. Latture was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 1t proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Susan E. Latture, widow of Jacob Latture, 
Jate «a private of Company D, Fifth Tennessee Volunteers, Mexican 
war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
@ third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MINOR CHILDREN OF LIEUT. G. R. M’GUIRE. 

The bill (H. R. 4038) granting a pension to Victor, Gertrude, Mar- 
garet, and Helen, minor children of Lieut. George R. McGuire, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the names of the minor children of George R. McGuire, 
late a lieutenant of Company I, Thirteenth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. . 

MARY A. PFEIFFER. 

The bill (H. R. 4039) granting a pension to Mary A. Pfeiffer was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 6, after 
the name ‘‘Charles L. Pteiffer,’’ to insert *‘late of Company E, One 
hundred and eighty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers;’’ so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Mary A. Pfeiffer, widow of Charles 
L. Pfeiffer, late of Company E, One hundred and ecighty-eighth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY ROSE. 

The bill (H. R. 10007) for the relief of Henry Rose was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Henry Rose, late private in Capt. William 8. L. 
Deering’s company, Maj. William Lauderdale’s battalion, Tennessee 
Troops, in the Florida war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WASHINGTON RYAN. 

The bill (H. R. 10629) granting a pension to Washington Ryan was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Washington Ryan, who was a private soldier 
in Captain Netherland’s company of Tennessee Volunteers in the Flor- 
ida Indian war of 1836, at $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TEMPY M, JOHNSTON, 


The bill (H. . 9169) granting a pension to Tempy M. Johnston 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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the pension-roll the name of Tempy M. Johnston, widow 


SEPTEMBER 25, 


of John Jol 
ton, late sergeant Company B, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Vo!u 
teers. 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 
i third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS RAINS. 
H. R. 1085) granting a pension to Thomas Rains was « 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on t! 
the name of Thomas Rains, latecaptain Company 1, Pitt 
‘Tennessee Mounted Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The bill 


pension-rol| 


RANSOM RILEY. 
The bill (H. R. 9182) granting a pension to Ransom Riley was cor 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on t! 
pension-roll the name of Ransom Riley, late private of Company G 


| Fifth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


| a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH WELSH. 

The bill (H. R. 9975) granting a pension to Joseph Welsh was con 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay a pension of 
$25 a month to Joseph Welsh, of York, Pa., father of Albertus Welsh, 
J. Franklin Welsh, and Howard H. Welsh, all of whom are now de- 
ceased,soldiers in the Union Army in the war of the rebellion, on whom 


| Joseph Welsh was dependent for support during the war. 





The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MIGHILL H., PATTEN. 


The bill (H. R. 10672) granting a pension to Mighill H. Patten 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
upon the pension-roll the name of Mighill H. Patten, late of Captain 
Huxford’s company, First Regiment Maine State Militia, and now a 
resident of Watertord, Minn. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY VANBUSKIRK. 

The bill (H. R. 11029) for the relief of Mary Vanbuskirk was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-ro!l the name of Mary Vanbuskirk, widow of John E. Van- 
buskirk, private in Company G, First Regiment United States Artil- 
lery, Florida war. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH LINCOLN YOUNG. 


The bill (H. R. 2474) granting a pension to Joseph Lincoln Young 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Joseph Lincoln Young, son of Joseph 
Young, late a private of Company H, Seventeenth Regiment Maine 
Volunteers, at $18 per month, payable to his legally constituted guar- 
dian. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear the report read in that case 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
September 4, 1888: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2474) grant- 
ing a pension to Joseph Lincoln Young, have examined the same, and report 

rhe facts in this claim are correctly stated in the appended House report 
which is herewith adopted, and the passage of the bill reeommended, 

HOUSE REPORT. 

The beneficiary named in the bill is the child of Joseph Young, who died Au 
gust 21, 1864, at Andersonville prison, while a private of Company H, Seven 
teenth Maine Volunteers, to which command he was transferred from Compan) 
H, Third Maine Volunteers. 

His widow drew pension until her death, January 20, 1868, whereupon his 
minor children were placed upon the pension-roil, and continued to receive 
pension until November 6, 1878, on which date the youngest, Joseph Lincoln 
became sixteen years of age. ; 

It appears from the evidence before your committee that Joseph Lincoln 
Young is incapable of taking care of himself by reason of a mild type of insan 
ity, and that he is dependent upon others for support. The probate court of 
Es-ex County, Mass., has declared him insane, and appointed a guardian. 

Congress having on many occasions liberally responded to the requests for 
relief in this class of cases, your committee feel warranted in returning the a 
companying bill with the recommendation that it do pass, amended, however 
by striking out allafter the word “private,” in line 7, and inserting therein instead 
the words “of Company H, Seventeenth Regiment Maine Volunteers, at th 
rate of $18 per month, payable to his legally constituted guardian.” 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ISAAC HURD. 

The bill (H. R. 9935) to increase the pension of Isaac Hurd was cov- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pen- 
sion of Isaac Hurd, a veteran of the war of 1812, Vermont Militia, from 
$8 per month, the amount now allowed him, to $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


It proposes to place on | a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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The bill (S. 34 grantvin 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole 
[he bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
: : , 
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amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘* dollars,’’ to strike out 
? és ] ’ 1 } ’ 
teen and insert twelve; so as to make the bil] read 
B t t¢ €t That tiie =e retary of the I ter r be i d he s here 4 4 
t rized and directed to place on the pension-roll, sul to the j sand 
lin ifthe pension laws, the name of Maria N. Abbey, avo s¢ 
during the late war, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Phe bill was reported to the Senate a 
was concurred in. 


s amended, and the amendment 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ABIGAIL FARLEY. 

The bill (S. 3457) granting a pension to Abigail I'arley was 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
pension-roll the name of Abigail Farley, mother of Alfred L. é 
late of Company I, Seventeenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In 
fantry. 

Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


It proposes to place on the 


Boy r, 


LYDIA ANN WILBER. 

The bill (H. R. 8200) granting a pension to Lydia Ann Wilber was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Lydia Ann Wilber, sister of John M. Wilber, 
who was a soldier in Company A of the Seventy-seventh Regiment ot! 
Illinois Infantry Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion, and was killed 
in battle May 22, 1863. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 


diy 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DANIEL WILLBORG. 

The bill (H. R. 2073) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Will- 
borg was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to in- 
crease the pension of Daniel Willborg, late of Company C, Forty-third 
Illinois Volunteers, from $4 to $16 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
ELEANOR D. HEATH. 

The hill (H. R. 7457) granting a pension to Eleanor D. Heath was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of Eleanor D. Heath, mother of Lewis Heath, 
late private Company H, One hundred and fourth Regiment Ohio In- 
fantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

: GEYER. 

The bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Johanna Geyer, widow 
of Gustav W. Geyer, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Johanna Geyer, 
widow of Gustav W. Geyer, late a private in Company H, One hun- 
dred and eighty-seventh New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHANNA 


WILLIAM FAIRBANKS. * 

The bill (H. R. 10103) granting a pension to William Fairbanks was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
pension-roll the name of William Fairbanks, late a private in Company 
A, Fifteenth Regiment New York State Engineers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

VICTORIA MAY. 

The bill (H. R. 10944) granting a pension to Victoria May was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Victoria May, widow of Paul May, late a 
private of Company K, Second Regiment of Michigan Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


POWELL’S BATTALION, MISSOURI MOUNTED VOLUNTEERS. 
The bill (S. 3513) granting pensions to Powell’s Battalion of Missouri 


It proposes to place on the | 
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ARI : HA 
I I H. R. 3152) for the re f Arlingt M. Har ! 
ed as in Committee of t W hole It proposes to place on 
pe yn-roll the name of Arlington M. Harrington, late a | ute 
( any B, Sixteenth Regiment Kentucky V« teer In l 
Mexican war, at $12 per montl lieu of the pension he now rece es 
€ s reported to the S« ite wit ita nal t, ¢ ed ) 
eading, read t third ti passed 
i AS 
H. R. 10210) to rease the pensio f Philip The 3 wa 
‘ ed as in ( imittee of the Whole yposes to increase the 
pension Philip Thomas, late a private of Co iny D, Seventy-first 
Reg ent of Indiana Volunteers I l t t knee and heart 
ant 
lhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
t 1 reading, read the third time, and pas 
TANE R IN N 
Che bill (H. R. 9148) to grant a pension to Jane Robinson was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole It proposes to place on the pen 


| sion-roll the name of Jane Robinson, dependent widow of Harai Rob 
inson, late a colonel in the First Louisiana Caval United States Vol- 
unteers. 
Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered t 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
JOHN ROBESON. 
Che bill (H. R. 6201) granting a pension to John Robeson was co 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 


yension-roll the name of John Robe , late of Company 
] | 





Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 
Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
MARY WOODWORTH 
The bill (H. R. 7657) granting a pension to Mary Woodworth, widow 
of Ebenezer F. Woodworth, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole It proposes to place on the pension-roll the nameof Mrs. Mary 


Woodworth, widow of Ebenezer F. Woodworth, late of Company | 
Second Regiment Michigan Cavalry Volunteers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN DAUPER. 
rhe bill (H. R. 10342) granting a pension to John Dauper was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole It proposes to place on the 


pension-roll the name of John Dauper, 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 
Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM 8. LATHAM 
The bill (H. R. 10563 


late of Company I, LKighteenth 


granting a pension to William S. Latham 


) 
| was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 


Mounted Volunteers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It | 


proposes to place on the pension-roll the names of all of the surviving 
officers and enlisted men of Powell’s Battalion of Missouri Mounted 
Volunteers, raised under the act of Congress of May 19, 1846, for serv- 
ices in the Army of the United States, in the establishment of military 
posts, and for services on the frontier during the war with Mexico: and 
to pension the surviving widows of such officers and enlisted men. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES HAHNEMAN, 
The hill (H. R. 11021) to increase the pension of Charles Hahneman 


i 

the pension-roll the name of William S. Latham, late a private of Com- 
pany E, Eighty-seventh Regiment of Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AMUEL NEIKIRE,. 

The bill (H. R. 7185) granting a pension to Samuel Neikirk was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pla e on the 
pension-roll the name of Samuel Neikerk, of Republic, Seneca County 


| Ohio, late a private in Company K, One hundred and first Regiment 


Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


4 yee 


b. 
oO oid 


t 

| ) 

ré 

I ! 
fo 

{ 
aa 
W } i 


os 


" 
i 
4] 





i il 
| i) 
sick ia 
pen ro 
lj { 
I 
a t 
The bill 
sid as 
p n oO 
eve y-t 
| ) 
at 
T) 1298 
i la 


nent 


and insert 





1 
0 
i if 
. ; 
t ‘ 
t 
LU 
‘ m 
} 
« Aad 
( 
nam 
l 
' ‘ 
4 ‘ 
j 
AX. , 


ic WO 


iS In Comp) 
ried from the Committee on 


* dollars,’’ 








third time, 


if) ‘7 7 = 
(ts é >] QiatT 4s \ 
A } ‘ i J INA ad i 
” ' 
' , 1) , Mary A. \ ! 
! ; 
‘ f . It propo t 
I I 
r \ D> 
I - Vi 5 irk LO 0 
‘ ( : oe ‘ 
{ 4 
i i} | 
LD to l \ 
; } | ; + 
Who [ t eon 
\ 
' ¥ ‘ i i i i ‘ 
. ' 
’ t ’ tilda 
‘ d in ¢ rit ( the \ | It 
. ¢ } ( ’ 1 
oe as 
ed t \ in 
) l blaAw 
‘ t I » pla al 
a H I idow of M tin .J 
i if | nt O} Volur 
l li ‘ rOW { ne 
) ) t i me + 
} 
art " 
‘ in ¢ i lere 
It pro « to 1 on thy 
h 
i n ‘ ) eT? 
y-iou I nol I I 
) { without a en 
ind pa 1 
1 
j ; 
) t | VW i 
) 3 lered 1 Com e « ‘ 
\ ’ Y 
thn } l I t na e ol \ 
Mat \ l tenal 
Tie} in irpshe 
te witho 1 rd te 
t d time, and pa ! 
RA 4 rASON 
. , ; » 4 tae . 
errant vension to Sarah A. Mason 








of th { proposes to plac >on the 
h A. Mason, widow of John Mason, late 
ninth Regi t of Dlinois Volunteers. 
t] ite \ ut amendment, ordered to 
14 > Dn } 
I 
\] Hi 
iting a pension to Mary Hooper was cor 
f the Whol It proposes to place on tl 
iry Ho widow of the late Isaac Hoo 


y Tale : 
; usyivania Volunteer 
rn : 
t £ e without amendment, ordered to 
‘ i time. and passed 
] 


on to Elias H. Hall was con- 
to place on the | 
& private in Com} 


enate withouta 1dment, ordered to 
t] 1 time, and passed 
I A‘ W. BROWN, 


of Shadrack W. Brown was 

proposes to place on i 

+k W. Brown, late of Company D, One 

nt New York Volunteers. 

hout amendment, ordered to 
1 


and passed. 





wit 


enate 
R STEARNS 

» increase the pension of Sylvester Stearns 
ttee of the Whole. 


Ol 





Dp 
i 


ensions with amend- 
inline 7, tostrike out ‘‘ thirty-six ”’ 
in the same line, aiter the word ‘‘ month,”’’ to | 









































NADI — n+ ; : 
ECORD—SENATE. SEPTEMBER 25, 
i ‘ } + © 
i 
ij { i ‘ »¥ 
' + 
il Ww > 
i ] ‘ 5 # 
$ 
, , ‘ s 
- 2% 
[ ‘ 
e] on ’ e ¢ 
the ‘J I I 1 ( t 
( li Vi I t I y 
l read I i 
i 
PHI LI 
( ‘ V he i t 
| t] ” ) } 
i 1 ‘ 
4 Will , ‘ 
| ] i 
te in ¢ ; , . 
. i 
’ 1 j 
L i I { ra to M Gra ¢ 
‘ In 4 ) % 
I | . 
\ ’ g 
( | 1 didi = i ‘. , Pe 
5 if » the el without i a 
re ; } ] } 
4 1 
il Hill y. | 
d in ni of 1 \\ pre es lace ¢ 
D )- Yr the 1 \ of No! 
( { 5 V1 ‘ 
] 1 i d t } ‘ ; 
y i i rd 1 ie I lt 1} ‘ . f 
DAVID ‘ \ s 
‘ 
: ~ | +} YT) 1 « ) ae 
ihe pi _ wit rtne reijet ot 4 ‘ i in WwW: = 
I { e ¢ the VW hoie i propose iO 1 ‘ < eo 
david Gray Purma < e i orty- ( 1e8n ‘ & 
iment of Volunteer fi try, attl te ol h i im 
nth for wounds received in t I duty at th 
of Shiloh. on the 6th A pril 362. , 
e a 
rhe bill wa Fp rted to th t¢ it dment, ¢ . a 
} ngrossed for a third reading i tl rd time, and } 1 3 
LIA> \ I ) 
I bill 3502) granting a sion to J » Roitsch ig 
ue i as in Committee of the Whole It p es t on t 4 
p n-roll the name of Juliana Roitsch, widow of Ernst ] } 
a private in Company C, Ninth Regiment Wise¢ I 7 
he bill was reported to the Senate wit t » orce | 3 
a “a 
be engrossed for a third reading, read t third time na } q 
MINERVA GRI rH. 4 
Che bill (S. 3477) granting a pension 
idered as in Committee of the Wh l a 
I 1-T¢ the name of Minerva 3 
late a private in Company Bb, Third 
Che bill was reported to the Sen: 
ngrossed for a third reading, rea ; 
J. D. HAWORTH. 
The bill (S. 3435) granting a pension to J. D. Haworth 1 % 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It prop 3 to place ¢ th 
sion-roll the name of J. D. Haworth, late a member of Company | 
Thirty-third Regiment of lowa Volunteer Infantry, who was transtferre 
on account of disability to Company H, Twenty-first Veteran Res 4 
Corps. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 3 
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committee. She has no means of support, being dependent upon relatives who 
have a hard struggle to provide for themselves. 

‘The liberal policy of Congress towards the dependent relatives of deceased 
soldiers not provided for under the general pension laws suggests the pro- 
priety of relief in this case,” 

The bill is reported favorably with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WALTER 0. WATSON, 

The bill (H. R. 200) granting a pension to Walter O. Watson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Walter O. Watson, late a private in Company 
D, Fourteenth Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LIEUT. GEORGE T. RUSSELL. 

The bill (H. R. 2788) granting a pension to Lieut. George T. Rus- 
sel] was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-ro!l the name of George T. Russell, late a first lieuten- 
ant by brevet in the Seventeenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, 
and later of the Eighty-seventh Company, Veteran Reserve Corps, from 
which he was discharged by resignation at Cairo, Il., November 1%, 
1865, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

STATIRA YOUNG. 

The bill (H. R. 5174) granting a pension to Statira Young was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Statira Young, widow of Joseph Young, 
Company D, Twelfth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CATHARINE TEEGARDIN. 

The bill (H. R. 10827) for the relief of Catharine Teegardin was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name ef Catharine Teegardin, widow of the late Peter 
Teegardin, who was a member of Company D, One hundred and 
eighteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNA M. NOYES. 

The bill (H. R. 2471) granting a pension to Anna M. Noyes was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the nameof Anna M. Noyes, widow of Benjamin F. Noyes, 
late captain of Company D, Forty-eighth Regiment Massachusetts Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS, SOPHIA VOGELSANG. 

The bill (H. R. 10661) granting a pension to Mrs. Sophia Vogelsang 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Sophia Vogelsang, widow of Dietrick 
Vogelsang, late a private in Company A, First Regiment Minnesota 
Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LYDIA A. EATON. 


The bill (H. R. 2472) granting a pension to Lydia A. Eaton was con- 
sidered as in Committeeof the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Lydia A. Eaton, widow of William G. Eaton, late 
of Company A, Thirty-third Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. R. 8. HORTON. 


The bill (H. R. 8) to restore Mrs. R. S. Horton upon the pension- 

roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to call. the attention of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Pensions to this bill. It reads: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, em- 
,»owered and directed to replace or restore Mrs, R.S. Horton, widow of Capt. 
Villlam H.Seaton, late of Company D, Twenty-sixth Ohio Volunteers, upon 

the pension-rolls. 

The only question is whether it does not give her pay back from the 

time she was dropped from the roll on account of her marriage. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let the bill be passed over for the present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itis evidently not the intention of the committee 

that she should be paid for arrears while she was the wife of Mr. Horton. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let the bill be passed over and I will examine it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be passed over, retain- 

ing its place on the Calendar. 
CYRUS MILLINS. 
The bill (H. R. 10258) to place the name of Cyrus Millins, of Ogden 
Centre, Mich., on the pension-roll was considered as in Committee ot 
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the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Cyru 
Millins, of Ogden Centre, Mich., late a private of Company B, Fourth 
Michigan Infantry Volunteers. 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SMITH BODKINS. 

The bill (H. R. 6022) granting a pension to Smith Bodkins was con 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on th 
pension-roll, at the rate of $40 per month, the name of Smith Bodkins, 
late a private in Company E, Twenty-fitth Ohio Volunteer Infantry 
who is now blind. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY P. MYERS. 

The bill (S. 3540) granting a pension to Mary P. Myers was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary P. Myers, widow of David Myers, late a 
private in Captain Whitmore’s company, Colonel Goodwin’s regiment 
of mounted volunteers, in the Florida war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN WATSON. 

The bill (S, 3462) grantinga pension to John Watson was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
rolf! the name of John Watson, late private Capt. John Chapman’s 
company, Santa Fé Regiment New Mexico Volunteers, Mexican war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALFRED T. M’KINSEY. 

The bill (S. 3453) granting an increase of pension to Alfred T. Mc- 
Kinsey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
piace on the pension-roll the name of Alfred T. McKinsey, late of Com- 
pany G, Twenty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, at $50 
per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES PATTERSON. 

The bill (S. 2623) granting an increase of pension to James Patter- 
son was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay 
to James Patterson, late a private in Company E, Third Missouri State 
Militia Cavalry, a pension of $25 a month, in lieu of that which he 
now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN PARKINSON, 

The bill (S. 3492) granting a pension to John Parkinson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘Infantry,’’ to add the words 
‘‘and to pay him a pension at the rate of $30 a month;’’ so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Parkinson, late a private in 
Company G, Third Regiment United States Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 a month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read th« 
third time, and passed. 

JOHN W. COMBS. 


Thé bill (S. 2363) for the relief of John W. Combs was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the words ‘‘rate of,’’ to strike out 
enty-two’’ and insert ‘‘twenty-two,’’ and in line 7, after the word 
‘**dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘and fifty cents;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of John W. Combs 
late a private Company D, Third Regiment West Virginia Volunteers, at the 
rate of $22.50 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read t! 
third time, and passed. 


" SeV- 


H. 8. SAYRE. 
The bill (H. R. 968) granting a pension to H. 8S. Sayre was co! 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on tlic 
pension-roll the name of H. 8. Sayre, late captain of an independent 
company of scouts of the State of West Virginia, who served in th 
war of the rebellion. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered te 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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shall bea lien upon the vessel, but a bond may, as provided in other cases 
given to secure the satisfaction of the judgment.’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendm 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third rea 
third time, and passed. 

LINE-CARRYING 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to take up Senate bill 2182. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Who! 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2182) to amend sections 4488 and 
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ascertained at the time that there was an error in the original appli- 
cation until the two years’ time within which the tribunal hada right 
to act had elapsed. When the error was discovered, amotion was made 
to amend the original petition by making it 250 bales instead of 50, 


but the court held that the two years within which it had a right to | 


act had expired, and it would be in the nature of a new action to allow 
the claim to be amended so as to make it 250 bales; but the finding 
was that the taking of the 250 bales was proved, every item in the 
case necessary to be proven was proved, and the judgment rendered 
was that the proof being made for 250 bales of cotton, the judgment 
should have been rendered for that amount but for the fact that the 
claim had been presented for 50 bales, and the finding of the court 
must be confined thereto. ‘The proof was not for 250 bales, but foi 
234 bales of cotton, I think, and this bill is to pay the balance of the 
amount found by the court to be due to this claimant, but which was 
by error of his counsel omitted to be claimed in the original com- 
plaint. 

That is the whole case 

Mr. PLATT. Is 
the committee? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I think so. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not want to object to the consideration of the bill, 
but J should like to examine the claim 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to have the 
report read? 

Mr. JONES, of Ark: I suggest that the Senator let the bill pass 
and he can move a reconsideration if he is not satisfied on examination 
that it is correct. There will be no objection to that. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not quite like to pass a $32,000 claim in a thin 
Senate of twenty members or so without any examination whatever. 
I ask for the reading of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. JoNngs, of 
Arkansas, August 14, 1888: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 834) for the 
relief ot the heirs of John H. Newman, have considered the same and report 
as follows: 

rhe Committee on War Claims of the House of Representatives, to whom 
this bill was referred, made a report which is substantially embraced in the fol- 
lowing extracts, which this committee adopts asits own report: 

‘Your committee have before them the record in this case from the files of 
the Court of Claims. The claimant there, John 1. Newman, now dead, gave 
his power of attorney to B. D. Whitney ‘to sue for, demand, collect, and receipt 
for the proceeds of 250 bales of cotton taken from him by authorities of the 
United States, and the proceeds of which have been turned over to the Treasury 
Department.’ Under this power Whitney brought suit by his attorneys under 
the act of March 12, 1863, entitled ‘An act to provide for the collection of aban- 
doned property, and for the prevention of frauds in insurrectionary districts of 
the United States,’ but by some oversight in the petition filed he asked for only 
fi) bales instead of 250 bales, and dated the taking July, 1864, instead of June, 


1863, 


and those are the facts in the case. 
the finding of the court attached to the report of 





*Commiasioner Eben Eveleth made the following report, which we take from 
n certified copy of ‘Consolidated copy of the reports of Commissioner Eveleth, 
filed May 24, 1875,’ page 11 

** John H The United States. No. 3162. 

‘This action was brought to recover the proceeds of 50 bales of cotton, allewed 
to have been taken from the plantation of the claimant, in Warren County, in 
the State of Mississippi, sometime in the month of July, 1864, and sold by the 
officers of the Treasury Department. 

rhe proof shows that the plainti(l’s plantation was situated in the county 
ibove mentioned, near Bovina, and 12 or 14 miles from the city of Vicksburg 

That in June, 1863, the claimant had on his plantation about 100 bales of cot- 
ton, in bales, and about 45 bales in lintand seed cotton. He had also transported 
from his plantation 100 bales of cotton, for safety, to the plantation of one Kidd, 
on the eastern bank of the Big Black River. The 100 bales of cotton on his 
plantation and the lot on the Kidd plantation were taken by Captain Schenck, 
an officer of the Quartermaster’s Depariment on duty at the headquarters of Gen- 
eral Osterhaus, then located at the railroad bridge at the Big Black River, in 
said county, and near the plaintiff's plantation; said cotton was hauled to said 
headquarters. 

** The evidence shows that afterwards some of this cotton was put on the cars 
and ‘‘started towards Vickburg;"’ some of it was hauled in wagons towards 
Vicksburg, and some of it was taken to the fortifications near the headquarters 
of General Osterhaus, 

“* The cotton in lint and seed was taken to a neighboring gin by an agent of 
the Treasury, where it was ginned and baled. From thence it was transported 
to Vicksburg by the Treasury agent. 

***T tind from the evidence that 245 bales of the claimant's cotton went into 
the Vicksburg cotton, and that he should be charged one-fourth forginning and 
bailing 45 bales, or 11 bales, leaving 234 bales to the credit of the claimant. 

*** But inasmuch as he has claimed only 5) baies in his petition, he can be al- 
lowed out of the fund only for 50 bales. And therefore the claimant is entitled 
to judgment for the value of 50 bales of cotton, at the average rate per bale, 
payable out of the first fund—50 bales of cotton, at $177.55} per bale, $8,877.50. 

**On May 24, 1875, the court made the following order: ‘And it is further or- 
dered that the engrossed and consolidated copy of the reports of the commis- 
sioner, as amended by this order filed herewith, stand as the findings of fact of 
the court.’’’ 

“This made the finding of Commissioner Eveleth the finding of the court, and 
the Supreme Court of the United States has held in the ‘intermingled cotton 
cases’ (92 U.S. Reports, p. 651), where the Court of Claims had adopted the find- 
ing of tho commissioner, ‘ that the judgments as rendered are the result of the 
deliberation of the court, and not that of the commissioner alone.’ 

~ * * a . * & 

“The money which claimantasks is not the property cf the United States, but 

a trust fund held for him. The United States occupies a strictly fiduciary rela- 


Newman ts 








tion to claimant, and never intended to divest him of his property, but by tak- 
ing it constituted itself claimant's trustee (13 Wallace, p. 
trust fund the bill provides that he shall be paid. 


“ There is, in oe of this committee, neither law, reason, justice, nor 
policy in withhold 


28), and from this 


ng this money claimed from its rightful owner, and we 
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therefore urge the passage of the bill he 
as follows 

In line 8 strike out the following words, 
thereof ‘the opinion of the court in rendering said judgment.’ 

In addition to the matter set out in the foregoing report, your committe: 
respectfully submit the following 
lt appears from the record of this case in the Court of Claims, which record 
|} your committee have carefully examined, that when the attorney for the clair 
ant became aware of the fact that he had made a mistake in the original pet 
tion he filed a motion to correct the same by claiming the number of bales 
which his client had in the first instance authorized him to sue for. A cop 
the record of the court containing the motion and a similar motion in 
cases is filed as a part of this report 
in view of the fact that the court aflirmed the report of the commissioner 

wherein it was found that the claimant was entitled under the proof to the pro- 

ceeds of 234 bales, it appears at first sight a matter of surprise that the applica. 
tion of the claimant for leave to amend his petition was overruled. On exam 
| ination of a case decided by the court about two months prior to this motion, 
being the case of Thomas Kidd, guardian, ete,, the theory of the law which 
| governed the court in this case is set out, The court held that an application 
| toamend the petition s> as toclaim an ; dditional number of bales of cotton 
was in the nature of a new demand; that the act of March 12, 1863, known as 
the abandoned and captured property act, which authorizes the bringing of 
| suits of this character ‘at any time within two years after the suppression of 
the rebellion,’’ was a statute of jurisdiction rather than of limitation. The fol- 
lowing is taken from the opinion of the court delivered by the chief-justice 

‘Every statute of limitation acts upon existing causes of action by prescrib- 
ing a period of time within which they must be prosecuted by a suit at law and 
barring their prosecution after that time. 

** No such statute is involved in this case, for the simple and conclusive reason 
that, until the passage of the act of March 12, 1863, no person whose property in 
the rebel States was captured by military forces of the United States or seized 
by the agents of the Treasury Department had, or could possibly have had, any 
semblance of a right to sue the United States in this or any other court for the 
recovery of the proceeds of the sale of such property. 

‘It is this act alone that conferred the right. Of course it conferred it upon 
those only who are designated in the act, and they can exercise the right only 
in such manner, at such piace, and within such time as the act prescribes. Who 
is so designated? ‘Any person claiming to have been the owner of any such 
abandoned or captured property.’ How is the claim to be asserted? By claim- 
ant’s preferring in this court his claim to the proceeds of such property. When 
may he prefer his claim? ‘At any time within two years after the suppression 
of the rebellion.’’’ (Kidd vs. The United States, 8 Court of Claims, 264.) 

It was held, therefore, that while the report of the commissioner, based on 
{ the evidence, showed that the claimant would have been entitled to the pro- 
ceeds of 234 bales had he claimed that amount in his original petition, that the 
two years within which suits of this character could be brought having expired 
he could not avail himself of the right by amending his petition. A careful ex- 
| amination of the evidence submitted by the claimant before the Court of Claims 
leaves no reasonable doubt as to the fact that the cotton was actually taken by 

the authorized forces of the United States. This taking raises a presumption 
that it was sold and the proceeds paid into the Treasury, for the Supreme Court 
of the United States, in affirming a number of cases of like character with that 
of this claimant, decided at the same term of the court and upon precisely the 
same character of evidence that Newman submitted in support of his claim for 
245 bales, held as follows: 

“The Court of Claims found as a fact that the cotton of each of these several 
plaintiffs contributed to and formed a part of this mass so intermingled and 
sold. This finding was not based upon evidence specifically tracing the prop- 
erty of each claimant, but upon the assumption that under the circumstances 
attending these collections all cotton started from the place of capture, on the 
way to Vicksburg or Natchez, ina manner that would naturally carry it into the 
mass, must be presumed to have gone there, unless it was shown to have been 
lost or shipped to some other point.”” (Raymond vs. United States, sundry 
cotton cases, 92 U. S. Rep., 651.) 

Your committee are therefore of the opinion that the bill ought to pass, and 
it is so recommended, 


rewith reported, with an amendment 


‘said judgment,’ and insert in lic 











WASHINGTON, 
The court met according to adjournment. : 
Present, Charles D. Drake, chief-justice; Edward G. Loring, Charles ¢ 
and Samuel Milligan, judges. 
Thomas Kidd, guardian of William Bell, vs. The United States. 
The chief-justice read the opinion of the court and the motion to fileamended 
petition was refused. 


Vonday, February 3, 1873. 


Nott 


WASHINGTON, T/ 
The court met according to adjournment. 
Present, Charles D. Drake, chief-justice ; 
and Samuel Milligan, judges. 
John H. Newman vs. The United States, 3162.—Thomas Kidd, executor of Mat- 
thew A. Bolls, vs. The United States. 3182. 


ursday, April 24, 1873. 


Edward G. Loring, Charles C. Nott 
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Messrs. Bartley and Casey filed motions asking leave to file amended petitions 

in these cases, e 
WASHINGTON, Monday, May 26, 1875. 

The court met according to adjournment. 

Present, Charles D. Drake, chief-justice; Charles C. Nott and Samuel Milligan, 
judges. 

John H. Newman vs, The United States. 3162. 

rhe motion filed April 24, 1873, to amend petition by increasing the number 
of bales sued for, and by changing the time assigned as the date of seizure of 
the cotton from July, 1864, to June, 1863, was denied as to the increase of the 
number of bales and allowed as to the change of date. : 

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of the original records of the 
court, 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the 
court this llth dav of July, 1888, 

ARCHIBALD HOPKINS, 
Chief Clerk Court of Claims 

Mr. PLATT. Is there any explanation or reason why since 1875 up 
to the present time nothing has been done to recover this claim ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. My impression is that this matter has 
been constantly presented to both Houses of Congress all the time since. 
While Ido not remember distinctly about those facts—it has been 
some time since IT have examined the case—my impression is that it has 
passed each House, or passed the House of Representatives once 01 
twice. I am not positive, however, about that, and I do not under- 
take to make that statement. 

Mr. PLATT. Or is there any reason why the attorney who had au- 
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that time, and tl wi was brought wit! that time The motion to I 
b am nd mad by th attorney himself to make the « ipl t fi . n 
Instead for OU bates of cotton, was not made within t! Lwo A 
and was overruled by the court be¢ e it wa ot made withi the Calendar a 1 
two years for which that statute remained in foree 
Mr. PLATT. In some way the cas ems to have been pend et p 
the Court of Claims for ten years before final decisio d t ft <ind of sine é ’ ce t ' 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Not at all; the dec iv rendered | body g e to bring up ter of ¢ d 
within a reasonable length of tim It was now! 1 the neighbo Senat l use his very great influence t the S 
hood of ten years. I do not recolle the date con rt Calendar in regular « I, f v ect 
Mr. PLATT. The report say sid fany claim outside o e] rs 1 byt 
On May 24, 1875, the court made the ‘ é Ar t furt] bod consideration of ¢ sont Calend 
dered that the engrossed and consolidated copy « the eports of the co iis But | bmit that when co O 
; ler rie dec r this orde file \ S a the ¢ i s of f t of 
— 4 - amen i by this order fi vi i h ling bn . the Ca ; ane 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I do not remember the da : sig" ate he 
the judgment was rendered. , ; 
Mr. PLATT. The report says : : 
Commissioner Eben Eveleth made the f ving I t, w 1 we take ; ; 
fi copy of *‘ Consolidated cop) tl : I ( ] . 
filed May 24, 1875,’’ page 11 ought to be é¢o1 ed [ 
Mr. President, I do not know but that this cla is all right, ont : ect tim 1 
illustrates what induced me to make some inquiry into it, and that should ul to sé I 
i that after a day which has tired Senators with the v tv of busir but ( ! } 
ie it is quite the habit to take up just at 5 o’clock, o1 ta few minu morning | until the « ( day. 
BS before the time when we should naturally adjourn, not o1 large Mi LA Mr. President I } no expect i t I 
claims, but this kind of claims. While I do not know but that upon hould down upon 1 yu 
examination I should find that this claim was one that ought to! \ S conceived it to » a I t 
passed, I am not willing to vote for it now, and I shall ask for a di o Intel n ot t W r to 
ion upon it if a vote is to be pressed now lt t t 
It appears certainly by the report that this claim is outlawede tl i hat I d t 
the statute of limitations runs against it It seems to me that, in such | / t >€ te ¢ 
a claim at least, we ought to have the clearest proof as to the re mn | 
why the mistake was made by tl torney, if that is the ground uy t 
: which it is put, and why it 5 not discovered, and everything which u 
¥ appt ils to the equity side of menate to re ve tl { the stat : 
; ute of limitations. As I said, perhaps on a fuller examination it will | ‘ l » hundred t i dol! i 
: appear that this claim is all right, but I am not ready to vote f{ t t about t t mome! 
3 now. l H I W ie S 
i Mr. JONES, of Arkansa For my , aS to the intimation or the La ry much better reason why t t 
ee imputation conveyed in the language of the Senator from Connecticut ntimates 10 1 ributa 
; saying that it is quite the habit to call up claims of this kind ata late | Mr. PLAT I do not int 
& hour, at 5 o’clock in the afternoon, I desire distinctly to repudiate it Mr. HARI Wher e 
So far as I am concerned I claim to be as honest in the discharge of m l it « be e t 
Fe duties here as any other Senator. I did not call thiscaseup, although | I will say aiways has be 
a I should not have hesitated to have done so at this hour or any other. | ‘ leration of one a ( 
4 It has gone through a committee of this Senate composed, at least in | It niversa 
j part, of gentlemen who are as reputable perhaps as the gentleman who Mr LAT! ! sah Gd 
criticises the motive in calling up the bill at this hour. | no ] er motive to anybody to Wiin ) 
This bill has been thoroughly examined by that committee. Every | days ago a bil volving two hundred and t ) l 
solitary member of the committee was thoroughly satisfied that the | ana seventy thousa id dollars was called t t 
claim ought to pass, and it has passed the committee unanimously and | moment, a bill which wi i have passed ny a 
has been reported to this body, and has been on the Calendar for qt ite | been called up at any other hour of the da ind 
Bs awhile. It seems to me that this ought at least to make out prima } amination I am satisfied ought to pass, | I do not t : ' to 
facie that the bill is entitled to some sort of consideration. } do business exactly in this wa 
I have no objection to every Senator being fully satisfied of the justice | In regard to this claim, I say it may be I i to 
of eve ry claim that passes here. I have no sympathy, so far as I am | cast any reflection upon t cla it I i 
j concerned, with the large mass of claims of this nature that come up | where the statute of limita h ere ‘ 
. here, and I am, I think, perhaps in many instances inclined to be too | aSked to relieve against that statute of litatio: y reason 
rigid as to the proof that should be required; but when the proof has | fact that an attorney twent ) f to « it 
pst been carefully examined by the committee on more occasions than one. instruct ~ 1 Wea e oug é io } 
eS and every member of it is entirely satisfied, so far as I am concerned [ | to examine and see whether acts and ¢ imustance 


have no sort of fear that any imputationof any disreputable motive in | makeit equitable that we should remove the bar of the stat 
bringing up a claim of this kind at this hour will lie against me or | !tations in this cass 
against any other honorable member of this body. 1 am very sorry that anyth I have said ‘ 


.T . . , i 4] 4} ; . 
rhe investigations which are made by the Court of Claims in this | 22Y ° hat there was hipropriety ip cal 
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class of cases require a great deal of time. Commissioners are sent | the motive of the person calling it up was « 
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avoided. 


nator 


wed making any ch imputation. The Cha 
it is not in order for the Senator from 
ment and there is danger that collo 
generate into personalities which ought to be 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Iwas 





upon if jules of kind may 


imply attempting to explain wl 


I meant or what I intended to say. 

Mr. PLATT. Then it occurs to me, Mr. President, that there is no 
force in the suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas that claims ought 
to pass somewhat upon the conclusions of the committee that has « 
amined then Perhaps the Senator from Arkansas will say that he 
did not make that iggvestion-—— 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I will say it. 

Mr. PLAT That that was not the force of his argument. But if 
it was not, I can not understand what his argument was. He r 


ate the care which the committee had taken to 
investigate this, their very great opportunities for investigation, and if 
there was not a suggestion in it that the Senate should take the con- 
clusions of the committee without any very 
sideration of the case, then 1 beg his pardon. 
it 1s 
of committees, but there is danger that we may go too far in this re- 
spect, that claims may pass here solely because they happen to be rec- 
ommended by committees. Committees are not infallible. A 
mittee may make a mistake, a committee may act upon insuflicien 
evidence, and, taking this report, the committee seem to have actec 
without any evidence whatever showing why this attorney failed to 
carry out his instructions and bring suit for the whole two hundred 
and fifty bales. That evidence may have been before the committee; 
it may have been perfectly explained in the committee, but the com- 
mittee has not to inform the Senate why that was so; and 
vhen anybody desires an opportunity to examine the point which it 
seems to me covers this whole case and is vital to its decision, then we 
are somewhat taken to task. 

For one, Mr. President, I propose to examine the bills which are be- 

fore the Senate, and I propose to have time to do it if I can get it under 
the rules of the Senate. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I suppose, so far as interest is con- 
cerned, that I have more interest in this case than anybody else, though 
I have no personal interest in it. These claimants are a widow and 
orphans who reside in the State of Mississippi. I called the bill up in 
the usual way in which bills are called up on evenings of this sort. 

I merely desire to say to the Senator from Connecticut that I have 
no disposition in the world to prevent him from giving this case a full 
and fair examination. Iam satistied myself that theclaimis just. It 
was so held by the Court of Claims, so held by the committee of the 
House of Representatives, so held by the House of Representatives, 
and so held by the committee on the part of the Senate, and I simply 
desire to say now that if there is any motion I can make which will 
extend to the Senator the time he desires to examine or look into the 
matter thoroughly and fully, I shall be glad to make that motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I can suggest a mo 
journ. 


Mr. GEORGE 


hearsed before the Sen 








I so understood him 
yw 
come 


7 
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ce lone d 


sus tion, 


Very well, I make that motion. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before submitting the motion, the 
Chair will lay before the Senate bills from the House of Representa- 
tives for ref 
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The motion was agreed to; and (at Yclock and 20 minute 
the Senate adijou1 until to-morro Vednesday, Se pte iber § 
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he LO NAR‘ ) i ae \ 
ohn G. Parkhurst, of Michigan, to be envoy extraordinary 
ministe pl nipotenti iy oi the United States to Belgium, vice ] 
vert Tree, nominated for the mission to Russia 





William R. Kelley, to be postmaster at Fernandina, Nassau Co 
Florida, 3 Columbus L. 
Walter C. New! to be postmaster 


linois, vice S. Corning Judd, resigned. 
I. 
. 
f 


deceased. 
at Chicag 


Jack, 
ITY, », Cook County, 
Charles H. Tracey, to be postmaster at Anaconda, Deer Lodge Cou 


Territory of Montana, vice Benjamin I’. Mahany, resigned. 


FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 

Inspector-General’s Department. 
| Capt. Henry W. Lawton, of the Fourth Cavalry, to be inspect : 
| general with the rank of major, September 17, 1888, vice Burton, p 
| moted. 
| RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
| Robert F. Coates, of Wichita, Kans., to be receiver of public m 

at Wichita, Kans., viceSamuel L. Gelbrot, resigned. 
| REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
| John B. Baird, of Atlanta, Ga., to be register of the land ofii 
Seattle, Wash., vice John Y. Ostrander, resigned. 
| - 

CONFIRMATION, 

Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate September 25, 1888. : 2 
| PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. rd 
Chief of Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting, : 
| Capt. Winfield Scott Schley, a resident of Maryland, to be Chief 4 


i 
or 


| the Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting in the spartment « 
| the I} f Equi; nt and Recruiting in the Department 
Navy, with the relative rank of commodore. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

TUESDAY, September 25, 1888. 74 

The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. Curus! : ey 

D. D.  & 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. e 
FORT WALLACE MILITARY RESERVATION, KANSAS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message f 








| the President of the United States; which was read, and, with th: bd 
companying bill, referred, on motion of Mr. HOLMAN, to the Com eg 


| tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed: 


| To the House of Representatives : 





I return without approval House bill No, 8310, entitled ‘‘An act to prov 
| the disposal of the Fort Wallace military reservation in Kansas.”’ 
This bill provides that a portion of this reservation which is situate: 
| State of Kansas shall be set apart for town-site purposes and may be « 
by the corporate authorities of the adjoining city of Wallace. 

The second section of the bill permits the Union Pacific Railroad Cor 
| purchase within a limited time a certain part of the military reservati 
| is particularly described, at the rate of $30 per acre, 

1 am informed that this privilege might by reason of a faulty descri 
| the lands enable the railroad company to purchase at the price named |} 
| in which private parties have interests, acquired under our laws. 

tis evident that the description of the land which the railroad c 

allowed the option of purchasing should be exact and certain for the int 
all concerned. 

Section 4 of the bill grants acertain portion of the military reservation 
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A t n Phe 

j ed by the S und House of Representatives of the United { 
ica CONGTESS ASRE Phat the President be, and he is herebs requested and 
nuthorized to accey i invitation, and that he is hereby authorized and 1 
quested to appo who shall be an officer of the United States 
Geodetic and Coast Survey, to attend the next r ting of said International 
Geodctic Association, but no extra salary or additional compensation shall be 
paid to such by reason of such attendance 


Mr. COTHRAN, I ask the previous question on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Does the gentleman object to having the report 
read ? 

Mr. COTHRAN. Not at all. 

The report (by Mr, CoTH#RAN, without the accompanying papers 
was read, as follows: 

ro accompany H. Res. 151 

On the 20th of February, 1888, the President of the United States transmitted 
to Congress a report from the Secretary of State, relative to an invitation from 
the Imperial German Government to the Government of the United States to 
become a party to the International Geodetic Association 

Phe object of the association is, by application of the highest order of skill 
in the use of scientific means, to determine as nearly as possible the exact meas 
urement of the earth. 

Apart from the matter of abstract science which the association seeks to pro 
mote, it is believed that the practical advantage to be derived from the ascer 
tainment and determination of the location of national, State, and Territorial 
boundaries, our extensive coast line and the safest approaches thereto, by the 
most scientific and satisfactory means, thereby settling disputed questions of | 
boundary, and effectually avoidingsuch in the future, as well as diminishing 
in great degree the perils of navigation, should induce this Government to take 
part in an association the invitation to which has doubtless been induced not 
only on account of its importance among the civilized governments of the world, 
but also by the excellence of its own work in this important field of scientific | 
investigation 

These reasons might be extended, but the committee deem it unnecessary to | 
do 80. 

Heartily concurring in the views presented by the honorable the Secretaries 
of State, Mr. Bayard, and of the Treasury, Mr. Fairchild, and by Mr. F. M 
‘Thorn, the efficient Superintendent of the United States Coastand Geodetic Sur- | 


vey, set forth in the report of the President of the United States, submitted here- | 
with, the committee submit the accompanying joint resolution, tocarry out the 
purposes set forth in this report, and recommend that the same do pass. 


Mr. WHITE, of New York. I wish to make this inquiry of the 
gentleman from South Carolina having this resolution in charge: whether | 
under the usages of the Government the actual expenses of the commis- | 
sionerappointed would bepaid? I find that this provides for the appoint- 
ment of a member of the Geodetic Survey, but does not provide addi- 
tional compensation. Now, if he travels long distances, unless the 
matter of his expense for such travel is provided for in the regulations 
of the Department, or by existing law, there ought to be some provis- 
ion embodied in this resolution to reimburse him. 

Mr. COTHRAN. The resolution carries no appropriation, 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I understand that; but does it provide 
for the payment of his traveling expenses ? 

Mr. HERBERT. I understand it does. 

Mr. COTHRAN, Certainly they ought to be paid. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman may be very sure that it does | 
provide for it. It would not have come in without some such provis- 
ton 

Mr. BLOUNT. This only involves, as I understand it, the appoint- | 
ment of a delegate? 

Mr. COTHRAN. Thatis all. : 

Mr. BLOUNT. It does not involve anything in the matter of sur- 
veys, or expenditures for that purpose ? 

Mr. COTHRAN,. No; only the acceptance of the invitation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And our surveys are to be carried on independent 
of this resolution ? 

Mr. COTHRAN. They are. 

Mr. MGMILLIN. Does the gentleman know what expenditure is 
involved ? 

Mr. COTHRAN. It involves no other expense than the acceptance 
of the invitation, and I presume the traveling expenses of the dele- 
gate. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What nations are now members of this associa- 
tion? 

Mr. COTHRAN. All of the European nations; but this invitation 
comes specially from the German Government. 

Mr. HERBERT. I understand the purpose of this resolution is to 
authorize a representative of the Geodetic Survey to attend the in- 
ternational geodetic congress, and it seems to me, that if we are going 
on with this geodetic work it would be very well to allow one of the 
members of the survey to attend, the purpose being in that world’s 
congress to as far as possible harmonize the work of geodesy, which 
aims to ascertain the shape of the earth. While I have opposed on 
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this floor extravagant expenditures which in my opinion have been 
made and are still being made for this coast and geodeti | 

eems to me that if work of this kind is to be earried on at | there 
can be no possible harm in having a representative from our survey a 
that congress. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Work is bein irried on at pre nt in the § 

a | lerritoric S. 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes; a very great deal of work is being carried on 

me of the States and Territorics now by this bureau. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I am very glad the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] has expressed some interest in this 
bureau. Iwas very much surprised the other day at his remarks and 
his views upon all these scientific bureaus of the Government, and to- 
lay it gives me pleasure to find him speaking in favor of this resolu 


tion. I favor this resolution. I favor the work done in all the scien- 
tilic bureaus of the Government, and am always ready and willing to 
vote them appropriations, because I bel'eve those appropriations are 
being expended by gentlemen of great culture, great intelligence, and 
great integrity, and not one dollar is lost to the advancement of this 
Government with all the countries of the world in scientific research. 
I ouly desire to congratulate the country that the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. HERBERT] has seen fit to approve of some one thing in con- 
nection with these scientific bureaus. 

Mr. HERBERT. I accept the gentleman’s compliment with all 
the more humility because I think I may not have deserved it. Iam 
opposed to the Government expending so much money as it does upon 
science. I believe the best thing the Government could possibly do 
would be to abolish this geodetic work; but since we do not abolish it, 
we ought to do it well; and there can be no possible harm, as this 


| bureau exists and is to exist, in having some member of it confer with 
| the members of other associations abroad to harmonize this work. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I have always esteemed the gen- 
tleman from Alabama highly as a gentleman of culture and education, 
and at the same time I must say that I think it cOmes with very poor 
grace for one who has been educated as he has to express sentiments 
against the interests of such of these Departments of the Government 
as are bringing our country to the front in the progress of science and 
making us felt everywhere throughout the civilized world. 

I am very much inclined to take back what I have said; but I think 
so much of the gentleman, individually, that I think I will let it stand. 
[ Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. COTHRAN. I demand the previous question, 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I hope the gentleman will withdraw 
the demand, so that I may be permitted to make a statement. 

Mr. COTHRAN. I will withdraw the demand until I hear the re- 
quest of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I believe that there has been a state- 
ment generically made, but not specifically, that there is some exist- 
ing law under which the expenses of the delegate would be paid. Now, 
there can be no question but that they should be paid, and I ask unani- 
mous consent to offer an amendment. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Probably you had better let it goasitis. The 
making of additional appropriations for that bureau and magnifying 
its importance would be resisted; and it should be. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. The amendment I desire to offer is to 
add to the resolution, after the words ‘‘no extra salary or additional 


compensation shall be paid by reason of such attendance,’’ the words 


‘‘except the actual expenses of the delegate necessarily incurred in at- 
tending said meeting of said association, to be audited and paid by the 
proper officer of the Treasury Department.’’ 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt dim in 
order that I may make an explanation? I desire tosay that the gen- 
tleman may be very certain that the general law authorizes the payment 
of the expenses of the delegatesin this case. All legislation of this kind 
originates and necessarily must originate in these scientific bureaus; 
and when this bill was introduced, as a matter of course, if not pre- 
pared, it was at least suggested by some one connected with that bu- 
reau who had examined that matter. The gentleman may lay it down 
as a matter of fact that any bureau of this Government having a bill 
introduced for such a purpose as this would get into it a provision to 
pay expenses if such should be necessary. I know very well that the 
representative to the Geographical Congress some years ago had his ex- 
penses paid, and of course it is contemplated to pay the expenses of 
this delegate. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. There is no objection to the amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. CoTu- 
RAN] has not withdrawn the demand for the previous question. Does 
he demand the previous question ? 

Mr. COTHRAN. Ido, Mr. Speaker. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COTHRAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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In order to remove all doubt from this subject, Secretary Freling- 
huysen signed a convention with Sefior Romero, ministé r of Mexico, 
November 12, 1884, in which was laid down a body of rules which are 
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But no method was there prescribed for applying the rules and the 
commission proposed in this joint resolution is simply designed to pro- 
vide for the application of the rules laid down in the convention of 
1881, by which the boundary lines between Mexico and this country 
can be determined and be made practically fixed, known, and useful 
in the administration of the law. I can not state what, if any. ex- 
penditure will be incurred by the passage of the resoluti 

Mr. BLOUNT. May I ask the gentleman what is the rule laid down 
in the convention? 

Mr. HITT. The rules are based on the principles of the old civil 
law. The first two rules laid down were: The dividing line shal 
ever be that described in the treaty and follow the center of th 
mal channel of the rivers named, notwithstanding 
the banks or in the course of those rivers, provided that such alterations 
be effected by natural causes through the slow and gradual erosion and 
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Phe bill was read, as follow } 

He vacled, elc., That any enlisted man or appointed petty officer of the Navy | 
m deposit his sa I 4,in sums not less than $, witn the paymastier upon 
w ‘ his account is borne; and he shall be furnished with a deposit- 
bo n wi i the said paymaster shall note, over his signature, the amount 
la ind place of such deposit rhe money so deposited shall be accounted 
for inthe same manner as other public funds, and shall pass to the credit of the 
appropriation for “ pay for the Navy,” and shall not be subject to forfeiture by 
sentence of court-martial, but shall be forfeited by desertion, and shall not be | 
permitted to be paid until final payment on discharge, or to the heirs or repre- | 
sentatives of a deceased sailor, and that such deposit be exempt trom liability | 
for such sailor's debts : Provided, That the Government shall be liable for the 
amount deposited to the person so depositing the same 

sec. 2, That for any sums not less than $5 so deposited for the period of six | 
months or longer, the sailor, on his final discharge, shall be paid interest at th« 
rate of 4 per cent, per ant | 

Sue. 3. That the system of deposits herein established shall be carried into 
execution under such regulations as may be established by the Secretary of th 
Navy F 


Mr. HERBERT Unless some gentleman desires an explanation of 
the bill, I shall ask the previous question on its passage. 

Mr. SOWDEN. What is the purport of the bill? 

Mr. HERBERT. It allows sailors to deposit their savings with the 
pay master, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HERBERT moved to reconsider the voté by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

TEMPORARY HOME, DISCHARGED SEAMEN. 

Mr. HERBERT. I now call up the bill (H. R. 4353) to provide a 
temporary home for certain persons discharged from the United States | 
Navy, and ask leave to constder this in the House as in Committee of | 
the Whole. 

Mr. SOWDEN. 
of money. 

Mr. HERBERT. It necessarily involves a small expenditure. 

Mr.SOWDEN. What amount? 

Mr. HERBERT. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. SOWDEN. If it makes an appropriation I object. 
Mr. HERBERT. But lL ask to have it considered in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SOWDEN. If it involves any expenditure of money I object. 

Mr. HERBERT. Then I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider 
bills from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Blount in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. | 
Mr. HERBERT. I call up the bill H. R. No. 4353, and ask its 

present consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, author 
ized to permit any person receiving the honorable discharge authorized by sec- | 
tion 1429 of the Revised Statutes to elect a home on board of any of the United 
St: tes receiving-ships, during any portion of the three months granted by law 
as h> limit of time within which to receive the pecuniary benefit of such dis- 
charge, the men so choosing a home to be entitled to one ration per day fortheir 
keeping while furnished with such home, but not to pay, other than that au- 
thorized by section 1573 of the Revised Statutes of the United States upon re-en- 
listment: Provided, That the persons so furnished with a home shall be ame- 
nable to such regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy or 
otzer competent authority. 

Mr. HERBERT. In further answer to the objection of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, I will state that the only expense the bill in- 
volves is this: It provides that a sailor who has been discharged from 
the United States Navy and who may now under the law re-enlist 
within three months thereafter with continuing pay, instead of being 
driven during that three months to resort to sailors’ boarding-houses, 
may have the privilege at any time within that period of having his 
home upon any United States receiving-vessel then in port, and draw- 
ing one ration per day. 

The Secretary of the Navy has recommended the bill; the Chief of 
the Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting has recommended it, and it 
is believed that it will have a good effect upon the sailors by keeping 


I wish to ask whether this involves an expenditure 





them from the sailors’ boarding-houses. The only possible expense, as 
I have said, will be the rations which will be furnished to the sailor 
during such part of the three months as he may oecupy a home on the 
vessel. 

Mr. SOWDEN. After hearing the statement of the gentleman from 
Alabama I will withdraw my objection. 

Mr. HERBERT. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

APPRENTICES, UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Mr. HERBERT. I now call up for present consideration the bill 
(H. R. 10652) to encourage the enlistment of boys as apprentices in the 
United States Navy. 
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The bill was read, as otiows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That in order toencourage the enlistment 
tices in the United States Navy, the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized 
to furnish as a bounty to each of said apprentices after his enlistment, and 
when first received on board of a training-ship, an outfit of clothing not to ex- 


of boys as appren- 


| ceed in value the sum of $45, 


Mr. HERBERT. This bill also involves an appropriation. As gen- 
tlemen know, we now have a system of training boys to make sailors 
of them, and they are taken at from fourteen to seventeen years of age. 
At the present time the Government furnishes them with their rations 
and pays them also a small amount at the time of enlistment, which 
increases as they progress. The suit of clothes that is provided for the 
boy at enlistment is charged up against him and deducted from these 
The full equipment, including his clothes, blankets, etc., costs 
from $35 to $45, which amount, being charged against the meager wages 


wages. 


| he receives, keeps him in debt for a long time. 


Mr. HOLMAN. What compensation do they get? 

Mr. HERBERT. Iam not prepared to give the exact amount, but 
I think the pay commences at $8 a month and runs up to $10 or $12, 
and some of them become petty officers afterwards, when the pay is 
much larger. But the compensation is very small, and they are kept 
in debt for along time. The chief of the Bureau of Equipment and 
Recruiting recommended the passage of this measure; the Secretary 
of the Navy also recommended it, and the committee, after carefully 
considering it, think it will encourage enlistments, and therefore rec- 


| ommend the passage of the bill. There are usually from three hun- 
| dred to four hundred and fifty or five hundred boys in the training 


school. 

| ask thai the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
favorable recommendation. 

Mr. SOWDEN. What will be the expense in each case? 

Mr. HERBERT. I have stated that the whole equipment of each 
one costs from $35 to $45, not exceeding that for each boy. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. HERBERT. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union having had under con- 
sideration House bills 4353 and 10652, had directed him to report the 
same to the House with the recommendation that they @ pass. 

BILLS PASSED. 

Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union without amendment, were severally considered, 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engr>ssed, 
were accordingly read the third time, and passed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 433) to provide temporary homes for certain persons 
discharged from the United States Navy; and 

A bill (H. R.-10652) to encourage the enlistment of boys as appren- 
tices in the United States Navy. 

Mr. HERBERT moved to reconsider the votes by which the bill were 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MAISH. ‘The chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs was 
absent when the Committee on Military Affairs was called, and I ask 
unanimous consent that we go back in the call of committees to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania states that the 
chairman of the Committee-on Military Affairs was necessarily and 
temporarily absent from the House when that committee was called, 
and he asks that the committee shall not lose its place on the Calendar. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it isso ordered. The 
hour for the consideration of bills this morning has expired. 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
a resolution which I send up to the Clerk’s desk. 

TheSPEAKER. Theregularorderhas been demanded by the gentle- 
man‘from Texas [ Mr. KILGORE], and unless that be withdrawn—— 

Mr LANHAM. [ask that it be withdrawn. 

Mr. KILGORE. I will withdrawitin the interest of my colleague. 

Mr. NELSON. If it is only withdrawn for that, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. LANHAM. Then I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was put, and the Speaker was in doubt as to the re- 
sult. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 12. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 33 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. BOUND (by request): A bili (H. R. 11506) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles E. McFarland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 11507) grant pension to J. B a, and to divide 
Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, t the W t i 
By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 11508) granting a pension to | f s 
jah West—to the Committe 1 Invalid Pensior 


Eli 
By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A L (H. R. 11509) granting a pen it 












































, . i \ ty ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ irv 
Clinton Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions aa ee Q 2 ' ry 
a und. 
I I \ ET¢ t j ctio 
Che fo wing p ns and papers we Lid o th Clerk’s desk to 
under the rule, and referred as follows that it rinst t al 
By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Petition of Mrs. M. S&S. Kennon and Irby | ¢ ! The t ~ 
Bonsall, heirs of John H. Irby, for reference of their claim to the Court t their I } i 1 vd t- 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims ve Legislat t 1 it, batt l 
By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of citizens of Nebraska, for the adoption | ti t re he assent of ¢ 
of the metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and | t ! may be now considered 
Measures. by nanimous cons ( 
By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of Richard D. Townsend and 56 others, oceeded to consider the b 
citizens of Cook County, Illinois, for amendments to the interstate-com The } was reported to the S te mut t i to 
merce law—to the Committee on Commerce ; e engrossed for a third read 
By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition for a pension for Elijah West—to the I prea e was agreed to 
Committee on Invalid Pensions ' ‘ 
By Mr. J. J.O°NEILL: A petition, numerously signed by Union sol- . ' . : 
diers of the late war, representing that during the war of the rebellion : - : 
the Government, through Congressional enactments, most solemn] Z : ; ‘ 
agreed to deal justly with those who became the defenders of the na- | © ; Sara ee ; ‘ ’ r 
tion; that equal and exact justice demands that every soldier who is : , , , ; : 
j entitled to a pension for wounds received or disease contracted in the — pd scan pete ite oll t 
line of duty should receive such pension from the date of his discharg: mesecdinn «| le, apaetseie Orie 

that by the repeal of the arrearage clause of the pension law as in for Cal ' 

prior to July 1, 1880, an injustice was done to those who had incurre: 
j yvounds or disease in the service in injustice uncomp! iiningly sub eM) 

tted to at the time, being regarded as a tenporary measure adopted Mr. CHANDLER. I report f { ( Na iirs 
to enable the Government to maintain specie payments: that the ne fa thout amendment, t Pp for the 
cessity for continuing this injustice has long since ceased; that in view f ! on of Ph ( 1 as ir-admil the 
of the affluent condition of the national Treasury the solemn contract [ i Na 
obligation of the Government to those who bore arms under the nationa l RESIDEN' i S \ 
flag should now be promptly fulfilled by a re-enactment of the arre 3 t the 
la which i orce prior to J ily 1, 1880—to the Committee on \ CU .RELI Le t b 
| 1 Pensions. | EN‘ - 

By Mr. PEEL: Memorial of Choctaw Nation, to grant the right of 0 obje 
way to the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company—to the Committee o1 Che Secretary the 

in Lirs | 
y Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of heirs of Thomas Gale ( 
ne rf) \lexandet Carper, of Da idson ¢ int ess i l : 
Es ence of their claims to the Cour f Claims—to imittee on V 
( 
id ~ 
MI IMIUNDS VW 
SENATE. a ee ee 
é WEDNESDAY, Septemier 26, 1888. Mr. CHANDLI ew 
£ ) ~ 
$ | ver hv the (4 lai Re J SUTLI | ) a 
a Vrayer by the hapiain, Nev. . G. BuTLER, D. D. ( ( i 
x il of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. [sl 
e : 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. De we Ail v ( to 
: Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of E. R. Olderman and 29 
é others, the petition of S. M. McMillen and ‘ rs, the petition of "ye iy 
b is Theo. F. Davis and 11 others, and a petition of Knights of Labor Lodg« ; 
“ No. 562, officially signed, representing 250 members, all citize ( : i : 
2 Washington County, Ohio, praying for certain amendments to the in- | * ng oy 
4 terstate-commert which were referred to the Commitiee on Inte ea ae 
. tate erce. Me COCK ' i - 
ss M1 SON, of Iowa. I presenta petition of Garfield Assembly ni st : ; : are 
4 No. 4762, Knights of Labor, of Dallas, lowa, numbering 78 members, | ’ peti Sie 
; praying for an amendment to the interstate-commerce law. As the ald Ea , 
: ibject referred to in the petition has been acted upon, and is now + ae ee 4 
pending in conference between the two Houses, I move that the petition he — . RE ] 
lie on tl table ; a 

‘Lhe motion was agreed to. Mr. CHANDLI 

M sLER presented the petition of Thomas L. Farrell and 59 

ther ns of Gunnison County, Colorado, praying for certain amend- | ‘ eee 
ments of the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Con 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. : ; 

Mr. REAGAN presented a petition of citizens of Hill County, Tex ‘ , » a y 

da petition of citizens of Tyler County, Texas, praying for an amend Serene hme Ke 
ment of the interstate-commerce law; which were referred to the Com : nd 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. : —— : 

st t nig t t L iaW 
Rt RTS OF COMMITTEI ol t ¢ 

Mr. TELLER, f the Commit nds, to whom was I vill has no effect whatever beyond that ’ have given 
referred the bill (S. 3485) restori right of Char! t est pension which is allowed by law she comes to the 
Weitfle, reported it without amendment, an ubmitted a report of the Navy and to Congress and says, ‘‘If there is no ol 
thereon. ft e 15 no lpjury to result from giving me this parchm t 

: Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to | benefit of myself and my children, I should like to have ) 





}12) to transfer certain counties | The committee saw no objection to giving it, and I trust t enatol 
from the southern judicial district to the northern district in the State | will see none, 


& whom was referred the bill (H. R. 33 












M COCK] | IT « > it emp! icall 
I PRESLD t r'} b ill be placed on the Cal 
end { report of the co 
( rHe CORWI ] is 
M LA I om the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
reterred the o% ‘ current resolution of the Hou of Repre- 
t ‘ i ta lment, and it was considered 
ul { I lt 
( n f That t 
j I t Ol 4 the report of ¢ 
AH { f ! 1¢, upon the « se of the revenue st« 
‘ oO th ar 1585, and i 1ccompanying document 
and ‘ t ot f 
u I a ] I I t 
Th 
( i J IN 
M LA ) ) ym the Committee on Printing, to wl 
re t! coneurrent resolution from the House of Ke} 
ent t t t amendment 
fal the Se , r I ¢ «7 
I it ti ' j tlic O00 copie « th eport ¢ | 
A { rin 0 the cr t t 
r ¢ 0 i the yea 34. and wccompanyit 
u \ l ) wl ! for the u ‘ the Senat 
for t ‘ hi ntative l « rt i 
4 
M M ws J r the n ynsiderat ol! ic I ) 
Intio There are two different reports, one for 1284 and one { lt 
Mr. COCKRELI Che same number of each will be printed? 
Ir. MANDERSON. The same number of each. 
Mr. COCKRELL. {nd the same relative proportion of copi e- 
ty the i the House ? 


menate al 
MANDERSON. Ex 


Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


é 
M actly. 
tion to the pres- 


If there be no obje ( 





ent consideration of the resolution, the question is on agreeing to the 
BHATII« 

‘| esolution 1 reed to. 

K I PANAMA CANAL REPOR' 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred 1 low concurrent resolution of the House of Rey 

} ives, report without amendment, and it was consider 
ma 10US ¢ nt id agreed to: 


i House Re entalive he Senate concurring), That there be 


printed and be lin cloth at the Government Printing Office, and in« 
ili ‘ ly » copies of the report of Lieut. Charles C. Roge« 
{ il Stat Av} he Panama Canal; of which number 1,000 copies shall 
b a1 th se, 500 copies for the use of the Senate, and 1,5 pies 
to be d ed etary of the Navy. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

BUTI : duced a bill (S. 3589) granting a pension to | el 

Ha hich t by its title, and referred to the Com 


TELLER ced a bill (S. 3590) authorizing the Secretary 
‘ ir to | to the Pike’s Peak Astronomical and Meteorological 
f ty certain ] which was read twice byits title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

CULLOM introduced a bill (8S. 3591) granting an increase of 


pension to Thomas Summers; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

| ulso introduced a bill (8. 3592) granting a pension to William 
Seams; wh was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


4 message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, it 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 
\ bill (S. 544) to authorize the construction of a highway bridge 


across that part of the waters of Lake Champlain which separates the 
uds of North Hero and South Hero, in the county of Grand Isle in 
State of Vermont; and 
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A bill (S. 2616) to amend an act approved June 15, 1882, changing | 


the boundaries of the fourth collection district of Virginia. 

{he message also announced that the House had passed the joint 
110 
amendment, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
The message further announced that the President of the United 
States having returned to the House of Representatives, in compliance 
with the request of a concurrent resolution of Congress, the bill (H. R. 
10060) prescribing the times for sales and for notice of sales of prop- 
erty in the District of Columbia for overdue taxes, the House of Rep- 
ntatives had reconsidered and passed the same with additional 
ents, in which it requested the coneurrence of the Senate. 
ihe message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 

ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 9151) to forfeit certain lands granted to the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company and for other purposes; and 
A bill (H. R. 9674) to regulate the course at the Naval Academy. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 


+” 1) P 
iution (S&S. ih 


res 
I 


in aid of the sufferers from yellow fever, with | 





yned the enrolled bill (H. R. 11391) to authorize the Postmastei ‘ 
General to advertise for and purchase improved registered-mail P 
and keys therefor; and it was thereupon signed by the Presiden 
tem) E 
INQUESTS UNDER NATIONAL AUTHORIT' F 
The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no farther mornin 
ness, the Calendar, under Rule VIII, is in or 
Mr. GEORGE. According to previous notice I desire to call up 4 
bill (S. 1516) to provide for inquests under national autho: W 
view to submit some remarks thereon. 
Che ] RESIDEN I’ pro tempore. if ther be 1 » objection, th 
before the Senate as in Committee of the \ and the Senator | 
Missi si] pi is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I had hoped that I would have 
occasion whilst I had a seat in this body to say anything on the secti 
que stions which the debate s durin y the preset nt session hay 3 bre ug 
thefront. It was my fixed purpose when I took my seat here that, w 
ever else might flow from my public service, I would so guard my cond 
that when that service ended it could not be justly imputed to me : 
by speech or action I had in any degree contributed to sectional bitt \ 
ness or retarded the return of harmony and mutual confidence betw | a 
the once hostile States of the Union. In pursuance of this determi \ EY 
tion I have been silent when I was strongly tempted to speak; I hai + 





when compelled to speak, confined my speech to legitimate and nec« 
° . . . _ 
sary defense. I have not metcrimination with recrimination. I ha | 





not essayed to point out defects and errors in other sections as a coy 
or excuse for wrongs charged against my own. I have waited, thoug ¥ 
I admit with some impatience and chagrin atthe long delay, for th 3 
coming of that period when whatever was wrong and within the powe! 3 
of Congress to remedy might be discussed in a calm, dispassionate, and a 
non-partisan spirit and when truth and justice would be the sele end a 
of our deliberations. J 

I regret I can not say that that time has yet arrived, and yet an o * 
casion has arisen when longer silence on my part would be criminal 
Though I feel deeply, I shall speak without anger. I shallspeak u a 


der a full sense of the great responsibilities that rest on me as an Ameri- = 
can Senator charged with the high duty of promoting the general wel ; 


fare of all sections and States, and charged also with the no less high 





trust of meeting and repelling unjust imputations cast upon the pe 
ple whose commission i hold as a member of this body. ie 
FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES FORGOTTEN. 
Mr. President, we live inan age of tremendous activities. Event - 
the utmost potency for the weal or woe of humanity crowd on each oth¢ Ss 


with bewildering rapidity. So far as these are the result of the natu 





evolution of social, economic, and political forees the march is ordin ; 
without friction, or at least without dangerous convulsions. 

Society in its naturaland normal development rarely neglects to 1 ae 
steps to secure itself from the introduction of dangerous rc ; ; 


safeguard is abandoned when reforms and changes are sudden and t 
result merely of physical force. 
In this rapid march 





of events, intoxicated with the splendo1 


i i Be 
magnificence of our achievements, wholly intent on the affairs o! 5 ¥ 
present and its exacting demands, impelled by that spirit which | \ 4 
worked out the wonderful magnificence of the material advancem« i 
of our present civilization, we are apt to forget the past, its succes i 
its failures, its errors, its lessons, whether of glory or of shame 
cast aside the memory of the principles on which our successes are bh: 
and deny reverence to the social and political laws on which our 
stitutions are founded. 

I do not believe I can better discharge my duty to the Senate and 
the country than by recalling some of the events of our history 
some of the principles which lie at the foundation of our Governm: 3 
They will throw more light on the subject under consideration t : 
many are prepared now to concede. a 
THE FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES NAMED. 3 
If there is anything fundamental in our political system, the 
| pith and marrow of our free institutions, it is that the people, : 
them, of every State, of every locality and section, were adjudg 
be eapable of self-government; that is, had capacity to govern th: 
selves and were unfitted to be governed by others, incapable from 1 
natures, their history, their traditions, and their inherited instinct 
being made subservient to an external authority not derived from 
exercised by their free consent. 
It was also fundamental in forming the Constitution that the pe: 
of each State were the equals in rights, in powers, and in political 
pacity of the people of every other State. The Constitution was fram : 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


and based on this necessary principle. No one then suggested, no « 
then believed that the people of any State were incompetent to gov 
themselves, to manage their own affairs, to exercise all the powers a 
duties of local self-government as they were reserved to the Stati 
to the people by that instrument. 

It was no part of the scheme of the Constitution that there was ig! 
rance and incapacity and want of patriotism in the people of some } 
the States, which required the fostering care and supervision or the 
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The South had « ibuted e than its proportionate share of tl 
gallant soldiers and great commanders who had won this magn t , eos - 


domain, and added it to the common property of the Union. mt Po 
It was proposed to exclude the Southern people from an equal par 

ticipation in this property. This was felt by the South as a great 

wrong, and even an indignity and insult, at the hands of ommon is I 1, 


put down by the civil power—by constables, and marshals, and the 
police—no conflict even between mere organized military forces. It 
was war—the mighty struggle of peoples and States under regularly- 
organized governments, claiming and exercising absolute sovereignty 
up to the common border-line of division. Each within its own lines 
of power had organized civil government, with all its machinery, ex- 
ecutive, legislative, and judicial organisms; making laws, defining 
rights, enforcing its laws in an orderly and regular way. 
line neither had power to enforce the duties of allegiance, or protect its 
adherents, or to punish resistance toits authority. It was public war, 
with all its rights and incidents, including flags of truce, military com- 
pacts between commanders, and the exchange of prisoners. 
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Beyond this | 


Within the Southern lines the United States treated the inhabitants | 


as enemies, national enemies, subject to all the treatment, as to seizure 
of their property as prizes of war, usual among civilized nations, and 
this without reference to the individual sentiments of those who sided 
with them. This character of national enemies was extended, as in all 
cases of public war, to all ages and sexes, whether they were actually 
engaged in resistence or were incapable of it or unwilling totake up arms. 
With what valor, with what heroism, and with what patriotic devo- 
tion to their cause the soldiers of the Union fought, and with what 


manly and heroic resistence they were met, what dangers they encoun- | 


tered, is attested by the monuments erected to them everywhere, by 
the beautiful cemeteries all over the land, in which a grateful nation 
has placed the lifeless forms of those who fell; by the annual decora- 
tion of the graves of the dead heroes; by the manifold pensions paid 
to the survivors who were disabled, and by the glory accorded to all 
who were engaged in the struggle. 

Mr. President, Ido not detract from, but add to the heroism and 
the true glory of the Union soldier when I bear testimony to the cour- 
age and patriotism of their Southern antagonists. In this spirit I will 
say that the necessities of that war brought out in the Southern soldier 
an endurance, a self-sacrifice, a heroic fortitude, under privations and 
dangers in camp, on the march, and on the battle-field that have never 
been surpassed in all the long ages since men learned to kill each other 
ip war, 

The South was vanquished. They could not succeed against fate. 
To her conquerors you vote pensions, you build monuments, you award 
glory. I donot blame you, nor dol complain. I join you in voting 
the pensions and in this award of glory, for these brave men fought 
and triumphed over the bravest and most heroic foe that ever went 
down before irresistible numbers. 

When the end came the South lay prostrate at the feet of the victor. 
There was no treaty of peace, except the honorable military capitula- 
tion which the magnanimous Grant accorded to the heroic Lee. There 
was no consultation, no conference, even, with the conquered as to terms, 
no consideration, even, of what was good for them. Whatever pleased 
the victor was exacted and it was yielded. By the cruel irony of fate 
the man whose election to the Presidency had been the occasion of se- 
cession, and who had shown magnanimity and good feeling toward the 
Southern people, and who had both the will and the power to give them 
good terms, was assassinated by a crazy enthusiast, who had never drawn 
his sword in defense of the South nor cast his fortunes with her. 

Desolated by war, ruined by marches and countermarches of oppos- 
ing armies subsisting on the land; with factories burned, homes and 
fields destroyed; with the flower of her young men slain in battle or 
disabled from wounds or disease; without commerce and almost 
without production, for all able-bodied men had been in the army; 
without agricultural implements and live-stock; without money and 
without credit; with her domestic and economic system overturned; 
with her State governments overthrown; with arrogant and pretentious 
intermeddling by bureau agents with the relations between her dis- 
similar and discordant races, the South was left to commence the world 
anew. 

rue FIRST RECONSTRUCTION, 

We knew, sir, that slavery was to be abolished, so without mur- 
muring and as soon as the necessary forms could be observed the South- 
ern States ratified the thirteenth amendment; we knew that would be 
demanded. We also knew that the substantial purpose of the war, 
though sometimes denied, was to abolish ‘slavery. On this point I 
quote from the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] in a speech 
made in this Chamber on April 7, 1886. He said: 

Against the race prejudice, against the deep incrusted prejudices of centu- 
ries, men who hated the face of the negro and who would not have him near 
them, were led into and plunged into a great war and carried it on for four 
years, disguise it as you please, the substantial purpose of it all being to make 
it true that there should not be a slave on this continent. 

Having abolished slavery by the ratification of the thirteenth amend- 
ment, and also by inserting the same provision in their several State 
constitutions, the seceding Seuthern States, at the invitation of the 
President, and in obedience to the Constitution of the Union, sent 
Senators and Representatives to Congress. They chose for these places 
those of their sons who were most distinguished for their conservatism, 
and those only who had been opposed to secession. 

They were refused admission. It was held, in effect, that an 





*‘in- 


dissoluble union of indestructible States’’ had been dissolved and the 
States destroyed. 


It was held that the old maxim of ‘‘taxation with- 
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out representation is tyranny’’ did not apply. It was also held that 
indefeasible and inalienable rights, as we had always proclaimed them, 
were forfeited ; and forfeited, too, upon the same ground that these same 
rights had been held forfeited in every kingly government from the 
time of Adam down to the present hour, namely, the apprehended o: 
assumed treason of the people. The great fundamental principle of om 
free institutions, ‘‘that governments derive their just powers from the 
consent of the governed,’’? embalmed in the Declaration of Independ- 
ence as a justification for three millions of people, subjects of a mon- 


| archy, in their forcible resistance to the pretensions of the British Crown 


and Parliament, was considered as inapplicable to eleven millions ot 
the same people, citizens of a free Republic, and the descendants and 
political heirs of the men who had made that declaration and sustained 
it against the power of the strongest nation on earth. 

As yet it had not been determined to do more than free the African 
slaves. Congress had, as late as July 2. 1864, passed a bill and the 
President (Mr. Lincoln) on the sixth day thereatter signed a proclama- 
tion, both providing for reconstruction on the basis of white citizenship 
only. But after the death of Mr. Lincoln Congress and the then I’res- 
ident quarreled. 

I shall not stop to inquire who was in the right—it is sufficient to 
state that they quarreled. From that quarrel came to the people of th: 
South the greatest misfortune that can befall a free people—that being 


| Subject to a dominant and irresistible power, their fortunes and thei: 


| destinies were subjected wholly to the chances of skillful play of politi- 


cians for party and personal advantage, and to the disposal of their am- 
bition, their resentments, and their passions. 
THE SECOND AND FINAL RECONSTRUCTION OF THE SOUTH. 

A new reconstruction was determined on—the State governments 
were a second time overthrown. Military rule was established as the 
precursor and efficient promoter of a still more horrible misrule. The 
State governments were again reconstructed; and then under them fol- 
lowed those dark yearsof governmental pillage and oflicial brigandage, 
of belligerent peace and light-fingered, furtive, peculating war, in 
which virtue, public or private, was treated as a crime, and personal 
infamy held to be no bar, but a just claim to high public station. 


In the mean time a change came over the minds of the statesmen of 


the North in reference to African citizenship. The pretext for this 
change was certain laws passed by the Southern Legislatures when 
elected on the basis of white citizenship. These laws were harsh in- 
deeti—were in the main unnecessary and were never enforced with 
rigor. Yet the situation was unparalleled, the two races were nearly 
equal in numbers, and in some States the negroes were in a majority. 
They were of a servile race, and had been for all the long ages of his- 
tory, first in their native land and then in this. At the close of the 
war, in May and June, 1865, when the crops were just planted, many 
of them, unused to the license of freedom, many more seduced by bad 
advisers, deserted the uncultivated fields and flocked to the cities and 
towns to get support from the Freedmen’s Bureau. 

The result was small crops and a threatened famine and an outlook 
of still smaller production in the future. So, under these conditions, 
the Southern whites stumbled. But, Mr. President, they did not stum 
ble willfully or maliciously. For these harsh, unjust, and unnecessary 
statutes they had prototypes in the legislation of the Northern States 
in respect to free negroes within their respective borders. I donot mean 
to say, Mr. President, that because our Northern brethren, not having 
one colored person among them to one hundred whites, and therefore 
very remotely affected, if at all, by the presence of a dissimilar race, 
passed these laws, we of the South were justified in following thei: 
example, even in the perilous circumstances by which we were sur 
rounded. I mean only to appeal to their sense of justice and to ask 
that justice to which we are entitled from having only ignorantly and 
under circumstances of peril and danger followed their example. 

Mr. President, some years ago I made a synopsis of the statutes o! 
most of the Northern States on this subject, which I will not detain 
the Senate now by reading. I may hereafter bring it to the attentic 
of the Senate as full proof of the statement I have made. 

The newly-enfranchised race had never been considered as a part « 
the American people, of the people who had organized the State gov 
ernments, who had won their independence and had framed the Co: 
stitution of the United States. They were not so treated in the fir: 
bond of union between the States—the Articles of Confederation- 
which regulated the quota of troops to be furnished by each State i: 
the war of the Revolution by the number of white inhabitants, n: 
by that great charter of free government, the ordinance of 1787, which 
though prohibiting slavery within the Northwest Territory, provided 
for the return of fugitive slaves to their owners. Up to the year 146 
they had been regarded by many, perhaps by a majority, of the whites 
as entitled to personal freedom, as wrongly enslaved, yet by nearl) 
all they were adjudged as unfit for American citizenship and they were 
excluded from naturalization. 

The people of the United States, in a political sense, were white peop! 
only, mainly of the Anglo-Saxon race, to whose genius and aptitude ‘01 
free government, the outgrowth ofan experience of overa thousand years, 

ve owed our free institutions. A majority of the statesmen who joined 
in the Declaration of Independence, and its immortal author, a ma- 
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en, our own contemporaries—statesmen illustrious for tl t ; : : : 
m, for their philanthropy, for t r sincere and eart st 3 * I ae 
add, ellective opposition to Irican Slavery luliy concurred 
mrt . ’ ' i i t t 
fhe concurrence of Mr. Lincoln, as expressed in the debates v L , , 
Mr. Douglas in 1858, and partially reproduced in 1882 in the discu ee 
n ol the Chinese question by the Senator from Colorado Ir i _ “a ; 
LER] are well known. His later oy n, as expressed in his ] i ( 
F mn dated 8, 1864, and the opinion of Congress at t < 
1 to the same ¢ t, I hav ready alluded t And co or eer 
1 : 1 ist i t 
later, to the year 1882, only four Congresses ago, the sam s 
as to the necessity of homogeneity (the n a people was ex Se ee , 
pressed by the most eminent Republic rs this body d ee , : 
notably by Senators EpMuUNDs, TELLER, and JONES of Nevada. 1 Pen ee ne 
would be glad to quote from all of them, but I find I must be conte . ae 
with quoting only from the Senator from Vermont | Mr. EpMUN A 
That in his speech in this bod n March 7, 1882 nong tan é t i vas G 
other th t red race s ue Att ‘ 
\ I do not need to call the att ion of Senat to that f l ental } in Vv » had eve aa , 
: ey : fra 1e two « toget Lt ) id 
Ay, ‘‘fundamental,’’ said thai eminent Senator si 
. ‘ SRE nr é ~ ael a 
Fi ! I - - 
of nestic government, that in order to s ess, that just success wh | ‘. > He da not t 
duces happiness to its people, no republic can succeed that has notah | . . oe . 
0 $ population. } ali the worid, at no time in human history, \ f ispirat 
He proceeded: pacity for self-covernment nh ive ’ 5 Ala 
: . . ; . id I ind he i 
Phat was for so long a time the curse of our Southern Stat« ; oo . Ww th na . and a 
ae | } erica fore d had bee 
It was the want of homogeneity— \\ ? hen er ae "yy 
‘ ee : ‘ | Whatever of advancement he had made m Db val 
that they (the Southern States) thought was mitigated and helped out by the 0345 en om to } ‘ t] ‘ 4 
. s ers r ne } I I 1 ¢ Siave 
fact that the different races occupied different positions, one dominant, the other "7 nh nad com f 0 ae Se . ow Ame a 
servile. It did not accomplish it then, as they will all tell you now, Mr. Pres ctu experience in the duties of citizenshly; Hie had 1 
dent; and the one great evil there now is, not that the white man is better than | tradit ; connected with liberty. no he | tinets 
the black man, or the black man better or equal to the white man, but it is that P 7 4 fein Te ¥ ade ee " ' 
there has not yet been time, if ever there may be, that in the real and best sense ae eee he pete ; : ; 
of a homogeneous order in a republicthese two peoples can assimilate and coal- | Cl tl ts nsia y he had been int mana ind 
esce so as to make such a domestic State as I have been speaking of. uncomplaini! \s rule. eve } ) 
The Senator from Vermont continued: 1, he had refused to participate in the wil 
_ All this, Mr. President, is fundamental in the long reaches of historic observ va stake and Dy Which ; : : : , , 
m everywhere. My learned friends from Massachusetts may begin with Aris- 1 unasked and cast on him duties 1} it or 
: totle and come down to Webster, and they will find that everywhere over that either aspirations nor capacit He ino ntic 
y long reach of human experience that the fundamental idea of a prosperous |. , > a f eee ie ; ; 
; republic must be in the homogeneity of its people. tO GO WIth it He felt none of the ins - 
i : : — only min av » of freedom and ay he meth f th 
And in another part of the same speech, in reply to the Senators from | °%!Y mimic the voice of freedom omnes 
1 : ’ ers Vv raternit ind { 
Massachusetts, he said: ees 
. ~ sett Se al itpre c DY T ae! r 
I doubt whether the people of Massachusetts * * * would desire that im- A ; -_ 
migration of the people of Africa to that great and noble old Commonwealth s need , : 
should be encouraged. arm \ I } charged l ie 
The people of Massachusetts * * * I donot think would be hungry foran } ; t without des ‘ to 
. . - = ‘ iv) us A vi sVeuu ‘ ‘ s 
irruption of a million of the inhabitants of the continent of Africa, to-day or r “a } ! 
to-morrow or next year, not because the people of Massachusetts have any hos- | J ¢ nD. she iessons had no neern mod ivic au 
tility tothe African ; not because they do not desire his deyelopment, his growth re nsibilities of citizenship rit taught red 
his education, every amelioration that may belong to him, but because they ] ; : ns of the w ; te 
believe by instinct or by education that it is not good f the two races to be “ , a 7, z 
brought into that kind of contact in that plac« ry here and made to beleve that was a a 
om ; ‘ . : a enjoyed by his race in his native land 
Then, after repeating that he did not believe the people of Massa- : = Pea on ‘ 
6s . 29 : : “35 : Hi 10Wh inferior wa ght to ‘ ‘ 
chusetts were ‘‘ hungering,’’ as he expressed it, for African immigra ' ae aa 
> tice and wrong perpetratec Dy those among mi he 
tion, he proceeded: ; ‘ 7.9 ; 
: 4 ‘ , — . ] co-operation with the whites Ww saenounced 
peaking in part for the people of Vermont, I am sure it is not so with them . be. Id } . t : ; ' } 
It is not based, I repeat, on any hostility toward Africans; it is based upon the | es would be " return to ave prope ( 
] iat nations and races,as they have been constituted by the God of n € man, he was taught, was ot right hi t only pi ite % 
y political and geographical divisions and arrang better as | 7 son it were encouraged, but its pu con ‘ } 0 iX- 
‘an es, with their separate independence a l separate institu- - . } | 1+ ta } ; 
ian they do amalgamated together, unless the race. their iS He ) to 1a : t ( ; 
tendency, tl r nature be such that being put together the and be é tio Without t pt | org a l 
con one perfect homoge neous and prosperous mass the ritest co en! n. evel ot t« l vo e! 
x] Ice] I } f ivil g I 
Nor did either Senator from Massachusetts undertake, so far as I have | fu the negro fell under the control of political adventurer 
seen, to deny the statement of the Senator from Vermont as to wantof | strangers with no other interest in the State than to gather f 
hunger on the part of the people of that State for African immigration. | poverished people the little that remained to them after the 
al I 
And again, in the same debate, replying to the Senator from Massa-| war. From these he received his induction into political sci 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar], he reiterated the necessity of homogeneity in pop- | Che freedmen were organized into secret leagus Che 
4 ulation as essential to the success of a republic, and he attributed the | bidden to attend political discussions in which t white 1 ’ 
3 downfall of the Greek republics to the want of such homogeneity. pated. They were ordered not to confer with the whit y 
Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—— ! about that which deeply concerned both race it 
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es with ali t prejudices and mutually repellant conditions 
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} we had even re than this: we had what the ignorant negro 
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the reverse of this, ignorant, credulous, easily Jed and deceived, the 
facile and willing victims of whoever would inflame their prejudices 
or their passion The latter isin the majority, and if voted as a race, 


as they were in the years I have alluded to and as seems now to be 
desired by Senators on this floor, would control the government of th: 
State, and would control it now as they controlled it then. 

I rHERI A REMEDY? 


Mr. President, in the presence of such a danger the question arises 


what is best to do? 

Chis question has been considered with care and patience by 
thinking and most conservative white people of Mississippi. No man 
knows how to solve or answer it. The question of the propriety ot 
negro cilizenship is no longer a matter of discussion; it is an accom- 


plished, an irreversible fact. No Southern man thinks that the North 
will reverse it. We must do with it as best we can. We are educat- 
ing the negro to remove his incapacity for self-government, if education 
can do it; but when that is accomplished there still remain the race 
differences, the race prejudices and antagonisms, as likely, if not more 
likely, to be increased than to be diminished by education. No man 
can tell. Whatever of good there is in the education of the negro we 
are secking to get: whatever of evil may come from 16 we agree to 


Whether the experiment of negro suffrage will be a success is yet 
lam willing, and | believe the white people ot 
Mississippi are willing, not only to give it a fair trial but tocontribute in 

ry way to the utmost of our power to its success. The selfishness 


our highest interest, demand this, for we know that 


undecided, lor one, 


of human nature 


however disastrous it may be to us, it will be maintained to the bitter 
end. Many good men have advised the selection of negroes for such 
civil places as they are at all competent for, in order that they might 
he trained for self-government. Co-operation in elections, giving each 


race its representatives, has been proposed, and in some instances tried 
with success A more kindly feeling has grown up in business; some 
disposition is shown for concert and consultation in political matters. 
Great progress, it is hoped by some, will come from this course. 

rik TWO GREAT OBSTACLES TO SUCCESS, 

hut there are two great obstacles in the way of success—the one 
primary; the other the incident and an aggravation of the other. The 
first is the difference in race, the want of homogeneity in the popula- 
tion. The second, the permanent fixing of the two races into distinct 
and separate peoples by outside influences and external predominant 
The two permanently combined are insurmountable, They 
are combined now. Whether the first alone is an insuperable barrier 
to suecess is to be determined by the course of events, if only the pres- 
ence of the latter can be eliminated. I have already discussed to some 
extent the former, and introduced the opinions of the great men of our 
own and of a past generation on this subject. 

NO DESPAIR. 

Mr. President, I derive no pleasure from a contemplation of these 
facts. They may furnish subjects of curious and serene speculation for 
Senators from the Northern section of tbis Union, but to me and mine 
they are pregnant with forebodings of disaster and ruin. I have said 
I have not said that salvation was impossible in 
I have not allowed myself to look 


forces, 


only ‘‘ forebodings.’’ 
the present constitutional order. 


for safety outside of the present constitutional relations between the two | 


races in Mississippi. A change of those relations I know to be impos- 
sible. I know, sir, that whatever of harm may come to the people of 
the South of both races, there will be no change, no relenting. So, 
sir, I have not allowed myself to relinquish all hope of having in some 
way and at some time a permanently safe and orderly government in 
the South with both races, equal in political and civil rights and 
equally participating in the government, though I confess the prospect 
for it is gloomy indeed. 

I am not prepared to say that this will come; I only say that I will 
not give up all hope that it will ever come. Despair means anarchy, 
a dissolution of society and government. 
the struggling pilgrim in the Slough of Despond we dare not faint or 
surrender hope, but must strive and press forward tothe land of prom- 
ise, not relaxing the striving and the strain to consider whether the 
long sought for haven is a reality or an illusion. 

THE GROUND FOR HOPE, 

But, sir, whatever there is of hope in the future lies in the contrary 
direction from that in which we are now tending and that recom- 
mended by Republican Senators. It can only be realized by a recur- 
rece to another fundamental principle in our system already alluded 
to—the recognition of the equality of States and the capacities of the 
people of the several States for self-government and for a discharge of 
their Federal duties and responsibilities—a full return to the princi- 
ple and practice of local autonomy. Sir, you must do this or you de- 
stroy your system everywhere in the Union. The necessity of homo- 
geneity in the processes and methods of the National Government is 
just as fundamental, just as essential, as homogeneity in population. 
You can not have for any long period local autonomy in New England 
and national imperialism in the Statesof theSouth. There isan ever- 
enduring conflict in the two principles, and they can not have their 


We dare not despair. Like | 
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birth and practice and growth in or under the same constitution. All 
must be one or the other. The danger is common to all. 
rHE SECOND OBSTACLE CONSIDERED. 

I come now to consider more particulirly the second obstacle to sue- 
cessful government in the South, namely, the perpetuation of two dis 
tinct peoples out of the two races by external influences and fore 
constantly operating. Now, Mr. President, want of homogeneity o1 
sameness of race in a population may be per nothing, the cons 
quences which necessarily flow from it constitute the danger. The 
consequences are want of harmonious co-operation, antagonisms, dis 
trusts, rivalries, contests for race supremacy, diverse aims, and repug 
nant and mutually repellant aspirations. I have shown, sir, that in 
the opinion of the most eminent Northern men, these make it im 
possible to have a prosperous and happy republic. Now, sir, what is 
the most requisite and exigent demand of wise and patriotic statesman- 
ship in conditions presenting want of homogeneity in a people occupy- 
ing the same territory and constituting one body of citizenship? ‘J 
answer is plain: if nothing can be done to diminish, atall events not 
ing must be done to increase the natural results of race difference. 

FEDERAL ACTION INTENSIFIES THE DIFFERENCES, 

The action of the Government has been all along exactly the revers 
of this. Having forced two races, the most diverse, into a political as- 
sociation of the closest character, distasteful to both, every step sinc 
taken has been to perpetuate the two non-assimilable races into two dis 
tinct and hostile peoples. Assuming,as you were bound to assum: 
under our present Constitution, that both races separately were capable 
of self-government, were the proper depositories of high political trusts 
and civic duties, and that the two combined would constitute 9 people 
sufficiently homogeneous, sufficiently one in purpose and aims for the 
common good, to make a safe and happy and prosperous State, you have 
constantly treated the one as in helpless infancy requiring Federal 
guardianship and care, and the other as enemies hoth of the nation at 
large and of the State in which they live. You have sown in the minds 


| of the one race the seeds of distrust and bitterness towards the other, 


and taught them a servile dependence unworthy of freemen on exterior 


| and eccentric forces, hostile, or believed by them to be hostile, to the 


other race, for the discharge of interior and domestic political trusts. 
To the other race you have never turned your faces unless with frowns 
and threatenings. You have exaggerated their faults, magnified their 
shortcomings, mocked at their calamities, assumed and offensively as- 


| serted a pretended superiority over them, and in Congress‘and in the 





public press held them up to the contempt and invoked on them the 
unpitying scorn of mankind. 

Mr. President, I have sometimes feared that this course of exciting 
and intensifying race prejudices would be persisted in for mere party 
purposes until the conscience of the nation shall be awakened by the 
sudden bursting of that cloud even now discernible, charged with 
memories of race contests, with convictions of mutual wrongs endured, 
and with the mutual desire of revenge overwhelming one portion of 
our country in a deluge of blood shed in internecine war. I beg, sir, 
that it may cease. You can not produce love and confidence By abusi 
and distrust; you can not by statutes and constitutions reverse tl 
will of God, nor annul the decrees of Providence. Now, Mr. l’resi 
dent, I have shown the situation in the Southern States, especially in 
Mississippi. I have shown the danger of and the excitement to con- 
flicts between the two races. It is-admitted that these conflicts come. 
Allusion has been made in this debate to the killing in Copiah and also 
at Carrollton. 

I may be asked if I justify these killings, these outrages. My answe 
is, they are the inevitable outgrowth of the conditions I have described 
My further answer is that the only standard of morals I know of in a 
Christian country is the Bible, the infallible revelation of the will o! 
God, our Creator. That Book teaches if a man be smitten on tke on 
cheek that he turn the other to the assailant; and if a robber take away 
one’s coat that he give him his cloak also. I understand these and oth: 
teachings of that Book to condemn all irregular and illegal violence and 
all fraud as aredress of wrong-doing, and I accept fully this condemna- 
tion as just. But, sir, whilst this is the high standard of right pre 
sented by the divine law,and to which all men should strive to attain 
what man, what community, has lived up to it? The divine law con- 
demns murder, yet in what community is not the swift slaying of th: 
wretch who violates the purity of wonian or destroys the honor of a 
family condoned, if not applauded? ‘The divine law condemns all de- 
ceit and falsehood, yet in what community is not tolerated the deceiv- 
ing of a murderer and robber whereby his intended victim is saved 
The divine law also commands that every human soul ‘ be subject t 
the higher powers, and there is no power but of God’’ and ‘‘that the 
powers that be are ordained of God.’’. Yet, sir, what free people hav: 
not rebelled and resisted, when they were wronged and oppre-sed? Let 
him who is without sin cast the first stone. 

SOME ACTS OF THE REPUBLICAN PARTY. 





Certainly, sir, the party of the majority of the committee who re- 
ported this bill have no right to cast a stone or to impute to any on 
unrighteousness in political methods. The divine law enjoins th: 


sanctity of oaths, the inviolability of agreements, both public and pri- 
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1 1 } thode Island no naturalized citizen is allowed 
o vote unl he be the owner of freehold lands worth at least $134 
as I shall show hereafter, he must under the surroundings be worth 
i creat deal more. No native-born citizen is allowed to vote unless he 
pays taxes to the amount of $1. He is allowed to purchase this great 
privilege if his taxes do not amount to $1 by voluntarily contributing | 


the deficit to the public treasury. And no one, native or foreign, can 
vote on any proposition to impose a tax or to expend money in any town 
or city unle he shall, within the preceding year, have paid a tax 
sessed on property owned by him to the value of $134 at least. 

DISWRA Ii! r IN CONNECTICUT. 


Under an amendment to the constitution of Connecticut, made in 
4 


1845, ‘‘ good character’’ was a requisite for the privilege of voting. In | 


1855 there was superadded, as a qualification for suffrage, the ‘‘ability 
to read any article of tl 
the State.’’ 
COMMENTS ON DISFRANCHISEMENT, 
} 


The people of Massachusetts and Connecticut, the white people of 


those progressive, enlightened, and prosperous Commonwealths, acting 
on the most momentous of political subjects, the rightful and safe de- 
pository of political power, have deliberately and in the most solemn 
manner determined, and fixed their determination in their organic law, 
that no man of any race who can not read the Constitution and laws in 
the English language can safely be trusted with the right to vote. 
They have done this, too, in communities the most enlightened and 
conservative, where there are but few who do not possess this qualifi- 
cation and who, if allowed to vote, would but imperceptibly influence 
the result. And yet these same States not only concurred in but urged 
that in Mississippi and the other Southern States the right to vote and 
hold office should be possessed by ignorant negroes forall time to come, 
and that the organic law of the State should be framed by them, And 
they now insist that political power vested in persons who would not 
be allowed to vote in their borders is not only safe but absolutely ben- 
eficial in the South, even where they comprise the majority of the peo- 
ple. 

Mr. President, Massachusetts and Connecticut have safe, conserva- 
tive, progressive, order and property preserving governments. They 
are peopled by a race which above all others possess the greatest ca- 
pacity and the fullest aptitude for free government. Responsibility 
and aceountability of public officials are everywhere enforced within 
their limits. Enjoying these great blessings under constitutions which 
forbid illiterate and ignorant suffrage as destructive of good govern- 
ment, and having also a homogeneous population, with no race disturb- 

, ho race conflicts, no race antagonisms, they are shocked when 
, ther communities, in sister States, the reverse of all this, 
resulting from an ignorant and servile suffrage, which they, rejecting 
for themselves as the worst of all political evils, have imposed on other 
States to degrade and destroy them. And Rhode Island, little only in 
her territory, great in all things else, is equally shocked when she 
sees irritation and disorder coming trom waste and plunder in State 
and municipal administration in Mississippi, produced by a class which 
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scarcest in Rhode Island. Of agriet in © ar 
208,486 acres. ‘These are assessed at $25,852, vcre, 
Che census writer estimates this value at only true 
value, which must make the average price per , So that 
of agricultural lands $134 would not purchase one acre en ifa pro- 
prietor would, for the average price, disfigure his farm by selling so 
sinalla quantity. ‘The average size of farms in island i 
acres. It is fair to presume that a farm of the ay lands would 
not be profitable if of less than one-half this size, say 24 acres. This 


farm at the average price would cost about $3,500, which would be 


the smallest amount to be invested in a farm to make it profitable and 








desirable. What poor men can not have profitably they can not have 
at all. When we add the necessary live-stock and agricultural imple- 
ments we will see that no less than $4,000 will be necessary to be in- 

lin the smallest allowable farm of average lands. So that so far 
as farm lands are concerned we see that it requires : ry large sum to 
enable a poor man or a moderately well-to-do man of foreign birth to be 
a voter. How few of such are farmers and planters, even including 
renters and lessees, is seen by table 34, page 844, volume 7 of the ce1 
sus, where the number is stated at 658. Probably not halfof the 


i 
freeholders. Soit is seen how few citizens of foreign birth can vote 


Rhode Island as freeholders in agricultural land 


If we go to the towns and cities we find the prospect still more dis- 
| mal for the foreign-born citizen. Of this urban population the num- 
ber in Rhode Island is 235,4 





judging from what we sometimes hear, we mi 


11 out of a total of 276,551, or about 85 
per cent. of the whole. The whole value of real estate as stated 

the census is $400,000,000, which after deducting $43,000,000 for agri- 
cultural land, would leave $357,000,000 as the value of urban prop- 
erty. This indicates such high values for this property that $134 
would not purchase land enough to enable a man with a small family 


to stand on. We may, I think, Mr. President, conclude that the for- 
eign-born citizens of Rhode Island are practically nearly all disfran- 


chised. If we turn to the native-born citizens, the prospect is also 
gloomy. By the census of 1880 there were in Rhode Island 76,893 
males over twenty-one years of age. Without estimating for any in- 
crease, only 42.6 per cent. of males over 21 voted in 1884 for Presi: 
the lowest percentage of any State in the Union except Nevada. 
The census tables show that the population of Rhode Island increa 
at the rate of 27.2 per cent. from 1870 to 1880—2.26 per cent. per an- 
num. Withalike increase continued in the present decade there would 
have been 89,000 voters over twenty-one years of age in 1887. Yet 
only 33,284 voted for Governor in 1887, or about 37 per cent. In 1886 
there were cast for members of Congress in that State only 22,326, « 
about 25 per cent, and in 1882 there were cast only 10,207 votes. Ba 
;for State and national elections, we may expect to find it wompe 
tions of money, for in 
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when we come to municipal affairs in appropri 








property before he can vote, whilst this restriction does not apply to 
State and national elections. Within the last year there has been some 
relaxation of these restrictions, the extent of which I know not. 

et us look at Massachusetts—the model commonwealth—wh 
cht suppose that it was 
the principal duty of all good men to persuade all other men to go to 
the polls and vote just as they pleased and to furnish them the means 
todoso. Yet in that great, intelligent, and patriotic State where the 
voters are supposed not only to take an interest in their own political 
affairs, but are wide awake to assume a much-needed guardianship in 
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COL. DANIEL M’CLURE, 
Mr. DANIZL. Mr. President—— 
Mr. HAMPTON. 
a moment that I may make a request. 
Mr. DANIEL. I yield with pleasure, 
Mr. HAMPTON, 
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A FREE-TRADE TARIFF AN ABSURDITY. 

A tariff is a tax. Free trade is trade untaxed; and to speak of a 
free-trade tariff is to set up a paradox. ‘‘ Words are made to conceal 
thoughts,’ says Talleyrand. The existing tax system bleeds the peo- 


| ple, strangles industry, gluts the Treasury, aggrandizes the few, and 


On the 13th of August I reported from the Com- | 


mittee on Military Afluirs the bill (S. 401) for the relief of Col. Daniel | 


McClure. I ask leave to withdraw the original report and substitute 
another, The committee have directed me to make some alterations 
in the report. I do not wish to withdraw the bill, but simply to sub- 
stitute another report. 

The PRESIDENT prot mpore, 
be withdrawn, with the consent of the Senate, and the report now sent 
to the desk by the Senator trom South Carolina will be substituted. 


PEVICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


The original report submitted will | 


| and (2) that so being, therefore he is a free-trader. 


Clerk, announced that the House had non-concurred in the amend- | 


ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations 
to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 


conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. BuRNrEs, Mr. SAYERS, and Mr. Mc- 
CoMAS as managers at the conference on the part sf the House. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the action of the House of Representatives 
on the deficiency bill be laid before the Senate at once. 


the House of Kepresentatives, non-concurring in the amendments of 


the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1888, and for prior years, and for other purposes, and asking for a con- 
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments, and 
agree to the conference asked by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. A 

}y unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HALE, Mr. 
ALLISON, and Mr. CocKRELL were appointed. 

A subsequent message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. 
CLARK, its Clerk, announced that the House had appointed Mr. RYAN 
as one of the managers on the part of the House on the bill (H. R. 
10896) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior years, and 
for other purposes, in place of Mr. McCoMaAs. 


THE PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE, 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I ask leave to submit some remarks 
upon the reference of the President’s message to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, if there be no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. SHERMAN De- 
cember 19, 1887, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President's annual message be referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the Sen- 
ate if there be no objection, and the Senator from Virginia is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the issue now joined between the 
Democratic party on the one side and the Republican party upon the 
other is not an issue between free-trade and protection, nor is it an 
issue against the manufacturing industries of the country. 

It is simply an issue propounded by the people through their Dem- 
ocratic spokesmen for the release of a surplus of unneeded money in 
the Treasury, now amounting to $130,000,000; for the relief of tax- 
payers from excessive and unneeded taxation; for the removal of in- 
cumbrances to manufacturing industry by furnishing cheaper raw ma- 
terials for manufacture; for the lifting from commerce and navigation 
of galling restrictions; for the supply to the people of cheaper clothing 
and cheaper food,.and for unbinding the cords that tie the hands ot 
labor. It is an issue in brief for and in behalf of labor in many fields 
of enterprise, and against monopoly and overtaxation in many branches 
of oppression. 

TUE PROTECTIVE TARIFF RATES FIXED BY THE REPUBLICAN PARTY AND UN- 
CHANGED BY THE MILLS BILL, 

Ilere, Mr. President, let me call attention to the long list of articles 
now protected by tariff rates fixed by the Republican party and left un- 
changed in the Mills bill. Upon reading them it will be seen ata 
glance that protection taxes remain unaltered upon a vast mass of im- 
ported articles, and that the Mills bill is not drawn upon lines of de- 
limipation between protection and free trade, but simply upon the 
foundation line that taxes must be reduced and that their reduction 
shonid fall where the least disturbance of values will be created and 
where the highest stimulation can be given to the varied industries of 
the country. I shall print this list as an appendix to my remarks for 
reference. 


Soielavaarest sunmemenieeeeeend 


flays the many, and the Republicans, hard pressed for devices to defend 
it, find subterfuge in concealing thought under piles of epithet. A 
Republican Senator [Mr. PLAY, of Connecticut] spoke for two days 
in answer to his own question: ‘Is the President of the United Statesa 
free-trader ?’? And after quoting a learned professor for the proposi- 
tion that he who favors ‘' a tariff for revenue only ”’ is a free-trader, 
he came to the conclusion and announced to the country the double 
finding, (1) that President Cleveland is for a tarilf for revenue only, 
Neither proposi- 
tion is sustained by the President's message or the Mills hill. 

As we must raise,and as we will raise under the Mills bill and under 
the recommendations of the President’s message, over one hundred and 
fifty millions of revenue by tariff taxation alone to meet Government 
expenses, the Senator is reduced to the extremity of making out that 


| this vast sum of tariff tax is the same as tree trade, albeit that a vast 
June 30, 1888, and for prior years, and for otker purposes, asked for a | 


| 


portion of that revenue will be raised by the very protective duties that 
were iixed by the Kepublican party, and which remained unchanged in 
the Mills bill. 

TheSenator might have obtained asatisfactory answer to hiscatechism 
had he looked over his right shoulder and propounded it to the Senator 


| from Ohio, who sat near him. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of | 


That Senator [Mr. SHERMAN] would doubtless have answered him 
in the language which he employed in 1867, when he said: 

It is simply an absurdity to talk now about free-trade tariff, and to talk about 
a protective tariff unnecessary, because the wit of man could not possibly frame 
a tariff that would produce one hundred and forty millions in gold without 
amply protecting our domestic industry. 

Democracy has attributed to it now a wit beyond the human, and is 
alleged to have discovered some mysterious plan of identilying this 
heavy and necessary tariff with free trade. If the response ot the Sen- 
ator trom Ohio did not relieve the anxieties that infest the mind of his 
Connecticut colleague, he might have found comfort in the utterances 
of the late President Garfield, whom he pictured in his speech as ‘'a 
true, noble type of the highest Americanism,’’ as one ‘*‘ who well rep- 
resented the people,’’ and as not a free-trader. 

Now let us see what Garfield said to elicit this panegyric: 

We have seen— 

Said he in the House of Representatives— 


We have seen that one extreme school of economists would place the price of 
all manufactured articles in the hands of foreign producers by rendering it im- 
possible for our manufacturers to compete with them. while the other extreme 
school by making it impossible for the foreigner to sell his competing wares in 
our market would give the people no immediate check upon the prices which 
our manufacturers might fix for their products. I disagree with both these ex- 
tremes. 

1 hold that a properly adjusted competition between home and foreign prod- 
ucts is the best gauge by which to regulate international trade. Duties shoulit 
be so high that our manufacturers can fairly compete with the foreign prod- 
ucts, but not so high as !o enable them to drive out the foreign article, enjoy a 
monopoly of the trade, and regulate the prices as they please. This is my doc- 
trine of protection. If Congress pursues this line of policy steadily we shall 
year by year approach more nearly to the basis of free trade, because we shall 
be more nearly able to compete with other nations on equal terms. I amfora 
protection which leads to ultimate free trade. 


This view of Garfield is statesmanlike; but what a stinging rebuke it 
is to the kepublican plattorm of the Chicago convention. He was alter- 
wards elected President, the Senator from Connecticut applauding him 
then, and applauding him still. but now the Republican party, hav- 
ing assumed the position which Garfield so forcibly criticised—the ex- 
treme position of ‘‘ making it impossible for the foreigner to sell his 
competing wares in our market’’—and thereby creating monopoly, the 
Senator and his party make a right-about wheel, and with praises of 
the man upon their lips, denounce the policy which he and themselves 
have alike indorsed. 

HENRY CLAY AND GROVER CLEVELAND ON THE SAME PLATFORM, 


If not reassured by the words of SHERMAN and Garfield, surely the 
disquietude of the Connecticut Senator about President Cleveland 
would have been relieved had he gone to the fountain-head and con- 
sulted the history and the teachings of the renowned father of the 
\merican system. Henry Clay would have risen up to soothe his ex- 
cited fancy and drive away his fears. In 1833, when Mr. Clay offered 
his tariff bill, he said: 

There are four modes by which the industry of the country can be protected : 
First, the absolute prohibition of the rival foreign articles; second, the imposi- 
\ion of dut es in such a manner as to have no reference to any object but reve- 
nue; third, the raising as much revenue as is wanted forthe use of the Gov- 
ernment, and no more, but raising it from the protected and not from the un- 
protected articles; and,fourth, the admission, free of duty, of every article 
which aided the operations of the manufacturers. 

These— : 


Said Mr. Clay— 


are the four modes far protecting our industry; and to those who say that the 
bill abandons the power of protection I repiy that it does not touch the power, 
and that the fourth mode, so far from being abandoned, is extended and upheld 
by the bill. 
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r free-list articles that now pay that amount of tariff taxes, and the plain | ,, ad the wieked Dy ' 4 
question presents itself, if this makes Democracy a free-trade party and | ., ta hit ss if had made in - 
Cleveland a free-trade President, what kind of a party did the putting Sh octet ames Cath len Guek wads f Pennie: Wi 
ot twenty-three millions of taxed articles on the free-list make of the | 6057) oucht in “te un al ed “ Bree T ee i ee aa ce 
Republican? By a fair count it seems to me the Republicans would | ° 1754), Tax Lumber:’ and at his diver ae é 
} remain just a million dollars ahead on the line of free-trade reduction. | . user Khodl off thane “ sired for the ; 
Nor is this all. We are now importing, under the Republican high veut nt eeetha hie tn an : :; 
tariff, some two hundred and thirty millions’ worth of articles free ot eg Tab IE tin : ! 
duty: and our tariff revenues amount to some two hundred and seven- , a ere Fe : nC 7 . na a 
teen millions. With so large an element of free trade already injected = a aye: at tl aa nt na “ oe : 6 € 
in the tariff, and yet with so large an amount of protective duties re- | fo oe cee nd th t t} ani alte ; te ( , 
maining, it is beyond conception that the country can be damaged by : a al 7 ore iy eae” v 
an enlargement of the free-list to the extent of twenty-two millions " oa ns iad pa to tl int ‘ 
; that free-list which was described as ‘‘the honest revenue reformer’s tortne then a rials iad ; 
hope’”’ by Hon. Joun D. LONG, late Republican governor and now Re- : ‘a 
publican Representative from Massachusetts. . ; pee ; : 
REPUBLICAN INDORSEMENT OF THE CLEVELAND POLICY BEFORE ITS ADVE ars 
If its own record does not serve as a panacea to its apprehensions, its ae Pp : 
leaders should come with healing words to those who now stand aghast 
about free trade. t Re if 
Let the free raw material in. Let us make blankets that will drive out the support that part i ) 
English blankets tical 1 ben : iit 
said the Father of the House, WILLIAM D. KELLEY, twenty years ago, f the 7 » Club, of Mont \ b 
speaking for free wool. By what alchemy does that make him a Brit- | ,oced chiefly of former Repu sn sed ’ 
ish-hating protectionist, and at the same time how does the like utter- | ; esident Cleveland’s « i declat Rey in 
ance make Grover Cleveland a British-loving free-trader? aban 
President Grant, in his message to Congress in 1874, instances fine 3 
wools, dyes, chemicals used as dyes, compounded in medicines, and 4 ad rel rns ; 
used in various ways in manufactures, as proper subjects for the free- | 1 ‘ y 
list, and insists that— It contin 
Che introduction, free of duty, of such wools as we do not produce would | ul i " I 
stimulate the manufacture of goods requiring those we do pro und t ‘ eas ’ sin ar 
fore would be a benefit to home production } . ! ‘ tt] t of the vast } 
He points out, too, that— Oe ee ae ween wee S 
All the corrections in this regard are in the direction of bringing labor d | Grant, ¢ i A thus 1 gan, He \ H 
capital in harmony with each other, and of supplying one of the elements of 1 5 - ( 





prosperity so much needed, 


Henry Wilson, Vice-President with Grant, declared that— 








labor will be best protected by taxing ali the necessaries of 
ug the raw materials which enter into our manufactures in t 
} Mr. Cl ind speak himself a 
Hon. W. A. Wheeler, a little later Republican Vice-President, votes | doing He declares in his message that ‘‘ th 
for free coal and free salt. solute irrelevant.’’ He says in his letter « 
James A. Garfield advocated free salt, pointing out that salt of our Ww AY tered upon no crus f free tr i 
own manufacture was sold in Canada ata dollar a barrel less than it | 2ugurate is predicated upon the ’ l 
was sold here in the United States where made, and was elected Pres- ; SF?" ee ee oe ee i 


ident. thr ter 5 ey to 
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Avain he says, showing his keen appreciation of American indus- | importations may be “‘ checked,’’ that competition, the life of trade, 
tric may be destroyed and monopoly enthroned. 

















A ppl t | mportance ntry of our domestic industrial That ‘‘check’’ means as inevitable result that our farmers and our 
enter} 1 the 1¢ cation of existing wron; oth rir ata . in andere worxmen who sell their products abroad will be unable to exchange 
I > paahenh aeeeene aoe nents as tate Ghan taetel en cansamet Eee heap necessaries of life; the further result that the ships which 
» daivle and ia nema: carry outgoing cargoes shall come back empty bottomed; the further 
‘onfldine in the rest intellige: ff the people to judge him | result that the markets of the world and the ric thereof shall 
rightly, be ? : -bandoned to English and European upremacy ; » further result that 
om , ' polite the fiela of | the dreoping flag of our merchant marine shall disappear from the s 
! ‘ it ; 1 conventi nd flippantly declare in t where once under Democratic rule it floated proudly; the further 
! that L« | effort to reliey tuation ult that our surplus productions of the field and the f le- 
oe aye aioe ne te Fp ne ty in price and gint our home market; the still furt 
s of { ipport the interests of A labor must lose employment or submit to pauper wa , 
And the profound npathetic interest with which he consid 1 an find no market, aud that agriculture 2 
t ‘ tion of wa lth lous care which he has tl : ality of ruin. Sb er b vse By 
. ‘ L dis 1 in these sentence j is inde d “a dainty dish to s¢ t befor 2 king -a deli xcy for 
political board as rare and as costly as the ** Chinese bird’s nest Ea 
” ‘ 1 which royal appetites are regaled. And it is naeanee that just 


as Democracy is closing the Golden Gate to the Chinese irruption upon 
oast that k eput lican treaties invited and c sndiiate Harri- 








‘ “ lish no « e for the loss of eployn of on d Seniled, the party that loathfully bids adieu to its Chinese friends ‘ 
t) er t On the contrary propose m 
} y ‘ It > , . ‘Y mi 
‘ wd to : : a a fos . acy t utting the finishing touch upon an American wall to keep the : 
ers 0 rie ‘ r ll easily compensate torany diltc : 4 . ~ ? 4 - Foe ; 
between the dard of w 3 which should be paid to our laboring men a cn out, Republicanism lays the foundation of a Chinese wall to d 
the slliowed in othe intries We propose, Loo,} *xtend } é y \ I 110 > 
for « nufacturers, to promote the steady employ t of ’ le } 
oh yoning the cost of the necessaries of life we increase the purchasing pow LYTURE, COMMERCE, MANUFACTURES, AND } ‘ rion, ; 
of the orkingman’s wages and add to the comforts of his home. 5 : ; : ci . . ; 
Surely no American can justly ask more than the President thi \gricuiture, commerce, manufactures, and navigation are the four . 
; rely me > ‘a1 a 3 ask i i re . : . . 4 
hold Sea lan of » ar aes a tat 'S | graces of prosperity that go hand in hand. Amongst the counts in the g 
10 ont a I wan O© Operation, 3 opinions are clear] Ss ited, } ’ ” s ‘ : 1 . 1 ‘ 
; , ‘signs i triot ; aan his ain indictment of the Continental Congress against the British Crown was 
L) chluments are exaited an paLPiolic, ant $3 cogent reasoning cal 


7” this sentence of the Declaration of Independence: 
ries conyvl on With it. 


ri DEMOCRATIC POSITION, FOR ¢ ITING OFF OUR TRADE WITH ALL PARTS OF THE WORLD.” 
Demecracy repeats that indictment now, and denounces it against 
stands we find them in conformity with each other. the Repu bilan platform of 1888 and those who stand upon it. 

from the language for the most part of the two the The Republicans propose deliberately, here in the high noon of the 
trines we may summarize and postulate them as standing for uineteenth century, to ** cut off our tra ie with all parts of the world,”’ 

1. Reduction of excessive taxation on the ground that all unneces- | to the end that a few bloated monopolists may make spoil of American 
sary taxation is unjust taxation. industry and American labor, to the end that they may fry more fat 

”. Frugality in public expenses. out of the farmer and workingman, and that the Republican party may 

3. Encouragement to manufactures by supplying cheaper materials | fry the fat out of the mor ae tic manufacturers, 
for manufacture. The fathers of the Republic who spoke for the encouragement of 

j. Extending the market for our manufactued goods by enabling our | manufactures did not speak for them alone, nor for a monopoly in 
snenulacturers to compete successfully with foreign manufactures. their behalf, 

5. Cheapening the cost of the nec essaries of life to every workman Jefferson fitly styled ‘agriculture, manufactures, commerce, and nay- 
by lessening the tax upon them, and by lessening the cost of their | igation”’ as *’ the four pillars of our te osperity;’’ and I propose to sl 
manufacture. that by the Chinese poliey now enunci inated by the Republics in party, 

6. Guarding the wages of workmen by due allowance in the tarift | and by that Chinese policy which in a measure already exists, agricult- 
for the difference between the wages of American and foreign labor. ure, commerce, and navigation are struck down, and manufac tures 

Phese are the Democratic creeds, and hy what are they antagonized ? also blighted and paralyzed with them. Man can not live unto him- 
f alone. ‘‘The sciences,’’ says Lord Bacon, ‘‘ dwell sociably to- 
rer,’? and so dwell all the enterprises of the land and the sea, each 
supporting and assisting the other. 


When we look beyond the candidate to the platform upon wis ich - 


| 

| 

} : ; as 

| mport shone ataiignaiied Bourbon moss-back creeds. As Democracy 
| 
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rHE REPUBLICAN PLATFYORM—A CHINESE WALL. 





‘The gist of Republican doctrine as now enunciated is contained in a 
single sentence of the Chicago platform upon which General Harrison 


owe ° - . ' + > . IREAYT STAKE Ts LARG ST 
was nominated. Therein they declare for— SCRE ie Cae Sey eee 
. ITY, AND ITS SMALL RETUR 








Such revision of the tariff laws as will check imporiationsof such articles : 








are produced by our labor, and release from import duties those articles of for- Let agriculture come first in the order of consideration, as it cam: 
eign production (except luxuri the like of which can not be produced at | first in the order of civilization. And let those who quote Andrew 
home. ss ; . 44) 
1 tn the R 1h] 1 ‘th tl hide-] _ | Jackson in their spe peches in refe rence to manufactures ponder a little 
‘ 1e publican party, and ever ; s + bouns } , > 
Even in the Kepu n party, a even with the most hide-bour what he said in his first message as President (1829) upon the subject 
of the admirers of the Chinese system of isolation and seclusien fix ai ‘culture. ire his words: 


‘st of our country is so esse 





the rest of mankind, this is novel teaching. ; i cat ee 
a =i 1 + ain a \Urr} ’ Pie agriculturu y connected with every 

Grant, Garfield, and Arthur had taught differently. Wilson and | other, and so superior in importance to them all, chad it th eenanaie necessary to 
Wheeler had taught differently. These ofiicial heads of the Rhepub- invite to it your particular attention. It is principally as manufactures and 


: ieaniien ‘aeeee sthority. ha na . » | commerce tend to increase the value of agric ee: wliuctions, and to extend 
iean p spoke with authority, had condemned the present : ; 7 . 
licau party, a 08 : we ti preneD their application t ) the wants and comforts of societ y, that they deserve the fos- 
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teaching. laine, Logan, ALLISON, and the leading mer n who had heli | terine care of Government. i 
great places and aspired to the first place, never sanctioned this Chi hen, therefore, the Republican party delivers its blow at the pillar ; 
ne Alexander Hamilton even, the high tof pr | of : ce it not be fergotten that the pillar of agriculture must é 
tho! whom cones <: as é. ote eet, ith it. For no fact in reference to our present situation is more : 
: irs, had tau lit ntly ng mt ederalist | stent to those who have studied it, or is eap ‘ demonstra- ; 
TI are p is Who in e that port ow . nev extended to | ; to those who have not, that when our foreign commerce is s hut off 5 
Pe ne epee Pane a mg me seamen deamba ta factue. | by the high tax ‘‘ check’? on importations the farmer’s work must per- - 
class, to itl y ature monop wf the u ets, | ; Certainly these farmers of ours are e1 led to me consk j ; 
He Repu bliean party platforms had at least atiected | t the hep lican party doe — , tiem by n / 
neteal differently. I t tne } dngmen of the count jrom ca at 
Aud in 1884 their platferm had declared that— | Gewy ev they toil to their uttermost for th canty returns ; 3 
1 Republican party pledges itself to correct the inequalities of the tar pon Ale thy me aggre oe aul ae —— _— a y — 4 
and t ' surp 1ot by the vicious and indiscriminate process of | 7,670,493 of th 17,3 2 O90 of those engaged in industs al occupa- 4 
i t it | 1 i ds as will reli ieve the tax-pay rwithout | h y are ath rd, nearly ih lf of all hey h en reel 5 
yur th rl rreat | luctive interests of the country. than t] nanuiacturi z cla a, | wis | 104.091.44 vested. in 4 
ta ea crictiture accora to the census of 1 whereas but $2,700,223, - 
Here was « holding out that the surplus and excessivetaxation shoukd | invested in vifactures. The 3 e of manuthetures to 
be reduced and the tax-payers relieved; and now the pi ons sition is te | lth of tl i r ‘ i Ll in thirty ye G.18 
afford the relief by a higher rate of taxation and by ex tendi ng thatrate | per « vherea percentage of agricultural wealth is 25 per cent. 
toa — range of articles. Whatever may be produced at any ¢ | They give more to the support ef Government than any other class, A 
here in America is hy reafter, if this plan be adopted, to be kept from | and they receive less from if. These farmers of ours produce more than ; 
ocala here from abroad by any tax, however high, to the end that | three-fourths of all our exports, while manufacturers do not pr 
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VW nd abroad ally 107,000,000 worth « imal and 
products, $165, 000 of breadstuffs, $207,000,000 of cotton and 
t eed oi1,529,000,000 of rice i 110 of cheese and S 
ous articles, rounding up the grand aggregate o 20,000, GUO 
the fore n wket, and that e al oO De »cut ou by **« CK1D 
importatio o that the vessels that bear these enormous burdens ca 
bring no returning roes, it wait an the remnant of 
agricultural prosperity that rer ns witl ulue of agricult 
: d must decline, and with it the ltural produce, 
wages of the 7,000,000 agricultural also the wages 
of other laborers who depend upon a h to purchase 
their wares. for a proposition so plain argument | 3 needless, and 
t Repu n party, unable to wer the logic of f poses to a : 
urn off the farmers from its door with the shinplaster that 
return the t markets of the world it will some day or other build 
up for them a home market He who is silly enough to accept s 
ro! might be hap paid « in the | es that wit 1 
fell ist autumn } 
s hi larket pro the urm of 
aro! I ibout it I f llling tac 
No dou is an agre le thought tl home market will 
1 rolled >on wheels to « y farms or; that a plenty of 
eI ll be paraded in the ills there id that the Republican } 
will furnish all of the buys vith rolls of fresh Treasu notes with 
explicit instruc om campaign headquarter » go in id p 
ia rs big prices for ali theu rpius produce. 1e traditions of At) 
ct 5 nd a iu] the 0 ed ner Dp De re the gor T 
scheme of 1 ome irket 3 to erected, ! Solo 
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are not fascinated by high taxes, but generally prefer free-trade Eng- 
land as the theater of their recreations. 


INCREASED SURPLUS PRODUCTION NEEDS A WIDER MARKET, 
The moment your capitalist of leisure goes to work by investing 
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his money in lands to cultivate or machinery to manufacture, the sur- 


plus product increases, unless he has been considerate enough to bring 
somebody along with him to consume and pay for it; and the moment 
your surplus increases there is at once demand for a bigger murket. 
The producer and the consumer trom abroad not being available for 
home-market building, there is but one other class of people that you 
must expect, 1 there be anything in your theory, to bring here to con- 
struct that market out of. He is the artisan and the laborer. Bring 
him along in crowds then, and the moment he gets here he is a com- 
petitor with your home-born artisan or laborer jor wages. Wayes be- 
ing regulated by supply and demand, there being more applicants for 
work, wages go down, and your American workingman is *‘ protected’’ 
into a leaner dinner and a thinner coat by his italian, Bohemian, or 
Chinese rival who has rushed over here to build up your home market; 
and a moment later, if both the foreign and American workingman is 
accommodated by getting employment and drawing wages wherewith- 
all he begins to buy your produce, he himself becomes a producer, your 


wroduction increases, your surplus production enlarges, and astill wider | > : : ; : 
! ’ I enn | and tendency whereof are unmistakab!e; but in nothing has it been 


market is needed. 


it G0,000,000 of people to-day produce a surplus of goods to eat and | 


wear, 120,000,000 of people ought to produce twiceasmuch. And with 
a redoubled surplus of production we would still be standing wistfuily 
looking at the Atlantic or Pacific wave and sighing for somebody to re- 
lieve our glutted and overstocked market and give us buyers for our 
handiwork. 
A CONTRAST OF THREE DECADES UNDER DEMOCRATIC AND REPUBLICAN TARIFFS. 
‘The Republican party is always taking the name of home in vain, 
but its policy has not increased the number of homes or their comforts. 
‘Lhe tramp is its advertising agent, the tenement house its castle, the 
homeless its victims. Under the various tariffs the percentage of tax 
on the articles taxed has been as follows: ‘ 
Average rate of duty under tariff of— 
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NED citenitaisindiaiens 35 
BEET ennccexvedvenssssasounechps sahvensesacntanboupenninosdiiteedanel 47 
And under the Mills bill it will be, as estimated...................ccccescccessersceeseneres 2 


The tariff of 1846, the Walker tariff, as it was called, with duties 
averaging 19 per cent., was declared by Hon. W. B. ALLISON, of 
Iowa, now chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen- 
ate, as ‘‘ perfect a tariff as any we ever had,’’ and under it the country 
flourished as never belore and never since. 

In 1850, 3,599,240 families had 3,362,337 homes; only 235,903 fam- 
ilies were without them. In 1860, 5,210,934 had 4,969,692 homes and 
only 241,242 were without them; in 1870, 7,559,000 and 7,042,833 
homes, an increase of over 120 per cent. of the homeless; and in 1880, 
9,945,916 had but 8 955,+12 homes, over 100 per cent. increase of the 
homeless under the high tariff, only 3 per cent. increase of the home- 
less under the Democratic. These facts tell their own story. 

Again, from the census of 1880 we gather also the following facts as 
to the increase of wealth in three decades: 
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Thus we perceive that under the Democratic tariff manufactures 
gained 25 per cent. more than in these days of high taxes; and the gain 
in value of agricultural lands and personal property was 24 per cent, 
more than the best showing that high tax can make for any ten years’ 
period. And when it is remembered that with the Mills bill passed 
the average tariff tax on taxed importations will be twice what it was 
under the Walker tariff, the place where ruin is to come in becomes 
invisible to the naked eye of common sense. 

The farmer can not be deluded into the high-tax notion by the pre- 
tense that he shares in the so-called protection. That it is only pre- 
tense is transparent, and with trivial exception utterly baseless. For 
instance, there is a so-called protective teriff of 20 cents a bushel on 
wheat, 10 cents a bushel on corn, and 4 cents a pound on butter and 
cheese. But as after supplying our market he has over a hundred mill- 





ion bushels of wheat, about fifty million bushels of corn, $2,000,000 
worth of butter, and over $7,000,000 worth of cheese which he sends 
abroad to sell, he sees the utter absurdity of the idea that he is pro- 
tected by an import tax on articles with which the home market is 
overstocked, and readily recognizes the decoy duck fixed for his en- 
snaring. ‘‘In vain is the net spread in sight of any bird.”’ 

REPUBLICAN POLICY FATAL TO THE WORKING CLASSES—HOME MARKET TRANS« 

LATED MEANS INTRODUCTION OF FOREIGN LABOR, 


The result that has been depicted as the consequence of stopping im- 
portations is the result that the Republican party has knowingly en- 
couraged. It is willing to circumscribe the farmers’ market and to 
encourage cheap labor, because it takes its own nutriment from the 
greedy and remorseless monopolists who ‘‘ damn the people,’’ are with- 
out sympathy with ‘‘the common herd,’’ and whose chief aim is to in- 
crease the purchasing power and the consequence of money. 

It has attached the monopolists to it by faithful adherence to their 
interests, 

It hopes to seduce labor to its standard by honeyed phrases. 

Deeds for the benefit of the monopolistic class and promises to the 
Jaboring class—these are the hard-money and the soft-money curren- 
cies of its political banking operations. Its animus has been displayed 
by aserie of measures which it has fathered and cherished, the effect 


so heartless and cruel as in importing to our shores the pauper labor of 
both Europe and Asia to underbid our native and resident working- 
men in their wages; and this is the policy which it proposes to con- 
tinue as long as public forbearance will permit, under the new guise 
and in the genial address of building up a home market. 

CHINESE AND OTHER CHEAP LABOR INTRODUCED BY THE REPUBLICAN PARTY. 


The Chinese have been pets of the Republican party, and if that 
party has slowly and reluctantly yielded to the idea of parting with 
them it has only been because Democracy has made the issue against 
them so strong and public opinion has so rallied aroundit that the Re- 
publicans have been forced to yield. But they have fought hard and 
died hard in defense of their Mongolian friends, and General] Harrison 
acknowledges that he was slow to accept the idea of their exclusion. 
The Burlingame treaty between the United States and China, nego- 
tiated by the Republican party, started the Chinese column toward the 
United States, and soon thereafter the Chinese Six Companies of Cali- 
fornia was organized to speculate on the process of dumping upon us 
the cheap labor of the Asiatic races. 

The Chinese are a race incompatible for assimilation with our own. 
Pagan in religion, unenlightened in the creeds of liberty, degraded in 
habits, alien in blood, it enters here only to remain an indigestible 
element. It lives upon what would be regarded as refuse at an Amer- 
ican workingman’s board. It sends its earnings back to the Flowery 
Kingdom, to which it preserves allegiance and love; and it works for a 
pittance upon which the American workingman would starve. Nine 
or ten dollars a month is looked upon as good compensation for a Chi- 
nese mechanie; and crowding together in tenements which generate 
disease and pollution, they have herded upon our shores with the sole 
object and with the sole effect of taking the places of our American 
workingmen, 

To do this they were invited by the Republican party; in doing 
this they have been defended. by the Republican party, and no hope of 
arresting the proceeding would ever have arisen had not Democracy 
come to the rescue. 


LABOR MORTGAGED AND TRAFFIC IN HUMAN FLESH ESTABLISHED BY THE CON- 
TRACT-LABOR BILL. 


In 1864, when the workingmen of America, North and South, were 
carrying muskets and war was flagrant, the Republican party reached 
out to all quarters of the earth to bring here Chinese and other cheap 
labor. And while African slavery was as yet not completely abolished, 
a new variety of human slavery was introduced. 

In. that year was passed by the Republicans ‘‘ the contract-labor 
bill,’’ wherein it was provided as follows: 


Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That all contracts that shall be made by emi- 
grants tothe United States in foreign countries, in conformity to regulations 
that may be establish d by the said commissioner, whereby emigrants shall 
pledge the wages of thei: labor, fe a term not exceeding twelve months, to repay 
the expense of their emigration, shall be held to be valid in law, and may be en- 
forced in the courts of the United States or of the several States and Terri- 
tories; and such advances, if so stipulated in the contract, and the contract be 
recorded in the recorder’s office in the county where the omptgrent shall settle, 
shall operate as a len upon any land thereafter acquired by the emigrant, 
whether under the homestead law when the title is consummated or on prop- 
erty otherwise acquired, until liquidated by the emigrant; but nothing herein 
contained shall be deemed to authorize any contract contravening the Consti- 
tution of the United States or creating in any way the relation of slavery or 
servitude. (United States Statutes at Large, volume 15, 1863-65.) 


Thus as African slavery was departing forever out of one door traffic 
in human flesh was brought in at another, and the pauper immigrant 
of Europe and Asia entered America a bonded slave. 

THE SOLDIER AND THE FREEDMAN DESERTED BY THE REPUBLICAN PARTY. 

Excuse is made that it was necessary to fill the places of soldiers in 
the field with laborers to do their work at home. Le it so; but if so, 
this occasion ended on Apri! 9, 1865, in one year after the contract-labor 
bill went intoeffect. Whatthen? Two millions of soldiers were going 
back to their homes to seck the employments of civil life and needing 
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them to support their familie nd tl mancipated colored race wet 
in utmost need of employment ew Did the Repubtican part 
repeal the contract-labor 1 to; tl lers and the ward 
of the nation a fair show? No! no! far from it They preserved it in 
full force: at its bidding the pauper nd 1 poured in upon us, and 
stout and succes i res net ( effort to revoke the unju 
and injurious law 
Not until twenty years after l execu rr its passage had d 
peared, not until a Democra President had been elected and a De 
ocratic House of Representatives was in the Capitol did American lab 
find a helpful friend. Meantime six mil 1 five hundred thousar 
nearly seven millions of immigrants, hadcome. Strikes and broils 
anarchy broke the public peace. rhe tramp, a new character ( 
civilizat on, appeared, and in shop d field cheap labor had been 
But then in Febru ry, 1885, a bill to repeal ‘the cont 
passe 1 ti H ol ine 1 < l ) 
repel the invas cheap labor wa ; ‘ vis t 
that protects $ ted over th \l l re i) 
hand 
DEM y I I I 
vi - 
But not yet was the battle fully wor 
From 1869 to the incoming of Cleveland’s administration other ef- 
forts than those described were made in Congres i it to repul 
the introduction of Chinese and other cheap labor 
Allen G. Thurman, of Ohio, opened his batteries upon it in 1870 
quoting Buckle’s saying that 
Low wages and despotism are inseparabl 
Declaring that 
The freer the institut fa try are the greater will the tender 
fa rwage for labo 
And observing: 
The pyramids are str g mi 3 of the | und é f kings 
t ev ence Lt a at i I it al 





but they are more s 
ciass. 

Finally, in 1879, a Democratic House of Representatives, with a ma 
jority of the Republicans voting against the measure, passed a bil 
restrict Chinese immigration; but President Hayes vetoed it, and | 
party sustained the veto. In 1881 another bill was introduced to1 
strict Chinese immigration and to exclude them for twenty years. A 
majority of the Republicans in the House voted against it; but the 
Democrats passed it. 

In the Senate the vote stood: 





Democrats adenine 31 None 
BRODUDIICRA..... .cosceseccesersevcccecee : sancesiona 6 28 
Independent . , ‘ “ I 





Total.. | 7 29 


REPUBLICAN ENCOMIUMS UPON THE CHINESE WORKME)D 

This exclusion bill was vetoed by President Arthur, who pronounced 
a high encomium upon the Chinese, saying: 

No one can say that the country has not profited by their work. They were 
largely instrumental in constructing the railways which connected the Atlantic 
and the Pacific. The States of the Pacific Slope are full of the evidences of the 
industry. 

This veto the Republicans sustained. 

GENERAL HARRISON THE FRIEND OF THE CHINESE, 

Amongst those Republicans who voted against the exclusion bill and 

for the veto was Benjamin Harrison, then Senator from Indiana, now 


Republican candidate for the Presidency of the United States, and the | 


favorite in the race of the Chinese, of all who yearn for Chinese cheap 
labor, and of all who clamor for a Chinese tariff. 

We can not wonder that the Chinese in Philadelphia should raise a 
Harrison flag, and that wherever they are in the United States their 
voice and effort should be for him. He has been their faithful ally, 


voting fourteen times in the United States Senate in the direction of en- | 


couraging and sustaining the entry of the Chinese into this country. 
One of these amendments to the exclusion bill, offered by Senat 





HOAR, of -Massachusetts, was as follows: 
This bill shall not apply to any skilled laborer who shall est he 
comes to this country without any contract by which his lab ty 








of any person other than himself. 

Here was confession that as matters stood the imported contract Jabor 
was ‘‘ the property ”’ of 

Here was effort to let in all ‘‘skilled’’ Chinese laborers, however 
others might be dealt with. 

And here you can put your 
pushing out Americans with sl 
against it. 

This is the vote: 


Yeas—Aldrich, Allison, Brown, Conger, Davis of Illinois, Dawes. Edmunds 


its employers. 


' ¥ , . + x ] > . - 
é names oi those who were for 


hinese and of those who were 
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ue draws a picture of the Pennsylvania 
coke region which merits attention. The Dispatch says: 

When the Congressional commit! ee comes to Connellsville next month it will 
find that sinee the importation of foreign labor was commenced in the coke 
region ly ten thousand poverty-stricken foreigners have been dumped 
ame iisand mountains of Fayette and Westmoreland Counties, It will 
find t ls of these people have returned across the ocean year 
after year with little h dings of American money in their pockets thousands 
rae iresent bere totake their places, thus keeping the coke-drawing industry 
in their possession to the utter exclusion of the American native born, [{t wili 
find this feature as bad as the Chinese problem was a few years ago, for Hunga- 
rians have been actually known to return to points along the Mount Pleasant 
branch of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad three times to replenish purses filled 
of the Youghiogheny and emptied into the sewers of Austria- 


patch, which ina recent i 
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on the bank 


Jiungary. 
The committee will find that importations of Hungarians and Bohemians into 
the coke regions are still being made. The contract-labor law is being violated 


every month by somebody. 

The committee to which the Dispatch refers is that appointed by the 
Democratic House of Representatives of which Mr. Forp, of Michigan, 
is chairman—a committee which is uncovering the evils which threaten 
and already atilict our workingmen, and which is opening the eyes of 
the country to the manner of love which the Republican party has dis- 
played for them. 

At a meeting before that committee in New York not long since Miss 
Mary Berg, a shirt-maker employed in the factory of Hermann Steen, 
was examined, She had just left the factory after a service of six 
years, and this testimony was given: 

“Why did you leave?” asked Mr. Forn. 

** Because of the introduction of Poles and Hungarians to a large extent—all 
men. Formerly 200 girls were employed in the factory and made $7 and $8 a 
week. They used foot power. Now the machines have steam power, and 
about 150 Russians and Poles have been put in in place of the girls, 

“©. What do the girls earn now? 

“A, They get $ a week, bul the men get less—$ia week. The last reduction 
in wages amounted to $2 a week. In 1884, when she first went to work, they 
got 60 cents for a shirt; now they get only 40 cents. Work they formerly re- 
ceived $3 for they now receive $2 for.” 

Miss Helen Anker, a maker ofrubberand ‘‘ white goods,” testified she worked 
in a number of factories for the purpose of investigating the condition of the 
workwomen therein employed, as follows: 

"“@. What do you know about prices? 

“A, The reduction in prices began about ten years ago, and they have been 
constantly decreasing ever since. Ten years ago the women earned on an aver- 
age 310a week. Last winter an expert workwoman could only earn $ and the 
majority of the girls only #4. The girls working in this industry number seven 
or cight thousand, 

“©, What is the reason of the reduction in the price of labor? 

“A. In consequence of contractors taking the work from the factories to their 
‘homes and getting it done there. 

“Q, Are there men who take large contracts and employ people to perform 
the work? 

*O. Yeas, and they are principally Russians, Hebrews, and Slavs. Formerly 
those employed in the factories were bright American, German, and Irish girls. 
‘The owners of the factories find the contract arrangement more satisfactory. 
By giving out the work they reduce the rent ona few floors, do away with four 
or more women as overscers of Lhe work, and the annoyance of having so many 
people in the building. 

‘*G. Has not the greater portion of the reduction in wages—60 or 70 per cent.— 
taken place since these Russian and Polish immigrants have come to this coun- 
try‘ 

“A. Yes; and previous to that wages were reduced through strikes and so 
forth. 

**@. With the increase of the importation of this particular form of labor from 
Poland and Russia did wages correspondingly decline? 

“A. Ves; they did. 

‘49, What do you know about those working for the contractors? 

‘A, [have never known a person working for them to earn as much as fa 
week; $3 a week is the average. 

“Q. Because of this competition? 

“A, Exactly.” 

Other witnesses corroborated these statements from their personal experience. 


Let me read now from the New York Times in a review made by it 
of the testimony taken before this Ford committee. The ‘Times says: 


Last Tuesday night George H. Simmons, special agent of the Treasury De- 
partment, was introduced in this city to an Italian labor broker named Luigi 
‘Troja as the representative of arailroad company that desired to employ sey- 
eral hundred newly arrived immigrants in the construction of a branch road. 
Lie would not take Italians who were already in the city, but must have work- 
men brought over from Italy and delivered at Castle Garden. Troja and his 
pariner agreed in writing last Friday night to furnish 300 or 400 Italians ‘at 
Castie Garden between the Ist of September and thelist of October next at $1.20 
per day of ten hours,’’ The Italian importers were to board the men and 
furnish them with supplies. Mr. Simmons suggested that he ought to make a 
little money outof the transaction, and Troja agreed to give him ‘5 per cent. on 
each man’s account for groceries and provisions foreach month, to be deducted 
by the paymaster at each settlement”’ As the fictitious company was to pay 
only $1.20 per day for each man to Troja, it will be seen that the sum received 
by the workmen after all the deductions had been made would have been small. 

This importer of laborers and his partner admitted that they had been inthe 
business for years. ‘They had seeured 700 men for one firm of contractors and 
1,500 for a railroad company. The workmen procured by them were heavily 
taxed in various ways for their benefit while employed. 

Last year there came to this country more than 43,000 Italians. In the first 
six months of this year the number of those who came was 35,650. The testi- 
mony taken by the committee tends to show that a majority of these immi- 
Tats were brought here practically undercontractto compete with American 
laborers at low wages. They are willing to work for low wages, because they 
require very little to support life. They are content to subsist on the coarsest 
food, or even on refuse, and to be lodged under conditions which are repulsive 
to the ordinary American workman. They do not intend to become citizens or 
to remain here, They propose to send outof thecountry the money which they 
_ save in a term of three or four years. They are the Chinese of our Eastern 

tates. 


Soe it goes. The Republican party is blatant to defend American 
labor from the pauper labor of Europe, as if the American laborer 
would close his eyes to the fact that under its policies, its teachings, 
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and its practices that self-same pauper labor is brought to his place of 
work, andshe ejected to give way for it. 

FOREIGN CONTRACT LABOR IN THE FISHERIES, AND CLEVELAND ON GUARD. 

Even into the fisheries, so often before us as intensely American in- 
stitutions, these foreigners are obtruded; but the following letter from 
the President of the United States, written in April last, abundantly 
attests that Democracy has its watchful eye upon and its energetic 
hand stretched forth to protect American labor, and that it does not 
content itself with mere periods of rhetoric in that behalf: 

Dear Sire: Information has reached the Treasury Department that a large 
number of foreigners have been brought into Massachusetts under violation of 
the contract-labor law for the purpose of manning American fishing vessels sent 
out from the ports of Gioucester, Boston, and Beverly for the purpose of taking 
Osh along the Canadian coast. It seems to me quite certain that such foreign- 
ers, aliens, have been brought in by parties in direct violation of the statute 
covering such cases, and I believe that the importation of such foreigners tends 
to the displacement of American labor. Iam aware that many of these persons 
have, through the care of the officials, been returned tothe country from which 
they came. I therefore enjoin on you the duty of a prompt investigation of 
these cases, and request that you confer with the collectors of the ports of Bos- 
ton and Gloucester that prompt and effective measures be taken. The Depart- 
ment has ordered that special agents be detailed, who will report directly to 
you, and if you require any further assistance it will be given you upon appli- 
cation. 

Yours, truly, 





tROVER CLEVELAND, 
Ifon. O. A, GALVIN, 
United States District Atlorney, Boston, Mass. 

It can not be wondered that under the conditions thus represented 
strikes, mutterings, outbursts, and discontents have prevailed under 
the so-called protective system such as were never known before; and 
it is a noteworthy fact that 74 per cent. of all the strikes that have oc- 
curred in the last six years were in the States of Massachusetts, New 
York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Illinois, where protection is alleged to 
have putinits finest work. In oneof these Ohiostrikes Allen G. Thur- 
man was made arbiter. He decided that the strikers ought to have 10 
per cent. more of wages. ‘The employers submitted, and the next year 
were so prosperous that they added another 10 per cent. of their own 
accord. 

Thus go Cleveland and Thurman, hand in hand, to protect Amer- 
ican laber; and if the American workingmen do not stand by them in 
their noble efforts they might well say, ‘‘ We came unto our own and 
our own received us not.’’ 

THE REPUBLICAN PARTY’S ANSWER TO THE ARRAIGNMENT OF ITS POLICY. 

The Republicans answer in many specious ways the arraignment of 
their policy, and repulsed overwhelmingly at every other point they 
now contend that the high Chinese tariff on imported articles increases 
the wages of workingmen. Nothing could be more shallow and so- 
phistieal than this pretension. 

HIGH TAXES ON IMPORTATIONS DO NOT FIX OR INCREASE WAGES, 

In aspeech made at Springfield, Ill., on June 1, 1887, in the gray 
dawn of this Presidential contest, Hon. JouN SHERMAN @eclared as 
follows: 

There are some things that lawscan not do. They can not regulate the price 
of labor or anything else. This can only be done by the law of supply and de- 
mand. 

This is tersely and ‘truly said. The rate of wages can not be fixed 
either directly by the law or indirectly by operation of law. If labor 
is overabundant it will be cheap; if scaree it will be dear. If it is 
rude, unlettered, and unskilled it will command a low rate of wages; 
if it be skillful and energetic it will command a high rate. Quantity 
and quality, these are things that determine the price of labor just as 
they determine the prices of commodities upon the market to be hired 
or sold. 

It is plainly shown in many different ways that the tariff tax on im- 
ported articles does not fix er increase wages. First, by the fact that 
wages differ in all sections of the United States, although throughout 
its territory the same high-tax protective laws are in uniform opera- 
tion. Ifthey be the scale by which wages are regulated, how is it that 
they fix different rates in different sections for the same work ? 

Why is it that average wages in Maine are $257 per annum, in Mas- 
sachusetts $364, in Connecticut $385, and in Vermont $303 ? 

Why is it that a grinder gets $2.03 a day in Ilinoisand $1.60 in New 
York, whereas a machinist gets $2.39 in Iinois and $3.00in New York, 
while a molder gets $3.19 in Hlinois, $2.00 in Kentucky, and but $1.80 
in Pennsylvania, the Eden of protection? 

Why is it that a carder of wool for carpetings gets but 88 cents in 
Massachusetts, and $1.54 in New York; a printer $1.08 in Massachu- 
setts, and $1.72in New York; a painter $%.11 in Connecticut, and $1.39 
in Ohio; a boss of mines $2.88 in Missouri, $2.71 in West Virginia, and 
$2.25in Pennsylvania; a blacksmith $1.95 in Virginia, $1.69 in Indiana; 
a bricklayer $3.60 in Virginia, $2.61 in New York, and $3.03 in Penn- 
sylvania, and so on to the end of the chapter—a chapter of diversities, 
in which it appears that American wages differ as much in different lo- 
calities as men differ in the features of their faces. What could more 
plainly show that protection, which is equal everywhere, isa force that 
has little if any effect in the matter of wages? 


WAGES LOWEST WHERE TARIFF TAXES HIGHEST. 


Second, by the fact that wages are higher in free-trade England than 
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This is so important a point in connection with our ability to compete with 
the cheap-labor manufacturers of Europe. 


Hon. James G. Blaine, the Secretary of State, reported in 1881, and I 
read from Document No. 12 of the state Department on the commercial 
relations of the United States, page 99, where Mr. Blaine says: 

Undoubtedly the inequalities in the wages of English and American opera- 
tives are more than equalized by the greater efficiency of the latter and their 
longer hours of labor. If this should prove to be a fact in practice, as it seems 
to be proven from official statistics, it would be a very importantelement in the 
establishment of our ability to compete with England for our share of the cot- 
ton-goods trade of the world. 





Thus we have it deliberately ascertained and stated that ‘‘ the ine- | 


qualities in the wages of English and American operatives are more 
than equalized by the greater efficiency of the latter and their longer 
hours of Jabor.’’ And the question arises, Why is it that the Repub- 
lican party’holds out these gentlemen as worthy of credit who have so 
ascertained, and yet refuses itself to accept their testimony? 

‘The American workingman is the superior of his foreign rival in skill 
and endurance and opportunity, and there is where his higher wages 
come in. 

S1OW CONSUMERS ARS BURDENED WITH TAXES, AND FOREIGN INSTEAD OF HOME 

MANUFACTURERS PROTECTED, 

It is next claimed that the consumers of imported articles do not pay 
the high tariff taxes. But the fact that they dois scarce less than sel!f- 
evident, and none have better shown it than some Republican leaders. 

If you import for your own use any product of a foreign clime, be it 
food to eat or clothes to wear, you are required to pay the tariff tax at 
the custom-house when you receive it. 

If you do not purchase it for your own use, but to sell, you must 
necessarily add the tax to the cost in the foreign market, and super- 
add to that the profit charged, or else your trade is a losing business; 
and at the end of the transaction the man who buys for use pays for 
all. 

John Quincy Adams, chairman of the House Committee on Manufact- 
ures, punctured in 1832 the sham idea that any but the consumer pays 
the tariff tax, and said— 

The doctrine that duties on imports seem to cheapen the price of articles on 
which they are levied seems to conflict with the first dictates of common sense. 
The duty constitutes part of the price of the whole mass of the article in the 
market, Itis substantially paid upon the articles of domestic manufacture as 
well as upon that of foreign production. Upon one it is a bounty, upon the 
other a burden; and the repeal of the tax must eperate as an equivalent reduc- 
tion of the price of the article, whether foreign or domestic. 

Republican Senators here can not well dispute what they themselves 
have said. 

Senator SHERMAN has recorded his opinion, saying: 

I said it, and I stand by it, that as a general rule the duties paid upon imports 
operate as a tax upon the consumer. 

Senator PLUMB gave his on the 11th of January, 1883, saying: 

Who paysthesetaxes? Whenthemanufacturer * * * comestothe Senate 
and says, ‘I can live, or I can make a profit, if a certain duty is imposed,” what 
is hesaying? He is simply saying, ‘If you give me a certain duty you put it in 
my power to charge over that duty as an additional tax on the farmers of the 
United States.” 

And Senator EpMUNDs on January 4, 1883, uttered his, to this effect: 

In the main all these taxes come out of the consumer, particularly internal- 
revenue taxes, perhaps all of them substantially. 2 

General Grant thoroughly understood all this, and appreciated the 
further fact that the tariff tax operated in many cases as protection to 
the foreign and not the domestic manufacturer; that it was a kind of 
kicking protection that, like the gun in Hudibras— 

Bore wide, and knocked the marksman over. 

And speaking of the articles that enter as materials of manufacture, 
he said in his message of 1875: 

All duty paid upon such articles goes directly to the cost of the article when 
manufactured, and must be paid for by theconsumer, The duties not only come 
from the consumers at home, but act as a protection to foreign manufacturers 
of the same completed articles in our own and distant markets, 

But now when President Cleveland enunciates similar principles, now 
that he enforces the teachings of Adams and Grant, and of a long line 
of distinguished men who came between them, he is plucked out as a 
free-trader and as an enemy of his country, while ‘‘all the gardens of 
Gul in their prime”’ yield not roses enough for the garlands with which 
the brows of his companions in opinion are bound. Yet I fancy the 
people will see the force of his logic and listen to him when he tells 
them: 


These laws, as their primary and plain effect, raise the price to consumers of 
all articles imported and subject to duty by precisely the sum paid for such du- 
ties. Thus the amount of the duty measures the tax paid by those who purchase 
for use these imported articles, 


THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE AND THE MILLS BILL, 
The President justly says: 

The taxation of luxuries presents no features of hardship; but the necessaries 
of life used and consumed by all the people, the duty upon which adds to the 
cost of living in every home, should be greatly cheapened. 

Thus he points out the benefits of free raw materials to manufact- 
urer, laborer, producer, and consumer. He further says: 


Tt would not only relieve them (the manufacturers) from the increased cost 
caused by the tariff on such material, but the manufactured product being thus 
cheapened, that part of the tariff now laid upon such product, as a compensa- 
tion to our manufacturers for the present price of raw material, could be accord- 
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ingly modified. Such reduction, or free importation, would serve beside to 
largely reduce the revenue. It is not apparent how such a change can have any 
injurious effect upon our manufacturers, On the contrary, it would appear to 
give them a better chance in foreign markets with the manufacturers of othe; 
countries, who cheapen their wares by free material. Thus our people might 
have the opportunity of extending their sales beyond the limits of home con- 
sumption—saving them from the depression, interruption in business, and loss 
caused by a glutted domestic market, and affording their employés more cer- 
tain and steady labor, with resulting quiet and contentment. 

It was once said of an English statesmaf& that he had found his ad- 
versaries in bathing and had run off with their clothes. If the Repub- 
lican leaders who used to lead could rise from their graves they might 
say now with no little truth that Democracy found the present Re- 
publican party bathing in the China seas and ran off with their 
clothes, but 1 apprehend they would be compelled to add when they 
found their colleagues in September on the edge of adjournment with- 
out accomplishing anything, that they ran off without any clothes 
or if they should yet propose a bill, that they had ordered a new suit 
at Chicago but were reluctant to try it on lest it should tarn out to 
be a second-hand Chinese garment and a misfit. 

These are wise words which I have quoted from the President, and 
now let us see how the Mills bill responds. 

THE MILLS BILL, AND ITS AGGREGATE REDUCTION OF TAXES, 

The Mills bill, entitled ‘‘A bill to reduce taxation and simplify the 
laws inrelation to the collection of the revenue,’’ passed the House 
July 21, 1888. It has been before us over two months. It is not en- 
tirely based upon the lines of the President’s recommendation; it does 
not entirely meet my views; and it might doubtless be said truly that 
it does not entirely reflect the views of any one individual. It is not, 
and is not claimed to be, a scientific measure; but it aims at, and if 
permitted to become a law it would achieve, practical and beneficent 
results. Its leading characteristics, considered generally, are these: 

1. It reduces taxation annually to the extent of $78,000,000. 

2. This reduction arises under three heads, that is, a reduction of 
$25,000,000 of internal taxes on tobacco, a reduction of $31,000,000 by 
diminution of tariff duties, and a reduction of $22,000,000 by placing 
on the free-list articles that now yield that amount of tariff taxes, 

By its operation $78,000,000 that now are taken without necessity 
from the people would be left to fulfill the mission of currency, to 
stimulate business, to promote agriculture, commerce, and manufact- 
ures, to purchase in the marts of the world the subsistence and com- 
forts of the people which to that extent they are now denied by a 
greedy and absorbing treasury. 

More than one dollar a head would be in the hand of the people of 
the United States to perform the offices of money and to supply the 
wants for which money is needful. A refreshing rain in a dry summer, 
with crops drying up and man and beast longing for the water-brooks, 
would fully typify the release of seventy-eight millions of money into 
the workshops of industry and into the channels of trade. 


THE MILLS BILL AS IT AFFECTS THE INTERNAL-REVENUE SYSTEM—THE TOBACCO 
TAX ABSOLUTELY ABOLISHED, 


The Mills bill absolutely abolishes (1) all taxes on manufactured 
chewing tobacco, (2) all taxes on smoking tobacco, (3) all taxes on snuff, 
(4) all special taxes upon manufacturers of and dealers in said articles, 
and (5) all taxes upon wholesale and retail dealers in leaf-tobacco. 

These taxes as they now exist, and as they will continue unless the 
Republican party as here represented will permit their repeal, are as 
follows: 










I TUE POI: ST I iis cieicikes ctth si seo eca ideo nnn: dnntsue wscnhenUbenisibennevents $0. 08 
Snuff, or snuff-flour, manufactured of tobacco or any substitute, per 

ibs Acthuibigittid cnadiists iat iasatentatiindbetncabuseines. Sisensstdl beese conese ord denennbantaiqabend 08 
woueeen, manufacturers of.............. baxdspaveudeett oats ae 6.00 
Tobacco, dealers in manufactured...... a i £0 
GI IRN Ot DONE SPOT uc insirse won enisssestnaviennsncuncne vin ves euniseoeh nsaen 400 12. 00 
Tobacco, dealers in leaf, retail, $250, and 30 cents per dollar on sales above 

$500 a year. 

Tobacco, peddlers, with more than two horses....... piesdalaiieil ona kia sisaae ilo koe 30. 00 
Tobacco, peddlers, with two horses................00+ . 15.00 
Tobacco, peddlers, with one horse...... at 
Se; PL, UE TI I bn crete seisve. as soencsveceetecstneten cescen tuscvn ncepenneoscnss 3. 60 


The only internal taxes in reference to tobacco which are retained 
are (1) a special tax of $3 annually on manufacturers of cigars, who 
now pay $6; and (2) a special tax of $1 annually on dealers in to- 
bacco. I cite here the sections of the bill which etfect these results: 


Sec. 25. Thaton and after the Ist day of October, 1888, all taxes on manufactured 
chewing tobacco, smoking tobacco, and snuff, all special taxes upon manufact- 
urers of and dealersin said articles,and all taxes upon wholesale and retail dealers 
in leaf-tobacco be, and are hereby, repealed: Provided, That there shall be al- 
lowed a drawback or rebate of the full amount of tax on all original and un- 
broken factory packages of smoking and manufactured tobacco and snuff held 
by manufacturers, factors, jobbers, or dealers on said Ist day of October, if claim 
therefor shail be presented to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue prior to 
the Ist day of January, 1889,and otherwise. No claim shall be allowed and no 
drawbacks shall be paid for an amount less than $5, and all sums required to 
satisfy claims under this act shall be paid ont of any money in the Treasury, not 
otherwise appropriated. It shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, to adopt such 
rules and regulations and to prescribe and furnish such blanks and forms as 
may be necessary to carry this section into effect. : 

Src. 26, [That on and after the Ist day of October, 1888, manufacturers of cigars 
shall each pay a special tax of $3 annually, and dealers in tobacco shall each pay 
a special tax of $l annually. Every person whose business is to sell or offer for 
sale cigars, cheroots, or cigarettes shall, on and after the Ist day of October, 1388, 
be ed as a dealer in tobacco. and the payment of any other special tax 
shall not relieve any person who sells cigars, cheroots, or cigarettes from the 
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payment of this tax: Provided, That no manufacturer of cigars, cheroots, or cig- | mort Th value has increased $321,( 1) to 
arettes shall be required to pay a special tax as a dealer tn tobacco,as above de- | gn11 | yd hl, } ‘ e-ownD itl 
fined, for selling his own products at the place of ma acture . a ; hides 

I rejoice, Mr. President, that this achievement of Democracy can be - rhe tanners whe son the hides into leather have prospered, and the 
no longer disputed. The tobacco planters and tobacco dealers of the | »onufacturers leather into boots and shoes and other articles have 
State whose representative I am have long desired this consummation, prospered, the Treasury has been rid of an unn sary tax. and the 
and a few have vainly believed that it would come through Republican people have been furnished with cheaper articl essity. Cheaper 
agencies. It has come now through a Democratic House of Represent- | },, cheaper trunks, cheaper boots and s for the yple, and 
atives where the Republican party stood in phalanx againstit. I fear pro y to all connected with their prod 
that it will soon be seen that the Repubdicans here will kill it, andthen | ~ \ certain Republican Representative in the H told a ioke net 
go before the people and read their platform adopted at Chicago in June e the point of which turned out in tl n¢ direction. Said 
last, wherein they say they are ‘‘ for repealing the taxes on tobacco.’’ | }, 

If so, here and now is the place to show it. 

I am glad that this promise hascome at last. A few years ago, when | , : a a ope : prvalee dex ge ~ . ~ oe = Wacnaee al sade -_ 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] made an effort to get off | well : i to the time when corn sold a its a bushe t it point 
the tobacco tax, the Republican party, by its Senators here, resisted } 2} 1inent old farmer in the crowd whom I had known all my © was 
and defeated his effort, and Hon. JouN SHERMAN, of Ohio, uttered | reer ee eae ee Held ane tren Deen thn Dremnatia Gait of 
his party creed when he said | 1845 I hauled 50 bushels of rig 1t across the river there and | it it in Em 

\I lav’s ‘ > < hoots. the < » < for the hoots 

This tobacco tax, of all others, isthe easiest collected, the most certai reas- | ., ' ¢ ‘ said ** J oe 
™ sania mean year ‘ou ar, dependent upon an cnpetite that wi 1 be . ae Shae * . a ee ~ aan a aS 4 shety 
dulged no matter what may be the tax; a tax that has been more stable than | o; a . of aretnel I 
any other. No amount of tax likely to be put upon tobacco will prevent its | ¢; ¥ : ' ars [ rht 
being chewed and smoke land snuffed In all other countries where taxation . i = 
prevails this is a favorite subject of taxation. * * Isay the tax on toba i 
does not diminish the price to the farmer who raisesit. * * * AndIsay we | I ept this, too, as a fair illustration. but t where ‘‘ the 
are throwing off a tax which, by th idgment of all nations, is the best source | } . r ind ap a i 
of taxation | I the fact that under the Walker ta of 1846 the! $s, su ’ 

This is all changed now, and I am glad of it; and I only hope that | ¢)o<¢ }oots costing 50 bushels of mn were } al aid ne oats jes aad aie 
the Republicans will not play fast and loose with this promise as they | a here - alin. ve 1 that atin * LY ele ‘am ‘ : ri 
have done so egregiously with their former promises to ‘‘reduce the | .), ewe veans tor the old neice of ene uate of hoot ion net 
surplus’’ and their oft-repeated theories for free raw materials. ‘. ler the policy of a ae free trade in the hides that mak 
fHE DEMOCRATIC POLICY NOW OUTLINED ALREADY INITIATED AND PARTIAL! the wonderful that the farmers would e to hi inothe 

ERFECTED BY THE REPUBLICANS lose rnin of the same sort 

The Democratic party can not claim originality for the policy in H Irl is prospered with free hides is testified from all 
augurated by Cleveland and the Mills bill. When the President’s ito HN bE. Russ of M tts s of the opera 
message was read to us last December, and when the press was teem- | ' otf n hide 
ing with the varied criticisms of public men upon it, was struck and | » this te . { "= 
amused likewise with the animadversion of one Republican Congress- , s in 1870 or 1871 w ted les 1,000 | is 
man to the effect that there was not an originalidea init. True, there | ‘ m Swo Of turee y a that ¢ vill not xact In 
we re some original and pungent observations, such as that ‘‘ we confront 1s t aati i 7 ee t = a 2 ee se : i 4 on 00 = 1s . 
a condition, not a theory,’’ and that the discussion of protection and le yea Phat is a raw mate f t t i shoe industr und 
free trade was a mere ‘* bandying of epithets,’’ and that ‘‘ free trade | SmRS POW BEAN that dl. second of the , 
is absolutely irrelevant.’’ But the Republican critic was right in tl % , 
remark that it contained no original idea. Neither do I hope to in , x 5 . 
vent an original idea in my remarks, nor have I seen an original idea os a , pitcit.l 
as yet in any of the observati« of the regiment of speakers who have : pena + aye slay . ' 
delivered their views. ae Poesy oe ' ; ae 

Napoleon did not have an original idea when he charged the enemy's ar — He 
center at Wagram, but he struck the right blow in an old-fashi mer 7 a On -- . j 
way at the right time, and proved himself master of the art of war i ' baved 40 the extankor 00 rt 
doing it. Cleveland’s ideas are not original. They are those broad I ‘ he t ithe foot slators 
ideas which have been con irred in by the greatest statesmen of the old sees ' ; New a 
"Whig party, of the modern Republican party, and of the Democrat . 
party alike. The genius he has displayed is not that of the inventor, | § s t 
but that of the c: contemplative, courageous statesman who gathers 
and groups great ideas, and hurls them like a battalion upon the cente ent iter in the Bu » 
of opposition. . 

The Republican party has made a mistake in antagonizing them. | s1 that t 
It has liberally furnished Democracy with the free raw materials « on a. 
argument. Why will it not unite with us in the manufacture of re over $1,000,000 
measures to enforce it? The grievance that they now suffer under i irk you t : nee of f 
the fact that they have preached the President’s doctrines and have | ‘ ss By, a ed 
commenced the inauguration of his policy, and, alas, have halted when | there not as ¢ po i 
they should have pressed forward; and that he hascome and seized the | ing t d : wv i 
field and is now advancing the Democratic flag to victory. Vhy. Mr. | ta ‘ 

President, sixteen years ago the evan what Cleveland 

now completing and they retardi reason? ‘The Siamese, 

it 18 said, paint their teeth black } hey al eve, the devil has i 

white ones. The Democratic t y white and glistening just 

at present, and can be seen through their broad smiles, and this is the how about the wage-earné ) rio 

oniy reason discoverable why the black polish is being so diligently | Suter 1? By no meat 

rubbed upon those of the Republicans Let us look into this Repub- | 1a table compiled by A. R. Whitney, « i i 

lican free-trade business , in the press and by speakers, it appears that ¢ cly wa 
FREE Hi } emakers is $6 in England, $12 int { ta Chis I 

In 1872, there being then a Republican Congress in both Houses and | * ' RJ ‘nage =yhea _— 

umes G. Blaine being Speaker of the House, the Republican party i ependent for his wage ; d tha 
troduced free trade in hides. Under the Walker tariff of 1846 hides | 6°" ee ‘ 
had been taxed 5 per cent., and from 1861 to 1872, 10 per cent. When | 2° *"* ompetitor 
this great change occurred there was no outcry that the country would Hi . a 2 ; , to : 
be ruined, and when General Grant signed the bill as President he was | ? - ae Save oe s cy of fre 
not denounced as conspiring to blow us up with British free trade. raw materials WHICh nas been so ben . ‘ t 

The effect of free trade in hides for sixteen years has been fully | ts Jet this big item go to th . 
tested. In no respect has the country received any injury from it: in | FRE! PLEMENTED BY FRI FREI 
many respects it has received benefits. Cattle have multiplied and in- AND FR rt 


creased in value. The number of oxen and other cattle furnishing With tl lemonstrated beneficial effect of putting hid free- 


hides has increased from 16,000,000 head to 34,000,000 head. Thatis | list before them, the Mills bill has extended the policy to other raw ma- 
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terials that stand in a similar category, and the leading free-list items | 
are as follow 

Woo), now paying a tax of 
Lumber, now paying a tax of 
Ball, now paying a tax of eave 
Tin-piate, now paying a tax of.... 


pein verees penieinnsiiinneedimnaadighmebaiiie $5, 899, 816.63 | 
eo» 1,039, 207. 35 | 

676, 865. 50 
5, 706, 433. 89 








13, 322, 323. 37 

These reductions are most vigorously assailed; but when the consider- 

ations for putting them on the free-list, like free hides, are adduced, 
it will be found that they are cogent and convincing. 


FREE SALT. 


Salt is the necessity of nature. The land is filled with it, the sea is 
seasoned with it, the quick rejoice in it, and the dead are preserved 
by it. ‘The dumb beasts gather to the salt-licks, and all animated nat- 
ure secks it and needs it as they need light, heat, water, and air. Itis 
the prime tonic of existence. 

Sixty millions of people, 12,000,000 of horses, 2,000,000 of mules, 
14,000,000 of milch-cows, 33,000,000 of other cattle, and 44,000,000 
sheep all yearn for salt. 

The farmer needs it for his stock, the dairyman for his butter, the 
meat-packer for his meat, the fisherman for his fish, the housewife for 
her pickle, the physician for his pharmacy, and everybody for his | 
victuals. 

Thomas Jefferson recommended free salt in his message of 1806, and | 
Thomas Benton called the denial of it ‘‘ impiety against nature.”’ Re- 
publican statesmen have joined with Democrats in demanding it, and 





as 


now Democracy in the Mills bill tenders free salt, and the abolition 
thereby of more than half a million of taxes which are now paid upon 
the importation of a million and a half dollars’ worth of it—a tax of 33 
per cent, 

Duties are now remitted upon salt used in curing fish taken by | 
licensed vessels or in curing fish on the shores of the navigable waters 
of the United States, 

Why is it the fisherman has a privilege denied to the farmer, the 
dairyman, and the meat-packer? Upon what salt do these our fisher- 
men feed, that they have grown so great? Is not this in contravention 
of the Constitation, that requires duties to be uniform throughout the 
United States, and why shall not all have free salt? 

If free salt be not advantageous, why have the Republicans inflicted 
it upon our fishermen? If it be advantageous, why have they refused 
it to our farmers as well? 

FREE LUMBER, 

As soon as the savage begins civilized ways he wants a house to live 
in, a lot fenced in, a bedstead to sleep upon, a bench or chair to sit 
upon, and utensils to work with; and with the timber of the felled for- 
est he makes them. Infancy is rocked in acradle, old age totters upon 
a@ cane, and death reclines in a coffin; and the forest farnishes them. 

The hut and the palace, the table, the wagon, the car, the ship, the 
bridge, the plow, the plane, all these spring trom the same source; and 
the lumber tax fixes upon them—couches in the cradle, climbs into the 
pulpit, and dies not in the grave. 

Free lumber is in the Mills bill, to release over a million of surplus 
taxes and to give to nature fair play. 

Lumber is not an article that responds readily tosupply and demand. 
It is limited in quantity, and he who plants can not live to reap. It 
is limited in locality, and distant transportation eats up its value as it 

roes, 

: t has been pointed out by Republican representatives, as well as 
Democratic, that the lumber kings have possessed themselves of four- 
fifths of the white-pine region east of the Rocky Mountains; that Cana- 
dian workmen cross the boundary line, take the places of Americans as 
hired timber-cutters, and carry home their wages; that a few hundred 
men monopolize the timber possessions; and that by the enforced destruc- 
tion of our forests agriculture is being injured by changed climatic con- 
ditions, and our timber resources are being rapidly despoiled. Already 
the people of the North and West are seeking by timber-culture acts 
and arbor days to create er replenish their timber supplies; and if im 
1869, when Blaine spoke so warmly in behalf of the frontiersmen, we 
needed free lumber, how much the more do we need it now! 

FREE TIN-PLATE, 

There is not a pound of tin-plate manufactured in the United States. 
There is not a tin mine open in the United States. The people need 
tin for the roofs over their heads, for the cups and buckets they drink 
out of, for the plates they eat out of, and for the cans in which they 
preserve their food. The rich may supply its place from roof and gut- 
ter to table and kitchen; but it is the poor man’s metal, and the peo- 
ple of this country, without protecting a single miner or manufacturer 
of tin, pay a needless tax upon its importation of $5,000,700 a year. 

An attempt was made in the House of Representatives to increase 
this tax, it being argued that some day or other somebody or other 
would find a tin mine and somebody else or other would manufacture 
tin; and it was urged that the broad doctrine of protection should an- 
ticipate the future and hold out its sheltering arms to enfold the in- 
fant industry that might possibly be born when the lucky star should 
arise in the now darkened heavens. 
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I have seen somewhere an account of a comic drama in which Adam 


| passes across the stage going to Paradise to becreated. The high-tariff 


tin-plate statesmen evidently caught their cue from sofne such inspira- 
tion; but I expect that the plain, common-sense people of the country 
will hardly be willing to pay over five millions of tax a year for a ticket 
to the great protection theater while waiting for the curtain to rise and 
disclose the play which some unborn dramatist is to write and some 
unborn actor is to play. 

In one county in the district from which I come, the county of Bote- 
tourt, there are now twenty-taree fruit and vegetable canneries. The 
thrifty peopie of that county, and indeed now of that entire section, 
are covering their fields with gardens and orchards, and the tin can is 
the conveyance that carries their produce to market. Two millions’ 
worth of canned salmon, fourteen millions’ worth of canned lard, four 
millions’ worth of canned fruits and meats reach consumers from dif- 
ferent parts of the country in the same way. 

The tax on tin-plate is 33 per cent. of its cost, and the manufacture 
of tin cans isa large and growing industry in New York, Chicago, 
Philadelphia, and Baltimore, the latter city turning out annually 150,- 
000,000 cans. Manufacturers, producers, and consumers have a com- 
mon interest in free tin-plate, and Democracy tenders it in the Mills 


| bill. 


FREE WOOL, 

Every human being needs a covering for his head, his body, his feet, 
his bed, and desires it for his floor. A cheap hat, a cheap suit of clothes, 
cheap stockings, a cheap blanket, and a cheap carpet will supply them. 
Cheapshoes have come with free hides to make them out of, and it is a 
little difficult to see why the freedom that we stand upon should not en- 
velop our frames, cover our heads, and be vouchsafed to us in free wool. 
Sixty millions of free people stand in need ‘of these necessities, the 
Northern people amidst the snows more than the Southern people 
under genial suns. 

There are about forty-four millions of sheep and about one million of 
sheep-owners in the United States. Suppose it were true, which I 
deny, that a cheap protection to the human back would make cheap 
wool on the sheep’s back, and that some profit would be lost to the 
one million of sheep-owners to give the gain to sixty millions of wool 
wearers, would not cheap clothes to the many be better than dear wool 
to the few? 

The venerable and much respected Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
RILL], who I regret has been called from his place, thinks that Presi- 
dent Cleveland showed wantof sympathy for the owners of small flocks 
of sheep in advocating free wool. I wonder that it did not occur to 
him that sympathy for the many who have no flocks and who want 
clothes was just as Christian a virtue, and more in accordance with the 
scriptural injunction to ‘‘ remember the poor.’’ 

It is very unlikely that free wool would either diminish the number 
of sheep in the United States or depreciate the price of wool; for this 
reason, that the more goods a manutacturer can make and sell the more 
wool he will want and the cheaper he can sell, and that now the 
American manufacturer is restricted both in materials and market. A 
small profit on a large output is more remunerative than a large profif 
on a small output; and thus the seeming paradox is answered of cheaper 
clothes with a firm price for wool. The American manufacturer can 
not now compete with his British rival, because that rival gets free 
wool from all parts of the world; and he can not. Henceitis that we 
import forty-four millions worth of woolens a year and pay thereupon 
twenty-nine millions of tax. 

We need annually over 600,000,000 pounds of wool to supply our 
market, an average of about 10 pounds to the man; and we produce, in 
round numbers, less than 300,000,000 of pounds, or about 4 pounds to 
the man. We have got to buy more than we produce, and no good 
reason can be assigned for taxing the people upon wool in order to force 
us to pay big prices to foreigners of $5,899,816.63, unless the Repub- 
lican doctrine of taxing luxuries and not necessaries be interpreted to 
show that clothes are not included in their bill of fare amongst the 
necessaries of life. 

The cattle from which free raw hides are taken are worth about 
twelve times as much as the sheep from which wool is taken. Why 
is the lesser ‘‘ protected’’ and the larger left free? 

Wool is now taxed an estimated average of about 26 per cent. and 
woolen goods 68 per cent. If the one million of sheep-owners lose the 
benefit of a 26 per cent. tariff, let it be remembered that at the same 
time fifty-nine millions of people who own no sheep will get the benetit 
of 30 per cent. reduction in the tariff on woolen goods effected by the 
Millis bill, and that our woolen manufacturers will at the same time be 
put in a position to compete with foreign manufacturers. 

Experience has not shown that the high tariff increases either the 
number of sheep or the price of our domestic wool. There are half a 
million less sheep in Pennsylvania to-day under a high tariff on wool 
than in 1869 with a lower tariff, and a million less in New York. In 
Michigan under an increased tariff in 1867 sheep reduced in number 
from four to two millions. Under the existing high tariff the number 
of sheep decreased four millions from 1886 to 1887. 

The labor cost in sheep-raising is less than in almost any industry. 
The sheep raise themselves in regidns where population can not thrive 
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toil only brings this precious fruit to the | t to witness its 
ure by tax-gatherez and its disappe rance into the darkness of a Treas- 


ury vault, which, like the sea, f 3 to back its dead 
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that they have heretofore abolished hundreds of 
They are well aware of the chai ' f 
lican policy in regard to them. They know full well that the vast 
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A large number of articles in which no change of rate is made between the present 


and the proposed tariff—Continued. 


| Tariff tax oa 


Articles, | 


SCHEDULE A—continued, | 












none: | 
cincinnati telecast ie nile biede | 

Fancy, pe rfume d, and all dese criptions ‘of toilet abs a 
POUND cerssdiccncrdense atinsoteeutvanasee sespenerbesinebmegbhsunereesan tapaneadiereeseuaielie 
Sumac: 

IIIT totais cn sshinis eiimab edecage initia cll kapehiniamidmmemanteiadiniiaeenaalal 

SPINE il cleiinicdcicricbriend'seacxeupiiatiniledsocetiseiaiabadodiaticdtidadidiann sed tial 
Acid: 

Acetic, acctous, or pyroligneous not exceeding the specific 

SITE GS RANE suv scnncssny nse envncenconnpsnengngeaneainianinrin eieiitiininctgsent 

CII co cushicd ditenen vasiestn Woo wtobaalnies ond 

NG incre cine cdeinedititesiiinsvisdisniaieuniaimiagiicii | 
Camphor, a | 
IOI TEE GENIN \.00 snnits odlinee<scnpshpnnnihinhiibnastebaeninudaedtel 
Dextrine, burnt stare b, gum ‘substitute or British gum. | 
ORS OOD CLAUD DRE ioc cveczvicnrccisenteihbtnicinensiioesowteimineen | 
Oil of bay leaves, essential, or bay ram essence or oil.. | 
Soda and potassa, tartrate of Rochelle salt......c0.....000++ ae 
Strychnia or strychnine and all salts thereof...... ee 
Tartars, partly refined, including less CEFN. reomvereormrrearomney 
Ammonia: 

Anhydrous, liquefied by pressure..............0.sesceeseneessseereseedesees 


Ss )..lldl 
Muriate of, or sal-ammoniac. 
SOE Qilesccccncneseats anes 
Sulphate of... 
Asbestos, manufactured... fi 
Cement, Roman, Portland, and all Others.....cs0ss.cosssescsesosseeeeeseees | 
Ww hiting and Paris white: 
| 
‘| 


RET ecuccttadies tac 
Ground in oil or putty....... 

Prepared chalk, precipitated chaik, ‘French. chalk, red ‘chaik, 
and all other chalk preparations which are not specially 
enumerated or provided for in this act.............:ccccssseneeseees 

CRG AD BING ode exten icsnnetne sxensssecnzsscemnnessecncseatonn 

Cobalt, oxide of.. 

Potash, hydriodate, 














SERED, CRN, SOD i aiiccncescesesvtmamseanvints senses | 
SENEN TEED. = cn cide ssened nll dshaliveonacnnninn poebineasiatiaganbdinieimmeiidinn aeminliadeties tina 
Ail coal-tar colors or dyes by whatever name known and not 
specifically enumerated or provided for in this act............ 
The eee = known as bone black, and ivory drop black, and 
JOTIE CBD .,.. .cccccercecee cesscoreccecseerssees cosescsesececeseeeess cevcescscece seseee 
Ocher ochery earths, umber and umber earths, and sienna and 
sienna earths when ground in oil. . i 
All preparations known as essential oils, expressed. ‘oils, “dis- 
tilled oils, rendered oils (except olive oil, salad oil, whale 
oil, seal oil, and neat’s-foot oil) alkalies, alkaloids, and all 
combinations of any of the foregoing and all chemical 
compounds and salts, by whatever name known, n. 0. p.. 
All earths or clays, wrought or manufactured, n. 0. P.........cccereees 
Alcoholic preparations : | 



















Aleoholic perfumery, including coiogne water.. ey 
- tilled spirits, containing 50 per cent, of anhydrous alco- 
DIDI. 2n0<nsanncncestnted snnvetenconsnpeetestesnbidengoenbeheunbedmensieubeeseessenhee 
Ak ‘ohol, containing 94 per cent, of anhydrous alcohol. 
Alcoholic COMAPOUNGAG, B..O. Poveresecocesess cavecenescocconcnsves vesoos 
CARP ODOT. cn ss0ccessncussns etatbetsencantnhnahinaniaeehnutaninabcnninemriiiiccnminiin 
Collodien, and all compounds of pyroxyline, by whatever name 
known onaaeecphanuns eubundsbencogtiieiehiestnebvesteeiaiibeonaiabivke eveccecen: 


Rolled or in sheets, but not made up into articles... 

When in finished or partly finished articles............. 
BERGE, SRUPUTIC...0.000000crcccmreccseseonpesscucnsshouperensoasosse . 
Hoffman's anody ne ...........0cceseceesnees 
lodoform a 
Ether, nitrous, spirits Oe in 
Santonine. 
Amylic acohol, or fusel oil.......... 
Oil of cognac, or cenanthic ether 
Fruit ethers, oils, or essences... 
Oi) or essence of rum......... 
Ethers of all kinds, n, o. p. sil 
Coloring for brand y,.,......c:.ccccccesesseees icshioesibenitdli gnitelainlnn aaitionnnnieaaiies 
Preparations: 

All medicinal preparations, known as essences, ethers, ex- 
tracts, mixtures, spirits, tinctures and medicated wines, 
of which alcohoi is a component?part, 1, 0, P......cseeerierseeee 

Varnishes of all kinds............. sovntnsecangianecent enpiinatniliowh al 
DeseGh WRIT occnscccsensss ses ensmotensbdensinshtacescsuepnbin ta bvadeghiaiivts ouaead 
Opium, prepared for smoking and all other preparations of opi- 
um not specially enumerated or peovtdel for in this act.. 
Opium, aqueous extract of, for medicinal uses, and tincture of, 
as laudanum and all ‘liquid preparations of ene not stat 
cially enumerated or provided for in this act.... ase 





SCHEDULE B.—EARTHENWARE AND GLASSWARE. 

Stoneware, above the capacity of ten gallons........ pit tein vinaiahiind 
Fire-brick, and roofing and paving tile, n. o. p.. o al 
Wo eMang GUBIIG..« 0242000000000, 0cces0respens vonngncosapninataeuencan caspebananehetiedasessns 
Green and colored glass bottles, vials, demijohns, and carboys 
covered or uncovered, pickle or preserve jars, and other 
plain, molded, or pressed green and colored ee glass, 

not cut, engraved, or painted, N. 0. DP... pola os 

If filled, and not otherwise in this act provided cue ecco 

Fliot and lime glass bottles and vials and other plain, molded, 

ressed flint or lime glassware, n, o. 

If “fille d,and not otherwise in this act prov ided for, said 
articles shall pay exclusive of contents, in addition to the 





Brea BUA GO OREN on. 50 cas exons 2m neseren greene cssovannmnennmamhe mnsniatin 
Articles of glass, cut, engraved, painted, colored, printed, 

stained, silvered, or gilded, not including plate-g ase (ex- 

cept German looking-glass plates made of tela £ 


ON Bi]VETEA)......022000 sercecceereseeorovcsrecccesnesscoveesecssesessceeesreeee ens 


eac 


h $100 


worth under 
the present 

law and the 
Mills bill. 


5 $3 
z 
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A large number of articles in which no change of rate is made between the present 


and the proposed tariff—¢ ontinued. 


| Tariff tax on 


Articles, 


SCHEDULE B.—EARTHENWARE AND GLASSWARE—continued. 


All glass bottles and decanters, and other like vessels of glass 
shall, if filled, pay the same rates of duty in addition to any 
duty ‘chargeable on the contents, as if not filled, except as in 
this act otherwise specially provided for. 

Cylinder and crown glass, polished, not enneoting 10x15 inches 
square... oommtote ne de d 
Above that and not exceeding ‘16x24 inches | square... dbonevesivessees 
Above that and not exceeding 24x30 inches square... ........... 
Above that and not exceeding 24x60 inches square............... 
Unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window glass not ex- 
ceeding 10x15 inches square ............. 
Fluted, rolled, or rough plate glass, not exceeding 10x15 ‘inches 








sq . 
Above that and not e eding ‘16x24 ‘inches square. 
Above that and not exceeding 24x30 inches square 
BED GG FI cere cirmnnsrncsencduigabineninineareststematninanineitisscseesess 

Cast polished plate glass, unsilyered, not exceeding 10x15 inches 

uare.. Sinwinelipienentelaniccincmensitblinnttabiwiessenencaniene 
Above that. and not exceeding 16x24 inches square.. ve 
Above that and not exceeding 24x30 inches ene... or 
Above that and not exceeding 24x60 inches square............... 
All above that... - 
Cast polished plate glass, ‘silvered or | 
exceeding 10x15 inches square.. 
Above that and not exceeding 16x24 ‘inches square.. 
Above that and not exceeding 24x30 inches square.. 
But no looking-glass plates or plate glass silvered, ‘when. 
framed, shall pay a less rate of duty than that im posed upon 
similar glass of like description not framed, but shall be 
liable to pay in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad valorem, 








looking-giass. piates 





SCHEDULE C,—METALS, 


Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or re- 


siduum from burnt I ica dininideencaptencerenentridaiienscruneciors 
Sulphur ore, as pyrites or sulphuret of iron in its natural state 
containing not more than 3} per cent. of copper... - 


Provided, That ore containing more than 2 per cent. of. copper 
shall pay in addition thereto 2} cents per pound for the copper 
contained therein, 

Spiegel-eisen, wrought and cast scrap iron, and scrap steel........ 

But nothing shall be deemed scrap iron or scrap steel except 
waste or refuse iron or steel that has been in actual use and 
is fit only to be manufactured. 

Bar iron, rolled or hammered, comprising round iron not less 
than three-fourths of one inch in diameter, and square iron 
not less than three-fourths of one inch square.................... 

Provided, Thatall ironin slabs, blooms, loops, or other forms 
less finished than iron in bars and more advanced than pig- 
iron, except castings, shall be rated as iron in bars, and pay 
a ‘duty accordingly; and none of the above iron shall pay a 
less rate of duty than 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

Boiler or other iron. sheared or unsheared, skelp iron, sheared 


eee eee pansion aontus Coben 
Sheet iron thinner than No. 29 wire gau C. wisteiVuibetiectinictbhicniateanse 
Sheet iron or steel, galvanized or coated with zinc or spelter, 

thinner than 25 wire tithe cine eegiataddiarincciavinreeagannves 
Polished, planished or glanced sheet iron, or sheet steel by 

whatever name I cnaikalt ves venstvdab scant suiderscdecatiense ted 


Provided, That plate orsheetor wqsere | iron by whatever name 
designated, other than the polished, planished, or glanced 
herein provided for, which has been pickled or cleaned by acid 
or by any other material or process and which is cold rolled, 
shall pay one-quarter cent per pound more duty than the cor- 
responding gauges of common or black sheet or taggers iron, 
Corrugated or crimped sheet iron or steel... 
Hoop, or band or seroll, or other iron, 8 inches or less in width| 
and not thinner than No. 10 wire gauge. 
Provided, That all articles not specially enumerated or ‘pr o- 
vided for in this act, whether wholly or partly manufactured, 
made from sheet, late, hoop, band, or scroll iron herein pro- 
vided for, orof which such sheet, plate, band, or scroll iron shall 
be the material of chief value, shall pay one-fourth of one cent 
per pound more duty than that imposed on the iron from which 
they are made or which shall be such material of chief value. 
Cast-iron vessels, plates, stov e-plates, and irons, pacioens, 
tailors’ irons, hatters’ irons, and castings of iron n.o. p..... 
Malleable iron castings not specially enumerated or provi fed 
fot Sth CANE BOR ncn ciscrenccrssnsssssincciuvvcersssccosesinnese puiettaasahauiers <avens 
Forgings of iron and steel or forged iron, of whateve 
in whatever stage of manufacture not specially enumer- 
ated or provided for in this act.. aacewineentl 
Weeeghttreh or steel tubes or pipes, other than boiler.. 
CII Re ciccsvcncrcecicgns coset sensinsidepniceimcccennaspro none vane eens 
Mill-ptt and drag saws not over 9 inches ed larch ranSiecalii 
Over 9 inches wide (none imported in 1886 or 1887). 

Clrerlar CR WB..ss.vc2ccscersseseccese sisal anita alatnigineliubnantanhdnareldinbikeeted 
Steel ingots, s od ingots, blooms, slabs, by whatever process. 
made, d ea locks on ane billets ae bars and tapered 

or beveled bars, bands, hoops, strips and sheets of all 

gauges and wid ~, plates of all thicknesses and widths, 
steamer cranks other shafts, wrist or crank pins, con- 
necting-rods and piston-rods, pressed, sheared, or stamped 

sha or blanks nf sheet or plate steel or combination of 

- and iron punched or not punched, hammer molds 
steel, gun molds, not in bars, alloys used as 

qubetianen for ata tools; all descri tions and shapes of 

drys and loam or iron molded st castings; all of the 
above classes of steel not ally perreeee for in thie. 
act, valued at 4 cents a pound or less... oes 
Above 4 cents a pound and not above 7 cents a ‘pound. eae 











each $100 
worth under 
the present 
law and the 

Mills biil. 


$7. 23 
16.79 
18,90 
61.59 
60.71 


14.16 
23. 88 


2763 
49.4) 
17.3) 
20. 15 
3.56 
78.40 
152.94 
10. 8) 


27.57 


41,16 
25. 04 


30, 34 


48.16 


1.01 
30. 00 
78.55 
41.60 


36. 09 


39. 00 


80.78 
25. 04 
62. 29 
20.12 
12. 86 


22. 50 


30. 00 
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1 é m ticles in fy 
t the ‘ i 
ia t x 
‘ th u 
t pres + 
vy and 
- ‘ ! 
Let rots l t oms ‘ ‘ ‘ ( . ‘ 
\ la e 7 ce 3a pound and t e, 10 cents | 14 
pound . i Ww t a 
Above 10 cents 3+ per pound 18 : 
Provided, That on steel bars, rods, strips, or ste¢ lof w in t i i i 
sheets of whatever shape, and on alliron or steel | ngs of rreg ) ‘ ou ate 
lar shape or section, cold rolled, cold hammered, or Polis! | t t 5 
any way in addition tothe ordinary process of hot ng All Acco inmanufa ! 
hammering, there shall be paid one-fourth of a cent per pound | ‘I l 
in addition to the rates provided in this act; and on stcel« | ‘I ifa ed, of ind st 
cular saw plates there shall be paid 1 cent per pound in add | > specia 
tion t& se rate provided in this act. 
Iron or steel rivet, screw, nail, and fence wire, rods, round in | is ! s r-fl inufact i f gz 1 
coils and loops not lighter than No. 5 wire gauge, valued | ‘ yandy cled, sex l i oth vis 
at cents or less per pound 1. 47 | 3 t 
Screws, commonly called wood-screws, 2 inches or over in length 26.17 | Tol 1 ifa i, 5 
One inch and less than 2 inches in length 61.17 | 
Over one-half inch and less than 1 inch in length 54. 05 
One-half inch and less in length 44 | i. 
Iron or steel wire smaller than No. 5 and not smaller than No lve : a 
10 wire Zauge .......00..+0++ : ; ddunnes 26. 34 : ‘ 
Smaller than No. 10 and not smaller than No. 16 wire gauge..} 15. 04 z : - 
Smaller than No. 16 and not smaller than No. 26 wire gaug 38. 26 . : ” : 
Smaller than No. 26 wire gauge Seapine 6. 80 
Provided, That iron or steel wire, covered with cotton, silk, | : 
or other material,and wire commonly known as crinoline, cor j : : . 
set, and hat wire, shall pay 4 cents per pound in addition to t | ; a) ‘ = nee 4.2 
foregoing rates: And provided further, That no article made : -" - ~ 
from iron or steel wire, or of which steel or iron is a component . the 
part of chief value, shall pay a less rate of duty than the iron o1 “ge 
steel wire from which it is made, wholly or in part: And pro- | oe 
videu further, That iron or steel wire cloths and iron or steel | ' = 
wire nettings, made in meshes of any form, shall pay a duty 
equal in amount to that imposed on iron or steel wire of the | “ 
same gauge, and 2 cents a pound in addition thereto. JT e} 2a SS 
shall be paid on galvanized iron or steel wire (except fence wir : 
one-half of 1 cent per pound in addition to the rate imposed on | . 42.64 
the wire of which it is made. On iron wire rope and iron wire | ’ H.W 
strand, l cent per pound in addition to the rates imposed on the | i a 
wire of which it is made. On steel wire rope and wire strand, } | aa os : : 
2 cents per pound in addition to the rates imposed on the wire | a BS, I ao oe 14. 32 
of which it is made. | | = pace 
The Mills bill adds the following provision Ot sh, pickled AFTe!S 
Iron and steel wire and iron and steel wire galvanized, and } roreign-caught fish x pore 1 otherwise than in bar 3 or 
all manufacture of iron and steel wire and of iron and steel | a arreis, whether fres smoked, dried, salted, or 
wire galvanized, shall pay the duties now provided by | . I ed, n ef 
law: Provided, That no such duty shall be in excess of 60 OVIES ANG SAFCINES, PACKCE IN O12 OF OLhEI wine n 
per cent. ad valorem. Steel not specially enume d or ce meas g not more than es: : cs 
provided for in this act............-....000 seacnilocn | £5.00 | wide, and nches deep id 
s Argentine Albata, or German silver unmanufactured 5. 00 , pO xes , = not . nv 4 &, * 
x All composition metal of which copper isa component mater ' Pads , ace accep 
of chief value n. o. p 1 } xes suring a am 43 x 
All manufactures of copper or of which copper shall be a con } - ow ane 8 ace] ents ¢ : 
ponent of chief value not specially enumerated or pro , lina oth . ay 
vided for in this act ‘ 5 0 | I served 1, except a i sard ’ 
Brass, in bars or pig, old brass, and clippings from brass or | { 13. % we : 8 Br fish, pre lor presery A} 
Dutch metal . i a7 ts, = meats Of all &K is, P ‘ 
4 Nickel. nickel oxide alloy of any kind in which nickel is the , ANG GAUCESOF Ail Kinds, N. 0. p 
2 element of chief valu ‘ — 10.73 | t otatoes, Io 5 per bushes sount a the . 
5 Bronze powder as ; “— ek 15. 00 ; 3¢ to 
“4 Cutlery, n. 0. p aiid ae 5. 00 Vegetables, prepared or } served AS 
Dutch or bronze metal in leaf...... sieae ‘ i | 10.00 | Vines 
Steel plates, « aved, stereotype plates...... ocecceeuse i 2 ) no oe 
2 } M4 
Muskets, rifles, and other fire-arms, n. 0. p , 25.00 | a sre 
All sporting breech-loading shotguns, and pistols of all kinds = 0K) I res ¢ ty not exces o eet 
Forged shotgun-barrels, rough-bored.... : ia 10.09 In e-] . Rete) tex > . ! 
Pen-knives, pocket-knives of all kinds, and razors....... | 5). 00 In : ~ , xceed t t of the i 
Swords, sword-blades, and side-arms.. 35. 00 I hears 
mons 





Pen-holders’ tips and pen-holders or parts thereof.. .. 30. OO 
Pins, solid head or-other : | 30. 00 


Britannia-ware and plaited and gilt articles and wares of all 








’ 


i a a: PS ARR Ss he Se 
t 


















kinds ‘ ‘ ‘ ’ 5. 00 
; i 
iver leaf...... = wenaedidy eeindealls 7 19. 57 " - 
nes and grape 
SCHEDULE D WOOD AND WOODEN-WARES. } lits preserved |} their ow ga 1 fruit 4 « 
i : ; oO a. Swe meat or fruits preserved 1 suga ts 
When lumber of any sort is planed or finished in addition tothe sirup « 10lasses, not othe S| ed or pt ed for 
rates herein provided there shall be levied and paid for in this act i jellies of all } l 
each side so planed or finished 50 cents per 1,000 feet, board | Nuts 
measure s ; | 7.00 A nds, shelled 
And if planed on one side and tongued and grooved, $1 p« I erts and walnuts of all k - 
1,000 feet, board measure........ . ; : 7.00 Nut il ls, shelled or shelled, 1 | 
And if planed on two sides and tongued and grooved, $1.5 
5 per 1,000 feet, board measure eke 7.00 RSPULS Bas a 
The Mills bill adds the following provisions : sand all her st! r es 
That if any export duty is laid upon the above-mentioned ottles containing each not more than 1 : ‘ 
articles or either of them by any country whence imported, al! than I pint o4 
. ' 7 ’ 
said art:cles imported from said country shall be subject to duty | ( tain not more than 1 pir i ialf 
as now provided by law. j ). Of 
House and cabinet furniture in piece or rough and not finished..| 30. 00 Conta I ulf pint each or s 1. 48 
Casks and barrels, empty, sugar-boxes, shooks and packing- In yntaini more than 1 quart ea { ‘ 
boxes, and packing-box shooks of wood, not specially to $7 per dozen bottles; $2.25 per ga n ex 5 7} 
enumerated or provided for in this act ; ‘ 30.00 | Still wines 
SCHEDULE E.—SUGAR, Bm ene Te 
a Ne hil ‘ | In bottles, $ ) per case of one dozen bottles, containing 
Che Mills bill adds the following provisions | each notn ethan | quartand more an 1 pint, ortwenty- 
Provided, That if an export duty shall hereafter be laid upon four ttles containing each not more than 1 pint; and 
sugar or molasses by any country from whence the same may any excess beyond these quaz es found in such bottles 
be imported, such sugar or molasses so, ima ported shall be subject j shall be subject to a duty of 5 cents per pint or f t : 
to duty as provided by law at the date of the passage of this act part thereof, but no separate duty shall be collected on 
Sugar candy, not colored.............0000ceecceeeees eeusseces vous : 59. 29 the bottles . 








8966 


A nun f ri which no change of rate is made bet 
the proposed tari Continu 
. > 
' j ontinued, 
Vermuth, the same duty as on BT UNG iunictniainaainbiiaeies 
Wi id nd other spirituous liquors, imported in bottle, 
sil bey ced in packages containing not less than one 
duzen es in each package, and all such bottles, ex- | 
cept numerated or provided for in this act, | 
ail pay an additional duty of 3 cents for each bottle. 


a oth« is manufactured or distilled from grain 
or other mate and not specially enumerated or pro 
vided for in this act, $2 per proof galion..... . 

On all compounds or prepa arations of which ae od spirits : are 
component part of chief value, n.o. p., there shall be levied | 
a duty of notless than that imposed upon distilled spirits. 


Brandy a: r spir } 
‘rials, | 





Cordials, liqueurs, arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafia, and 
otoer similar spirituous beverages or bitters containing 
spirits, n.o. p., $2 per proof galion........ 


Bay-rum or bay-water,whether distilled or com pounde ed. $1 per r 
allon of first proof, and in proportion, for any greater 
strength than first proof......... . | 
glass, stone, orearth- | 








Ale, porter, and beer, in bottles or jugs of 

enwart Snaomioeie hen oo o20s 90s seoves coase 
Otherwise than in bottles or ugs of glass, stone, orearthenware 
Ginger ale, or g TI iia ornlainenpeshitah gw iniaieneeliananelionee 






e or additional duty shali becollec ted on bot- 


3 contain the same 


Jut no sepa 
tles or jug 





SCHEDULE JI,.--COTTON AND COTTON GOODs, 


On stocking 
made on knitting 
of cotton, and not he 


s, hose, half-hose, shirts, and drawers, and all goods 
machines or frames, composed wholly 
rein otherwise provided for .. 





On stockings, half-hose, shirts, and drawers, fashioned, nar- 
rowed, or shaped wholly or in part by knitting machines 
or frames, or knit by hand, and composed ny of cot- 
ton... siinlicisata dele onebenaehaes sania janie be dearae 

Cotton cords, braids, gimps, galloons, webbing | goring, sus- 
penders, braces, and all manufac tures of cotton, SN Te 
and corsets of whatever material composed.. earn 

Cotton laces, embroideries, insertings, trimmings, ‘Jace ¥ win- 
dow curtains, cotton and damask, hemmed handker- 





en Sse eer 


chiefs, and cotton velvet.. 

Cuffs, collars, shirts and other mz anufactures of wearing ‘ap- 

parel, made in whole orin hee of linen, n. Ps and hy- 
aout hose ; 

Flax or linen laces and inse rti ngs, embroide ries, or “manufact- 
ures of linen, if embroidered or tamboured in the loom 
or otherwise, by ae or with the needle or other 
process, n. 0. p...... ose 

Seines and seine gilling twi ine. 





—WooL 


AND WOOLENS, 


SCHEDULE K, 


Hemp and jute carpeting, 6 cents per square yard: 
Carpets and carpetings, of wool, flax, or cotton, or parts of 


either or other material not herein specified.................... 
All other mats not exclusively of vegetable material, rugs, 
SOTSSAGS, SHVSED, MABVOOB oe asec oscvse cecene conventocecconceesquscsotscens ee 


SCHEDULE L.—SILK AND SILK GOODS, 


Silk, partially manufactured from cocoons or from waste silk, 
and not further advanced or manufactured than carded 
or combed silk, 50 cents per pound...................20.ccceseeeees cerees 
Thrown silk in gum, not more advanced than singles, tram, 
organzine, sewing-silk, twist, floss in the gum, and spun 
silk, silk threads, or yarns of every description, purified 
or dye.i....... 
stings, mohair cloth, silk twist, or other manufactures of 
eloth, woven or made in patterns of such size, shape, or 
form or cut in such manner as to be fit for buttons exclu- 





On Ia 





Bl VelY... ccc» cundeoungounee esenne sapune «sense sscunscensceqee 
All goods, wares, and. me rchandise, n. 0. p., made ‘of silk or of 
which silk is the component material of chief value........... 


SCHEDULE M.-—-BOOKS, PAPERS, ETC. 


Books, pamphlets, printed in English, bound or unbound, and 
all printed matter,n. o. p., engravings, bound or anbound, 
etchings, illustrated books, maps, and charts.............. avai 

The Mills bill alters as follows: 

Bibles, books, and pamphlets, printed in other languages 
than English, and books and pamphilets and al! publica- 
tions of foreign governments, and publications of foreign 
societies, historical or scientific, printed for gratuitous | 
Cistributlion ..........ccceceersereerereees | 

Biank-books, bound or unbound, and blank-books for press 

copying . 

Paper, manufi vctures of, or of which paper isa component | 

materi: ul, n. oO. p.. neil 

Sheathing paper | 

Paper han; gings and paper for screens or fire-boards, paper | 

antiquari an, demy , drawing, elephant, foolscap, imperial, 
letter, note, and all other paper, a. o p.. 
Pulp, dried, for paper-makers’ use.......... 












SCHEDULE N,—SUNDRIES, 


Alabaster and spar stationery and ornaments...... : 
Baskets and all other articles composed of grass osier, paim- 
leaf, whalebone, or willow, or straw, n. o, p.. 





weet eee eenene 








een the present 


Tariff tax on 
each $100 
worth under 
the present 
law and the 
Mills bill. 





( 57.38 





49.00 


25. 09 


30. 00 
25, 00 


40.00 
40.00 


19. 08 


30. 00 


10.00 
50. 00 


25. 00 


Free list. 
20. 00 

15. 00 

10. 00 


25.00 
10, 00 


10. 00 
30. 09 
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? 
A large number of articles in which no change of rate is me betw the 4 t 
and the proposed tarig—Continues 
Tariff tax on 
each $100 
4 worth under 
ux the present 
law and the 
Mins bill, 
UEDULE N,—SUNDRIES—continued, 
manufactures of........-.cccsec0s a ati $25. ( 
Bone, horn, ivory, or vegetable ivory, | manufactures ” 

“ O, Pevcocesee seccsveces encecene: coesnncesscceserecvecsess . », OY 
Bon , hs its, and hoods for me n, women, and childre n, com- | 

pos sed of chip, grass, palm-leaf, willow, or straw, ora j 

other vegetable subgjanc e, hair, wh: \lebone, or other ma- | 

terial, n.o.p scoconcoscsssce! 30. 00 
PBouillons, or cannetille, metal threads, file or ‘gespin ig alate | . 00 
Burr-Stones, mz wnufactured or bound up into mill-stones............ | 20. 00 
Buttons and button-molds, n. o. p., not including brass, gilt, or | 

GEASS RUE cccinsiniisoviiimiandoces ee al 25.00 
Cane dl les and tapers of all kinds... ple 20.00 
Curd-cases, pocket-books, shell boxes, and all similar articles, 

of whatever material composed and by whatever name 

OR Bu Oi Derecanpsensectemstinn aciminememiaenans ‘ 35, 00 
Chronometers, box or ship’s, and parts thereof . 10. 00 
Clocks ar d Pp arts of clocks.. ‘ 30. 00 
Coach and harness furniture of all cinds, saddlery, coach and 

harness hardware, silver-plated, brass, brass- plated, or 

< covered, common tinned, burnished or japanned, n. o. p... 35. 00 
c oa 

Slack or culm, suchas will passthrough a half-inch sereen..... 39. 86 

Bituminous, and shale 24. 31 
COKE. ..... .+-ssssacssorncererererserenscosceraccses seasssssnse cesses uscessneesees sense sreecsses 20. 00 
Combs « ull kinds. a 30.00 
Compositions of glass or paste, when not set. = 10. 00 
Coral, cut, manufactured, or set.. j 25. 00 
Corks and cork-bark, manufactured. scien 25. 00 
Crayons of all kinds 20. 00 
Dice, draughts, chessmen, chess-balls, billiard and bagatelle 

balls, of ivory or bone.. 50. 00 
Emery grains and emery, manufactured, ground, pulverized, or 

WOTOG cscrecsrisess in 24.58 
Epaulets, gs aces, knots, stars, tassels, and wings, of 

gold, silver, or other metal... siiliaaniiaail nonunion pnlaveeneen piinilinintiy chin 20.00 
ESO SETS BE Ba aaa ithbiencinivcinnintnininintntenvinibdnblitnrendeew 100. 00 
Floor matting and floor mats exclusively of vegetable substances 20. 00 
F ulminates, fulminating powders, and all like articles, n.o. p... 30.00 
PR, GEOICROD TI GE FA Dictdet iciindsa cline sinpicvadiniennietnntewe ns 30, 00 
Gunpowder andall explosiv e substances used for mining, bia t- 

ing, artillery or sporting purposes 

When valued at 20 cents or less per ‘pound paddtnncbestesanteinincin 34.13 
Valued at 20 cents per pound............ . 8. 46 
Hair-cloth known as“ crinoline cloth, ” and all ‘other manufact- 

ures of hair, 1. 0. P......00- jndennieenenesi 30.00 
Hair-cloth known as “ hair seating’. einai 24.01 
REO PO i vadcaniccnisctetincieniviiindeeiniaiinnemnnecsieesitbinanieaatin Dimenereidisenss 30, 00 
Hats, materials for, braids, plaits, flats, willow sheets and 

squaresjused for making or ornamenting hats,bonnets,and 

hoods, composed of straw, chip, grass, palm-leaf, willow, 

hair, whalebone, or any vegetable substance or material, 

TB. GD coccscnsssedvervevisensbenenccesees-o6n ereve econo 20. 00 
Hatters’ furs, not on the skin, and dressed ‘furs on the skin....... | 20. 00 
India- rubber fabrics, composed wholly or in part of India-rub- | 

BO, Tis. Diiccsetcosecitenepsssenscnpuusercesvenscsvenstessesesyeceee’ gece mentees 30.00 
Articles composed of India-rubber, n.o. p. dvcteen 25. 00 
India-rubber boots and shoes.............sss00«+ ul 25. 00 
Jet, manufactures and imitations of 25.00 
Jew elry of all kinds........ soneuee 25. 00 

Leather, bend or belting leather, and Spanish - or other sole 

LOOT, CE BR Mi OD cise sa rerintecacctnnten nner estttnbenseecesenss 15. 00 
Calfskins, tanned, or tanned and dressed, and dressed upper 

leather of all other kinds, and skins dressed and finislied 

of all kinds, n.o. p., and skins of morocco, finished............ 20. 00 
Skins for morocco, tanne iy, NE IO ais ccticc si nderertnsinenesen cence | 10. 00 
All manufactures and articles of leather, or of which leathe 

shall be a component part, n. o. p. ; 30, 00 
RAID us .cuieviignanaeteinias pocsesoesee r 10, 00 
InN i Li ari anid } 19. 87 

But no drawback shall be allowed on oil-cake made from im- | 

ported seed. 

Musical instruments of all kinds ...... épiavioulibamitouabtaninnireuvettestes 25. 00 
Painting in oil or water colors, and statuary, n.o. p..... ‘ 30. 00 
Pencils of wood, filled with lead or other material, and penci ils 

1 RN acathetintiseces erecenanocessescococs pesbheckionédmeenere didbitinsbaseaneiaons 56.18 
Pencil leads not in WOOd.........0.+ a 10. 60 
Pipes, pipe-bowls, and all smokers’ articles “whatsoever, ‘n.o. .p. 70.00 
All common pipes of clay .............-+. ‘ 35. 00 
Plaster of Paris, when ground or caleinec 20. 00 
PUG Ra careccneiscevnccsastcsinnssstnsinctnvees ccorncenboccoenaccocseseeesess epee 100, 00 
Polishing powde every description, by whatever name 

known, including Frankfort black, and Berlin, Chinese, | 

fig, and wash blue. wadedpuoenes | 20. 00 
= recious stones of all kinds. of 10. 0 

cagliola and composition tops for tables, or for ‘other articles ; 
of furniture 35. 0 
Beaten WR i eccisace coccentncanetumncnnnes nessvees 20. ( 
Shells, whole or parts of, manufactured, of every d 

Pi i cisavcasevuncoreninss ste 25 

nes, freestone, granite, sandstone, and all building or mon- | 

umental s stone, hewn, dressed or polished, except marble, | 

$B. Ds Dice serceseenepanncsoracnnneiees wrpeqnedtines om 20 
Teeth, manufactured.. = 20 
Umbrellas, parasols, and sunshades, frames, ‘and sticks for, fin- 

ished or unfinished, M. 0. p........--1.ccccesssoceererseenenseeereneeceeees | Bu. | 
Watches, watch-cases, watch movements, parts of watches, | 00 

29. (4 


watch glasses, and watch keys, and watch materials,n. 0. p.} 


i 
} 


Mr. PLATT. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
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not willing thatit be carried over from day to day so as to jeopardize 
the continued prosecution of the work. 





Every one who has had anything to do with public works will ad- | injudicious efforts to limit expenditure, no matter how excellent the : 
mit that temporary stoppages or delays consequent upon the failure of | intentions of those who advocate such a course. 
Congress to make appropriations is invariably followed by loss. The Mr. FORNEY. Iam perfectly willing to go on with the considera- : 
trained workmen who understand the work are scattered, and the un- | tion of the report now, and would prefer to do so; but I am willing to Ps 
finished portion of the work deteriorates. be guided by the wishes of the House in the matter. Fe 
Congress has started to build a Library, and must eventually push Mr. ROGERS, I suggest that the report, with the accompanying ex- x, 
it to completion. No one in the House has yet suggested, or will now | planatory statement, be printed in the REcorp, ahd that the gentle- 
suggest, the abandonment of the undertaking, and all practical men | man let the matter go over until to-morrow. I can not tell with cer- a 
will agree that the most economical course to pursue is to finish it with | tainty from the mere reading of the report whether or not my objec- ra 
the least avoidable delay. tions will be so serious as they appear to me now. I want to avoid, if B: 
I believe we paid about $580,000 for the site. Wethen appropriated | possible, antagonizing the committee, but I can not tell whether [ shall f 
$560,000 with which to lay the foundation and commence the erection | be able to do so until I see the report in print. Therefore I trust that , 
of the building. we shall not consume any time upon this subject to-day, but that the 
I have examined into the matter, and find that the expenditures up | gentleman in charge of it will consent that the report be printed and 3 
to this time have been as I will read: that its consideration shall go over for one day, so that we may see 3 
EXPENDED. whether we can proceed in the manner proposed without running our- 4 
Clearing grounds, removing buildings, etc. : selves into another blunder and raising another public scandal in con- 
Comlracts........ese000 saedbinneentatiioghatiaasiastnaniaiiniciciitaapiciniaad 2, 717. 50 nection with this matter in the next Congress. 4 
SAUE CR COR ieicrcviccctnncteiss athinnt tuietiantivinesinatvvnrtianiien _10, 567. 43 jn eon bs The SPEAKER pro tempore It isin the power of the gentleman a x 
Cain a Si os icirieniniensinncctleininnaidetcelieuniebniaaiiiniidianaiieipb inst 8.523. 9% Alabama [Mr. FORNEY ] to call up the report at any time. 
Miscelianeous: Labor, laying out lines, testing ground, water-boys, Mr. FORNEY. Then [ask that the report be printed in the Recorp, 
a sTeesseccsversssssessorseseees sosesesenneanenecoscoreny ausnnsnscoscussesneauananuesuenneanenanneas 2,981.35 | and that its consideration go over until to-morrow. 
Shops, sheds, fence, ete. : ~ : . : . 
(onan 7 ~/-ellll $3, 500, 00 Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a request in connection 4 
Labor, ete., on other buildings............cccecc seeeeesee cesses 2,051. 04 with this subject. I have not been able to report to the House the * 
Mi —-—— 5,551.04 | conclusions reached by the committee appointed some time ago to in- 
iscellaneous tools and appliances for laborers, etc... .........ccsssee eeeee 3, 180. 87 : ° . ° onde . ” 
Drainage: ; vestigate this matter of the Library building on account of not having aM 
Sn an NNN ec: sticnnsniiesseccisusslps tarts Man bcdcbhyednaneiciowioole a quorum of the committee present at the Capitol. al 
Labor ON FOLIB...........ccccccccrsrsscerssersevesserenee sevsccesconsesesseess — I hope that during the day there will be a quorum of the committee % 
Water supply ....c:..-0.0.--0--- 2' 368. 49 | here. The report has been ready for some time. I ask unanimous Bi 





Excavating cellar, contract 
Voundation work: 


10, 852. 93 
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and, in conclusion, to say that a failure to do this will certainly entail 
losses which would far exceed any amount we might hope to save by 


consent that if during to-day the report can be signed by a majority 
of the committee it may be printed in the REcoRD, so that its contents 


Trenches, on Contract ...........s00ccccceseessseesseeeee $4, 481, 49 
‘Trenches, labor on rolls..............0c00:sseeeeeeneesens 351. 49 may be before the House to-morrow. : 
$4, 830. 98 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana asks 
Concrete, on COntract 0... sees 28,810, 08 unanimous consent that if the report from the committee charged with 
TADOF ON VOUCHKETS, C6C.....0000.000000000s00srcesceneeeee 2, 142, 32 . * . . . m ° . 
ama TY the investigation concerning the erection of the Congressional Library 
—————_ 35,783.38 | shall be ready for presentation during to-day, it be printed in the REc- 











——— - an aan basement: ORD. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
ncou DUM .ccccccreccccccsceerscce ccccceesescescetecsereseseeesceseee -esesecce 
AE BR GE, DRC aes cndins sncse ve vescincsetnonbenemsenpoensitie veiseases FORFEITURE OF NORTHERN PACIFIC LAND GRANT. 
I SI a visiictiitisictntiliininicconveniunibinkecmmnisit 9 oe. SL Mr. MCRAE. I rise to make a privileged report. I report, back 
For terra-cotta pipe, contract........... 1,068.64 | from the Committee on Public Lands the bill which I send to the desk, 
Office miscellaneous expenditu : and ask for its immediate consideration. 
IG rncvinutsinsaviachssalendt eines dicnals viietinetsdidamtadidinieiie 1, 498. 01 , ‘ aoe 
Sehenian in alieane The bill was read, as follows: 
CAME WENO ic res etic cieisssacctninvaveinensnctatenteisen’ $9, 996. 08 A bill (H. BR. 9151) to forfeit certain lands granted to the Northern Pacific Rail- 
IIE scar, cctgut sisricwunhsteusoibeageemaoninmnainde 46. 088.10 road Company, and for other purposes. 
———— 56,084,183 | Be it enacted, etc., That all the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad 
OMice expenses: Company by an act approved July 2, A. D, 1864, except such as are adjacent to 
Stationery, models, etc ........... ses senavenane san eseneasenece serene 3, 641. 61 and coterminous with road constructed prior to July 4, A. D. 1879, with the right 
Office furniture, draughtsmen’s tools, etc... 4,142.34 of way through the remainder of the route, including all necessary grounds for 
Fitting up offices, attendance, fuel, ete.............c.ce08 6, 651.18 station buildings, shops, depots, switches, side-tracks, turn-tables, and except- 
a —— 14,435.13 | ing also all lands included within the limits of any village, town, or city, be, and 
ry atchmen sevens soeceseseserenes At nee eennene see anee eee enennns suns ceeneesessreeneaneeuewensns see 5, 369. 49 the same are hereby, declared forfeited and restored to the public domain, be- 
Superintendence on Outside Work.,.............ccssssseesseneeeeeeee scan enbentare 7,155.01 | cause of the failure of said company to perform the conditions on which the grant 
——eewe 1 Was mee. 
195, 365. 86 Sec. 2. That the forfeiture herein declared shal! not extend to lands adjacent 


This leaves the sum of $304,635 still unexpended, but every dollar of 
this amount is bound up in contracts which are now being executed. 
‘These contracts can not be interfered with, and if Congress, by either 
its action or inaction, should suspend further work, necessitate the dis- 
charge of employés, and leave the undertaking or its supervision in 
doubt or uncertainty, it is very clear these contracts will be freed from 
needed scrutiny. I am therefore heartily in favor of continuing the 
work under the vigilant supervision of General Casey, the present able 
Chief Engineer of the Army. 

The country will certainly rest satisfied that, under his direction, 
every dollar we appropriate will be expended honestly, judiciously, 
and to the best possible advantage. 

I am as zealous for economy as any member of this House, but I 
think all practical business men will agree that the important ques- 
tion for us to decide is,not what kind of a building we shall erect, but 
that we shall so prosecute the business as to secure the full equivalent 
of every dollar we expend; and there can be no equivalent for the 
losses which must result from even the briefest suspension of the work 
upon this important and necessary structure. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not wish to interfere with the remarks of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]; but I want to ask his col- 
league [Mr. FoRNEY] whether he intends to proceed with the consid- 
eration of the report this morning? 

Mr. WHEELER. I had about completed what I wanted to say. I 
will only repeat that I shall to-morrow insist upon having this matter 
settled without further delay. If we stop work to discuss among our- 
selves whether we shall havea building limited in its cost to one amount 
or another, the result will be that we will finally expend the larger sum 
and discover that we have a building which should have cost less than 
the smallest sum which has been suggested. 

I therefore desire to impress upon the House the importance of mak- 
ing an appropriation sufficient to continue the work uninterruptedly, 


to and coterminous with completed road sold by said company prior to January 
1, 1888, to bona fide purchasers for value, but the title to such lands are hereby 
confirmed to such purchasers, their heirs, or assigns, upon condition that all 
persons claiming the benefit of this section shall, within one year after the pas- 
sage of this act, make and file before the register and receiver of the proper land 
office, subject to an appeal to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
proof of the good faith, consideration, date, and extent of his or her purchase ; 
and after hearing such proofs and investigating each case the register and re- 
ceiver shall determine whether any alleged purchase was in fact made in geod 
faith, for a good and valuable consideration, prior to January 1, 1888, and shall 
note the a in each case on the records of the local land office, and shall 
thereafter certify the same to the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Sec. 3. That all settlers upon any of the lands forfeited by this act are hereby 
permitted and authorized to acquire title to notexceeding 160 acres in each case, 
as a homestead under and pursuant to the laws relating thereto, and in mak- 
ing final proof of such homestead the settler shall be allowed for the time he 
has already resided upon and cultivated the same. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to detain the House to 
discuss this bill unless there is some necessity for it. It is a very im- 
portant measure, and involves more than 30,000,000 acres of land. os 
am ready to answer any questions that may be asked touching the bill. 
The principles involved were very thoroughly discussed during the con- 
sideration of the general forfeiture bill that passed some time since, 
and that I hoped would have become a law before this, but it is now 
apparent that the conferees on the part of the two Houses will not be 
able to agree on the general bill, and as the Senate appears disposed to 
consider each grant separately, the Committee on Public Lands think 
proper to present this measure, involving the forfeiture of the largest 
grant ever made in the United States, to be considered independent of 
any other grants. The bill is just to all concerned. It gives the com- 
pany all the lands earned in the time fixed in the granting act. It 
protects fully and completely all bona fide purchasers as well as set- 
tlers, and simply takes so much of the grant as is now claimed by the 
company coterminus with unconstructed road or road built out of 
time. I move the previous question on the engrossment and third 


reading of the bill. 
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of the bill: which was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. GROUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 














FOURTH COLLECTION DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA 
Mr. DUNN. Iask unanimous consent to tal m t House ¢ 
endar for present consideration t ll (S. 2613) to amend 1et ay 
proved June 15, 1882, changing the boundaries of the fourth collection 
district of Virginia. 
The bill was read, as follows 
Be it enacted, «ft That an act entitled \ ct t i 552 of t 
Revised Statutes, and to change the boundari« ft fourth ¢ ‘ district « 
Virginia,” approved June 882 b l the s he I é < 
so that it shall read 
‘That the district of Newport News sh mprise all the wate ind s 
from the point forming the south shore of the mouth of 
River, along the coast of pe Bb tol k I r is t 
to a point south of Old Point Comfort midway 1 the channel of Hampt 
Roads; thence in a southwesterly direction to Pig Point light-hous the: 
along the south re of the Jame River >a point on the j f 
nd York Rivers oy te \ i b h. and t ‘ ~ 
south | kK \ k Rive so as to I In 
» the p for ided, H 1 Newport 
port News : i iy t 
Sec. 2. 1 s ® of th it 3] ame d 
ad 
2. The district of N I . h to« lL the 
res within the State of a southward of the district of New t 
, as above described, and not included in the districts of rsb i 
Richmond; in which Norfolk and 





smouth shall be the sole ports of entry 
and Suffolk and Smithfield the ports of delivery.’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will ask whether there is a report on this bill 
from the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. DUNN. Thereis. The bill is recommended by the Secretary 
of the Treasury; it has been passed by the Senate, and reported faver- 
ably by the Committee on Commerce of the House. It creates no new 
office, and provides for the expenditure of no additional money. Its 
object is simply to facilitate business in this collection district. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. DUNN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER proiempore. If there be no objection, House bill No 
1890, similar in purport to the Senate bill just passed, will lie on the 
table. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. LEHLBACH. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 


sideration of Senate bill No. 599. 
Mr. ABBOTT. I call for the regular order. 
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The Senate amendments are as follows: 


1. Strike out “To pay J. R. Young, late minister to China, salary from July 
1, to September 4, 1855, $2,152.17" and insert: “To pay amounts found due by 
the accounting officers on account of salaries of ministers, being a deficiency 
for the fiscal year 1886, $5,661.04.” 

2. insert: ‘Salaries chargés d’affaires ad interim: To pay amounts found due 

by the accounting officers on accountof salaries of chargés d’aftaires ad interim 

a diplomatic officers abroad, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1887, 
2,053.29." 

3. Insert: “Salaries, consular officers not citizens: To pay amounts found 
due by the accounting officers on account of salaries of consular officers not 
cilizens, being a deliciency for the fiscal year 1886, $2,597.22,”" 

4, lusert: ‘To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account 
of salaries of consular officers not citizens, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 
1887, $2,867.40."’ 

5. lnsert: ‘To pay the balance of compensation due A. B, Keiin, vice-consul- 
general at Teheran, while in charge of the consulate-general of the United 
States at that place from June 10, 1886,to November 21, 1886, being deficiencies 
on account of the fiscal years 18586 and 1887, as follows: For the fiscal year 1886, 
$230.77 ; for the fiscal year 1887, $1,565.24.” 

6. Insert: “Contingent expenses United States consulates: To pay amounts 
found due by the accounting officers on account of contingentexpenses of United 
States consulates, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1886, $519.44."’ 






counting ofiicers of the Treasury on account of salaries, consular service, being 
a deficiency for the fiscal year 1887, $650,” 

8. Insert: ‘‘To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account 
o1 salaries, consular service, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1836, $2,522.53."’ 

9% Insert: “Allowance for clerksatconsulates: Toreimburse Robert J. Stevens, 
United States consul at Victoria, British Columbia, for amount paid for cleris 
hire at that consulate from May 1, 1884, to March 3], 1886, $400.” 

10. Jusert: ** To reimburse B, F. Bonham, United States consul-general at Cal- 
cutta, India, for transit pay for twenty days’ unavoidable detention at San Fran- 
cisco by sickness,on his way from his home at Salem, Oregon, to his posi of 
duty at Caleutta, in December, 1885, $271.74.” 

ll. Strike out ** $500" and insert *' $1,426.89; ” so it will read: ‘$1,426.89. ”’ 

12. Insert: *‘ Expenses of international monetary conferences: To pay 8. Dana 
Horton for edditional services as delegate of the United States to the interna- 
tional monetary conference of 1878, ana secretary to the commission in and 
about the preparation of the document of said conference knownas Senate Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 58, Forty-fifth Congress, third session, and for additional 
services as delegate and secretary to the monetary conference of 1881, in and 
about the preparation of reports of said conference, and for services in said year 
relating to the proposed monetary conference of 1882, $10,000.” 

13. Insert: ‘Salaries, office of depositary at Tucson: For depositary, in addi- 
iton to his pay as postmaster, $700, being the difference between the amount of 
salary per annum of this officer, $1,500, under the act of May 8, 1872, creating 
the ofiice, and the amount appropriated for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, 

700."" 

14. Insert: ‘‘Wages and contingent expenses, assay office at Boisé City: To 
reimburse Henry F. Weld, assayer in charge, for amount paid to Kelly & Krebs 
for subscription to Idaho Statesman one year from December, 1885, $12. 

“To reimburse same for amount paid to P. H. Lannan for Daily Tribune from 
November, 1855, $12. 

“To pay Milton Keily, publisher of Idaho Statesman, for advertising for sup- 
plies at Boisé City, May, 1886, $12.” 

15. Insert: ‘Government in the Territories,” 

16. Insert: ‘Territory of Dakota: For salaries of two additional associate 
justices of the supreme court of said Territory, provided for by theact approved 
August 9, 1888, from date of qualification in office, at the rate of $3,000 each per 
year, being for the service of the fiscal year 1889, $5,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary.” 

17. Insert: ** Territory of New Mexico: For salary of the additional associate 
justice of the supreme court of said Territory, provided for by the act approved 
February 28, 1887, from date of qualification in oflice to June 30, 1887, $841.67.” 

18. Strike out: ** Relief of William Caldwell: To reimburse William Caldwell, 
as custodian of the custom-house at Cincinnati, Ohio, the amount of a certified 
check, drawn by Sol. P. Kineon in his favor on the Fidelity National Bank of 
Cincinnati, which failed before the presentation of said check, for payment as a 
guaranty for the faithful performance of Kineon of his contracts for furnishing 
eoal to the Government: Provided, That any dividends that have been or may 
be declared on this account shall be covered into the Treasury, $1,811.’’ 

1”. Insert: ** Punishment for violation of internal-revenue laws: For detect- 
ing and bringing to trial and punishment persons guilty of violating the inter- 
nal-revenue laws or conniving at the same, including payments for information 
y- detection of such violations, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1587, 

2.500." 

20. Insert: ‘‘ Court-house and post-office at Louisville, Ky.: For continuation 
of building, fiseal year 1889, $10,000.’ 

21. Insert: *Court-house, post-office, ete.,at Waco, Tex.: To pay the amount 
found due by the accounting oflicers of the Treasury to John Moore, contractor, 
for extra labor and materials supplied and expenses incurred in connection 
with his contract of August 21, 1886, for the construction of a court-house, post- 
office, ete., at Waco, Tex., $2,873.88."’ 

22. Insert: “ Public building at Concord, N.H.: For fitting up the attiestory; 
for curbing for approaches, and for other incidentals necessary to finish the 
building, #504.” 

23. Insert: ‘Payment of judgment to E.W.MecLean: For payment of judg- 
ment rendered against the collector of customs at San Franciseo, Cal., in the 
cireuit court of the United States for the northern district of California, at the 
suit (No, 4158) of E. W. McLean, brought for the recovery of damages for the al- 
leged wrongful seizure and sale of certain opium which they attempted to ex- 
port without first paying duty thereon, as required by Department's instruc- 
tions, together with interest and costs of suit, $3,372.” 

24. Insert: *‘ Forthe payment to Samuel H. Robinson for services rendered in 
connection with the sanitary improvement of the Treasury Department build- 
ing, in a proper sanitary condition by improved plumbing, sewerage, $595.”’ 

25. Insert: ‘*‘ Electoral messengers: For the paymentof the messengers of the 
respective States for carrying to the seat of Government the votes of the elect- 
ors of said States for President and Vice-President of the United States at the 
rate of 25 cents for every mile of the estimated distance by the usual road trav- 
eled from the place of meeting of the electors to the seat of Government of the 
United States, computed for one distance only, for the service of fiscal year 1889, 
$9,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary.”’ 

26. Insert: “To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase or construct 
asteam revenne vessel to be stationed at Key West, Fla., except when other- 
wise directed by the Secretary, to enforce the quarantine lawsagainst infectious 
and contagious disease and to prevent smuggling and any other violation of 
laws of the United States on the coast of Floridaand the Gulf of Mexico, $20,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

27. Insert: ** Fish hatchery, Duluth, Minn.: For the completion of the fish 
hatchery on Lake Superior, near Duluth, Minn., including itsequipment, water 
opment the construction at the station of ponds for the cultivation of trout, 

000." 








7. Insert: ‘Salaries, consular service: To pay amounts found due by the ac- | 
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28. Insert: “Salaries and’ traveling expenses of agents at seal-fisheries in 
Alaska: To pay Thomas F. Ryan, late assistant agent at the seal-fisheries in 
Ala-ka, the amount due him for traveling expenses necessarily incurred i: 
May, 1885, said amount being in excess of the sum appropriated for the trave! 
ing expenses of the agency which he filled, and a deficiency for the fiscal year 
1885, $266.10,” 

29. Insert: *‘Refund to Iselin, Neeser & Co.: To repay to Messrs. Iselir 
Neeser & Co. amount of excessive interest collected in error by the United 
States district attorney at New York in the settlement (without suit) of a claim 
against said firm for duties on merchandise imported by them, the amount 
having been covered into the Treasury, $80.96.” 

30. Insert: “* Light-stations.”’ 

31. Insert: ‘‘ Castle Hill light-station, Rhode Island: That the appropriations 
made for the establishment and completion of a light-house and fog-signal at 
Castle Hill, entrance to Newport Harbor, Rhode Island, by the acts of August 
1, 1886, and March 39, 1888, are hereby made available without condition for the 
purchase of a suitable site at the entrance of said harbor, aud for the erection 
and completion of the light-house and fog-signal.”’ 

32. Insert: *‘ Reimbursement of keepers of light-stations for personal losses: 
To reimburse the keepers of light-stations at Matagorda, Tex., and Sabine Pass, 
La., for personal losses incurred by them during the storms of August and Oc- 
tober, 1886, $582.75.”’ 

33. Insert: “ Relief of Maj. Jared A. Smith, United States Army: Toenable 





| the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to settie the accounts of Maj. 


(Sn rere A 


Jared A. Smith, United States Army, late engineer of the fifth and sixth light- 
house districts, for Mosquito Inlet light-station, Florida, third quarter of 1:81, 
nuthority is hereby granted for the allowance of the sum of $235. 25, being the 
balance of a payment made by him under authority of the Secretary of the 
Treasury for expenses incurred in connection with the transportation and in- 
terment of the remainsof Maj. O.E. Babcock, United States Army, formerly engi- 
neer of said districts, and burial of the remains of L. P. Luckey, his clerk, who 
were drowned while attempting to land on the coast of Florida for the purpose of 
inspecting the work of constructing the light-house at Mosquito Inlet, Florida.”’ 

34. Insert: ** Territorial governments,” 

35. Insert: ‘* Contingent expenses, Territory of Washington.” 

36. Insert: ‘To reimburse Eugene Semple, governor of Washington Terri- 
tory, amount expended by him, as per vouchers submitted, on account of con- 
tingent expenses of Territory of Washington for the fiscal year 1887, $64." 

37. Under heading “* District of Columbia,” strike out: “ For the redemption 
of one certificate of indebtedness issued by authority of section 7 of. the act of 
Legisiative Assembly, approved June 25, 1873, dated July 1, 1873, of the denom- 
ination of $50, with interest at the rate of 8 per cent. per annum, numbered 1371, 
payable July 1, 1874, $110,” 

38. Insert: ‘** The average annual salary of teachers in the public schools of 
the District of Columbia provided for in * An act making appropriations to pro- 
vide for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,’ approved July 18, 1838, 
shall be not to exceed $673.60.” 

39. Insert: ‘To supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
1888, as follows: For salaries and contingent expenses, streets, public schools, 
buildings for schools, courts, miscellaneous expenses, health department, judg- 
ments, and water department, $3,010.75, as per estimates submitted by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury August 28, 1888, Senate Executive Document No. 252.”’ 

40. Insert: “Buildings and grounds, public schools, District of Columbia: 
Buildings on lot adjoining Sumner school building: To pay Frank Baldwin for 
excavating, grading, concreting, and building extra foundation, not included in 
contract, being for the service of the fiscal year 1888, $973.0 .” 

41. Insert: ** Employment of special counsel: To enable the commissioners of 
the Districtof Columbia to employ and pay special counsel to represent the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in the case of Samuel Strong, authorized to be submitted to an 
arbitration board of three persons to be appointed by the President of the United 
States under the joint resolution of Congress approved July 10, 1888, $2,500, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary: one-half of said sum to be paid from the 
revenues of the District of Columbia and the other half from any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

42. Insert: ‘‘ Increase of water supply, Washington, D.C.: The time fixed for 
completing the Washington Aqueduct tunnel, namely, November J, 18°8, as pro- 
vided in the act entitled *‘An act to provide for certain of the most urgent defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes,’ approved March 30, 188s, 
is hereby extended to June 30, 1889, and all work upon said aqueduct shall be 
finished by said date, and the Washington Aqueduct tunnel shall then be com- 

vleted.”’ 

: 43. Insert: ‘‘ Telegraph to connect the Capitol with the Departments and Gov- 
ernment Printing Office: To pay the Standard Underground Cable Company, 
of Pittsburgh, Pa., for underground electric cables laid in the city of Washing- 
ton, D. C., in October, 1883, connecting the Capitol, Executive Mansion, State, 
War, and Navy Departments, and other Government offices, under terms of 
permit of War Department, dated October 3, 1883, approved October 9, 1883, by 
H.G. Wright, Chief of Engineers, $15,138.84,” 

44. Insert: ‘*Manufacture of arms at national armories: To enable the Seere- 
tary of War to pay to Paul Butler royalty on 69,628 hook attachments or stack- 
ing swivels, at 8 cents each, as*per judgment of the Court of Claims, dated June 
4, 1888 (numbered 14889), these being the number manufactured by the Govern- 
ment and attached to arms from Apri! 12, 1886, to June 30, 1888, $5,570.24.” 

45, Strike out “ five”’ and insert “six;’’ so it will read: *‘ For mileage to offi- 
cers, when authorized by law, to be disbursed under the limitations preseribed 
for the appropriation for mileage to officers by the Army appropriation act ap- 
proved February 9, 1887, $6,000.” 

46. Strike out “for,” so it will read: ‘For Signal Service transportation, 
i884 and prior years, to pay the claim of the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe 
Railroad Company, $3.01,” 

47. Insert: *‘To reimburse and pay the Hartford and New York Transporta- 
tion Company for labor and money expended in removing, in an emergency, 
obstruetions and dredging the Connecticut River in 1886, under the same rules 
and inspections as the work on said river had been conducted by the United 
States engineer officers in charge, $2,606.80."’ 

48. Strike ont: ‘For payment on account of Army transportation, 1882 and 
prior years, as certified to Congress as due by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury, in House Executive Document No, 19, Fiftieth Congress, first session, 
namely, to the Hoboken Land Improvement Company of New Jersey, $15,800.” 

49. Insert: *‘ For payment on account of Army transportation, 1882 and prior 
years, as certified to Congress as due by the accounting officers of the Treasury 
in House Executive Document No. 19, Fiftieth Congress, first session, as fo!- 
lows.”’ 

50. Insert: ‘‘To the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, $32,788 42; to the 
Hoboken Land Improvement Company, of New Jersey, $15,800; in all, $8,- 
588.48,”’ 

51. Insert: “‘ For payment on aceount of barracks and quarters, 1881 and prior 
years, to L. A. Von Hoffman and William A. Mertens (trading as R. Von Hofl- 
man & Co.) and William H. Newman, $18,430.56, certified to Congress as due by 
the accounting officers ofthe Treasury in House Executive Document No. 1°, 
Fiftieth Congress, first session.” 

52. Insert: “ For transportation of the Army and its supplies: To pay the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company and other claimants enumerated in Schedule 
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ye $3,481.07; for fiscal year 1887, $5,027.75; for fiscal year 1888, $475; in all, $8,- 
6.82,"" 

108, Strike out; *‘ For expenses of Territorial courts in Utah, being a defi- 
ciency for the fiscal year 1887, on account of supplying and caring for the peni- 
tentiary, $8,734.26.” 

109, Insert: * For expenses of Territorial courts in Utah, including $8,734.26 for 
supplying and caring for the penitentiary, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 
1887, $10,016.81." 

110, Strike out: ‘‘ And for support of prisoners, United States courts, balance 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1887, the sum of $25,000,” soit will read: “ Sup- 
port of prisoners: For support of United States prisoners, including necessary 
clothing and medical aid, and transportation to place of conviction, being for 
the service of the fiscal year 1886, $12,675.64.” 

111, Insert; “For support of United States prisoners, including necessary 
clothing and medical aid, and transportation from place of conviction, being 
for the service of the fiscal year 1887, $25,000,”" 

112. Insert: * Industrial Christian Home Association of Utah Territory: To 
further aid the Industrial Christian Home Association of Utah Territory under 
its articles of incorporation in the establishment and maintenance of an indus- 
trial and educational institution in Salt Lake City for the benefit of the depend- 
ent women and children of Utah and Idaho Territories who desire to sever their 
allegiance to the Mormon Church, $75,000; and for contingent expenses of the 
association, $5,000; in all $80,000,”’ 

i15. Insert: ** The money hereby appropriated shall be disbursed by the treas- 
nrer of said association, who shall give such bonds for the faithful performance 
of his duties as may be deemed requisite by the Secretary of the Interior. All 
accounts of expenditures under this appropriation shall be audited by the Utah 
Commission, which shall hereafter act as the board of control for said institu- 
tion, and shall make an annual report to Congress covering the work of said 
institution and its expenditures.”’ 

il4. Insert: ** For one year’s salary to the widow of Lafayette Dancy, an em- 
ployé of the Internal Revenue Bureau, who remained in the discharge of his 
duty in the public service at Jacksonville, Fla., and died of yellow fever, leav- 
ing « widow and children without means.”’ 

115, Insert: “ Topay the sum of $276,619.75 to the Chinese Government on be- 
half of his Government as full indemnity for all losses and injuries sustained by 
Chinese subjects, as aforesaid.” 

116. Strike out: “* Refund to David Day: To refund to David Day so much of 
the fine of $225 imposed upon him by the United States court for the southern 
district of Mississippi at its November term, 1886, from which he was relieved 
by a pardon granted by the President, March 16, 1887, $125.” 

117. Insert: “Provided, That for the purposes of allowing the benefits herein 
contained to be extended to compositors of the Recorp appointed by the fore- 
man, distinguished from the regular appointees by a star (*) aflixed to their 
anes on the roll, they shall be considered as printers regularly employed on 
the Recorp.” 

118. Insert: ‘‘To pay 15 per cent. in addition to the amount paid for day labor 
to the employés of the Government Printing Office, such as compositors, press- 
inen, stereotypers, laborers, press-feeders, Recorp folders, counters, engineers, 
machinists, firemen; and proof-readers, revisers, copy-holders, make-up, and 
imposer of the bill force, who were and are exclusively employed on the night 
forces of the Government Printing Office, but exclusive of compositors on the 
Kecokp, during the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, $10,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That in estimating the said 15 per cent. 
eredit shall be given to the Government for whatever has been paid or is now 
being paid the said em perse above the rates for day work.” 

11¥. Insert: ‘To enable the Publig Printer to comply with the law granting 
fifteen days’ annual leave to the employés of the Government Printing Office 
for the fiseal years 1887 and 1888, $25,000; and the Public Printer is hereby di- 
rected to pay forthwith all persons for services covered by deficiencies for said 
years,” 

120, Insert; ‘‘Senate.’’ 

121. Insert: ** For compensation of officers, clerks, messengers, and others in 
the service of the Senate for the fiscal year 1839, $46,921.20.” 

122. Insert; ‘‘ For materials for folding for the fiscal year 1889, $14,000,” 

123. Insert: “ For folding speeches and pamphlets, at a rate not exceeding $1 
per thousand, for the fiscal year 1887, $638.50.”’ 

124. Insert: ** For folding speeches and pamphlets, at a rate not exceeding $1 
per thousand, for the fiscal year 1888, $4,500.67.” 

125. Insert: “ For folding speeches and pamplets, ata rate not exceeding $1 
per thousand, for the fiscal year 1889, $12,000.” 

126, Insert: *‘ For fuel, oil, cotton-waste, and advertising for the heating ap- 
paratus, for the fiscal year 1888, $879.59."’ 

s 127. Insert: ‘*For furniture and repairs of furniture for the fiscal year 1888, 
3,953.60.’ 

128. Insert: ‘ For expenses cf maintaining and equipping horses and mail- 
wagon for carrying the mails for the fiscal year 1888, $1,804.18.” 

129. Insert: *‘ For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, for the fiscal year 
1888, $450.87.” 

130. Insert: *‘For expenses of inquiries and investigations ordered by the 
Senate, including compensation to stenographers to committees, at such rate 
as may be fixed by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate, but not exceeding $1.25 per printed page, for the fiscal 
year 1889, $10,000.”’ 

131. Insert: ‘‘To pay George N. Stranahan for services as conductor of the 
new Senate elevator from April 1 to June 30, 1888, $300.” 

132. Insert: *‘To pay Frank E.Waterman for nine days’ services, from De- 
ol 5 to December 153, 1887, inclusive, as clerk to Senator C. J. Faulkner, 

133. Insert: ‘‘To pay Jules Guthridge for seven days’ services, from Decem- 
ber 5 to December LI, 1887, inclusive, as clerk to Senator George Hearst, $42."’ 

134. Insert: “To pay George H. Boyd, assistant in Senate document-room, 
for services rendered July 11 and 12, 1888, $6.52.”’ 

135. Insert: ** To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay tothe widow of the 
late James T. Farley, late a Senator from the State of California, deceased, the 
sum of $1,248.80, being the amount of one mileage from his home to the seat of 
government and return.” 

136. Insert: ‘* That hereafter the statement of all appropriations made during 
each session of Congress, including new offices pana and the salaries of each 
and salaries of the offices which are increased and the amounts of such increase 
authorized by the act of July 4, 1836, shall be prepared under the direction of 
the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
and said statement shall hereafter show also the offices the salaries of which are 
reduced or omitted and the amount of such reduction, and shall also contain a 
chronological history of the regular appropriation bills passed during the ses- 
sion for which it is prepared; and to complete this work for the present session 
the sum of $1,200 is hereby appropriated, to be paid to the persons designated 
by the chairmen of said committees to do said work.”’ 

137. Strike out: ‘To reimburse the five Official Reporters of the proceedings 
and debates of the House of Representatives for moneys paid by them so far 
during the present session for clerical hire and extra clerical o— $1,000 
each, $5,000; $1,000 of which shall be — to the widow of the late J. K. Ed- 
pee he having been one of the said five Official Reporters as herein provided 

‘or. 
138. Insert: “To pay Alexander Vangeuder as extra compensation for serv- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





en sina tateaateemieaniiy iieiinanitiaiiiaiiamtinttiicamtinns 


SEPTEMBER 26, 





ices rendered as assistant clerk to the Committee on Invalid Pensions during 
the second session of the Forty-ninth and the first session of the Fiftieth Con- 
gresses, $500.”’ 

139. Insert: ‘‘ Library of Congress: To enable the accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department to settle the account of the disbursing agent of the Li- 
brary of Congress for balances of foreign postage due Edward G. Allen, of Lon- 
don, for fiscal years 1884, 1885, and 1887, $19.30, to be paid out of fund for increase 
of Library, 1886.”’ 

140, Strike out “ Bower’ and insert ‘‘ Bowyer; 
Bowyer, $960.55.” 

141, Insert: “‘ Francis E, Green, $545.20.” 

142, Strike out: *‘ Martin E. Hall, $316.71.” 

143. Insert: *‘Sarah M. Burge, administrator of Young Burge, deceased, 

576.99," / 

144, Insert: ‘‘The New York Central and Hudson River Railroad Company, 
$144,092.92.” 

145. Strike out “three hundred and forty-five thousand seven hundred and 
twelve dollars and fifty-eight’’ and insert ‘four hundred and ninety thousand 
six hundred and ten dollars and ninety-eight;’’ so it will read: ** $490,610.98.” 

146. Insert: ‘‘ That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized, in his discretion, to loan any scientific instruments in the possession of 
any of the bureaus under his charge, and notin use, to persons taking observa- 
tions or making investigations in connection with or for the use of the Signal 
Service, under such regulations as he may prescribe, taking such security for the 
safe-keeping and return of such instruments on demand as he may deem nec- 
essary. 

1 (7, Strike out: “‘Forreimbursing Kentucky for expenses incurred in suppress- 
ing the rebellion, being the amount certified to be due by the Secretary of the 
Treasury under letter of August 16, 1888, $38,861.18." 

148. Insert: “Sec. 5. ‘That for the payment of a portion of the claims certified 
to be due by the several accounting officers of the Treasury Department under 
appropriations the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to the sur- 
plus fund under the provisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, and un- 
der appropriations heretofore treated as permanent, being for the service of the 
fiscal year 1886 and prior years, and which have been certified to Congress un- 
der section 2 of the act of July 7, 1884, as fully set forth in Senate Executive 
Documents No. 255 and 269, Fiftieth Congress, first session, there is appropri- 
ated, as follows.”’ 

149, Insert: “Clain \ allowed by First Comptroller.” 

159. Insert: “State Department.” 

151. Insert: ‘‘ Foreign intercourse: For contingent expenses, foreign missions, 
1886 and prior years, $283.23.” 

152. Insert: * For salaries, consular service, 1886 and prior years, $14.10.” 

153. Insert: ‘‘For contingent expenses, United States consulates, 1886 and 
prior years, $71.83.” 

154. Insert: “ For expenses of prisons for American convicts, 1886 and prior 
years, $184.62,” 

155. Insert: ‘ For pay of consular officers for services to American vessels and 
seamen prior to July 1, 1886, $14.” 

156, Insert: ‘‘ Treasury Department.” 

157. Insert: ‘“ For salaries, office of Secretary of the Treasury, 1886 and prior 
years, $64.17.” 

158. Insert: “ For drawback on stills exported (act March 1, 1879), $180.”’ 

159. Insert: “ Interior Department.” 

160. Insert: ‘‘ For Geological Survey, 1886 and prior years, $20.04.”’ _ 

161. Insert: ‘*For salaries and commissions of registers and receivers, 1886 
and prior years, $211.82.” : 

162. Insert: ** For contingent expenses of land offices, 1886 and prior years, 
$17.33.” 

163. Insert: ‘‘ For expenses of depositing public moneys, 1886 and prior years, 
$289.98."" 

164. Insert: “‘ For protecting public lands, 1886 and prior years, $22.20." 

165. Insert: “‘ For expenses of hearings in land entries, 1886 and prior years, 
$27.41.”" 

166, Insert: ‘‘ For surveying the public lands, 1886 and prior years, $4,548.28.” 

167. Insert: ‘‘ For 5, 3, and 2 per cent. fund to States, prior to July 1, 1886, $29,- 
676.24.” 

168, Insert: “‘ Department of Justice.” 

169. Insert: ‘‘For fees and expenses of marshals, United States courts, 1886 
and prior years, $369.57.” 

170. Insert: “For fees of clerks United States courts, 1886 and prior years, 
$604.50.” 

171. Insert: ‘‘ For fees of commissioners United States courts, 1886 and prior 
years, $90.20,” : 

172. Insert: ‘‘ For fees of witnesses United States courts, 1886 and prior years, 
$4,119.33.” 

173. Insert: ‘‘For support of prisoners United States courts, 1886 and prior 
years, $251.25.” ; 

174. Insert: ‘* For miscellaneous expenses United States courts, 1886.and prior 
years, $121.81,” : 

175. Insert: ‘‘ For expenses of Territorial courts in Utah, 1886 and prior years, 
$9,085.84.” 

176. Insert: ‘‘Claims allowed by the First Auditor and Commissioner of Cus- 
toms.” 

177. Insert: ‘For expenses of collecting the revenue from customs, 1836 and 
prior years, $13,237.07.” x 

178. Insert: ** For Marine-Hospital Service, prior to July 1, 1886, except claims 
numbered 22107 and 22109, $525.” - 

179. Insert: ‘For expenses of revenue-cutter service, 1886 and prior years, 
except claims numbered 22106 and 22108, $18.” 

180, Insert: ** For furniture and repairs of same for public buildings, 1886 and 
prior years, $291.” vi 

181, Insert: ‘“‘ For debentures and other charges, prior to July 1, 1886, 5 cents. 

182, Insert: ‘‘For repairs and incidental expenses of light-houses, 18% and 
prior years, $28.50” $ 

183. Insert: ‘‘ For supplies of light-houses, 1886 and prior years, $28.50.” 

184, Insert: ‘* For Light-House Establishment, 1861, a 

185. Insert: ‘War Department claims allowed by the Second Auditor and 
Second Comptroller.” 
nme Insert: “For pay of two and three year volunteers, 1871 and prior years, 

1,909.20. 

187. Insert: “ For bounty to volunteers and their widows and legal heirs, 1871 
and prior years, $48,811.72.” 

188, Insert: ‘‘ For bounty, act of July 28, 1866, 1880 and prior years, $8,700.” 

189, Insert: ‘‘ For pay, ete., of the Army, 1886 and prior years, $2,628.24.” 

190, Insert: *‘ Pay, etc., of the Army, 1887, ea. 

191, Insert: “ Pay, etc., of the ape hay 75." ; 

192, Insert: ‘‘ For contingencies of Army, 1886 and prior years, $485.90."’ 

193. Insert: ‘‘ For draft and substitute fund, 1871 and prior years, $3.72.” 

194. Insert: ‘For medical and hospital department, 1886 and prior years, 


” 


so it will read: “John M. 


195. Insert: ‘‘ For ordnance, ordnance stores, and supplies, 1886 and prior years, 
196. porag sd a For preventing and suppressing Indian hostilities, 1871and prior 
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204. Insert 3 Quartermaster’s Department, 1586 and ‘ i these propositions, and I assure I ) i concerned, the 
prior years, 25,552.63 matter shal! have full and onsiderat gentleman wishes 
205. Insert transport 1 of t Army and its s 1886 andy : : 
years, $5,205 O a] to ri int a t i K i Can assure 
206. Insert : ‘‘ For 50 per cent. of arrears of Army transporta n due certa the House it w ro to the |! i Sicie Pherefore the 
land-grant railroads, 1886 and prior years, $65.42 | ventleman from New York will e that no1 p y can be d 
7. Insert: “‘ For barracks and quarters, 1886 and prior years, $26 ‘ 1 
208. Insert: “ For clothing and camp and garrison equipage, 1886 and prior to any meme > 
years, $78.40.” Mr. MCMILLIN I made the motion to print the amendments in 
o eert: ; raea for co alr c rtille 1 RR nrior “Are 1 . 1 ‘ eae 
209) Insert: ‘Fou horses for cavalry and a tillery, 1 und pr or years, the REcorD so that members n it h in op inity to examine 
210. Insert: “‘ For engineer depot at Willets Point, New Yor 1886 and priot . . 7 : . a ; 
vears, $3.44 them before the mmittee ¢ I ke any report upon 
211. Insert: For refunding to States (Kent ky ses in red i iis th 
} Tnlw oF si} 2? o105 } I 
ing volunteers (act July 27, 1861), $2,01 ] fT NES me iat id ‘ bered, and that 
212. Insert: ‘‘ For reimbursing the of Kentucky for expenses in suy ’ ‘4 Se . H : That 
pressing the rebellion (acts June 8, 18 d Mar 18381), $ $1.¢ \ i enaments be pr : ouse AAU 







































213. I rt: ** For horses an rye s the military service | I ‘ th even r to I \ l very menm- 
to July 1, 1886 $21,277.25 : her rave a copy before him | 1 ASS the gentle in from New 
214, Insert For commutation of sol sof w ebel State ‘ ; + + y ty f f } 
; ¢ idier } : an a LO! i others, that ‘ ’ fora I ir- 
and to soldiers on furlough, prior to July } 2 i 
215. Insert: “‘For pay, transportation, services, and sup} sof Orego ing 
Washington volunteers in 1855 and 1856, 1871 and prior years, $2,978.53 Che SPEAKER } Is ; 

16. Insert: ‘‘ For Rogue River Indian war, prior to July 1 ow . : . . 
eel , . . 7 ANS | 7 My “re re t what was stated by 
217 Insert: ‘‘Navy Department claims allowed by the I t i . I as pear - ' ‘ z to what a a — ry 

Second Comptroller.” 1 1 from Arkansas { M WUNN |, and in view Of the fact that 

218. Insert: ° oe — “rs prior to July 1 188 $369,163.64 my distinguished colleague | Mr. B NES | w probably be a member 
219. Insert: ‘‘ For pay of the Navy, prior to July 1, 1586 r the payment « , 7 as 4 : a ae ; . 

, rf ! renve yn e. that understandil the ame men he- 
claims set forth in Senate Executive Document No. 269, I eth Congress, first vs — — : ae ure =» | imendment ( 
session, $4,157.8 Ing tron ¢ ol the bill) incor rated’ by the Senate to be antagonistic 

220. Insert: ** For pay, miscellaneous 1886 and prior years, $186.70.”’ to the b pending before the H se known as the Oklahoma bill. 

Insert: ‘‘ For contingent, Navy, 1886 and prior years, 360 . f; . : : . oration ¥ al i 
se oe 4 . ‘ vel in ) : aers naing h nereaiter, Snail 
Insert For contingent, Marine Corps, 1886 and prior years, $1.4 , m - : ee) 

223. Insert: ** For provisions, Navy, Bureau of Provisior ind ¢ 18S ior ¢ t pon the presence « i ¢ ( l helore that amendment 

and prior years, $11,801.31.” sh: e adopted by t House 

wv ser 5 . rovVvis us v sureau ) Provisk sand ot ip “ ' ’ 

224. Insert For provisions, Na y, Br of Provisi i Clothing I Mi; URNES B10 entatlninaee 4 1 wn opportanity of prese 

and prior years, for yment of the claim set forth in Senate Executive ; 
Document No. 269, Fiftieth Co -ss, first session, $288 I their view m the 

z ) Insert: ‘* For indemnity for lost clothing, prio1 1, 1886, $12 \ HOLMAN I wish to add ‘ ha . ch of the amend- 

226. Insert: ‘*‘ Forenlistment bounties toseamen pr 1, LSS6, $981.4 






Z . y ment nre saps t »¢ h +t Puhl | 1s ) inv ition he 
Insert: ‘‘For the payment of claims for diffe:ence between a li : t . w : ach the — _ pe On n of th 





















penses and mileage allowed under the decision of the United + 3 Suprem Stat K will b I l ected to by myself as by any 
Court in the case of Graham vs. United States, $1,222.89 ther ember on the floc If the | Strip is to be organized into 

228. Insert: ‘Src. 6. That for the payment of the claims certified to be due by ’ ' : “= 11: TT 4 a: 485 rs - are 
the Auditor of the Tr usury for the Post-Office D partment ler the ac . \ La ct at aii it snoeuid r L i l i ontains three 
proved March 3, 1883, or under appropriations the balance of whicl be« an ri | ol acre i f en the subject 1s 
exhausted or carried to the surplusfund under the provisions ofsection 5 of the eareful nsidered tl House wi — to litt of the 
act of Jur ge for the servic the fiscal year 1586 and prior years s : ' ; t 

id whicl fied to Congress r se n 2 of the act of J el ry ASia pyc ‘ ‘ Av 4 
S81, as fu 1 in Senate Exe tive De ent No. 253, Fiftieth Co1 as hav ited 





first session, there is appropriated asf 
229. Insert . a 
3, 1883, payable fron j y in post i : 36 and priot  « } r | 
038,42.” \ tNES. I hav ted t e print ind 
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Z For deficien 1} i en ks years, $1,8351.2 t 3 I 
251. Inse Sr 7. That all the laws of e Units ~ ree re . + 7 t to 
specting er . L< ses | und the v,extend te ed . 
to be in force the 1 ) i lt tory b« led on the nor t! States P 
of Kansas and ¢ lo, on the west by the Territory of New Mexico, on t | ( the H t 
south by the State rexas, and the ea ne hundredt g m4 , » Missonu , | ‘ man { I 
tude west of Greenwich, for all the pur enfore r the d . 1 ar 
States in respect of crimes and offense and is annexed to ar f M ind the g¢ . oa ‘ 
the district of K« as, and th ted \ PAYSO> [1 I le that t 
; with the administration « ind | mat > lie ted the ame 
: » : ¢ r } ( a I n f 
° jurisdiction now by law exist ' ’ 
- = + + + 
crimes and offenses con tted vy \ ! . v . , ” Saaen 
: ion shall not be held or construed i SPEAI R ) | ( t ) le t 
t tion now existing in or poss¢ ‘ ‘ bites AT ‘ ‘ 
2 “hy - i il i i i , 
; any crimes or offenses heret 4 ; 
‘ Strip And the circuit court - 5 nena sa } 
is hereby invested with jurisd ses LYSON Of « ; t 
arising in the above-described pt onest y j ' 
¥ ants thereof in the same manner, ana with t 
4 same effec at the supreme court ¢ o has w I y 
s the Territory of New Mexico in res r pe » or reaidina LOUNT. Lhop 
t therein, and all the laws of { ed S hereby extended over said 
o Public Land Strip, and for the purposes of the privileges and benefits of t . 
e land laws said Public Land Strip is hereby attached to the southwestern land lr. BURN POS 
4 district of Kansas, and the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to cause the \l BLOUNT It seems 
a subdivisional lines of townships in said Public Land Stripto be surveyed unde: \I ay ) 4 (7 hea ¢ ' I t 
é current appropriations for the surveying service Pr led, That the pul . ’ ' 
% lands in said Strip shall be subject to entry only by actual settlers under thx i ri J ull 1 make any 
: homestead laws, excluding th 1 tation } vided by section 2301 « 
§ Revised Statutes 
4 Mr. SPINOLA. I rise for the purp of making a suggesti ; " Ao eee. : : WS. 
? I reserve the right to object until I can ask a questio I she * Pe wa . : 
j . . . > Ty Rial y 7 } ' t + 
a to ask the gentleman from Missouri whether it is not eustomary. on a ' L, : [ ho 
ye proposition involving so many items as are included in the amendments vas : ; 
a of the Senate, to have those amendments printed and let them go over ; : “FE ; : , v 
S ‘ e ‘ ‘ ‘ 
instead of referring them at once toa conference committee to be re- ; wt. ' , 
. . . : iT reci report 
ported back in gross and then voted upon asa who Ought they not ". yt , . 
‘ : , 1 . . . Vil I LAWN it 1 ira \ 
x go to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union and x 1M 
3 be there considered one by one? Ought they not to | re fert “1 to the I FOR YELLO i KR INFECTED DISTRI 
. Committee on Appropriations and reported back with the recommen- Mr. BURNES I am instructed | mmittee on I 
& lations of that committee before we are asked to act on them ? tions to report back the Senate joint resolution No. 110 with an nd- 


Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the 


4 [ 1e gentleman from New York: Suppose there | ment thereof in the nature of a substitute. 
% is no quorum of the Committee on Appropriations? Mr. DOUGHERTY. I will state to tl 


state to the 
Mr.SPINOLA. Very well; there isnoquorum here in the House; and | presented by the gentleman from Missouri 
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sufferers in the South, and I ask unanimous consent that it be read and 
considered now. 
The SPEAKER pro tempor 


stitute re ported by 


The amendment in the nature of a sub- 


he Committee on Appropriations will be read sub 
jet t to the right of objection, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sonate joint resolution 110,in aid of the sufferers from the yellow fever. 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: ‘‘ That the sum of $100,000 
be, and the same h by is, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to be immediately available, to be expended in 
the diseretion of the President ot the United States in aid of State or municipal 
boards of health, or otherwise, to prevent the introduction of cholera or yel- 
low fever into the Ur i States from foreign countries, or into one State o1 
Territory from another, or in uppr m Of or. preventing the spread of 
said «ligeases, or either of them,in infected districts.’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore Is there objection to the present con- 


] , 


sid tion of the re 


( solution % 
There was no objection. 
The amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was adopted. 
The joint resolution as amended Was ordered toa third reading; and 
-it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. DOUGHERTY moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF EUSINES 
The SPEAKER pro tempor The regular order is the call of com 
mitteces for reports. 
FILING OF REPORTS, 


Mr. BLOUNT. Iask unanimousconsent that the call of committ 
for reports be dispensed with, and also that gentlemen be allowed 
file their reports with the Clerk. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 


to 


MILI! Fr. WEST, 
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NEW 
The CHAIRMAN. 


BUILDINGS AT POINT. 


The House is in Committee of the 


WEST 
Vhole forthe 


| consideration of the bill which the Clerk will read. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- | 


ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1156) for the relief Miles FP. 
West; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


of 


GEORGE H. OWEN, 
Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign 
favorably the bill (1. 
was 
endar, 


Affairs, reported bac!) 
R. 11495) for the relief of George H. Owen; which 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
HOUR. 
SPEAKER The morning hour for the ec 
tion of bills begins at eight minutes before 1 o’clock. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
in this hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The Naval Committee was called yesterday. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, I think they have concluded their business 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the Mili- 
tary Committee was passed on the call, but afterwards upon the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAIsH] they were al 
lowed to oceupy the hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I was not aware of that, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit a parliament- 
ary question before proceeding with the consideration of bills reported 


and 
MORNING 


am +3 
Vhye pro Z mpore, ynsldadera- 


I believe the Military Committee has the call | unanimously of opinion that the building ought to be constructed, not 


| the construction of this building. 


he Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H.R. 9409) for the erection of an academic building and gymnasium at 
West Point. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and the same are hereby, ap 


propriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
public buildings at the Military Academy, West Point, N. Y.: 

For the yn of a fire-proof building, on suc te of the public grounds at 
West Point, N. Y., as may be designated by the Secretary of War, to accommo 


erect hs 


date all the departments of instruction of the Military Academy, to be con- 
tructed according tothe plans recommended by the Academic Board and ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War, $490,006 Provided, That the building, when 


completed upon plans and specifications to be previously made and approved 
by the Secretary of War, on the recommendation of the Academic Board, shall 
t exceed in cost the sum herein stated. 

Por the erection of a fire-proof building, on such site of the public grounds at 
West Point, N. Y., as may be designated by the Secretary of War, to be usedas 
rymnasium and fencing academy for the cadets of the United States Military 











Academy, to be constructed according to the plans recommended by the Aca 
demic Board and approved by the Secretary of War, $100,000: Provided, That 
the building, when completed upon plans and specifications to be previous] y 
made and approved by the Secretary of War, on the recommendation of the 


Academic Board, shal! not exceed in cost the sum herein stated. 


Mr. SPINOLA. What is the amount carried by the bill? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Four hundred and ninety thousand dollars. 
J ask action on the bill. 

Mr. OATES. I would 
sity for this building. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 


like to hear some explanation of the neces 

I will explain the necessity for the building. 
The report on this matter is quite lengthy, and therefore [ will not 
ask that it be read. I will state, however, that the object of the bill 
is to erect an academie building and gymnasium at West Point for use 
in the instruction of the cadets. Having been a visitor at the last ex- 
amination at West Point, l investigated the condition of the buildings, 
and can speak on that point from my own knowledge. 

I will say to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATEs] that upon 
examination of the buildings I was satisfied that the health, safety, and 
proper instruction of the cadets at West Point absolutely depend upon 
The building now used for that pur- 
pose isa very ancient one, which isin a very unhealthy condition. The 
last Congress appropriated an amount to construct a new building, but 
upon investigation by the Academic Board it was found that the sum 
was not large enough to construct such a building as was necessary, 
and therefore not a dollar of that money has been used. It has been 
left in the Treasury. Plans and designs have been draughted and sub- 
mitted to the Secretary of War and the Academic Board and the Board 


| of Visitors; and these have come to but one conclusion, and that is that 


| they 


are such as ought to be adopted, and that just such a building as 
is suggested should be constructed. Upon the Board of Visitors were 
my friend from New York { Mr. Bacon], Judge REAGAN, of Texas, and 
Senator CULLoM, of illinois. Upon a careful examination we were 


| only for the health of the students, but for their proper instruction, and 


also for their very safety. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend from Illinois state the amount to 


| be appropriated for this building? 


from the committee: whether it will be in order to take up for consid- | 


on a bill which ha 
te, and is now on the Speaker’s table ? 

The SPEAKER pore. The Chair thinks the committee could 
call up any bill that may have been reported from the committee on. 
previous day, except private bills. 

'Yhe Chair is informed, however, that the bill to which the gentle- 
1an refers is a private bill, and would not be in order on this call. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘Then I call up the bill which I send to the 


erat 
Seni 


pro tem 


The Clerk read « 

A bill (HI, R. 9409) f 
West Point 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention of the 
“gentleman to the fact that this bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to consider that bill, and others that may be called 
up by the committee, 


r the erection of an academic building and gymnasium at 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION, 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 
225) to continue the provisions of existing Jaw providing temporarily 
for the expendityres of the Government; when the Speaker signed 
the same. 

On motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND, the House resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. MCMILLIN 
in the chair. “ 


3 passed the House and been amended by the | 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
million dollars for the Academy. 
nasium. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would request my friend to let this matter go 
over; it is so late in the session. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Of course, if the gentleman from Indiana shall 
object to the consideration of this bill, he or any other member on this 
floor has itin his power to prevent its passage; but in my honest judg- 
ment if he were on the ground or had examined the condition of things 
there he would be the first gentleman in this House to demand that we 
should construct such a building. Of course the gentleman has not 
been there, and he is not willing to take my testimony, nor the testi- 
mony of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Bacon], nor the testi- 
mopy of the officers of the War Department, and if he decides to ob- 
ject to the bill he has the right to do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think we ought to let it go over. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If yon let it go over, youare endangering the 
health and the proper instruction of the boys that you and I and othe 


I think the amount of the bill is about half: 
That, however, provides for a gym- 


| members are sending to West Point to be instructed. 


Mr. HOLMAN. When did this project first spring up? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘They have been asking for it for years; but | 
believe that it has been denied on account of some sort of narrow-minded 
views in regard to economy. But, sir, when I went with Judge REa- 
GAN, who is as great an economist as the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HoLMAN ], he was of the opinion that it was an outrage and no one 
could tolerate such a condition of affairs as existed at West Point. and 


| every one at once signed the report which asks for the passage of this 


bill. I kKhow the gentleman from Indiana would agree to this matt 
if he could only go and see for himself the exact condition of affairs. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Was that measure passed by the House in the 
Forty-eighth Congress ? 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. In the last Congress an appropriation was 
made, but it was not large enough. 
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A requisition was made by that State upon the Secretary of War for 
arms, ammunition, etc., as specified in the bill; but in response to the 
application it was stated by the War Department that it would be 
necessary for Congress to authorize the Department specifically to dis- 
tribute these arms, etc., to the State of Oregon, subject to the order of 
the governor thereof. ‘The facts are set forth in the preamble of the 
bill; and I presume it is not necessary to go into any further explana- 
tion. I therefore call for a vote. 
The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 


On line 21 of the bill, after the word “for,” insert “the same;’’ and on said 
line strike out the word ‘‘all;’’ and on line 23 strike out all of the bill after the 
word “sufficient” and insert the following: ‘therefor the said annual quotas 
shall be credited to the said State until the advance of arms, ordnance, and 
stores hereby made shall be offset and balanced by said annual quotas.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

ENLISTED MEN OF SIGNAL CORPS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Icall up the bill ( H. R. 9907) to make enlisted 
men of the Signal Corps responsible for public property. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent that Senate bill No. 
2519 be substituted for the bill just read. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can not be done, because the Senate bill 
referred to is not in the Committee of the Whole, but on the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I withdraw the bill for the present. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAR. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call up the bill (H. R. 10190) providing for 
an Assistant Secretary of War. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, ete,, That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to ap- 
point, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, an officer to be called 
the Assistant Secretary of War, whose salary shall be $,000 per annum, and who 
shall perform all such duties in the War Department as shall be prescribed by 
the Secretary of War or as may be required by law, and who shall act as Sec- 
retary of War in the absence of that officer. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that this bill be laid aside to be favor- 
ably reported to the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the reading of the report. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] now has the floor, and until his time has 
expired the report can not be read except with his consent. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will say to my friend from Texas [ Mr. K1L- 
GORE], whom I wish to accommodate, especially on this occasion, that 
the report on this bill is rather lengthy, and I do not wish to consume 
the time of the House in having it read if the gentleman is going to 
persist in objecting to the bill. 

The bill needs no explanation. There is now no assistant secretary 
of war, and when the Secretary is absent he has to detail the head of 
some bureau—the Adjutant-General, or the Commissary-General, or 
the Quartermaster-General—to take charge of the Department. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What salary is proposed for this officer? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. He is to receive the ordinary salary paid to 
other assistant secretaries. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Five thousand dollars, I beiieve. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is a matter of pressing importance to the 
business of the Department that this officer should be provided for. 
There are three Assistant Postmasters-General and two Assistant Secre- 
taries of the Treasury. There is absolute necessity for an assistant 
secretary of war. 

But 1 do not intend to consume time in pressing this or any other bill, 
if tt is going to lead to debate or contention. If the gentleman from 
Texas can not see upon the face of the measure its importance and neces- 





sity, I will withdraw it, trusting to bring it again to the attention of 


the House at the next session. 

Mr. KILGORE. I could not agree to allow this bill to pass under 
the present circumstances. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I withdraw the bill. 

NATIONAL MILITARY CEMETERY, ALEXANDRIA. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I ask, by unanimous consent, 
this bill be allowed to pass. We can not pass bills any other way. 
How much time is left? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twenty-two minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call up the bill (H. R. 5691) making an ap- 
propriation to construct a road and approaches from the city of Alex- 
andria, Va., to the National military cemetery at that city. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may beneces- 
sary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, outofany money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of constructing a road and ap- 
proaches from the city of Alexandria, State of Virginia, to the National military 
cemetery near that city. 


TheCHAIRMAN. Theamendments proposed by the Committee on 
Military Affairs will be read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: , 

In the sixth line insert the word ‘‘ gravel” before the word “road,” and in 
the eighth line add after the word ‘‘city”’ the following proviso: 

“Provided, Thata right of way at least 50 feet wide or the full width of Wiikes 
street, east of Alfred street, in said city of Alexandria, should first be obtained 
before any money is spent under the appropriation.” 

Mr. KILGORE. I made a row about a similar bill for North Caro- 
lina, and it would not be fair to allow this to go through. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Would it not be better to give up on North 
Carolina as well as on this one for Virginia? 

Mr. KILGORE. I could not do that to-day. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will state that this bill was introduced by 
General LEE, of Virginia, and as he is not present I can do nothing 
more than withdraw the bill. I now move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration bills reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, had 
directed him to report back a bill and joint resolution with the recom- 
mendation that they do pass. 


Siac aie Miss 0 5 


BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION PASSED. 


Joint resolution (S. R. 10) relating to the inclosure of certain points 
of especial interest on the battle-field of Gettysburgh, reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union with a favor- 
able recommendation was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

A bill (H. R. 5009) to provide certain arms and ammunition and 
equipage to the State of Oregon for the militia thereof, reported from 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union with a 
favorable recommendation, was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the several votes by which 
the bill and joint resolution were passed; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. * 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FORT LOWELL MILITARY RESERVATION, ARIZONA. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will yield to the gentleman from New York ; 
[Mr. SprNoLA] to call up a bill. 4 

Mr. SPINOLA. Iask to call up the bill (H. R. 1938) to reduce the ‘ 
Fort Loweil military reservation in Arizona, and will yield to the 
gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SmirH]. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Fort Lowell military reservation, in Pima County, 
Arizona, as established by the President of the United States, by order of date 
the .6th of October, 1875, be, and the same is hereby, reduced in dimensions as 
follows, to wit: Said reservation shall consist of a tract of land 5 milesin length 
by 4 miles in width, and bounded as follows: Commencing at the northwest 
corner of said reservation, as now established by Executive order, and running 
thence east 4 miijes, thence south 5 miles, thence west 4 miles, thence north 5 
miles to place of beginning. 

Sree. 2. That the remainder of said reservation, as established by said Execu. 
tive order, is hereby restored to the public domain. 

The report (by Mr. MAIsH) was read, as follows: 

Your committee, to whom was referred H. R. 1938, respectfully report an 
amendment to said bill, as follows: Strike out the word ‘four,’ in lines 8, 1] 
and 12, and insert in lieu thereof the word “five” in each of said lines, and that 
when so amended, the bill do pass. 

Such reduction of that reservation will be of no detriment to the service, a 
shown by the accompanying letter of the Secretary of War, which is made 
part of this report. 





BA 
A 
ay 
ed 
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War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, March 2, 188%, 
Sir: In reply to the request of your committee, dated the 7th ultimo, for (! 
views of the Department upon House bill No. 1938, Fiftieth Congress, first se- 
sion, to reduce the Fort Lowell military reservation in Arizona, I have t! 
honor to invite attention tothe accompanying report upon the subject, dated t 
29th ultimo, by the Lieutenant-General of the Army, who states that with t 
words “four miles,” in lines 8, 11, and 12,of section 1, amended to“ five miles,” t! 
passage of the bill would be of no detriment to the service. 
{ concur in this opinion of the Lieutenant-General. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
. WiLLIAM C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of tia 
lion, Rt. W. TOWNSHEND, 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr.SPINOLA.  Iyield to the gentleman from Arizona [ Mr. Siti}. 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. That has been recommended by the s« 
retary of War and by General Sheridan, and I do not see how there ca: 
be any objection to it. It will have the effect to give a title to meu 

who settled there before the reservation was created. 
Mr. HOLMAN. That land, I understand, is in a valley. 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Oh, no; there is a settlement of hal! 
dozen men along a little creek. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Ought not homestead entry to apply to those land- 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. There is not a foot of that land which | 


know of that can be brought into cultivation without water. 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. I suppose there will be no objection to t M OW NSHEND | 
i passage of this bill. It simply provides that officers of the Sign 
i Corps shall be responsible for pr ty intru to them As it 
( m4 = oe ; 1} , . 
; now the Chief Signal Officer is held responsible for all property, no ma that . until 
j ter where it may be. I ask the bill b ipon its passage l 
Che bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly rea SPEA f 
the third time, and passed. Mr. McMILLIN L1 e t \ 
Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill ; was 1 ' it I ed tl 
Was pas ed; and also moved that the motion to re nsider be laid « ! ’ ' , 
the table. Mr. HOLMA)? I dei la . 
Che latter motion was agreed to Che House divide und t e wi uyes 45, noes It 
The SPEAKER pro tempo rhe bill (H. R. 9907) on the same sul So the \ eed la rd t 1 o'clock and 53 
ject will be laid upon the table D. 1 the H 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
FRESH AIR IN ENGINE-ROOMS OF STEAMERS., 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. How much time have I remaining? Un t ile } te | of the ) t I nt iced 











The SPEAKER pro tem; . The gentleman has ten minutes. and das ind ed below 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will yield to the gentleman from T 3 | Mr. By Mr. HOLMAN: A 11511 ral itoG 
CRAIN | to introduce a bill. l i to the Us mit on iva 
Mr. CRAIN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 11510 By Mr. LAFFOON: Al H. 11512) for the re of W. M. Rh 
to compel owners of steamers to supply fresh air to the engine-rooms; | to Con ttee on War 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on so, a bill (H. R. 11513 t ef W m M t 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. ( nittee on War Cla 
2DER OI SINES \ ee ] \ i ] i © ing ay ) 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House now resolve itself into | * Peden Pal s ce 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to cons gS . I. R. 11515 > ; 7 
bills reported from the Committee on Military rs ; vn io 1D , 
Che motion was agreed to ne eee "4 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, | ‘ , ve a omnes aries Se eee ; 6 tein 
Mr. McMILLIN in the chair. M as wo bege -naerore thay Me 1 Affe 
MILITARY RESERVATION, PLATTSBURGH, N. Y. Be Mr. ATKINSON: A bill (H R 11518 ‘ in , & | 1 to 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Icall up for present consideration the bill (H. | George Chappel—to the Committ 1 In 1 Pension 
R. 11252) to construct a road from the village of Plattsburgh, N. Y. 
through and along the Government military reservation in said villag 
The bill was read at length. en 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the bill be laid aside— SENATE, 
: Mr. KILGORE. Ido not think I would be in a condition to agree ——— nf er 27. 1888 
o to that to-day unless there is a quorum present. [ Laughter. sel aa : sti 
: Mr. TOWNSHEND. Of course, if the gentleman insists upon a P the Chapl: } i. G. Bus 2, D. D 
s quorum,although I think it a meritorious bill, and if my friend would a 
examine it he would reach the same conclusion; but I understand the . a a ent iain " ' 
5 situation, and withdraw the bill. i ae. : : a Ree eae Se ete pee eee ; Poe 
& I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAIsn]. bh a ee Coe oO rg ’ ; oe 
i NATIONAL CEMETERY, FREDERICKSBURGH, VA. | ‘The Secretary of the & M CG. Met i as 
Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, I beg leave to call up for present con- | follow 
sideration the bill (H. R. 1907) to provide for macadamizing the road rep STATES C., Sept 2 





from the railroad to the national cemetery in the city of Fredericks- | 1 the Senator from N Mr. Ma: the « f 
burgh, Va. t 
The bill was read at length. 





Mr. MAISH. I move that this bill be laid aside to be 1 ported to rh, = tite Mas oO Caw 
the House with a favorable recommendation. a pec ; 
5 Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to having the ™ 
‘s sense of the House taken upon the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to lay this bill aside with a favorable recommendation. sterda me 


4 If everybody votes for it and I against it, | will have to call a quorum. YELLOW-FEVER & 


j If you want to go that far I have no objection. The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mani The ( ] 
& Mr. MAISH. The gentleman from Texas will not call a quorum, I | pefore the Sena ymendm« of the He vf Re . 
x understand. ee nt resolution (S. R. 110) in aid of the 
. Mr. KILGORE. Oh, yes, I will. [Laughter. ] ymendment of the House of Representat 
FP Mr. STRUBLE. That is quite a difference of opinion. " TheGeenerany. Sistheons all after the x 
Mr. MAISH. Then I withdraw the bill. saiaibins. asim PEE RR a 
Mr. KILGORE. Aill right. | money in the ‘Trea wise api sted , ails 
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i ation, as the newspapers report to us 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER, Ti enator from Vermont moves that 
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una ‘ nt, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap 
} the « ees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. EpMuN! M: 
ALLISON, and Mr, CocKRELL were appointed. 
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I rant re pl cal stone-cutter o1 
‘ 1a I find them located in Dallas, er 
( Me nay u », Ky.; Hallowell, Augusta, Clark’s Is] 1d, 
south Thor ton e, Rockland, Round Point, Long Co. 
and t’s Harbor, in the State of Maine; Worcester and Milford, 
i th Ryegate, Rutland, and several other places in Vermon 
Niantic, R. I.; Roxbury, Bridgeport, New London, and other plac 
in tl tate of Conn it; a large number of places in the State of 
New Yor} he city of New York and vicinity, Long Island, Brook- 
lyr ny a in t tate of Minnesota; Washington, D. C.: Kan- 
{ _ M ( f Topel Kans.; Cincinnati, Ohio; Reck Isl- 
t 1.5 f t. Joseph, in the State of Missouri; Indian- 
Ind l ( 1d n other pl: rhe memorial- 
ist i i bit the Uni i states at 
' ul ! pect ly petition yo onor body notto ] 
RO cadM } it stril the item of *‘Stones, unmanufactured or un- 
alre fre < indstone all building or monumental stor 
fron e free we believe the importation of rough stone into this coun 
try f of chi be an injury to us and those who quarry » in this coun- 
i an fit no « tt} I and fore ) quarry-owners and quarry- 
men, whe d t « tribute to the support of this Government. Ve will not 
enter into a le f 1 on this ¢ tion, but petition for the right to be 
} 1 protest a st this attempt to injure quarrymen and stone- 
th I I t ont f le marble ts dutiable; tl mer 
for <ing marb t < t ‘ to all other stone. 
7 interest i ry large in my own Stat d it is also rej nted 
none the n 1orialist 
The men ul Wi transmitted to me officially by. B. D I 
Se uy of the G 1ite-Cutters’ National Union of America, in th 
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found the number of signatures too large to con- 


veniently count, but there must be some four or five hundred, and 
perhaps more 
L move that the 1 norial be referred to the ¢ mittee on Finance. 
The motion was agreed t 


Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Johnston Palmer and 129 


co 
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other citize Indiana County, Pennsylvania; the petition of Will- | 
iam J. Work and 67 other citizens of Crawford County, P ia: 
and tl pet nh ¢ j White and 28 other citizens o! ty 
Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of certain ¢ I 
interstate-commerce law; which were referred to the Committee on I 
terstate Commerce. 

Mr. PASCO. I present a petition of between five and six hundred 
< of Key West, Fla., very largely interested in the manufacture 





eficiency in the revenue 
ously to the manufacturers of 


ing the attention of Congress toa d 


laws which operates ve ry disadvantag 


aif’ 





f} ve between dutie 


cigars, Ov to cht differen upon stripped and 
unstripped tob . ‘The facts are fully set forth in the petition, and 
as it is short I ask leave that it be printed in the Recorp, omitting the 


names 
The PRI 
petition and ; 


IDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida presents a 
sks that it be printed in the RrcorD without the names. 
Is there objection? The Chair and it is so ordered. The 
yetition will be referred to the ¢ n Finance. 
The petition is as follows: 
ud House of Representatives of the United Siates 
t that they are citizens of 
idents of the city and 


hears none, 


ommittee o 





Tot Senate a 


Your petitioners would most respectfully represen 
the United States and of the State of Florida, and ré« 
island of Key West. 

That the principal business of the island of Key West is that of the manu- 
facture of cigars, which gives employment to more than one-half of the popu- 
lation, which is over 20,000, 

That the number of cigars manufactured on the island of Key West during 
the past year was 95,000,000, and the greater part of this quantity was made of 
imported tobacco from the Island of Cuba. 

That among the various processes of preparing this tobacco in the factories 
previous to its being made into cigars is that of stemming the tobacco, or, as it 
is generally termed in the factories, ‘‘ stripping’’ the tobacco, taking the center 
stem from the leaf, and this work is done here chiefly by women and children, 
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several thousands of whom de pend al i tl uw labor for v : 
hood, 
Phat by the act of Congress approved March 3, 1883, « tole 291: thee Guth 
tobacco In it f unmanutac red in t med ot 1m ‘ 
t l » 40 ce its per pour f 
tthe duties on the s nmed tobacco being o > cent 
nt instemmed tobacco, the manuf iT ire thus « { 
iceo from Cuba already stemmed and Y si 3 
1 ) c’0.a it ar scture here ‘ vailing t ise] s of 3 
pr ege and ¢ ol ving ¢ ployment to laborers in Cuba, et 
Tha e result at gradually it surely the laborers here who ¢ ° 3 
I ed in spe | branch of the cigar industry are being discharged an ‘ 
prived of this mode of obtaining a living, and one-half or more of the lab : 
popula n of this island are being driven from their legitimate field of lal 
i ig thus brought ompetition with thecheap labor of Cuba. 
Wherefore your petitioners humbly pray that the duties on tobacco in 
unmanufactured and stemmed be increased, or that the act of Congress abov« 4 
mentioned be otherwise amet lsoasto prevent them from being broug 4 
into competition with the afore ied cheap labor in the island of Cuba. ? 
ind your petitioners will ever a 
REPORTS OF (¢ IMITI 
, DT ' eats = Wf hitteww A Mtoe 1 
Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom " 
was referred the bill (S. 3578) to perfect the military record of Jan 
I. Hughes, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon ‘ 
a 
ILLS INTRO! ED ¥ 
Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (8S. 3593 1 pension to Fra 
lin B. Dorothy; which w read twice by its title, and referred 1 
{ Lil vee on bensions 2 
AT £ ond aresl on . 5 ’ D> 17 y . : , 
fr. CALL introduced a joint resolr i R. 111) relating to ye! ; 
lk fever and epidemic diseases; w Vas I l twice by its title, : a 
referred to the Committee on Epidemic Disea 3 
TITOCULT ieee oa } § OF0A\ o wiBnme . - 
Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3594) granting a pension to 
Robert Steward; which was read tw by its t , and referred to the 4 
Cc i 
Z 
» , , ' ~"\> 7 ~ © = 
ia i « JIJ0) MAKIN an approprik mn) ; 
ti I monument tot members of the First and a 
se 11 Regiments United States Sharpshooters who fell in the bat 
: ae : . enya eC 1 . 1 
of Gettysburgh; which was read twice by it ie, and 1 a to 
Committee ¢ Lilita Affairs. 
1 7 : } Pp ‘ 1 4 
He ) luced a bill % r the relief of the ¢ te of t 
late James B. Sinclair; which was read twice by its title, and reien 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
IANCEY TA‘ ART—CHANGE O EFERENCi 
IF RMAN Tha hill (& 2525) for the relief af Viar r To 
Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The bill (8. 3585) for the relief of Viancey Tag 
; y Tey { . h ‘ s+¢ *\y » si so anct 
rart was erroneously referred to the Committee on Pensions instead 





t 1mittee on Military Affairs. I move that the former comm 
tee be discharged from its further consideration, and that it ber a 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. ee 
Tl m was agreed to. ee 


he Vol 


ihe moti 


% 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. * 
Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day i 3 


be to meet on Monday next. 2 


rhe m 1 to. 


t10n Was agree 


ISAAC DAVENPORT AND OTHERS. 3 
Mr. STEWART. Iofferaresolution to correct a mistake in a form ‘'k 


reference to the Court of Claims, and I ask for its present considera- 
tion. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ihe Secretary read as follows: 
] sO.T i, 


The resolution will be read. 


S 1208 


for the relief of Isaac Dave 


} 
ue 


That the bill entitled “* 






I ind cthers, citizens of Virginia,” referred t Court of Claims by tl 
Senate on June 13, 1888, together with all the accompanying papers, in pursuan 
of the provisions of an act approved March 8, 1883, be also referred to said court 


ions of the act entitled ‘*‘An act to provide for the bringing 








ur r tt prov ot 
uits against the Government of the United States,’’ approved March 3, 1887, to 
find and report to the Senate the facts bearing upon the merits of the claim an 





all the facts contemplated by the provisions of said ects. | 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Does that come from a committee? If not, it ‘ 


ought to be referred to the Committee on Claims. i 

Mr. STEWART. It comes from the Committee on Claims. It 

correction of a mistake in a former reference. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from 
the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. STEWART. I will explain it to the Senator from Vermont 
The committee ordered the ease to be referred under the two acts, and 
by mistake the resolution simply made the reference under the act o! 
1883, and it should be under both the act of 1883 and that of 1837. 
This simply corrects the mistake. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Reserving the right to object fora moment, I wish 
to say that the ordinary form of these resolutions has been simply to 
make the reference to the Court of Claims and cite the statutes. 1 ob- 
serve that this resolution goes on and proceeds to declare what the court 
shall do. That may be precisely what the statute requiresit todo. I! 
it be, of course it does no harm. If it be not, then it is outside of the 
statute and of our authority and propriety. 

Therefore I ask that the matter may be laid aside in order that I ma) 
compare the resolution with the statute and see how it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be temporarily 
laid aside. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. The resolution is on the Calendar and can be called 
up at any time to make observations upon it. So far as the commit- 
tec are concerned, Iam inclined to think that they would not desire 
to press a final vote upon any measure on this subject until the next 
session of Congress, but I am not authorized to say even that. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
one hundred and tenth amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
10540) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills: 

A bill (S. 145) for the relief of Edward Braden and Job W. Angus; 

A bill (S. 320) for the relief of John D. Adams; 

A bill (8. 937) for the relief of David L. Brainard and others; 

A bill (S. 1044) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to state 
and settle the account of James M,. Willbur with the United States, 
and to pay said Willbur such sum of money as may be found due him 
thereon; 

A bill (S. 1101) granting a pension to Rachel A. Sinkinson; 

A bill (S. 1500) granting a pension to Margaret M. Miller; 

A bill (S. 1582) for the relief of the estate of Lucien Goyaux; 

A bill (S. 1591) granting an increase of pension to Madison M. Mere- 
dith; 

A bill (S. 1668) for the relief of A. M. Woodruff; 

\ bill (S. 1958) granting an increase of pension to Eleanor B. Good- 
fellow; 

A bill (S. 2201) for the relief of Laura E. Maddox, widow and ex- 
ecutrix, and Robert Morrison, executor, of Joseph H. Maddox, de- 
ceased ; 

A bill (8S. 2346) granting an increase of pension to Jennie Hart Mul- 
lany; 

A bill (8S. 2411) for the relief of C. A. Williams and others; 

Ss 


A bill (S. 2675) granting an increase of pension to Lieut. James R. 
Durham; 

A bill (S. 2711) restoring Phebe McLaughlin to the pension-roll; 

A bill (8S. 2720) granting a pension to John B. Ross; 

A bill (S. 2836) granting a pension to William E. Taylor; 

A bill (S. 2838) granting an increase of pension to Betsey A. Mower; 

A bill (S. 2887) granting a pension to George H. Johnson; 


A bill (S. 3125) restoring the right of pre-emption to Alfonso Roberts; 

A bill (S. 3276) granting restoration of pension to Sarah A. Wood- 
bridge; 

A bill (S. 3471) to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Louisville Southern Railroad 
Company; 

A bill (H. R. 10934) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to seil 
township maps or plats remaining on hand in his oflice; 

A bill (H, Rt. 11101) to include Sapelo Sound, Sapelo River, and Sapelo 
Island in the Brunswick collection district in the State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 1923) providing for the establishment of a life-saving 
station at the harbor of Kewaunee, Wis., and at other places herein 
named; and 

A bill (H. R. 10068) granting a pension to Lieut. Starkey R. Powell. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. * 


Mr. ALLISON, I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives on the sundry civil appropriation 
bill. 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the resolution 
of the House; which was read, as follows: 

Ixn THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, September 27, 1888. 


Resolved That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the one hundred and tenth 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H, R. 10540) making appropriations fo» 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 3¥, 
1889, and for other purposes. ; 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The commitice of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 110 to the bill (H. R. 10540) ** making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30,1889,and for other purposes,’ having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from itsdisagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 110, and agree to the same with an amendment asefollows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted, insert the following: 

* For the building for the Library of Congress as herein provided for, and for 
each and every purpose connected therewith, including the cost of all profes- 
sional and other personal services that the Chief of Engineers of the Army may 
deem necessary for the work and shall specially order, $500,000. This appro- 
priation and all appropriations hereafter made, and all sums available from 
appropriations heretofore made for this purpose, shall be expended under the 
direction and supervision of the Chief of Engineers of the Army, who shall 
have the control and management of all of said work and the employment of 
all persons eonnected therewith. And all contracts for the construction of said 
building, or any part thereof, shall be made by the Chief of Engineers of the 
Army, and so much of the act entitled ‘An act authorizing the construction of 
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a building for the accommodation of the Congressional Library,’ approved 
April 15, 1886, as requires the construction of said building substantially accord 
ing to the plan submitted to the Joint Select Committee on Additional Accom 
modations for the Library of Congress by John L. Smythmeyer, and so much of 
the first section as provides for a commission, together with the eighth section 
of said act, be, and the same are hereby, repealed, and the duties of said com- 
mission under said act are hereby devolved upon the Chief of Engineers of th: 
Army, who shall annually report to Congress, at the commencement of ea 

session, a detailed statement of all the proceedings under the provisions of this 
act, and hereafter, until otherwise ordered by Congress, no work shall be done 
in the construction of said Library except such as is herein provided for, and 
all contracts for work or materials not necessary for the execution of the work 
contemplated herein are hereby rescinded. And all loss or damage occasioned 


| thereby, or arising under said contracts, together with the value of the p an for 


eS Sees 


a Library building submitted to the Joint Select Committee on Additional Ac- 
commodations for the Library of Congress by John L. Smithmeyer in the Ita!- 
ian renaissance style of architecture, may be adjusted and determined by the 
Secretary of the Interior, to be paid out of the sums heretofore or hereby ap- 
propriated : Provided, That before any further contracts are let for the construc- 
tion of said building, general pians for the entire construction thereof shall be 
prepared by or under the direction of the Chief of Engineers of the Army, which 
plans shall be subiect to the inspection and approval of the Secretary of War 
and the secretary of the Interior: And provided further, That the total cost of 
—_ building shall not exceed $4,000,000 exclusive of appropriations heretofore 
made. 
And the Senate agree to the saine, 

W. B. ALLISON, 

EUGENE HALE, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 

Lianagers on the part of the Senate. 


WM. H. FORNEY, 
JAMES N. BURNES, 
THOS. RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in, 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. ©. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 26th instant approved and signed the following acts and joint res- 
olution: 

An act (S. 186) to amend section 1225 of the Revised Statutes, con- 
cerning details of officers of the Army and Navy to educational insti- 
tutions, ete. ; 

An act (S. 2252) to incorporate the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Eleva- 
tor, and Railway Company; 

An act (S. 3447) amendatory of ‘* An act relating to postal crimes 
and amendatory of the statutes therein mentioned,’’ approved June 
18, 1882, and for other purposes; 

An act (8. 124) granting a pension to Henry F. Kaiser; 

An act (S. 1988) granting a pension to Henry R. Blakiston; 

An act (S. 2576) granting a pension to Richard Hudson; 

An act (S. 2713) granting a pension to Pierre Bottineau; 

An act (S. 2913) granting a pension to Mary Sturgess; 

An act (S. 2938) granting a pension to James McDonald; 

An act (S. 2951) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Morrison Elliott; 

An act (S. 3130) granting a pension to Patrick Welch: 

An act (S. 3186) granting a pension to Christian Winkel; 

An act (S. 3236) granting an increase of pension to George A. Wash- 
burn, late major, Sixteenth Connecticut Volunteers; 

An act (S. 2750) to increase the pension of Samuel A. Tate; 

An act (S. 212) for the relief of Patrick H. Winston, jr.; 

An act (S. 576) for the relief of Semon Bache & Co. ; 

An act (S. 1506) for the relief of Addie Bell; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 102) appropriating $200,000 to suppress in- 
fection in the interstate commerce of the United States. 

THE LOUISIANA ELECTION. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Iask unanimous consent to call up the resolu- 
tion in relation to the Louisiana election. 

Mr. GIBSON. I inquire of the Senator from New Hampshire 
whether he proposes to take a vote on the resolution this morning. 

Mr. CHANDLER. My purpose in calling up the resolution is to 
ascertain whether any Senator desires to make remarks thereon. If 
so, I propose that debate shall proceed. 

Mr. GIBSON. I propose to make a few remarks on the resolution 
whenever the Senator desires to have a vote on it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. After the Senator has concluded his remarks I 
desire that the Senate shall proceed with the consideration of the reso- 
lution until a vote is reached. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CHANDLER July 
19, 1888, as follows: 

Resolwed, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be instructed to in- 
quire— 

1. Into the facts of the recent election in the State of Louisiana held on 
the 17th day of April, 1888, at which there were chosen State officers and also « 
Legislature, which has since elected two United States Senators; and especially 
to ascertain and report whether the 136,746 votes returned for the candidate of 
the dominant party for governor were actually cast, in view of the fact that at 
no previous election had the votes for such candidate of such party exceeded 
88,794; and also why in the parish of Madison there were returned 3,530 votes 
for one party and none for the other; in East Feliciana Parish, 2,276 for one 
party and only 5 for the other; in Morehouse Parish, 1.554 for one party and only 
14 for the other; in Ouachita Parish, 2,994 for one party and only 5 for the other; 
in Sabine Parish, 1,441 for one party and only 2 forthe other; in Tensas Parish, 
4,627 for one party and only 113 for the other; and why there were similar re- 
turns from other parishes; and also to ascertain and report whether or not 
at said State election there was any violence, intimidation, or fraud which pre 
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vented a fair election, and particularly whether or not there were any false car 
vasses or false returns made by the local election o ers or included in the fina 
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ment of electors for President and Vice-President of the United States 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, he question Is On agreeing to the 


resolution 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I am under the 
people of this country in all parts of it, whether Republican or Demo- 
ic in politics, and especially that the business men of the country, 
are weary of these unconstitutional and revolutionary methods of in- 
vestigation that tend only to disturb the relations of the States to the 
Union, and to excite ill-will and distrust between the sections, and 
the white people and their former negro slaves in the Southern country 
rtisan purposes; they can bear no good fruit. 
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it was proposed by the Senator irom New Hampshire to ask for a vote 


Iam persuaded that the thoughtful members of 
the Senate in the Republican party can not, and do not, sympathize with 
the purposes of the resolutions. I can not but remark upon the lack 


upon his resolution, 





o! interest in these proceedings which twenty years ago engaged the 
public attention, and constituted the instrumentality by which turmoil, 


and confusion, and tumult and disorders, and race collisions, were pro- 
moted in the South, and governments of misrule and confiscation were 
upheld, and even justified, by many uninformed people of the North. 
We have, I hope, passed beyond that epoch. 
But what are these resolutions that arraign, if not the sovereign 
ite of Louisiana (for that term appears to have become offensive to 
these modern times 
for the States have been characterized as such by the Supreme 
Court the United States. They instruct a standing committee of 
the Senate, the Committee on Privileges and Elections, to ascertain 
whether there be a republican form of government in the State of 
Louisiana; whether the members of the General Assembly were duly 
elected under the constitution and laws of the State, and whether or 
not they were competent to elect Senators and to make laws; whether 
the governor was duly elected; and whether, finally, the people of the 
State should exercise their constitutional rights to choose Presidential 
electors, and to have their votes counted in the electoral college. 

Resolutions so formidable in their scope, so comprehensive, and so 
sweeping, and fatal to one of the commonwealths of this’‘Union, should 
neither be introduced, nor considered, by the Senate, unlesssupported by 
a state of facts, certified to the Senate by the most solemn and weighty 
evidence. but under what circumstances have they been brought to 
our attention? There has not been from the State of Louisianaa single 
petition presented to this body from any citizen in that State informing 
the Senate that he had a grievance of any kind in the wide world that 
the Senate might redress. There has not been a complaint from any 
body of the people of that State to the Senate asking for any legislation 
to protect them in their rights, political or civil. 

We know, because the Senate of th 
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nizance of public facts, that there is but one government in the State 
of Louisiana, but one person claiming to be governor, but one body 
claiming to be the Legislature of the State, but one supreme court in 
the State. We have before us the constitution and 3 of the St 

observing and maintaining the Constitution and laws of the U1 d 
States, and all the rights and privileges of 1 i is of the Unite 





States and of the State, and radically repub!] 
that State to-day is in satisfactory relations with the othe: 
with the Government of the United States in all its branches, t 
gress, the executive, and the judiciary. 

It is represented in the House of Représentative 
here in the Senate. We know that law and 
of Louisiana. We have no knowledge of 
rection, of any disorders in that State but 
that occur, more or less, in every community, o 
crimes aggravated, perhaps, by the fact that the negroes, who were re- 
cently, and from time immemorial the slaves of the white people, have 
been suddenly made free, and elevated without any education or train- 
ing, except such as the institution of slavery afforded, to participate in 


it is represented 
order prevail in the State 
any tumult, of any insur- 
in the individual instances 
f misdemeanors and 
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and responsibilities of adapting our institations to selt-government are 
greater than in States where sudden and violent changes in the social 
order have not taken place. 

Now, these resolutions propose no such inquiry, but they propose 
that a committee of this Senate shall be constituted a political court in 
this city, and that summons shall be sent out to every person in the 
State of Louisiana who may have a complaint or grievance against his 
neighbor, or who, feeling that if he can convince this committee that 
he has made sacrifices or suffered any wrong on account of his political 
opinions, in the event of the election of Mr. Harrison he may be re- 
warded in proportion to the gravity of the offense that he should allege 
has been committed against him. This prosecution will be conducted 
by pettifogging politicians, some of whom are already in this city cut- 
ting and drying the programme in advance forthe working of the com- 
mittee. The offer of a visit to the Federal capital, with all expenses 
paid, the expectation of forming the personal acquaintance of leading 
Republican Senators, the hope that theirservices to the Republican party 
amid the dreadful condition of society in which they live, according to 
their own accounts, will be recognized, will induce many a man to sac- 
rifice truth and the friendship of his neighbors in order to merit reward 
at the hands of political leaders. Every neighborheod scandal, every 
old feud, every grievance, will be retailed to this committee, and these 
stories in daily bulletins will be disseminated throughout the North 
to poison the minds of our fellow-countrymen against their countrymen 
in the Southern States. Thus the seeds of sectional ill-will and ani- 
mosity will be sown and a harvest in due time may be gathered. You 
will not hear by this mode of investigation the substantial people of 
the State, for they are busy in their homes; they have their farms and 
private business to look after and their daily round of occupations. 
At this season the farmers are gathering in their crops; they are 
taxed tomake both ends meet at the close of the year; but the unscru- 
pulous politicians in every neighborhood, who fatten on local disor- 
ders that they breed, and are looked upon with contempt as Ishmael- 
ites, and who are without any stake in the community, will hasten 
to regale this committee with their fictions. It will be simply im- 
possible to induce the best element of citizeus, who are, as I said, 
occupied at this time, to leave their homes and come before a commit- 
tee in Washington which they believe is organized simply for politi- 
cal purposes. Hence an inquiry like this should have and can have 
no weight with the country; in fact, it will have no more weight than 
the anonymous and slanderous letters which the Senator from New 
Hampshire has read to the Senate, or the clippings from newspapers 
which assert one thing to-day to attract attention anc deny it to-morrow. 

But the Senator from New Hampshire did not rest, I am frank to 
say, his demand for this investigation solely upon anonymous letters 
and newspaper clippings. He refers to tables showing the vote at the 
election on the 17th of April, 1888, in Louisiana, and he exhibits to 
the country the fact that in many of the parishes, a long list of which 
he publishes, the vote actually cast exceeds the number of persons 
duly qualified by registration to vote. He cries out “here is evidence 
He next shows that there was a total vote in the State of 
Louisiana of 188,739, while at the election of 1884 there was a total 
vote of only 132,296, and at the election of 1876 a vote of 160,964. Upon 
these statements the Senator insists that his claim for an investigation 
chietly rests, because he himself can not expect that the Senate should 
take any action upon mere anonymous communications and extracts 
which he has read to the Senate. He himself will admit that this 
would be trifling with the Senate, as well as with the people of one of 
the Commonwealths of the American Union, and therefore it is that 
he bases his demand for investigation chiefly upon an official statement 
of the vote and registration in the State of Lonisiana. Now, let us look 
at those statements. 

I will demonstrate that the Senator has been entirely mistaken in 
his figures; that his premises rest upon an error of his own; and that 
therefore the very ground-work upon which he is asking for this in- 
quest falls from under his feet, and this resolution should fall with it. 
The Senator furnishes us with the official vote on April 17, 1888, but 
he does not exhibit the official statement of the registration taken in 
accordance with law ten days before the election. He refers usto the reg- 
istration of 1884, and other speeches have been made here referring us 
to the registration of 1880. I append to these remarks an official state- 
ment of the registration in 1888 and the official vote at the election in 
1888, and it will be seen that the statement of the Senator that the 
vote exceeded the registration is a mistake. 

it does often happen in elections, where persons are careless about 
qualifying to vote, that they are permitted to vote on aflidavits upon 
being identified, and it is possible that this may have occurred in some 
places, and, in fact, did occur in Concordia Parish. Now, these tables 
show that there were registered previous to the election of 1888, 253,- 
557 persons, of whom there were whites 125,407, and colored 128,150. 
The total vote cast at that election on the 17th of April was 188,739, 
showing that there were 65,821 persons duly qualified to vote who did 
not vote. There was no complaint against the registration. I use 
statements taken from the same sources as the Senator himself draws 
from, exeept that my statements, both of the registration and of the 
vote cast, relate to the election of April 17, 1888, while his statement 
of registration relates to the previous elections. 
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This fundamental error must be fatal to the whole argument of the 
Senator. It is very natural that he should have made such a mistake, 
because being 1,500 miles away and having probably never put his 
foot within the State of Louisiana, and his acquaintance being limited 
in that State, possibly, to the class of pettifogging politicians, it is 
easily comprehended that he should have been led into just such mis- 
takes by them. Here, then, we have the fact that there were over 
65,000 persons qualified by registration to vote who did not vote in the 
recent election in Louisiana; and the vote cast in the State at the re- 
cent election bears the like proportion to the total male population of 
over twenty-one years of age as exists between that population and 
the vote in the majority of the States. On the average only about 80 
per cent. of persons entitled under the laws to vote usually cast their 
votes, as will be seen from these figures which I have taken at random 
from Spofford’s Almanac: 
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In 1884 in Louisiana there were 86,610 persons registered who did not 
vote; in 1876 there were 46,658 registered voters who did not exercise 
the franchise. So that I submit there is nothing phenomenal or extra- 
ordinary in the vote of the recent election in Louisiana. ButtheSenator 
says it isnot the total number of votes cast that is surprising, but it is 
the very large majority that Nicholls received over Warmoth. I freely 
admit that the majority was large, and that perhaps it would excite 
suspicion in the minds of persons unacquainted with the state of popu- 
lav feeling in Louisiana, or with the conditions of the Democratic as 
well as the Republican party in that State. But these fluctuations of 
majorities are not confined to the State of Louisiana, and I think that 
the large majority obtained by Governor Nicholls could be more easily 
and satisfactorily explained than the phenomenal majorities which 
have marked the elections in other States of the Union. 

Here, for instance, is the State of New York. In 1879 Cornell (Re- 
publican) received 418,567 votes, Robinson (Democrat) received 375,799 
votes; Cornell’s plurality was 42,777 votes; and in 1882, only three 
years afterward, Cleveland (Demecrat) reversed this plurality of 42,777 
for the Republican party and was elected by a plurality of 192,854. 

Take, again, the State of Massachusetts. In 1879 Long (Republican 
was elected by a plurality of 13,602 votes; the very next year his 
plurality was 53,245, and the year after, General Butler reversed this 
plurality for the Republican candidate and was himself elected gov- 
ernor by a plurality of 13,949 votes. 

Not only are these oscillations of majorities in these two States greater 
than in the State of Louisiana, but the fluctuations in the total vote, 
when you consider the political conditions, the steadfast opinions of 
the people, the thorough organization of the parties, and the facilitics 
for intercommunication, are indeed extraordinary, and more difficult to 
be accounted for than in a State like Louisiana, where there has been in 
times past so much race antagonism, so much political commotion, and 
where for years the working people of the State were subjected to a 
government composed chiefly of their former slaves, which every year 
consumed th® entire surplus of their earnings and mortgaged, by a pub- 
lic debt, one-fourth of the assessed valuation of their property, while 
nearly every guaranty for life as well as property was destroyed. 

I am sorry to say, but truth compels me to do so, that at that time, 
while the white people in that State were subjected to such ignorant 
and degraded tyranny, despoiled of their property and their rights, the 
demagogues in the Republican party of the North did not extend to 
them any generous sympathy, nor was any committee sent to inquire 
into their sufferings and wrongs, which had been proclaimed throughout 
the whole land. I know that at that time thoughtful and conservative 
members of the Republican party condemned those spoliating govern- 
ments just as they condemn these resolutions, the effect of which and 
the intention of which are to restore such governments to power over 
the white people and property-owners in a Southern State. 

I was speaking of the oscillations of the popular vote in some of the 
Northern States, and I observe that in the State of Massachusetts there 
was a change of 68,715 votes from 1879 to 1883, and of 56,079 votes 
from 1882 to 1883, and of 94,445 votes from 1884 to 1885, whereas in 
the State of Louisiana there was an increase in the total vote from 1879 
to 1888 of only 27,000, and a fluctuation from 1884 to 1888 of 56,000. 
It appears that there is nothing on the face of the papers more extraor- 
dinary in the official statement of the recent election in Louisiana than 
in the official statements of election in other States. Doubtless Sen- 
ators from New York and Massachusetts and other States where these 
oscillations have taken place could very readily explain the causes of 
them; and I can in a few words relate to the entire satisfaction of 
the Senate the reasons why such a large vote was cast and such a large 
majority Obtained by Governor Nicholls. 

It is alwaysan unpleasant task to discuss persons living in your own 
State, as wasobserved by the Senator from Massachussetts [Mr. Hoak ] 
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of the good order and the security of the lives ard property of the sub- 
stantial citizens, Republicans and Democrats alike, and to destroy 
every educational and religious interest and institution, as well as the 
peace of society, in order that they may appear in some quarters as 
zealous Republicans, or as martyrs for principle. 
J understand that such men have 
munity. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 

Mr. GIBSON. I 
speaking generally, and not of a particular case. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understood the Senator to refer to some par- 
ticular man. What is his name? 

Mr. GIBSON. I do net know what the man’s name is. 
ing now of the general condition in regard to these parishes on the river. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ‘There were numerous cases of this kind where 
men were notified to leave ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Ido not know that there were numerous cases, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Has the Senator any in mind? 

Mr. GIBSON. I have in mind Mr. Holmes, an old Confederate sol- 
dier and a gentleman ferwhom I have always entertained high regard, 
and whose hospitality I have enjoyed; but I do not think he went to 
any excess. I had the parishes ot Tensas and East Carroll in my mind; 
I had the parishes enumerated in the Senator’s resolutions in my mind. 

But this condition of things is confined to a tew parishes of the State 
of Louisiana, I believe that wherever and whenever such conditions 
prevail men of property and intelligence will combine together to ex- 
ert all their influence, without respect of party, to prevent the inter- 
ests of the community from falling under the control of the ignorant 
and those wholly unfit for exercising the powers of government, and 
who become the willing dupes of political adventurers or designing 
communists. We have an example of this state of things on the Pa- 
citic coast, where the Chinese, claiming the oldest civilization in the 
world and representing a race endowed with extraordinary skill and 
power, have been excluded from our Pacific States, because they were 
not only different from those communities in race, but their standard 
of morals was also different, and because they were utterly ignorant of 
our institutions, and were content, in order to accumulate a compe- 
tency, to work for wages much lower than our own people could live 
and prosperon. They were in fact as much alien to the prevailing sen- 
timents and moral qualities of the population of the Pacilic coast as 
if their only training had been found in the institution of slavery it- 
self. The ruthless massacres of the Chinese in Wyoming Territory and 
Colorado exhibit a phase of race conflicts and indicate the limitations 
upon the Federal power to afford adequate remedy, as held by Mr. 
Evarts himself when Secretary of State. No sooner had these condi- 
tions presented themselves, this menace to free institutions been offered, 
this array of ignorance appeared, than Senators from that coast raised 
a cry which has resounded throughout the Union, and which has been 
responded to with alacrity by Senators from all parts of our common 
country. They have, in effect, invoked the Senate to re-enact the Dred 
Scott decision, and to take the ground with respect to the Chinése race 
upon which that famous decision rested in respect to the colored people 
in thiscountry. They who hold with the Declaration of Independence, 
that all men are created free and equal, find themselves under an im- 
perious necessity, political and social, of their people to adapt their 
doctrine to the exclusion of the Chinese race. Now, when these wants 
and conditions are brought home to Senators from States on the Pacific 
coast, they ought to appreciate and I believe they do appreciate the 
embarrassing and almost insurmountable difficulties that the Southern 
people have to contend against when dealing with the race problem 
in their midst, when dealing with the negro born in slavery, and who 
by reason of his historical condition remains for the most part in sub- 
ordination, a result which nearly always follows when an inferior is 
placed in juxtaposition with a superior race in the same territory. 

These conditions which exist in the South, as they prevailed through- 
out a portion of the Unionin earliertimes, wereaggravated in the south- 
ern section by the fact that they came upon the white people there, not 
as they did upon the white people in the Northern States bya gradual 
process of emancipation and a steady readjustment of relations, but 
they came upon the Southern people at the end of the most destructive 
war in respect of men and property that any civilized people ever en- 
countered. The settlement of the question in the Southern States has 
unfortunately been complicated with the contests of the two great po- 
litical parties of the country, but I think every one who surveys with 
acalm eye society in the South will admit that, ander the circum- 
stances, the preservation of peace, the recognition of vivil and political 
liberty, the guaranties for life and property, the advancement in educa- 
tionand material resources have been wondertul, if not miraculous, I 
append some data showing the progress in the South generally, and 
in Lonisiana in particular. 

I repeat that the state of things which I have described was con- 
fined mainly to certain riparian parishes that were enumerated by the 
Senator from New Hampshire, but in other parishes, where the Repub- 
lican party was organized and where the same conditions did not pre 
vail as in the riparian parishes alluded to, the vote may not appear any 
less remarkable to the Senator from New Hampshire. For instance, in 
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the city of New Orleans, where there was not the slightest dispute about 

the fairness of the election in April last, there were polled 38,966 votes, 
and out of that number Governor Nicholls received 27,824 and Gover nor 

Ww armoth 11,142—Nicholls’s majority being 16,682. At the previous 


In a few instances | election, in 1884, there were over 24,000 votes polled, and in 187%, 19,000, 


If any one will take the white parishes of the State, that is, the 


| parishes in which the white voters exceed the colored voters, including 


am not referring to any particular case. I am | 
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the city of New Orleans, and then the parishes which are represented 

in the General Assembly by Republicans, they will find they consti- 
tute - majority of the whole Legislature. In many of the parishes 
the Republicans indorsed the Democratic ticket for the Legislature, 
and the senators and representatives from those parishes may be added 
to those I have referred to, and it will be found that they in the ag- 
gregate constitute a large majority of the members of the General As- 
se mbly who participated in the election of the United States Senators. 
Moreover, in several instances, Republican contestants were admitted 
to their seats in the house of representatives, over which a gentle- 
man presides who has become a resident of that State since the close 
of the war, and is a Northern man by birth. 

Now, under these circumstances, the Senator from New Hampshire 
comes forward with his series of resolutions that no constitutional law- 
yer in this Senate can approve, but which he hopes may be adopted as 
part of the political programme. He would have oue of the commit- 
tees of this Senate constituted a sort of political mint in which shall be 
assayed and coined every calumny, every scandal, and, as I said betore, 
every neighborhood feud, every grievance that any man imagines he 
has suftered, any grievance that any man may be persuaded he has suf- 
fered by pettifogging politicians who will be brought here at the ex- 
pense of the Government. It is proposed that this currency shall find 
circulation among the good and philanthropic people of the North, who, 
when the excitement of the campaign shall have passed away and they 
have made inquiries into the true facts for themselves, shall find it to 
be base and fraudulent coinage. 

Sir, I would rather resign my seat in this Senate than to become the 
medium by which such vile accusations are to be conveyed to the 
Senate, the scavenger by whom all the ill-will of the community is to 
be gathered up and presented to the Senate, or one of its committees. 
““T had rather be a dog and bay the moon, than sucha Roman.”’ I 
have here newspaper slips from leading newspapers in Rhode Island, 
and I saw a few days ago a letter from a distinguished citizen of that 
State, Mr. George S. Waring, declaring that the recent election in Rhode 
Island was carried by corrupt use of money, and that votes were sold 
as if in the public market. I have these papers and others at the serv- 
ice of the gentleman from New Hampshire if he desires to extend his 
inquiry into the legality or fairness of the recent election in the State 
of khodeIsland. They make out quite astrong case—stronger, I think, 
than the Senator has made out with his newspaper extracts and anony- 
mous letters against the people and government of Louisiana. Will 
he accept them? 

I am glad to know that there are Senators in this body who have 
adopted a different policy from that marked out by the Senator from 
New Hampshire; there are Senators here on the Republican side who 
by a broad, liberal, I will say magnanimous policy, have won a place 
in the hearts of the people I represent here to-day, and whose commis- 
sion I hold by a unanimous vote, both black and white, of the general 
assembly of that State; there are Senators here who, instead of offer- 
ing pains and chains and penalties and insults, holding up the people 
of a Southern commonwealth to the scorn of the public, have come 
forward with balm for the wounds of the great civil struggle and who 
have devised beneficent measures of legislation. I need not go beyond 
the limits of the State of New Hampshire to find such a man, and in 
vears to come, though the Blair bill may be defeated, there will be 
found in many a hamlet in my State a warm welcome for the name of 
the statesman who had the sagacity and courage to bring forward that 
wise legislation intended to educate and enlighten the people of our 
country. 

But the junior Senator from New Hampshire prefers to follow a dif- 
ferent course. Without referring his resolutions to the consideration 
of the committee, but picking up here and there a scandal of the com- 
munity from anonymous letters and newspaper clippings, often erro- 
neous, he hopes to constitute a political machine to operate during the 
Presidential campaign, to catch, like the ear of Dionysius the Tyrant, 
the slightest whispers of political parasites or schemers, and proceed 
on such testimony to convict his countrymen, living in a distant State, 
of crimes and misdemeanors. ‘Thus he would attempt to brand with 
the ‘*Scarlet Letter’’ one of the fairest and noblest Commonwealths in 
this Union. 

Sir, if this method of procedure can find justification in the minds of 
the constitutional lawyers in this Senate, or can bring gratification to 
the heart of any Senator on this floor, or if the author of these resolu- 
tions feels that they will gratify his constituents, or that they may be 
necessary to the success of his political party, he is welcome to such 
honor as they may bring him. If such charges, based on such flimsy 
grounds, were made, and if the indictment were laid against the decency 
and civilization and good character of my fellow-countrymen in New 
Hampshire, and had no other foundation than the Senator from New 
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Hampshire himself offers to the Senate, I s} i feel impelled by ev 
sense of public duty and publ nor, as a Senator and a gentleman 
to interpose my arm and my voice in their defense; I should feel that 
I ought to hit my v e, as I do now ainst such revolutionary, vio 
lent, heartless, reckless, and ‘ | ) har have been laid 
against the generous, industrious, and enlightened peo from ¥ 
I hold a commission on t floor 
Mr. President, I do not desire to prolong this debate, hut I 3 struck 
as the Senator from New Hampshire proceeded, with th nsiste 
in which he indulged. In the first place, he appealed tothe record, to 
e official table promulgated by the secretary of state of Louisiana t 


show that the v e of that State exceeded the registration of th 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to say tha 
I have never done that. 

Mr. GIBSON. I found in looking over the former speech of 
Senator from New Hampshire on yesterday that he furnished at 
which has gone before the country showing that the vote in certain 
parishes of the State of Louisiana exceeded the qual voters in the 
parish. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Nowthe Senator makes the stater 
rately. 

Mr. GIBSON. In order to do that he takes the election of 1858 and 
the registration of 1884 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator right there whether there 
has been any registration since 1884? 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should be obliged to the Senator if he would 
put it in the Recorp. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will furnish the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should be obliged to the Senator if he would, 
because I have been unable to find any registration since 1884 

Mr. GIBSON. What a commentary is that upon the position the 
Senator from New Hampshire assumes! He would arraign the people 
of Louisiana when he himself declares that he is in pertect ignorance 
of the fact that there is required by iaw, ten days in advance of every 
general election in that State, a registration of the citizens in the State 
in order that they may be qualified to vote. That is a public fact 
which no one would overlook who desired to investigate and to ascer- 
tain how elections are conducted in the State of Louisiana. When, in 
ignorance ot this fact, he displays to the people of the country the re 
istration of 1884 coupled with the vote of 1588, showing thereby th 
the vote exceeded the registration, that Commonwealth stands here ac- 
cused and convicted of the very fraud which he alleges against her. 
Yet the frail and unceitain groundwork of the prima facie case upon 
which this allegation rests is dissipated and disappears the very moment 
the official facts are presented to the Senate. 

Not only that, but I show that in a period of twelve years there was 
a fluctuation in the total vote of only 27,000 in the State uf Louisiana 
during the last election, whereas in the State of Massachusetts there 
Was within one year a fluctuation in the total vote of 95,000. I submit 
the circumstances which led to the election of General Butler in Mas- 
sachusetts to the governorship of that State, the influences that were 
behind him, the peculiar conditions of society in the State of Massa- 
chusetts, a State as much honored by myself and by the people of this 
country as any one in it, perhaps, except the State of Virginia, as the 
leading State of the Revolution, and in all the great occurrences which 
have taken place upon the arena of American politics in this country— 
a State with fixed institutions, with fixed opinions, whose society has 
never been subverted or revolutionized by force and war. 

But when the Senator is confronted by these fluctuations of the votes 
in New York and in Massachusetts, an’! when the offer is made to him 
to take up these newspaper clippings concerning the election in the 
State of Rhode Island, he declinestheoffer. However, he occupies him- 
self as a Senator on this floor by clipping from day to day the newspa- 
per accounts of one occurrence after another in the State of Louisiana. 
Yet at the outset he declares that the press was muzzled in the State 
of Louisiana, and that therefore it was impossible from the newspapers 
of that State to ascertain what the condition of society was init. So 
the propositions upon which his prima facie case rests—first, the official 
returns of the registration and the election; and secondly, the fluctua- 
tion of the vote in the State of Louisiana; and thirdly, the newspaper 
clippings, which he declares himself are untrustworthy, as we all know 
they are—have no foundation in fact. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Louisiana yield to the Senator from New Hampshire ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that 
I have made no such declaration. I said that accounts of these trans- 
actions rarely found their way into the local papers, and that in order 
to ascertain them we must glean them either from the Northern press 
or the metropolitan press. I did not make the statement—— 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator declared in his speech which I had the 
honor of reading yesterday or the day before that the false countings 
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and killing of voters are seldom found recorded in Democratic news- | 


papers, and never in local newspapers of Louisiana; and yet he has not 
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n Louisiana shall visit Washington and retail to him and to the politi- 
cal managers of the Republican party stirring tales of their grievances 
and their wrongs—grievances and wrongs that exist in every large and 
populous community; grievances and wrongs that ought to be pun- 


in my State, and many of which are net punished in my State 





grievances and wrongs that exist perhaps in the Senator’s own State 
and in the State of every Senator who has aseat on thistloor. Wecan 
not remedy all wrongs by legislation We can not hope to stretch out 
our arms from the Senate Chamber to give quiet and peace and protec- 
tion to every individaal in this country We must hope that the cd 
Sire Of seil-government, of amendment on the part of the people t 
S¢ re these wrongs occur, will lead them to seek redr f the 
because the wrong against one man to-day may become a w i t 
¢ 


another man to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Would it disturb the Senat 
I should ask a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICE 
the Senator from Louisiana yield to the Senator from Ver 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask my friend from |] 
for I have tried to understand the point of the debate on both 
although I have not been in the Senate Chamber all the tims 
the objection to an inquiry by the Senate of the United States to 
certain what the truth is? If there be any considerable nur 
people in the State of Louisiana or Vermont who are deprived of 1 
which enter into the composition of the Government of the | 


R (Mr. MANDERSON in the « I 


statesand they appeal for redress, what is the d and 


the Senate should not inquire ? 








I remember, if my friend will permit me for a moment, that in 1879 
or 1880, when a political party of which Iam not usually a memb 
was in the majority here and had sway, an inquiry was instituted by 
that y, and without any opposition on this side to wrong 
concerning the suffrage, etc., I think in Rhode Island and Massacl 


setts, and there was one allegation touching some wrongs In one count 
in the State of Vermont. As I remember, all the Senators on this 
said, ‘‘ By all means; make every inquiry; let us d: t 
and see how far the rightof righ as platforn ly« 


has been evaded; and then we can consider whethet 


petence and scope there Is anV redre I should et ‘ tr l 
the precise reason why it is not thought fit that we should find « 
what the truth really is. 


Mr. GIBSON, If theSenator from Vermont had done me the honor 
to listen to my previous remarks he would have ascertained 1 

tions to this particular resolution and this particular mode of 
and inquiry. There has been no memorial here from any m 

State of Louisiana stating that he had suffered any grieva 

has been no complaint addressed to tl 

There is no tumult, no ‘* buck-shot war,’’ no insurrecti 


1e Senate of the | 


government, and all is quiet and peaceable. There ar 
from disappointed candidates, no memorials from the « 
| Senator from a distant State, 1,500 miles away, rises in t u 
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ollers tine tr n andthe vt ofthe State, which he now confesses 
hy lin « and ids anonymous letters— 
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“tate. He is not vy ing to refer the resolutions and charges and tes- 
timony to the Committee on Privileges and Elections for their consid- 
eration and report, but wishes to instruct the committee, whether the: 
pprove of the investigation or not, to proceed with it. 
| submit to the veteran Senator from Vermont whether, on such 
showing and in the midst of a Presidential election, this committee 
should be instructed now to proceed with such an examination and in 
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quiry, to be conducted, perhaps, against their own sense of propriety 
and judgment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask my honorable fri 
hat the Presidential election has to do with it? 
nderstand. 





nd from Louisian 


I confess I do not 


Mr. GIBSON. I fear that the Senator is so fertile in questions that 
I shall exhaust the patience of the Senate if I attempt to answer them 


ifter the other. If the Senator himself can not perceive some re 
between this investigation and the Presidential election, when 
the resolution itself declares that the inquiry is to be made in order to 
tain in advance whether the people of Louisiana ought to be per- 
mitted to vote for Presidential electors, 1 think I may conclude that 
the Senator is asking having deigned even to read 
lution itself. One less experienced in public affairs than the 
Senator from Vermont would find, if he looked into the history of this 
body, that these investigations, these inquiries, these inquisitions, al 
ways accompany a Presidential election. No such resolutions are 
offered, no such inquiries are instituted by enterprising political Sena- 
tors except in view of elections for the Presidency in which the fortunes 
of their party are concerned; and this shall be my brief answer to the 
Senator from Vermont. 


nis questions wit 





na jor the year 1353. 


White White Colored | Colored 
Votersof Voters of oa s : voters voters voters voters 
aii Sosiatinis White Colored who who who who 
native orelgi 4 , 
birth birth voters voters, write make write make 
’ ; their their their their 


names marks, names. marks 


382 | 2, 006 302 | 851 1,155 87 o1r 





239 1, 864 3, 448 | 1, 436 128 | 645 2, 805 
126 2,500 3, 143 1, 668 832 | 1, 086 | 2, 057 
110 2 300 2, 646 | 1,579 721 | 501 2,145 
14 | 1,731 | 1, 671 60 | 58 924 
35 1. O75 25 100 3, 425 
> 603 190 | 456 3, 472 
1. 429 1,507 | 219 511 
1,110 30 | 90 | 132 
29 184 5 | 49 
2 460 440 | 1,000 
5, 104 53 2 404 
1 O84 | 6 3, 028 
2. 878 | } 60 | | 1, 68S 
), S44 308 3, 627 
; 004 | 2, 34 
2, 899 a 1,8 
“ 91 | 655 
254 414 
715 | 2, 6H 
174 | 4,470 
111 | x 
300 | 1, 97 
1,014 | 1,( 
1,584 | | 1, 808 
281 | ; 
270 | l4 
| 11 2, 904 
| 18 | 2, 324 
| 875 | 2, 523 





136 ° 
44 | 15 
119 | 341 
19 29() 
2. 
137 
oe 
} Of 
10 
408 1 
157 
374 3 





2389 695 4754 

200 Zi ° 14 

262 243 8 

28 . 7 723 87 

91 2, 276 3, 085 966 1, 310 459 2 

1, 854 | 1,111 1,594 260 130 . 

1,931 559 | 820 1,111 107 { 

876 829 23 | 610 189 53 7 





The original registration book having been destroyed by fire, the number of whites and colored who write their names and make their mark can not be 
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Number of private schools 
White ws ‘ bteee 349 | 
Colored 3 

Total number of pupils in public and private schools 134, 677 

hKeceipts of school fund ... BOLL, 255. 60 

Jouisiana has now 11 collewes, with 3,049 students 
Phe Southern University for colored persons, created by constitution of 1879 

(article 231) and supported by annual appropriations of $10,000, is in a thriving 

condition 


1885 


White eveccses sonceces ee 125, 407 
Colored 128, 150 
lotal.. ‘ 253, 557 
White voters who can write their names cocccsee 0, 945 
Colored voters who can write their names a . . 23, 210 
SSO). 
Population, ten years and over —_ iain 649, 070 
Can read peouen 297.312 
White and colored who can not write ‘ oe . 3158, 380 | 
White who can write 58, 000 
AGRICT rURE IN LOUISIANA—COTTON PRODUCTION, 
Year Acres. Bales. | 
" | 
1879 sdeccescessssococene 864, 787 5OR, 569 
LXmi os evcccceces ; 971, 843 401,373 
1886-87 (estimated ° ° eunececee . cocccccsee 550, 000 
SUGAR, 


Hogsheads. 
1859..... — ae ee 144, 881 
}stw) covceeooee 228, 753 | 1880... seve eevece 6 218, 314 
1806 Gusanies 8 LG 4 Seaaeaianal novia 350, 000 


Hogsheads, 





CROP REPORTS OF COMMISSIONER OF AGRICULTURE FOR YEAR 1887. 


Acres un- 
Crop Quantity. | der eul- 
tivation. 
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The wealth to each inhabitant is: 
Assessed wealth per capita, 1880.............. caalidies $148, 42 
Assessed wealth per capita, 1888 pronseagone oe pevesie wee, Bee ii 
Actual wealth per capita, 1888 : 152.4 


rhis improvement has kept on steadily from year to year, as the followin, 
figures from the Times-Democrat’s reports will show 


B79 .... : . sesseee G2, 164, 792, 795 | 1884 

REID cccscownnncssenseccbebsnenpenne ip EE SPD nese. ccnecwecsnsecceoscens 
ISS] sn : seeseee 2,473, 620, 423 | 1886 saqeappavemesseosens ° 
1882 nena 2,565, 903,787 | 1887. 

ISa3 ‘ eossasanovece ity Py Bag Oe 1. MANO cnves 





it will be noted that last year’s improvement was considerably above the ay- 
erage 

We have elsewhere given so fulla review and such ample statistics on this 

ubject that we will but present the following figures, making a comparison 
between the South to-day and what it wasin 1880. Nothing better illustrates 
the progress made during that period, 


Increse. 


1888 1880. 


Pe r cent, 


















ne 18, 942, 858 29. 4 
Assessment........... a ; paamennal < $3, 240, 774, 722 | $2, 19.8 
PURER: MINEIIDIL,. nncisdicemnonaiodssancenieoupened 35, 679 : 100.0 
Hands employed in factories.... cece 440, 253 215, 245 141.0 
sb ciotsittndancctssctstvessacpadenessscosevase . $426,597,000 | $179,366, 230 | 143.5 
Production .........- qesevencccccendbessenennences 103 | $315, 924, 794 85.4 
Pig-iron produced, tons 845, 920 212, 022 397.8 
Mineral output............... $25, 482, 600 $3, 347, 445 760.6 

| karim products.. $793, 098,293 | $611,679, 048 29.7 
Farm animals.... a 44, 830, 972 | 20, 754, 243 | 55.8 
oy, er 19, 421, 380 9, 103, 113 113.4 
Total production of all kinds, agricult-| * 

ure, mining, manufacturing, fisher- ' 

TI, Be Rinnxassdssvansnmesciasvnetanecacascett thavesios $1, 353, 342, 620 $949, 814, 720 42.5 
IIE isisesircniéns | 62, 038 | 45, 031 37.8 
Children attending 2, 402,117 1, 832, 620 36.7 
School expenditures, ...........cccseceseeseeees $11, 742, 702 $6, 415, 706 83. 2 


It will be seen that in every respect the South has moved forward more rap- 
idly in wealth than in population; that it produces more and is richer and more 
prosperous inevery way. These statistics draw a better picture than any words 
can of the advance of the South since 1880. 


[The New Orleans Times-Democrat 


Cotton........ puveiteraaninntaiiadutasdal bales ‘ 406, 420 1,002, 764 NEW ORLEANS. 
> Q97 29 ov" 9 

Rie ‘ cle UM) coseees scciseedatiiaedin os ae oo, 93 3 “72. oes These advantages, cheap raw materials, cheap transportation, and the best 
Sugar cane -hogsheads 264. 856 m | markets were in th mselves enough to build up manufactures here. Another 
Molasees.............. el Se vations 16, 243. 490 197,044 | advantage that might be mentioned is the variety of industries concentrated 
Sweet potatoes ~ bushels 1. 805, 012 19, 469 | bere which must help each other. The presence of the great foundries of New 
Irish potatoes ee a 256 168 6.719 | Orleans, of the saw-mills, will of necessity aid other establishments which may 
Oats Pe a ees eee ee ee pen 416.101 41.549 | need lumber or machinery of a peculiar kind. In New Orleans they can get 


[The New Orleans Times-Democrat. } 
THE GREAT SOUTH. 


The Times-Democrat presents elsewhere this morning, as it has for five years, 
a review of the condition of the Southern States to-day and the progress they 
have made in the past twelve months. When we first told this story but little | 
was known of the wealth and advantages of the South. To-day the whole 
world recognizes them, and there is scarcely a paper in the North but publishes 
eolumns each year about Southern progress and development, while scores of 
industrial papers have sprung into existence here to chronicle the advance 
made in each line of mining or manufactures. Moreover, the Southern States 
no longer “ hide their lights under a bushel.”’ They recognize the benefits to 
accrue to them from making known their wealth, their resources, and their 
progress. Nearly all of them have statistical bureaus and publish from time to | 
time interesting reports of their condition. 

From these and other reports it is an easier matter to-day to give, as we do 
elsewhere, the progress of the South during the year, and to find how far it has 
moved forward since 1880, 

he doubter who may regard what the papers have had to say about the 
South as due to a disposition to “boom” things must be convinced by the of- 
ficial figures of the assessments. No one can imagine for a second that these 
exaggerate the value of property. On the contrary, there is a strong disposition 
to undervalue it. When, therefore, the assessments show that the wealth of 
the South is increasing at a rate nearly twice as great as the population, it is 
evidence of prosperity which none can deny or dispute. The following is the 
assessment of the several Southern States during the census year and for 
1887-88, The assessments now being made will show a still larger increase, 


States. 1887-'88, 1879-'80. 


$117, 486, 181 


Alabama 
86, 409, 364 


Arkansas.,......... 





everything they want and will not be required to send elsewhere for it. 
And, finally, it was discovered that New Orleans possessed an abundance of 


| labor, excellent in character, intelligent, capable, endowed with much of that 


taste to be found in France, tractable, and free from that unfriendly feeling 
toward capital which creates a friction in New England and other industrial 


| sections, and which has so injured manufacturing there. 


The result of these discoveries has been to bring abouta rapid advance in man- 
ufactures here, the details of which are given elsewhere. The manufactures of 
New Orleans have more than doubled in the past eight years, as follows: 


Establish- Capital. Hands. | Wages. 




















, 7 Pe i s 
Year. ments. Products. 
1888... 2,185 | $21,677,670 23, 865 | $8,242,599 | $41,508, 000 
915 8,565, 303 8,404 | 3,717,557 | 18,808,000 
Increase............ 1,270 13, 102, 367 15, 461 4,525,042 | 22,700,000 


Capital no longer hesitates over these investments and more has found its 
way into manufacturing industries during the past year than during the entire 


| decade between 1870 and 1880, 


Mr. TELLER. I do not rise to discuss the resolution before the 
Senate nor the conduct of the people of Louisiana, either in this elec- 
tion or any other. I have had some experience of these matters in the 
way of investigation, and I sympathize very much with what was 
stated by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] the other day 
when he said it was useless, perhaps, to discuss this question because 
we were powerless to redress the wrongs that by general admission are 
perpetrated. What I desire now is to correct a statement made by the 
| Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grpson] as to the opinion of Republican 





54, 860, 534 


29, 471, 618 


RI ccnsnssezescceyeonssecsess eensconnnsenns 

Georgia............ : ead ' 341,504,921 | 235, 650, 530 
Kentucky. oscvabeuest enue savent doadiaiied 483, 491, 690 318, 087, 875 
Louisiana Saubavecisaheancetodneaninnns daapetenmenpenntie 221.500, 000 | 158, 587, 495 
Mississippi i” spinaiedetsanaeintie 29, 887, 254 | 106, 594, 708 
North Carolina........ onnsesauseneuunesnaccaiibaeesuaal : 210, 035, 453 | 156, 100, 202 
South Carolina, ......... pouseb epedinnréeuséeens paedaonivenl 141, 495, 056 | 132, 037, 986 






239, 750, 000 
650, 412, 401 


304, 493, 163 


Tennessee, 


rexas., . Cee e eee eereeeserensteeeeanes 








Virginia sropeusvas veceée stuipenetene paocngeeccooue 374, 043, 338 308, 455, 135 
Total sees evecesesbises 3, 240, 774, 722 2, 164, 792, 795 


In the census report on valuations, the Census Bureau in 1880 estimated that 
the true value of property of all kinds in the South was much greater than the 
assessiments—57 per cent. greater in Texas and Virginia, 43 per cent. in Georgia— 
the total being $5,725,000,000 as against an assessment of $2,) 64,792,795. On this 
basis the true valuation of the South \o-day is $8,570,829,140. showing an increase 
during the past eight years of $2,845,829,140, with an improvement in the assess- 


ment of $1,075,981,927. 


Senators in regard to the rights of the Chinese under the Declaration 

of Independence. I suppose he meant to say that they hold on their 
side that the Declaration of Independence was not intended to cove: 

| any but white men, and did not intend to cover and did not cover 
Chinese. 

Mr. President, for one, I desire to enter my dissent from that doctrine. 
The Declaration of Independence, in my judgment, covers all mankind, 
white and black and red, and I do not find anything inconsistent with 
that declaration in my attitude toward the Chinese. 

I do not understand that the Declaration of Independence declares 
| that every man is’the social equal of every other man. Ido not under- 
stand that the Declaration of Independence declares that every man 
has the same rights that every other man has all over the world. ! 
understand it to mean simply that when the people are grouped in one 
community under one government every man is equal before the law. 


That isallitasserted. Itdid not assert that the Englishman who comes 
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of politics and political action on the part of the Democratic party, ¢ 
tablished in order that the control of the Congress and the Presidency 

of the United States may be wrongfully and criminaliy transferred | 
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Here isthe damning outcome, The verdict of the coroner’s jury but smoothed 
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justify upon the floor of this Senate to-day, if a man wants to vote the | 
Republican ticket he is a bad character, is to be notified to leave. 
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arms and ammunit i in case of need, while it is ramored that there is a move 
to organize a guard tor the protection of the town 
iis trouble seemingly originated in St. Mary and Vermillion Parishes, and | 
t me extent has spread over this parish, but your correspondent has been 
© far to gather definite information in reward to it Several partic 
here, so says Dame Rumor, who have been guilty of miscegenation have been | 
waited upon and orders 1 to leay Itis safe to say, however, that no blood a 
shed need be feared at th place, so the sober judgment of our citizens may be 
relied on to tide over the present uneasy state of affuirs | 
fhe farmers must necessarily suffer under this deplorable state of excitement, | 
as the negroes w not leave their homes for fear of being waylaid. Every- | 
thing is quiet to-night, and the outlook betokens an early subsidence of the reg 
nant perturbation | 


Mr. President, I wish to call the special attention of the Senate and 
he couniry to this feature of Democratic Southern policy in the 
rmingof the negroes. I take 


citizen to have a gun or a pistol and to keep 4 


Southern Stats which is called the disa 
it that the right of every 
that gun or pistol in his own possession, in hisown house, is the in “ 
putable right of every citizen of the United States Without a law 
the contrary—and I doubt whether any law to the contrary can con 
stitutionally be enacte:!|—every citizen, black or white, North or —. 
has the right to own a gun and to keepit. It is his property. is 
his property for self-defense. It is his property for the defense of 
home, his wife, and his children, and it can not be taken from hits at 
without the violation of a natural right, and as I believe without the 
violation of a constitutional right. 

Article II of the amendments to the Constitution declares: 


A well regulated militia being necessary to the security of a free State, the 
right of the people to keep and bear arms shall not be infringed. 
That article grew out of the original theory of the founders of this 


Government that a well regulated militia was the sure defense of a 
State. Itwasthe militiamen organized under that principle who fought | 
the battles of the revolution and won our independence of the mother 
country, and from that day to this it has been understood to be a nat- 
ural and a constitutional right on the part of every citizen to keep and 
to bear arms. 

The poliey which the Southern white Democrats have adopted is that 
in order to prevent the negro from exercising his right of suffrage under 
the fifteenth amendment of the Constitution he shall be deprived of the 
privilege of keeping arms in his = ssiop. It must be apparent to 
every thoughtful citizen that this plan, if carried out, will prove to be 
utterly destructive of the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments of the 
Constitution, and will bring the black people of the South into abso- 
inte subjection to the white people of the South. 

Take the State of Louisiana. The proposition of the white Demo- 
crats of Louisiana is that every white citizen of that State may have a 
yun and a revolver, and may keep the same wherever he may be, and 
especially may keep them within his own home, and that he may use 
those arms according to his discretion if he does not create a breach of 
the peace. 

The farther proposition is that the colored people of Louisiana shali 
none of them be allowed to keep or bear arms and that the gun or the 
pistol of every colored man shall be taken from him. Manifestly the 
millennium of Southern Democrats will have come when this resolution 
of the Democrats of Louisiana is carried into effect, because we shall 
then have the whole white population armed each man with a gun, and 
we shall have the colored people, no one of them with any instrument 
either of offense or of defense, and all this in defiance of the natural 
and the constitutional right of the citizen. 

Let me tell the Senator from Louisiana that this plan which has been 
inaugurated by the white Democrats of Louisiana, will not be a suc- 
cess. ‘They may disarm here and there a few of the negroes of Lonisi- 
ana, they may surround in their little homes or in the cabins of their 
colored clergymen a few little bands of negroes and take their arms 
from them, or shoot them down to bloody death because they are Re- 
publicans; but they will not succeed in disarming the whole body of 
the colored population of Louisiana. 

Che negroes of this country are growing in intelligence; they are 
gaining in courage on this question, and the colored men of Louisiana 
will maintain their right to keep and bear arms, in my judgment, in 
time and in the long run against the whole body of white leaguers, 
Kuklux ruffians, and all the other vagabonds, gamblers, thieves, 
thugs, and villains who, according te the Democratic papers of the city 
of New Orleans, have been organized in the interest of the Democratic 
party, and especially in the interest of the Senator from Louisiana 
who has addressed the Senate. The colored men will keep their arms 
and they will use their arms when they see fit to do so in defense ot 
those rights of American citizens which belong to day, at the South as 
well as the North, to every American citizen whatever may be the 
color of his skin, or whatever may be his politics, whether Democratic 
or Republican. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to go over the ground which I covered 
the other day nor to follow the Senator from Louisiana at length in the 
remarks which he has made. He has omitted to refer in detail to any 
of the particular outrages which were recited by me as affording at least 
sufficient ground for an investigation. The Senator has undertaken to 





prove that there is nothing extraordinary or remarkable in the increase 
of the vote of the Democratic party in Louisiana from 62,540, the vote 
for Cleveland, from some 80,000, the largest vote that was ever cast, up 


to 136,746, by asserting that it is not strange that there are fluctuations 
of votes at different elections, and he has cited fluctuations which have 
oceurred in Northern States. 

Mr. President, I grant that mere fluctuations of votes up and down 
n various elections are not of themselves necessarily proofs of fraud, 
but I say that if you will find a case like this in Louisiana where for a 
series of years the largest vote which a political party has ever been 
able to cast has been 80,000, and where suddenly the vote has leaped 
from 80,000 up to 136,000, there is afforded a presumption of fraud 
which would of itself justify an investigation. 

If the Senator will point out any parallel case to this monumenta 
fraud in the State of Louisiana which was perpe trated by Governo 
McEnery and his satellites on the 17th day of April and subsequent 
to that time during the c punting of the vote, I will insist that there 
should be an investigation of such an election, particularlyif it resulted 
in the creation of a Legislature which has elected two United State 
Senators to claim seats in this body. 

But I did not rest upon the extraordinary character of the vote on 
the face of the returns. I went on with prima facie proofs containing 
astonishing and remarkable revelations concerning the transaction 
that occurred in Louisiana on the 17th of April and prior thereto. | 

called attention to the murder of William Adams, a man who had been 
a Democrat, a friend of Governor McEnery, but who had seen fit to 
change his politics and to undertake to distribute in Monroe, La., the 
home of Governor McEnery, ballots for Warmoth, and who was killed 
by the infamous Captain Theobalds and his gangof cut-throats who 
to-day control the parish in which they live. His throat was cut and 
he was thrown into Bayou De Siard. 

Ihe Senator from Louisiana says he scorns inthe American Senate to 
enter upon the consideration of an incident like this. [ also called the 
attention of the Senator to a transaction in which his own brother wa 
engaged, and which was exhibited to the Senate of the United State 
by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] in aspeech which he made 
here some three months ago, and which was repeated again in full in 
the newspapers of Louisiana. Nota word does the Senator utter in de- 
nial or in defense of that outrage upon the rights of the citizen. 

The Senator from Louisiana has stated quite accurately, I think, tl 
political policy of the Democratic party in the State of Louisiana. HH 
says that in certain parishes, which I understand to be the colored 
parishes, where the colored people being Republicans and desiring to 
vote the Republican ticket are in an overwhelming majority, the polic: 
of the Democratic party is to induce the Republicans to agree tha 
thereshall be only one ticket in the field and thatshall be the Democrati 
ticket. He says that the Republicans of those parishes are becoming 
willing to assent to such a condition of political action or of politica! 
servitude, and that when such an arrangement is made, if anybody 
undertakes to dissent from it and to organize the Republican party, o1 
to organize an independent party, or to run against the candidat 
nominated by the combination, it is customary to notify him to leav 
the parish. 

Mr. President, I will take the proposition of the Senator and go } 
fore the American people upon the question whether or not there 
under such circumstances a republican government. I understand 
republican government to be a government elected by the free voters, 
with an honest count of the votes. I understand a republican govern 
ment to be one which involves two parties; that republican govern- 
ments are to be conducted ordinarily with a majority party and a mi- 
nority party; that both parties are to be free; and that through th: 
workings of parties, with vacillations from one side to the other o! 
political power, the States and the nation go on successfully practicing 
the republican experiment. 

but a government is not a republic unless two parties can safely be 
organized among the people, unless the mea:bers of es ach of those par- 
ties have equal rights in law and in fact. If there is to be but one 
party, with butone ticket in the field, the Republic isdestroyed. That 
such is to be the rule I understand to be the position of the Democrats of 
Louisiana, as stated and justified by the Senator from Louisiana upou 
this floor. 

On that issue I believe that the Republicans of this country can safely 
go to the American people. It isan issue which ought to be proclaimed 
in all its breadth and in all its fullness to the people of this Republic 
the issue whether there shall be a free ballot, whether there shall b 
candidates on both sides, whether there shall be two parties in th 
Republic and in every portion of this Republic where citizens choose ( 
to organize parties, or whether, as the Senator says, there shall be bu 
one party, and any citizen who undertakes to organize another part 
und to induce it to put candidates into the field shall be notified that 
he is a disturber of the public peace and be ordered to quit his hon: 
as the Senator says, and as the facts show, Capt. H. B. Holmes w: 
ordered to do in the case to which allusion has been made. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the Senate any longer. | 


have heard criticism of the fact that there has been statement and dis- 


cussion of the facts before the investigation has been made. I sabmit 

that unless the Senator from Louisiana had been willing that the res 
olution should pass it would not have been becoming for me to have 

urged its passage without presenting the prima facie evidence which 
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on t i ise their liberty within the borders of a free Republic, that ; » ert 3 a a ee sei billie i Aa ; ’ 
head the Geddes Hall meeting; suffice it to say the ball has been started on a roll 
1 rroes would be allowed to pursue their daily avo- : be kept rolling until we can place the colored people out of further 
ca »in} that the y may prov ide for the necessities of their fami- a must ” - ops EOS wae a eee — =" fc ee - S . 1 : 7 : is 
i 1 : . wind blows but what it brings the intelligence of harm’sway. Emigrate at once, Don t wait or another b atcl y : 
murder a l d—n ler and bloodshed confined invariably within the | , I he colored man if doin : hims« Ifana his emily & gross Wrongs F roman 
} } " » : in this murder-ridden State any longer. Ye say to you, emigrate to me ¢ 
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cle of years innocent and unsuspecting negroes have been made | 
the v cruel The present year dawned upon us, and found the | py a head-line from the Times-Democrat. Certain Northern r! 
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‘ et indi slauchter of men, women, and children | der of William Adams, in Monroe, his throat cut from ear to ear, for ped 
v ‘ \ A »wed down with many summers, who “an tickets. No arrests, noinvestigation. Would the Times-Den 
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measured terms, denounce the inhuman ravages upon life and property. But | hand? Dare it challenge the proofs? 
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devise means to alleviate the wrongs to which we are subjected by the Bour- 
bonism of the South 
But we will be frank in saying that the re-election of Grover Cleveland will 


be taken by the murderers and destroyers of our people as sanctioning their 
deeds, and will encourage them to go on in their career of blood and extermi- 
nation, and they will go on with renewed vigor; whereas the success of the 


Republican party w show that the healthy public sentiment of the country 
condemns those outrages, and will throw a damper and act as a check on the 
perpetrators 

This is no surmising. Itis clearly shown by the contrast which the admin- 
istration of Grover Cleveland and that of President Arthur affords. Compare 
the two administrations and see for yourselves, Under the quiet and peaceable 
administration of President Arthi the rough edges of the war having been 
smoothed and its wounds almost healed by the long and beneficent Republican 
rule, angry passions were gradually cooling down and a better condition of af- 
fairs was quictly taking plaucein the South. While here and there at the time 
of an election some trouble might arise, it was always local and its effect tem- 
porary. Republicanism was undoubtedly fast gaining ground; prominent white 
men were continually proclaiming a change of faith and declaring their ad- 
herence to the Republican party, and we confidently looked to a day not far 
distant when it would be safe for a colored man to be a Democratand when both 
parties would be composed of whites and blacks alike. 

But the election of Cleveland put a stop to all this. It threw us back into the 
seventies, It did not cause a reaction in sentiment, but it effectually put a check 
on its manifestation, and Bourbonism once more became rampant and over- 
bearing. His re-election will give it unlimited sway and will throw us back 
in the sixties; while the election of Harrison will restore the hopeful condition 
of things that existed under President Arthur and prepare the country for an 
era of peace, harmony, and prosperity. 

Therefore, we say again, colored men,read Mr. Martinet's letter. His state- 
ments can not be contradicted. The Democrats have everywhere proclaimed 
his integrity and veracity,and they can not to-day impcach histestimony, Read 
his letter and vote the Republican ticket 








OUR MURDERED DEAD—A REQUIEM FOR OUR MURDERED DEAD, 


Let all join in commemorating the victims of the Freetown massacre. Let 
the roll of the murdered dead be held a lasting roll of honor, Let their names 
not be forgotten: John Simon, Thomas Simon, Peter Simon, Lewis Simon, 
Eugene Green, Edward Valere, Alexander Valere, Antoine Michel, Samuel 
Kokee, Ransom Livingston, jr. They died, as died the veritable martyrs of old. 
They died for daring to assert their rights as free men. 

They were murdered for giving shelter and protection to the outraged and 
hunted of theirrace. They gave up their lives in proof of theirmanhood, They 
are so many martyrs to Democratic hate, Let them be so held and revered. 

Vengeance is mine, saith the Lord; I will repay.”’ 

We assert unhesitatingly that the last Louisiana election was simply an out- 
rageous wholesale steal; that men were murdered for distributing Republican 
tickets; that Republican voters were generally either bulldozed or defrauded 
of their ballots; that the officials generally were installed through fraud; that 
the State is run practically by bulldozers and ballot-box stuffers, 

We further assert that there exists to-day in certain sections of the State a 
reign of terror; that the country is overrun by gangs of outlaws known as reg- 
ulators; that negroesare being hunted as so many animals; that they are being 
shot down by dozens, murdered in cold blood for daring to presume upon their 
rhis as men; that scores again are being driven from their hard-earned 
homes, for all of which we challenge the proofs. 

We favor emigration in lieu of immigration, We favor, as far as may be, the 
ieneral emigration of the negroes. 

We don’t object to the Northern immigrants. They are of those willing to 
icede the negro his rights. We won't do any lying to induce them to come. 
We want the negroes to getout. They have no protection underthe laws. The 
ite outrageous verdict of a coroner’s jury over a dozen murdered negroes at 
l'reetown is abundant proof. We tell them they have no rights the Louisiana 

















bulldozer is bound to respect. They may be murdered and outraged at will. 
hey are certain to be murdered and outraged until reduced to a state of peon- 
a fhe only alternative isto pack up and move. 
Let the move begin with the youngmen and women. Let them get out. I 
{ 1 stand not upon the order, but go. 


THE ASSASSINS LIE. 


© polities in it; that’s the story in connection with the Freetown massacre. 
re's the fool who don’t know it to be a lie out of whole cloth. The assas- 
ire Democrats. The victims are Republicans. That tells the story. It is 


Old Third.”” The district is honestly Republican by 8,000 majority. Ii 
carried two years ago by Democratic boodle, and amounted to say $60,000 
cas! fhe boodle candidate is now out of the race. There are no $60,000 this 
time in the Democratic bag. The want of it must be made good somehow, 
there's no other way for it but in killing Republican negroes. That is the one 






sure way of keeping Republican voters from the polls, The Democratic game 
hus begun \ round dozen or so of negroes have been murdered. It is the be- 

nuing of the Third district campaign. That's the meaning of the Freetown 
! wore 


\ CIRCULAR FROM THE BUREAU OF IMMIGRATION. 
Rr , t ns and brethren 


Afler receiving intelligence through the columns of the daily journals of the 
terrible outrages and cold-blooded murders of our fellow-citizens at Freetown 
and other portions of the State, from time to time, without any attempt on the 
part of the executive authorities to bring the murderers to justice, we felt that 
patience on our part has ceased to become a virtue, and that the present dan- 
gerous crisis to which matters have been allowed to reach in the country de- 
manded immediate action on the part of those located in more favoring dis- 
tricts to adopt measures whereby to relieve those of our fellow-citizens suffer- 
ing under a reign of terror and brutalism in the disturbed portions of the State. 

Being bound by the ties of duty, as well as of those of race affinities, memorial 
meeting was held to contribute honor to those who died in defense of their lives 
and property, thus winning for themselves an honorable place among the num- 
ber of martyrs who poured out their life-blood as a precious libation upon the 
shrine of liberty. 

In accordance with this meeting an immigration bureau was organized, with 
authority to communicate with kindred organizations in California and New 
Mexico, in order to remove our suffering brethren to regions equally favored in 
fertile resources, and among a people who are willing to accord to us the com- 
mon rights of humanity 

it was therefore agreed at a meeting of the board that before such a step is 
taken a pioneer be sent to the above-mentioned places, whose duty it shall be 
to survey the country and make arrangements with the planters of that region 
so that our people, instead of moving on a wild goose chase, will have some- 








thing definite and sure before them. 

It was also agreed by a series of resolutions, both at this board meeting and at 
the memorial meeting, that an appeal be made to every church organization, 
secret society, and benevolent association, and every friend of the race to con- 
tribute little or much towards defraying the expenses of such an individual 
upon so important a mission, The board promises to use care and discretion 
in the choice of such a man, 
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In accordance, therefore, with those resolutions, we issue this circular, cal]- 
ing upon you in the name of God and the name of common humanity to come 
to the help of the Lord against the mighty. We need not say to you that the 
uncivilized methods of regulators are creeping all over the State, like a canc¢ 
creeps all over the human body, and that this now peaceful region may soon be 
disturbed by the hideous yells and the murderous fires of lawless regulators 
and you likewise may be found on your way to some safe region where you 
and your family can dwell together in peace. r 

Send contributions to J. H. Coker, M. D., president, or Rey. Ernest Lyon, se 
retary. Office Geddes Hall, No. 220 Erato street. * 

= contributions will be acknowledged in the S. W.C.A., the Standard and 
Pelican. 

We are your brethren in distress. 

J. H. COKER, President. 
ERNEST LYON, Secretary. 
M. J. SIMMS, 

PAUL GREEN, 


Assistant Seerctar ies. 








temember Iberia. Let negro laborers give the parish of Iberia a wide berth 
Let the Democratic bulldozers go to work. Leave them to gather the cane and 
make the sugar. You can have no protection for your lives. Avoid Iberia as 
you would avoida pestilence. Gosomewhere else for work. Letthose already 
there get out, Let every one who can, pack up and move. 


At Opelousas last week another negro was riddled with bullets by white as 
sasins for the reason that it was thought he had purchased buckshot. The 
mayor of the city gave them the right of way and a carte blanche. And so the 
cruel work goeson. Colored people, you mustemigrate. The respectable white 
people of this State deplore the condition of affairs, but they are powerless to 
stop this murdering. It is in order for Mr. Nicholls to petition Congress for 
more power to carry out the laws of this State. 


soyeott Terre Bonne. Let the colored laborers boycott the parish of Terre 
Bonne. That's the word that with the Irish means the next thing to anathema. 
It fills the bill. Terre Bonne is overrun with Democratic bulldozers. They are 
hunting and killing Republican negroes. Don’t give them a chance at you 
Keep away. Get your work elsewhere. Let the bulldozers make their own 
sugar. Let those who are there get out. Every man who can, take to the cane- 
breaks, if need be, and get away. 

Shun St. Martin. Don’t go there for work. Leave the cane and the sugar to 
the bulldozers. Let them go to work, or starve. They propose to reduce you 
to the status of the Mexican peons. Letthem have the field tothemselves. Go 
to California, to Arizona, anywhere outside of bulldozed Louisiana. 


[Extracts from the Louisiana Standard, New Orleans, September 22, 1888 
WHAT ARE THEY GOING TO DO? 


What are they going to do about it? That is the question for our Louisiana 
negroes to decide. They are citizens and men in the eyes of the law. Ther 
is even the special clause in both national and State constitutions pledging them 
their rights. The law, in so far as they are concerned, is but a cheat and a lie. 
The national and State constitutions, as applicable to them, amount to naught. 
There is for the negro absolutely no protection for life or property in Louisiana. 
He is shot down with as little compunction as is the veriest mangy cur. No 
one ever hears of his murderer being punished for the crime. He is even 
hunted down as is the wild beast and shot at sight for no earthly offense but 
daring to presume upon his lawful rights. He is open to every outrage and 
contumely; his wife, sisters, and children to every insult and abuse. He has 
in point of fact not even the protection accorded him in the days when held 
slave. He had then his lawful masters at least interested in seeing him fre: 
from the abuse of others. 

The situation withal is growing worse and worse. The negroes are bein; 
gradually cowed into abject submission. 

A goodly proportion of Louisiana to-day is for the Louisiana negroes a veri 
table heli. In the parishes of Terre Bonne, St. Martin, Iberia, and portions of La 
fayette,in particular,there exists a reign of terror. All of law is here pract 
cally suspended. Gangs ofoutlaws,known as regulators, are the law unto them 
selves. Negroes have been wantonly massacred by the wholesale in broad 
light of day, as evidenced in the shooting down in cold blood of no less than te 
in the massacre at Freetown. 

Negroes are being hunted as so many wild beasts, are being as merciless! 
murdered, Negroes everywhere are being driven from their little, hard-earn¢ 
homes, are everywhere being wantonly outraged and abused, The infectio 
of lawlessness is spreading, is heard of daily in some new locality. 

Governor Nicholls has so far done nothing. Hecan not plead ignorance of th 
facts. They are being daily reported in the press. They are matters of comm« 
notoriety. His attention, again, has been specially invited, and that, too, b 
prominent citizens and friends. He was talked to and plead with by Hon. I 
A. Martinet. 

We have it on good authority, too, that no less a man than Hon. Mr. Breaux, 
elected with Governor Nicholls as State superintendent of education, has sp< 
cially interested himself in the matter. We have it that he talked with Gov 
ernor Nicholls, and plainly enough told him of the terrible massacres, of the out- 
rageous and general lawlessness, ot the serious injury it was doing, of the di 
grace it was certain to entail, and besought the governor to interfere in beha 
of law and order. 

Governor Nicholls sits with folded hands while the murders, the whippings 
and the outrages against Louisiana negro citizens are being daily carried on 
He overlooks both the Constitution of the United States and the constitution 
Louisiana. [ , 

He appears as giving no heed to enforcement of the laws, as ignoring all o! 
ligation as a man, as forgetting his registered oath. 

These massacres, these daily murders and outrages, are crying aloud 
Heaven. Theyare being registered beside the oath pledging the law’s prot 
tion tolife and property. Governor Nicholls the while joins in the devotions 
the faithful, chanting the anthems ascending before the same High Throne 
that registered oath to coun? as nothing? Is there no responsibility for th« 
eontinued murders? Are these church professions and communions to 
measured as sacrilege? Is Francis T. Nicholls to command respect as ¢ 
ernor of Louisiana? Is he governor only in name? 

PROFOUND IMPRESSION, 
3y reference to the columns of the Northern and Western press it has ! 
seen that the Geddes Hall address made a profound impression wherever re 
Editors who heretofore have received intelligence of Southern crimes with 
feeling of incredulity accept the vigorous protest of alarge and respectable ma 
meeting as conclusive evidence of their perpetration. 

From the country parishes it is learned that in at least two places the whit 

after reading the address, came together and resolved to dssure colored lab« 


ers that bulldozing should be stopped and they would guaranty protection ¢ f 


life and property. But so great is the mistrust of the people that little reliance 
is placed upon those pledges. 
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Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the Senate is called upon to ente1 
igation of transactions in the State of Lo na. As I 
1all vote against the resolution I desire to state a few reasons which 
ill control my vote; and in stating those reasons, without any pre 
ous investigation of the subject, but simply acting upon the spur of 
the occasion, I propose to answer as well as I can the very pertinent 
inquiry just submitted by the distinguished Senator from Vermont 
| Mr. EDMUNDs |] as to the reason for such action as this. 

If it was proposed to investigate the conduct of an election in which 
members of the House of Representatives were elected, Congress has 
the necessary jurisdiction. If it was proposed to investigate the con- 
duct of the electors of any State in an election in which electors for 
President and Vice-President were concerned, Congress has the neces- 
sary jurisdiction. If it was proposed to investigate the question as to 
whether a Senator has been elected by fraud, by violence, by bribery, 
or other unlawful means, that would bea subject within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Senate. Does any Senator know of any other fact that gives 
jurisdiction to the Senate under the Constitution and laws as inter 
preted by the decisions of the Supreme Court? 


That question I ask Senators. I do not ask for an answer now, but 
lL 


I ask them to take it to themselves, are there any other conditions of 


fact that authorize the interposition of the jurisdiction of the Senate 
of the United States for an investigation ? 
Let us see what the resolution proposes: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be instructed to 
inquire (1) into the facts of the recent election in the State of Louisiana, held on 
the I7th day of April, 1888, at which there were chosen State officers and also 
a Legislature, which has since elected two United States Senators: and es- 
pecially to ascertain and report whether the 136,746 votes returned for the can- 
didate of the dominant party for governor were actually cast, in view of the 
fact that at no previous election had the votes for such candidate of such party 
exceeded 88,794. 


Then, omitting a part of the resolution which speaks of details, about 
g } 























of State officers come within its provisions, and no jurisdi 
ferred for their trial in the Federal courts 

I take it no formal solemn inquiry by a committee of 
States Senate is necessary to as rtain that fact { Senat 
know that fact without a solemn inquiry invol ra 
State. I will read two or three paragraphs f t 
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Ne Ham re not been alleged, and whatever may have 
be t ‘ ) hat these resolutions do not all 
t iy « } ‘ entially alleged to have m plac 
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senator, the country is indebted to that Senator, for interpolating upon 
evidence that the people injured were black people 
and Republicans, and that the aggressors were white people and Demo- 
crats Yet you can not find one word to that effect in a single one of the 
papers that he read this morning, as far as I recollect. This is upon the 
testimony of a Senator who, as the Senator from Louisiana has said, 
lives 1,500 miles from that State and knows nothing of the facts him- 
self: but that testimony, to iniluence an election, to arouse passions, to 
stir bitter feelings, is perhaps just as good as if it had been sworn to 
by some competent witness. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr, President-—— 

The PRESIDING Ol] Does the § 


‘ICER, ‘from Texas yield to 












the Senator from New Hampshire. 

ir. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to read an account of 
a rder in Texas that was political ? 

fr. REAGAN. If I have made a mistake, I shall be glad to be cor- 
rected, Is that one of the papers Senator read this morning ? 


HANDLER. No, sir; this is a new one from Texas. 
SAGAN, ‘Then I do not yield to that. 1 am talking abou 
h enator read lhe Senator will have time after I get through. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw my request. 

Che PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas declines to 





yield, 
Mr. CHANDLER. I will readacase after the Senator gets through 
where it does show why the murder was committed. 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘The Senator has made his speech and Iam talking 
now about what he has presented after his second speech as the grounds 
for this procedure. I do not know what the Senator has; I do not 
care what he has. Lam dealing with the case on which after two 
ution he has rested his case before the Senate. I 
xcerpts from the opinion I have just been quot- 
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ng. Refer » civil-rights act, the Supreme Court say: 

Phat ac | togive tothe colored race the rights of citizenship, and 
to tex i, or class, from unfriendly State legislation and fr« 
lawless combinations, in injury toa colored person, therefore, is not cogni- 

able by the United St 8 courts under that act unless inflicted by reason of his 
race. color, previous condition of servitude. An ordinary crime against a 

ylored person without having that characteristic is cognizable only in the State 


[am reading this to sustain the position I have laid down, and I read 
further a part of the sixth clause of the syllabus: 


I fifteenth amendn t does not confer upon Congress the power to regu- 

late the right to vote generally, but only to provide against discrimination on 
t of race, color, or previous condition of servitude. 
a te ‘ * . e 

\ nspiracy to prevent a colored person from voting is no more a United 
Sta offt than nspiracy to prevent a white person from voting, unless 
entered in y re ‘ he voter's race, color, or previous condition of servi- 
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If the Senator has somethin 


that there is hi 


methi 
jomeinip 


that he proposes to read hereafter to 

the paper which he has about politics 

and that of the Senate to the fact that he 

» resolution, and a demurrer to the testimony 
he has no basis for its introduction. 

It would not set aside the fact. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I am proceeding upon 
the supposition that Senators understand that the allegations and the 
proof must agree to and correspond with each other. Perhaps the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire—I will not conclude what I might have 
said 


fr. BLAIR. 





sie becaus 





N Or I would reply. 
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es ; : 
There is no alle 


We RRAGAN 
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tion to admit the proof, as will be seen by reading the resolution, and 
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herefore immaterial. I am talking of the resolution which the 
3 asked to pass and not of loose proofs, not of what may « 
up drag-net col on of new per nd VI l ict 
country 
ject I had viey M Pre ] t to ent l yad 
‘ of this question generally, but simply to d to what I 1 
to be the very pertinent question which was suggested by the Sen- 
1 Vermont d had caused 1 » | ito this re l 
J } 4 
{ il ‘ i Ul | vv ¢ to pass Lnere are yme OLNer 
1 it to which 7 wns I had bette ! tion } re tak 
] st third ¢] € 
r such : lities are likely to be rer lim « ith t 
ele on to be held in said State on the 6th of Nove rnex itative 
1 Congress; and, if so, whether there is « asion nere 
y of the regulations prescribed by i or l 
Representatives in Congress. 
[his Senate, one of the gravest political bodies on earth, supposed to 


e distinguished for the maturity of the judgment of its members and 


for its conservatism and justice, is to enter upon an inquiry to enable 





it to guess whether the law will be violated in an eleetion to be held 
next November. If absurdi ld go further and do worse I do no 
how it would be abeut, that 1 to enter 1 1 
| solemn investigation for the purpose of enabling the Senate to gue 
ate Ee Te » tn tm 4 erkinlalcie tee « _ an hald in 1 . 
whether the iaw 18 to be violated in an election »>nNe heid in LOoUIslIan ’ 
next Noveml 
. = 
lif >», whet rt re oO s 1 fort or I 3s of 
regulations prescribed by said State for holdin ns for such Repre- 
jin Congress 
'we have not sufficient provision to protect the rights of the voters 





id the rights of the candidates for office, and the peace and good « 


| der of society, I suppose we can extend that, and theSenator from N« 


Hampshire, in his zeal in this respect, can surely suggest any addi- 
tional remedies which may be necessary without a solemn and form: 
inquiry for the purpose, not of ascertaining the fact as to whether lay 


sired, but for the purpose of inflaming the public mind, promot 





ing sectional agitation, and inflicting injustice. 
} 
l 


1 provision of the resolution is as follows: 














A ommitte hall also whet 
wit aid State election ille S, frau 
turns, so extensiv i systematic i 
isted on the part of t various 8 ym offic 
parent! l < t 1 wit ra to lt 
choo ‘ her e offi la l 
gal, false. and fraudulent means; and, if so, whet uC 
ally and duly elected by the people of Louisiana, 
the creation solely of the returning and canva 
State of Louisiana hasa republi imiormot government, tn 2 





entitled to choose Unit States Senators and to pr« 
pointment of electors of President and Vice-Presid 





as for 





United States. 


me ought to be 
yeen of late years. 


This resolution raises a question that it seems t 
thought of and ought to bediscussed more than it has 
Our whole system of government is predicated upon the idea of t) 
capacity of the people forself-government. Ifthe people of this country 
have not the capacity for self-government, then the Republic is a failu 

nd there must be a monarchy, an oligarchy, or an aristocracy to rule 

it. Thatis the proposition. I submit that for one hundred years otf 
peace and war the people of this country have proven themselves capa- 
ble of self-government, and I submit that they are to-day capable of 
self-government. 

Then the powers of government by the constitutions, State and Fed 
eral, are distributed between the States and the Federal Governmen 
All the powers necessary are delegated to the Federal Government to 
enable it to perform all its foreign and Federal relations, and no State 
can interfere with them. Tothe Statesis reserved the vast residuum o 
power which relates to local controversies, to questions of marriage an 
divoree, descent and distribution of estates, the enforcement of loc 
contracts, the punishment of local violations of the law—I shall not at 
tempt to enumerate them, nor is it necessary, but all that vast residuu) 
of power remains to the States and is wholly without the jurisdiction 
of the Federal Government. 
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Then our system contemplated that our people were capable of self- 


vovernment to the extent of forming a Federal Government which 


should control our foreign and our Federal relations; that they were capa- 


ble of self-government to the extent of forming State governments hav 
ing the capacity to deal successfully with all those local questions t] 
arise within the States. 

This line of distinction has been steadily adhered to by the Supren 
Court of the United States, and if the Republic is to exist it must 
tinue to be adhered to. Instances in which it has been broken ove 
the action of Congress have been arrested and set aside by the Supré 
Court of the United States. 

The Senator from New Hampshire evidently contemplates that 
violations of right are the subjects of Federal jurisdiction. He « 
dently makes no clear distinetion between the powers of the Fed 
Government and the powers of the State governments in relati 
such matters, and there is where this perpetual intermeddling « 
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or another 


State of Vermont being Democrats had by one contrivance 
fraud or violence or other forms of usurpation, 
got possession of all the counting and canvassing officers in that State 
at the ballot-l 
governorship and the Legislature; and suppose the Republicans came 
in September last and wished to vote for their candidate for governor, 
and they were either driven away,or, being allowed to deposit their bal- 
lots, their ballots were entirely miscounted and counted for the candi- 
date of the one-quarter of the people of the State, and the returns come 
in fair on their face under the seals of the county officers, gilt-edged, 
engrossed on parchment, with every form and semblance of the majesty of 
right-doing,and the three-quarters of the people of the State of Vermont, 
the possession of the government of that State andall its administrative 
affairs having fallen into the hands of one-quarter of its people, appeal 
to Congress for an inquiry into the composition of the government of 
that State, is it republican in form? So far as its constitution goes it 
appears to be, and always was. Does that answer the Constitution of 
the United States? Was that all that our fathers meant when they 
said that the United States should guaranty to each State a republican 
form of government? Did they only mean that inits written archives 
deposited in its state-house there should be the parchment that con- 
tained the fair words of liberty, of justice, of equal rights? Was that 
all? No, Mr. President; far from it. ‘The word ‘‘form’’ in the Con- 
stitution of our fathers meant not only form, but structure and sub- 
stance and exercise. 

Whenever, therefore, there is occasion upon just ground to believe 
(whether itturnsout to be right or wrong, and may it always turn out to 
be wrong) that in any State, Vermont or elsewhere, the minority has got 

“possession ot the Government and excludes the majority from partici- 
pation and control, it is the business of Congress to interfere, whether 
silence or protest comes from the State thus affected, because it is not 
only the welfare of the people of that State, but it is the welfare of the 
people of every State, the welfare of the people of every part of the 
nation that is involved, and can not be separated from a right and just 
republican government in form and substance in every State over the 
continent. ‘The Senators from Vermont make laws for the people of 
Louisiana, They are Senators of all the people once elected, and there- 
fore there can be no evil spot anywhere in this Union that does not 
affect the welfare and the safety of every other part of it. 

So I say, Mr. President, hoping with all my heart that an inquiry 
into the state of affairs in Louisiana will vindicate that people and that 
whole people, not a small part of it, but all of them asa mass from the 
beliefs and the suspicions, to put itin the mildest phrase, that now exist 
so broadly, I can not seeany ground upon which any Senator should ob- 
ject toan inquiry of this kind. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I omitted when speaking before 
to ask permission of the Senate to insert at the close of my remarks 
certain accounts of the proceedings in Louisiana to which I have re- 
ferred. I ask unanimous consent that I may put in the marked pas- 
sages from the Louisiana Standard of August 25, of September 1, and 
of September 22, and also an extract from the Monroe Telegraph of 
August 18, 1888, and an article from the Washington Post of Septem- 
ber 20, 1888, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] com- 
plains there was no averment in the case of the killing of colored peo- 
ple in Louisiava, which I submitted to the Senate, that they were 
murdered on account of their politics. If the Senator had listened to 
my remarks he would have understood distinctly that I took the 
ground that these murders were part of a deliberate system; that 
whether admitted to be political or not they were in fact such; that 
these disarmings and assassinations of the Louisiana colored people 
were for the purpose of creating a state of terror as a preparation for the 
election in November. The same state of things exists in the State of 
Texas, and I now submit to the Senator from Texas the account which 
I send to the desk of a recent murder, since the late debate, in the 
State of Texas, which clearly appears to have been the killing of a 
Republican because he was a Republican. 

The PRESIDING. OFFICER. The article referred to will be read 
by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
[New York Daily Tribune, Saturday, September 1, 1888, ] 
TEXAS—MURDERED FOR BEING A REPUBLICAN—A KUKLUX OUTRAGE PERPE- 

TRATED IN TEXAS—HANGED, SHOT, AND MUTILATED, 

LONGVIEW, TEX., August 31. 


About 2 o'clock this afternoon Deputy Sheriff Walter Reynolds returned from 
his search for the body of Harrison Spencer, the colored politician who was 
forcibly taken from his home a few nightsago by a masked band of Kuklux. 
Spencer had deserted the Union-Labor party and announced his intention of 
supporting the Republican ticket. Reynolds reported that he had found Spen- 
cer’s body about 3} miles from his place, on the west bank of Harris Creek. No 
sooner had the newsspread than over one hundred citizens, white and black, 
started to the scene. 

The dead man was found hanging from a limb about 15 feet from the ground with 
a rope around his neck. His hands were tied behind him, and the cords were 
drawn so tightly that they cut deeply into his flesh. He was evidently shot be- 
fore the rope was placed around his neck. There is a bullet-hole just behind 
the left ear and one in his left side, and he had been brutally mutilated. A 
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movement is on foot to investigate thoroughly this crime. The following cir- 
cular was issued this afternoon, and two hundred and twenty-five citizens re- 
sponded to the call contained therein: 

“To all law-abiding citizens: 

“A crime of the most foul nature has just been perpetrated in our midst 
Therefore let us come together at 4 o'clock this evening at the court-house and 
take proper steps, that our citizens and officers may act in unity, that the pe: 
petrators of this crime may be discovered and the law of our land vindicated. 

“J. T. SMITH, County Judge. 
“A, A, KILLINGSWORTH, Sheriff. 
‘E. B. RAGLAND, County Attorney.” 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it is easy to get 130,000 Demo 
cratic majority in the State of Texas when such political murders as 
this are constantly taking place in that State. 

The Senator from Texas complains that calling attention to outrages 
of this sortis an intermeddling with the affairs of asovereign State. The 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs] has well shown how the States 
of this Union are interwoven together in all their political interests, 
and how a crime against the suffrage in one State concerns every other 
State. The Legislature of New Hampshire—the people of New Hamp- 
shire have sent me here to call attention to just such outrages as this 
and to intermeddle to just that extent with the affairs of every State 
where men are killed solely on account of their politics. 

I now ask the Secretary to read the account of additional similar oc- 
currences in the sovereign State of Texas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The paper will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


[New York Tribune, September 9, 1888.] 
DRIVEN OUT BY THE DEMOCRATS—NEGRO REPUBLICANS IN FORT BEND COUNTY, 
TEXAS, EXILED UNDER PAIN OF DEATH. 
RiIcHMOND, TEX., September 8. 


The white Democrats have triumphed, and the negro Republicans ordered to 
leave Fort Bend County have gone. About twenty black men were forced out 
of the county at the muzzle of Winchester rifles. The most prominent exiles 
are C. M. Ferguson, district clerk; H.G. Lucas and Peter Warren, school teach- 
ers. The war grew out of the attempt made on Monday night to assassinate 
H. H. Frost, a white Democrat. While he was on the way from his store to his 
house he was waylaid and shot. His wounds were considered fatal, and a pack 
of bloodhounds was put on the trail to the negro quarter of the town and to the 
house of John Ervin. 

Ervin and his son and a school-teacher, Donavan, were arrested. Noatfempt 
was made to lynch them, as it was not certain that they were the guilty men. 
H, F. Randle, deputy county assessor, was arrested and is still in jail on the 
charge of being implicated in the shooting of Frost, Randle isa white man. 
The county assessor, Henry Ferguson, isa negro. On Wednesday morning the 
following circular was distributed about the stores of Richmond: 

‘“* Every white man in town is urgently requested to meet at the court-house 


| at 1 o’clock p. m.”’ 


In response to this notice fully 400 men assembled in the court-house. Clem 
Sassett was elected president. After speeches, the following resolutions were 
adopted: 
** Resolved, That in view of the crimes lately committed in our midst, we con- 
sider it necessary to the publie good that the following persons be warned to 


| leave the county within ten hours from notification: C. M. Ferguson, H.G. Lucas, 


*eter Warren, J. D. Davis, Tom Taylor, Jack Taylor, and C,. M. Williams; that 
this convention wait as a committee of the whole on such of these persons as 
can now be found and through our president notify them of these resolutions, 
and that the others be notified by a copy of these resolutions; that the above- 
named parties be forever warned from returningt 0 this ec unty. 

** Resolved, That we believe that the leaders of the Republican party of Fort 
3end County are morally responsible for the assassination of J. M. Shamblin 
and the attempted assassination of H. H. Frost, and we demand of them to bring 
the guilty parties to justice, and we notify them and we solemnly warn them 


; that the patience of an outraged people has been exhausted, and that if another 
| Democrat in this county is personally harmed we will hold said leaders respon 


’ 


sible in their persons for such acts.’ 

A body of four hundred armed Democrats then warned the colored men to 
move and escorted them out of the county. The negroes were compelled to 
abandon homes, crops, and family, There was nothing against them but sus- 
picion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Texas undertook to make the 
Senate believe that in all these outrages the negroes are the aggress- 
ors. I do not deny but what the Democratic papers, and the Demo- 
cratic reporters who furnish the reports to the metropolitan press otf 
the South, assert that the negroes are the aggressors; but [ undertake 
to say myself that in no case where an investigation may be made will 
it turn out that the negroes have been the aggressors. It is not in the 
nature of things. It is not in accordance with the facts as developed 
in previous affairs of this kind. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me a word ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. The facts about this are that Mr. Shamblin was 
supposed to be assassinated by a negro who had threatened his life be- 
cause he wasa Democrat. That wasthebeginningofit. He was called 
to the door and shot down in his own house. 

Mr. CHANDLER. A negro killed a white man in his house, shot 
him down for being a Democrat ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is ridiculous. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let me make my statement. 
welcome to the Senator—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is not unwelcome if it is true, but it is a 
ridiculous statement. 

Mr. REAGAN. It may be very unwelcome to the Senator to hear 
that a Democrat was shot down by a Republican. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That a negro went to a Democrat in his house 
and shot him down! 


It may be very un 





























— 











the « 


that this inquiry among others is on foot, is there any reason to sus 
pect that Democrats placed that same notifica ipon the ¢ 
in order to create a suspicion at the North that t | L peo} 
were engaged in rfat nd murder upon th n I | 
South? 

Mr. REAGAN. I must make a Yankee’s answer t iy friend 
inguiring if he thinks it probable tl ugreed to be 
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down in order to make capital for tl 
Mr. BLAIR I do not know a 
de votion of a Democ1 | 


Suspicion that perh ips he would for 











and securing to his party the plunder of the next for h 
a thing as this to be done, but I do not think it wo ; 
the mass of the Democratic party. Ido not understand, 

the Senat rd es, Or aS he has pre viously Sa d th { ing oO! the 
kind he suggests in his last remark is true. I underst him t 

that there was a notification pinned upon the gate-post of the hous« 

the white man murdered that he was murdered be« he w LD 
crat. 

Mr. REAGAN. Soth tatement is mad 

Mr. BLAIR I do not understand that the colored man called tl 
white man into the col d man’s cabin and killed him and not i 
him that | l 1 him because he was a D rat Chat I do 
understand. - 

Mr. REAGAN. It was a white man who was shot down in his « 
house, not in a colored man’s hous¢ 

Mr. BLAIR. Exactly; a notification pinned upon the gate-post of 
the murdered white man that he was killed beca he was a D 
crat. 

Mr. REAGAN, Yes, 

Mr. BLAIR Che question I asked was, there being a cloud over 
the actual source of that man’s death, whether it is not possible that 
as a means of false explanation to the North, the Democrats invented 
that notification and pinned that fal upon the gate of this mur- 
dered man in order that the Nortl be misled Does the S« 
ator, in other words, think that a Republican negro entered upon a 





crusade against the dominant race of the South ar 


lead rs because he was a Democrat and then posted a notice ac 
ingly? 
Mr. REAGAN The Senator does not understand what took plac 


there. The dominant party there are the negroes I have he 
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suggestion that men who agree with » Senato 





i Al i 
mean in character but in politics—in that country stimulated outrag 
for the purpose of furnishing political capital to Republicans, but 
have never heard the suggestion before now that Democrats killed one 
and came near killing another man in order to make 
for the Republicans or anybody else. 

The Senator’s question, in view of what has appeared, is simply ab- 
surd. I know that the Senator and his associates in opinion have no 
sympathy with white men. They may be shot down for their politi 
and their families deprived of protection and support. That i 
right. But if a colored man happens to be shot down, that is ter: 
wrong. They never propose to investigate where white men are killed. 
If there were to be a general investigation into fraud and crime, every 
day I could pick up newspapers and I could bring a peck of them here 
showing murders and crimes of the deepest dye all over the North. 
Why not investigate those thi: 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is there any pretense that they are political 
murders ? 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman chooses to call everything a polit- 
ical murder. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish merely, as I had a share—a third interest, I 
think—in this colloquy, to ask the Senator if it would not be well and 
just on the whole to the public sentiment of these 65,000,000 of peo 
ple, South and North, for him to introduce a resolution of investiga- 
tion to find out about this political murder of a Democrat by a negro 
in the State of Texas ? 

Mr. REAGAN. If [Thad no more respect for the Constitution of the 
United States than my friend from New Hampshire has, I should do 
it; but as I respect the Constitution I decline. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand the Senator’s construction of the Con- 
stitution of the United States would leave such things as political 
murders uninquired into. 
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CHA 8) | cor late the i 1 the Senators from 
Texas on i tion which tl nat eem to have sought 
for l ol ied since this resolution was last discussed. When it w 
be! the te Ol ] \ d vy the Senator from Texas nearest me 
[M | knew nothing whatever about the Washington County 
outrave, and had 1 r heard of the assassination of eight negroes un- 
der I t ‘ istar ut vanish Camp, in Wha n 
Cou i tt the Senators do not seem to have needed 
the inth of t cat al bill of my colleague [Mr. BLAtR] to 
aI Lhe l ) } iit into of the tl wctions that are 
ge st ul y ‘ ha y iT 4 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President-—— 
CHANDLER, I decline to yield. I am glad that they have 


begun to investigate the political condition of Texas, where one-quarter 

of the voters are colored men. One thing is certain, that nothing has 

taken place in Texas which has led the Democrats of Texas to con- 

clude that it will not be expedient or safe for them to puta State ticket 

in the field at the coming election. But it has been the result and 

the intended result—in my judgment—of the outrages that have been 
+ 


c 
committed in that State to induce the Republicans of that State to 


nominate no State ticket. I will ask the Secretary to read—— 
Mr. REAGAN, I want 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 


shire yield to the Senator from Texas ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REAGAN. I want to correct a statement which the Senator 
has made. The Senator puts me in the attitude of saying that I never 
heard of the affair at Spanish Camp. I never said any such thing. I 
did see a newspaper account of it very different from what theSenator 
pr sented. Now he presents the fact that the Republicans of Texas 
1ave not nominated a State ticket, because they are afraid to doso. I 
read the proceedings of their convention at Fort Worth within-a few 
days, and the members of that convention distinctly repudiate the idea 
that they are afraid to put a ticket in the field, but as a matter of pol- 
icy, to secure a combination of the elements of all the parties together, 
they prefer not to put a separate ticket in the field. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wonder that the Republicans of Texas under 
the circumstances had the courage even to hold a convention. 

Mr. REAGAN, ‘The leading Republican there, and the one who was 
their candidate for lieutenant-governor at the last election, distinctly 
repudiated that doctrine. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the reading of the paper I send to the 
desk, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

REPUBLICAN TERRORISM IN TEXAS 
rhe New York Star, Wedne sday, S 


ptember 12, 1888. ] 


GALVESTON, September 11. 


j Republicans of Galveston County in mass-meeting last night adopted 
resoiulions condemning the occurrences in Fort Bend and Washi: zton and ap- 
pealing to the governor of the State to right matters. Another resolution was 
adopted, as follows; ‘* That the mob violence of Fort Bend County and the as- 


sassination of Joseph Hoffman, of Washington County, admonishes us that 
similar scenes may be expected to follow the vigorous efforts of our party in 
counties in which the Republican vote predominates; therefore it is the sense 
of this convention that the interest of the Republican party will be best served 
by not nominating a State ticket.”’ 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now yield the floor. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the statement just made by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, that the Republicans failed to put out a State 
ticket because of fear of personal consequences, I denounce here as ab- 
solutely and unqualifiedly false, without a particle of foundation. It 
is a statement made for political effect. The purpose for which it is 
made is a dishonest and an unfair one. It is a statement not believed 
by the Senator who makes it himself. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I call the Senator to order, and ask that the 
words which he has uttered be read, and that the Chair may rule 
whether or not they are parliamentary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas will proceed 
in order. 


Mr. COKE. If I have said anything derogatory to the dignity of 


the Senate, 1 withdraw it and apologize to the Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will proceed in order. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to make a suggestion. I am not very 
familiar with the rules which govern parliamentary debate, and I do not 
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The PRESIDING OFFICE! is the order of the Senate, : 

Senator from Texas will ta ’ 

Ir. COKE. I submit, of course, to the orders of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would hold that the lan- 
guage used by the S« from Texas was unparliamentary, but he 
understood that Senator to say that he withd: he remark and ten- 
lered an apology to the Sen ite for its use. 

Mr. COKE. That is what I did say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas will proceed 
in order. 

Mr. COKE. The Senator from New Hampshire seems anxious that 

ymebody on this side of the Chamber should kick him. I refuse to 

form the operation. [Langhter in the galleries. ] 

Mr. CHANDLER. I call the Senator to order, and ask that bis 


words be taken down. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas will please 
resume his seat. The Senator from New Hampshire will please state 
his question of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I submit that the language used was unparlia- 
mentary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would hold that the lan- 
guage is not warranted by parliamentary law. 

Mr. COKE. Then I withdraw the language and apologize to the 
Senate for having used it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘Te Senator will proceed in order. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President——- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will suspend one mo- 
ment. The Chair will ask that the Senate preserve order, aad he 
cautions the occupants of the galleries that marks of approval or dis- 
approbation are forbidden by the rules of the Senate, and if they are 
persisted in the galleries will be cleared. The Senator from Texas will 
proceca, 

Mr. COKE. The statement of the Senator to which I have just re- 
ferred, that the Republican party failed to put out a ticket in Texas be- 
cause they feared the consequences personally to the Republicans, is not 
trne and not correct. I hold in my hand a clipping from the Austin 
Statesman giving an account of the proceedings in the Republican 
county convention at Austin, which I ask the Secretary to read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 





TRAVIS COUNTY REPUBLIC 





Austin, TEX., September 15, 

The Travis County Republican convention to-day appointed the following 
delegates to the State convention at Fort Worth on the 20th instant: J.C. De- 
gress, J. B. Rector, C. A. Newning, D. Friedman, J. M. Holland, R. Platte, J. 
M. Snyder, J. A. Black, W. E, Easton, J. P. Taylor, J. B. Allen, Tom Helm, W. 
P,. Bacon, W.B. Brush, J. Kerschler, M. Alexander, A. B. Palm, William Nichols, 
H. Russell, William Alexander, H. J. Oldham, A.Werton, F. Hall, H. Dickerson, 
and W. C. Rinishes, 

The following resolutions were introduced in the Travis County Republican 
convention to-day: 

‘* Whereas it is a well-known fact that since the Democratic party has been i: 
power in this State the Republicans in a great many counties in the State have 
been terrorized and proscribed socially and otherwise; hundreds have been 
murdered, others have been required to leave their homes and again seek homes 
in other States; thousands of voters have been intimidated, and through fear 
have remained away from the polls, and thereby failed to exercise the right of 
suffrage as guarantied to them under the Constitution and laws of this State 
and 

‘* Whereas this feeling of proscription exists to a greater or less extent in al- 
most every county in this State; and 

Whereas there has been a Republican convention called to meet at Fort 
Worth on the 20th day of this month to selecta candidate for governor and othe: 
State officers against the Democratic nominees for State officers; and, 

‘* Whereas we believe that there are at least 50,000 or 60,000 Republican voters 
in this State that have not voted the Republican ticket on account of the for: 
going reason; and 

‘‘Whereas we believe there are thousands of intelligent Democrats or i 
other organized parties that stand willing or ready to join us in a continued ef 
fort to overthrow the old moss-backs, Bourbon, rebel, collar-bound element of 
the Democratic organization: Therefore, 

** Be it resolved, That the delegates from this county to the Republican conven 
tion at Fort Worth be, and are hereby, instructed to co-operate with other parties 
and organizations that will best subserve the purposes heretofore mentioned.”’ 

The resolutions were voted down by 63 to 16. The point about it is the con- 
vention was composed of three-quarters negroes. The resolutions were intr: 
duced by a white man named Platte, a city alderman. The sixteen who voted 
for the resolutions were white men, and the negroes having more honesty than 
their white friends voted them down. A prominent negro got up and said the 
resolutions were a lie on the people of Texas. Thus the Republican negroes of 
Travis County give the lie to Hoar, INGALLS, and other bloody-shirt wearers 

It transpires that the bloody-shirt resolutions introduced in the Travis County 
Republican convention to-day, but defeated by 63 to 16, were written by a promi- 
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dered in his own house surrounded by his wife and children; Frost 
had been shot down at his own gate as he was going home at night. 
Mark the conservatism of those people when not being entirely sat- 
istied, having strong proof, but not that which amounted to legal evi- 
dence, that certain parties were guilty of this assassination, they offered 
them no violence, but as a measure of defense, as a measure of self-pro- 


tection, a8 a measure to preserve the lives of other citizens, simply 
ordered them to leave; and they did leave. That was a Democratic 
but two Democrats—one was murdered in the presenceof his 
wife and children, and an attempt was made to murder the other, and 
he was grievously wounded when he was going into his own yard at 
night. That is the Fort Bend occurrence. That is the transaction 
denounced here by the Senator from New Hampshire as a Democratic 
outrage. That is all there is about that. No dropof Republican blood 
has been shed in Fort Bend County; but one Democrat has been bru- 
tally butchered and another cripled and maimed for life by the shot 
of a Republican assassin. 

Now, as to Washington County, the Senator from Wisconsin says 
that three negroes were taken out and hanged. This is true; but he 
failed to state the whole truth, and it is as reprehensible in morals as 
in law to fail to state the whole truth as it is to fail to state the truth 


outrage; 


at all. These three negroes were taken out of jailandhanged. They 
were taken out by a masked mob; and why were they taken out? 
‘They were taken out because they were accessories to the murder of 
young Bolton, another white man. 

Notice the fact, Mr. President, that the assassin’s shot has yet struck 


no Republican. The blood that has been shed has been the blood of 
white men and of Democrats in Fort Bend County and in Washington 
County, except the three negroes who were taken out of jail and hanged 
by a masked mob. These three negroes, as I stated here on a former 
occasion, for safe-keeping,in view of the violence that was feared against 
them, were sent to Houston and placed in jail there, and just before 
court met, and when it was believed that the feeling had subsided, they 
were sent back for trial to Brenham. Then it was that the jail was 
broken into and they were taken outand hung. They were hung for that 
for which men from the earliest history of this country have been hung, 
and in the way that men have been bung ever since these United States 
have beenacountry. Itwasnotrightto take them from the jailand hang 
them. It wasnotrighttodothis; Ido not justify it; butI do say that the 
motive which prompted these men to take and hang these negroes was 
the same motive that has prompted similar performances in every State 
in this Union. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] said 
that nothing of that sort has ever occurred in Connecticut. I was in- 
terrupted to be so informed when this question was before the Senate 
heretofore, and I excepted Connecticut. I do not believe there is a 
‘State in this Union in which mobs have not hung men, and I believe 
that there are}some States every county in which have witnessed sim- 
ilar violations of law. 

The effort to make this out political is unworthy ofa Senator. There 
was nothing politicalaboutit. The man who fired the shot that killed 
young Bolton is, I believe, alive now. These negroes were accessories. 
‘The feeling engendered by the murder of Bolton prompted the break- 
ing of the jail and the hanging of these negroes, and not any political 
motive or political purpose. 

Another Democratic outrage which is paraded before the country is 
the killing of Joseph Hoffman. Hoffman was a candidate for a county 
oflice on the Democratic ticket. He was a Republican, but the same 
shot that killed Hoffman also killed Holt, the most active, aggressive, 
and pushing Democrat in Washington County. Hoffman and Holt 
were sitting together, and the assassin fired and killed both of them. 
Hoffman was running on a Democratic ticket, and Holt was one of the 
leading Democrats of the county; and yet the assassin who killed both 
of them with one shot is said to have perpetrated a Democratic out- 
rage. 

Hoffman is the only man in Texas, so far as the testimony before the 
Senate goes, who has been struck by a bullet, because there is no proof 
of any other. While he was a Republican he was running on a mixed 
ticket, on a Democratic ticket, and the man who was killed with him 
was one of the most extreme Democrats in the county. 

‘These are the Texas outrages; these are the outrages that have been 
kept for two or three years to fire the Northern mind for the purpose 
of gaining votes for the Republican ticket ! 

Mr. President, I find in the platform which has been read in the 
hearing of the Senate— 

We denounce the outrages in Fort Bend and in Washington Counties, 

And the outrages in Fort Bend and in Washington Counties are those 
that I have recited to you. They speak of no others in this platform. 
{In one hundred and ninety counties in Texas the transactions that I 
have narrated to you are the only ones they can rake and scrape to as- 
sail Texas on. I suppose two and one-half millions of people—people 


from every country under the sun, not homogeneous people like your 
people in the Northern and Eagtern States, but they are people from 
every where, who have not yet had time to be fused into a homogeneous 
mass, a condition of society which presents the very best conditions for 
violence and persona! collision, and yet only two counties are found in 
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the State where a mendacious Republican press are willing to frame a 
charge. 

Mr. President, I dislike discussions of this character. I have to be 
driven into them. I believe there is no statesmanshipinthem I be- 
lieve they are derogatory to the dignity and character of the Senate. 
I believe they are disgraceful to this body. And yet my State has been 
attacked, my people have been slandered and traduced, and I speak in 
their defense only when driven to the wall. If gentlemen have any- 
thing Jegitimate to say against Texas let them say it. But whena great 
State like that is arraigned before the American people and the Amer- 
ican Congress, I submit that charges of graver import than these should 
be brought against her. 

I think, as I remarked awhile ago in answer toa question of my 
friend on my left, that we have 2,500,000 at least of people i# Texas, 
and I will say about that 2,500,000 people that there are not 2,500,000 
people in this Union who are doing more to make this a grand and a 
glorious country than they are. 

We have there, Mr, President, the raw material of wool and of cot- 
ton and of hides to keep all the spindles and artisans in the United 
States who manufacture those materials going for an indefinite time. 
We have 8,000 miles of railroad, and it is being increased annually at 
the rate of from 1,000 to 1,500 miles. After feeding our people, we 
sent out $175,000,000 worth of products to other States and to foreign 
countries for sale. We are discharging our duty the best we know 
how, and we think we know as well how as the Senator from Wis- 
consin and the Senator from New Hampshire. At all events we are 
attending strictly to our own business, and we challenge any State in 
the Union to present a better record for social order than the Republic- 
an platform of Texas by the clearest implication shows that we have. 

I do not care to thrash over old straw. This question was up some 
ten days or two weeks ago and was discussed. It is brought up again. 
It seems to be kept on tap to be used on any and all occasions. I have 
nothing further to say aboat it than that the allegations made against 
the people of Washington County, the people of Fort Bend County, and 
the people of Texas generally, are infamous slanders and falsehoods 
such as should never have been heard in the American Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER Mr. President, I am surprised that the remark I 
made to the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLarR] has led the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. Coke] to repeat, with some variations not 
altogether creditable to him, I think, the speech which he submitted 
on another occasion. I did not intend, I assure the Senate, to bring 
into debate again by the remark I made the Washington County out- 
rages. The Senator from Texas gratuitously informs me that a sup- 
pression of the truth is as bad as a falsehood. When I want a teacher 
in ethics, Mr. President, I shall not go to Texas for one. 

The Senator says that this discussion, and I am warranted in sup- 
posing that he includes the discussion of kindred topics, is a disgrace 
to this body. That depends, in my judgment, upon the manner of de- 
bate. I know of no subject better befitting the dignity of the United 
States Senate than the maintenance of constitutional right in the citi- 
zen of the United States. I know of no question which dignified Sen- 
ators can better afford in the discharge of their duty to investigate and 
todebate than questions affecting the well-being and safety of republican 
government, and to determine whether there be any place in the United 
States where the rights of citizenship are denied to men entitled tothem. 
There is nothing in the subject which warrants the animadversion of the 
Senator from Texas, and so faras my participation in this debate is con- 
cerned there has been nothing init, Isubmit, which tended to degrade 
the Senate or which was notin harmony with the dignity which should 
prevail here. The bandying of epithets aboutthis Chamber is disgrace- 
ful, no matter what the subject of debate may chance to be. 

I am not to be taunted by the Senator from Texas or any ether Sen- 
ator with half telling the truth. The day when the manners of the 
negro-driver could frighten men in the United States Senate has gone 
by and gone by forever. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. SPOONER. This is a place for debate, for argument, not for 
abuse. The assumption that I have prejudice or hatred against the 
State of Texas, or the people of Texas, or the people of the South, is 
utterly without foundation. I want to see the South prosperous. I 
have withheld no vote since { became a member of this body which 
could by any possibility tend to build up the South, nor shall I do so; 
but when I am charged by the Senate of the United States with the 
performance of a duty, when I am bidden to investigate charges against 
a county in the State of Texas, or in any other State, and in the dis- 
charge of that duty I find that the rights of citizenship are denied there, 
that the law is trampled upon there, and that men in high station 
wink at it, and that the people of a county applaud it, and not only 
applaud it but reward it, I should be unworthy a place in this Senate 
if I did not say so to the Senate, and say so to the people of the United 
States. 

The Senator can not meet this case, his colleagues can not meet kin- 
dred cases, by saying that this is for political effect, that it is to arouse 
the public mind simply for election purposes. I wish it might arouso 
the public mind to rightly appreciate that there is a community where 
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Judge Kirk, the man who helped to plan and carry out the infamous 
outrages upon the franchise in Washington County, Texas, 1s decorated. 
is nominated again to preside over the orphans’ court, and poor Joe 
Hoftman, the German-Republican soldier, is shot to death like a dog. 
If such things do not arouse the indignation of liberty-loving people, 
then the people of this country have undergone a change, and nota 
change for the better either. 

Mr. President, I spoke with absolute sincerity the other day when 
I said that the whole debate and the entire subject 
me. I wish there were no spot or place under our flag where a citizen 
can not exercise all the rights of a citizen. Itake no pleasure in what 
I believe to be the fact, that in certain portions of this country those 
rights are denied and trampled upon for political purposes. It will 
not do for the Senator in answer to this to turn to us and say ‘‘ We have | 
so many thousand miles of railroad,’’ ‘‘ We haveso many hides,’’ ‘‘ We 
have so many farms.’’ You can not stop the ears of the people of the 
United States with greenbacks. They will not be deaf to petitions fo 
relief or insensible to outrage and wrong perpetrated upon citizens; and 
the sooner that is realized every part of this country the better it 
will be for us all. 

The Senator from Texas the other day—and it showed how hard 
pushed he was for argument in this matter—when I read a letter from 
Joe Hoffman, in which he expressed his fear, and stated that he had 
been threatened, the letter of a brave, true-hearted man, which must 
touch every sensitive heart, challenged the authenticity of it because it 
was sent to me from Topeka by Judge Hackworth, and by the way I 
am told by the President of the Senate that Judge Hackworth is re 
spected in Topeka, Kans., where he has built up a successful business. 

Mr. COKE. They do not know him. 


¥ 


was disagreeable to 


. 
I 


in 


" 
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Mr. SPOONER. Perhaps not. We shall see. 
Mr. COKE. They will find him out. 
Mr. SPOONER. We shall see, He can vote there as he pleases, : nd 


can live there and can do business and in no danger of being shot 
down and in no danger of being driven out The Senator challeng 
the authenticity of the letter of Joe Hoffman upon the ground that it 
came from Hackworth. Mr. President, I have seen from 
Hoffman, one of which came from Texas directed to Washington to a 
gentleman residing here. The post-mark is the Hempstead and Aus- 
tin railway post-office, the same one that was upon the envelope con- 
taining Joe Hoffman’s letter to Mr. Hackworth, which I read in the 
hearing of the Senate some days since. The matter of post-mark was 
the great point upon which the distinguished Senator from ‘lexas 
wanted the Senate and the people of the country to ignore what was 
stated in that letter and to consider it as a fabrication. 

I have aletter from a gentleman in Brenham, Tex., before me ad- 
dressed to me, and itis post-marked in the same 
also which did not come directly to me which states | 
died. It says: 

He walked up the 

That is, Jim Holt— 
and told him that they were a 
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sidewalk as far Murphy and th he met Ji: 


rus 


Referring to another, and not to Holt. 








The letter states that they had been followed for nearly half an 
hour, and continues: 

Jim, with an oath, said, ‘‘ Joe, I will protect you; youar ino dange ! 
and they both sat down in the front door, one on each side, fa g the « 
house, and had not sat there very long before the buckshot came Joe jumped 
up and said, ““Oh, Lord, what will become of my poor children nd fell dead 
in the next door. Jim jumped upand tried to help Joe in the house, not know 
ing that he was shot, and while doing so he fell i faint, and t t 
nounced him also dead. 

He did not die immediately, but since t has died. h 


the Senator from Texas repeatedly announced, and base« 
his argument upon it, that Joe Hoffman was a Democrat. 
corrects that blunder—I beg pardon; I will endeavor to be more court 
eous than the Senator—he corrects that mistake and admits 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator will allow me, I stated that Mr. H 
man was running on a Democratic ticket, not that he was a Democrat 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The Senate will remember the colloquy between 
the Senator from New York [Mr. EvARTSs] and the Senator from Texas 
upon that subject, and I am very certain that my | 
accurate. 

Mr. COKE. 


recollection of it is 


‘Ol 


I will remark that the Senator may possibly be accu 


rate. I never heard of the case at all until I saw it in the newspaper! 
dispatches; but that he was rumning on the Democratic ticket was 
certain, and that is what I stated certainly when I spoke the other 
day. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator stated repeatedly, I think, that he 


was a Democrat and that he was running on the Democratic ticket. 
I stated that he was a Republican dnd that he was running on a union 
or mixed ticket, the formation of which was advised by Judge Hack- 


worth, and in opposition to the regular Democratic ticket headed by 


Judge Kirk, which is the fact as I understand it. 
Now, Mr. President, there can be no mistake about the accuracy and 


t 


U 


foundation of the charges made agains 


f 
4 


the people of Washington 
‘ounty, Texas, as to the election which took place there in 1886, and 
the Senator from Texas can not successfully combat the facts nor rheet 
the case in the way which it has pleased him to adopt. 
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likely to lose respect for other rights and to hold in diminishing rever- | 


ence the majesty of the law. 

Call this partisan speech, if it be agreeable so todo. Appeal, by 
way of foil to it, to the desire of our great cities for Southern trade. 
I prophesy that the time will come, and is not far distant, if it be not 
already here, when this question of constitutional rights, of fair play 


and justice, so dear to the people of the United States will be deemed | 
| like to ask him what he has to say about the testimony of Polton’s 


of greater worth and higher importance than any question or consid- 
eration of trade between the sections or of politics. 

I think the assault which we are now endeavoring to meet upon the 
industries of the United States and the interests of labor, and upon 


the industrial independence of this country, to be due largely to this | 


disproportionate power exercised by the South in the affairs of this 
Government. It is this that brings about the singular fact that the 
zreat State of Texas, not distinguished especially for its manufactures 
certainly, though it may be for its hides and some other things, fur- 
nishes to the country a chairman of the committee on Waysand Means, 
and that so many of his confréres upon that potential committee rep- 
resent States not distinguished atall for great manufacturing interests, 
or for the dignified and prosperous labor which pervades the North. 
The singular fact that gives Arkansas a representative upon that com- 
mittee and leaves New York without oneis marked evidence of the un- 
due power exerted by the South in the Government to-day, because of 
the extinction of the negro vote. 

Mr. President, I did not intend or expect, as I stated at the outset, 
to be drawn into this debate to-day at all. I had not intended when 
the resolution should be reported from the committee, providing for 
an investigation into the circumstances attending the death of Joseph 
Ifoffinan, to occupy the time of the Senate in further debate upon the 
Washington County election of 1886, but I have felt called upon, partly 
by what the Senator from Texas has deemed it proper for him to say, 
although I think some of his utterances were discourteous and, so far 
as I am concerned, gratuitous, and partly because of the manner of his 
speech, to ask the attention of the Senate for a few moments. My ob- 
servations have been desultory and have taken more time than I in- 
tended. I make no apology for it, however, as I know of no subject 
more entitled to attention. 
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Mr. COKE. I did not interrupt the Senator. 
this time, but not again. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not mean to 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas yields. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator says he puts his statement of the tes 
timony against mine. That of course he has a right to do, and that of 
course I expected him to do and I am willing he should do. I should 


I will yield to him 





father, referred to in the district attorney’s communication, and also 
about the statement of the district attorney and his assistant ? 

Mr. COKE. Iwas going to refer to that. With regard to the state- 
ment of Bolton’s father that young Bolton had a handkerchief tied 
around his neck, that he had a slicker on, anybody who could manu- 
facture those facts into a circumstance of suspicion against Bolton is 
certainly of an exceedingly suspicious nature. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I submit the Senator ought to secure the re- 
moval of that district attorney as incompetent. 

Mr. COKE. The proof is here in this record that the night was cold 
enough for an overcoat. Two witnesses testified tothat. Oneof them 
testified that he carried the supper of one of the men who was at the 
polls to him, and was told to bring his overcoat with him. Another 
witness swears that when the shooting occurred he was lying on an 
overcoat asleep. 

Nothing is more common in the South than for one of these slickers, 
as they are called—they are wet-weather overcoats, that is all—to 
be worn by people. There is nothing more common; and as for Bolton 
having a handkerchief tied around his neck, it isa very common habit 
among laboring people to attire themselves in that way. Is it suspi- 
cious that aman should have a handkerchief tied around his neck? Is 
it suspicious that he should have an overcoat on when others found it 
cold enough for an overcoat that same night? Yet those two facts are 
adverted to by tne Senator from Wisconsin as evidence that Bolton was 
there armed and disguised. 

I assert the fact to be—and because it has to rest on the assertion of 


| either the Senator from Wisconsin or myself is certainly not my fault, 


Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the facts alleged against Texas are the 
transactions in Washington and Fort Bend Counties. The Senator from | 


Wisconsin makes no explanation of the Fort Bend County transaction. | 
He bases his entire remarks upon the transactions in Washington 
County. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. COKE. Certainly. 


Mr. SPOONER. I have not investigated the Fort Bend transaction. 
I have made no argument in the Senate now or at any other time about 
the Fort Bend transaction. I have simply confined myself to the sub- 
ject-matter which was committed to me and to other Senators by the 
Senate, 

Mr. COKE. 
County transaction. 


The Senator has confined himself to the Washington 
I call attention again to the fact that the indictment 


of the State of Texas by the Republican convention at Fort Worth, 
which adjourned about three days ago, is confined to transactions ai- 
Jeged to have occurred in Fort Bend and Washington Counties. No 
ailevation of any charge is mace as to any other county than those two. 


lor the purpose of showing that the negroes who were hanged were 
justifiable, and therefore that it was very much more criminal conduct 
on the part of the mob who hanged them, the Senator has asserted that 
they were justifiable in killing Bolton, because he says Bolton went to 
the polls armed and disguised. 

Mr. SPOONER. I assume that the Senator would not willingly 
misrepresent me. 

Mr. COKE. I will not. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have never admitted for one moment, because | 
regard the testimony as clear and overwhelming upon the subject, that 


the killing of Bolton any more than the Senator from Texas had. I 
asserted this, and I assert it again, I believe Bolton was killed, as the 
district attorney says he was, by Polk Hill, who is in jail under in- 
dictment. He has been tried once, I think, and the jury disagreed, 
and he is to be triedagain. I justified on a former occasion the killing 
of Bolton upon my understanding of the testimony that he went there 
armed to interrupt the count, and to demand the ballot-box and the 
tally-list. I justify it now. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, standing here as aSenator of the United 
States from Texas, I put my assertion as to what that testimony means 
against the assertion of the Senator from Wisconsin, and I do say that 
the proof shows conclusively, the weight and bulk and mass of the 
proof, that Bolton was unarmed; that he was undisguised; that he sim- 
ply went to the poll ashe had a right to do, and was shot down by this 
negro, Polk Hill, and that other negroes who were there, and three of 
whom were hung, were accessories to the crime. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin? 


| CoUNTY OF 


|} want a gun to go and get mine.” 


because he belongs to the committee which has charge of the testi- 
mony, and he should have it on every Senator’sdesk—I assert the fact to 
be that the testimony proves conclusively that Bolton was murdered 
by a negro, and that the negroes hung were most probably accessories 
to the fact before and after. I do not justify the taking out and hang- 
ing of these negroes in Brenham. It ought not to have been done; 
but it was done by a mob who were moved to do it, not because of any 
political reason, not to subserve any political purpose, but because 
Bolton had been murdered in cold blood by this negro, Polk Hill, and 
the others were along with him. 

I say that is the fact. I have here a volume of the testimony, o1 
that 1 procured from the Senator from Alabama {Mr. PuGH], who 
a member of the committee, and it is through his grace alone that I 
have any of the testimony. I have it here before me, and I shall ask, 
unless the Senator from Wisconsin will agree that it shall be inserted 
in my remarks, that the proceedings of the coroner’s inquest in regard 
to the killing of Mr. Bolton be read by the Secretary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection it will be 
ordered, ‘The Chair hears no objection. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
PROCEEDINGS OF THE CORONER’S INQUEST IN RI 

D, BOULTON, 
WASHINGTON, State of Texas : 

An inquest taken the 3d day of November, A. D. 1886, at R. T. Flewellen 
residence in said county of Washington, before J. A. Vernon, justice of pea 
of said county, upon the view of the dead body of W.D. Boulton, by William 
Ford, J. T. Lots, M. A. McCalip, 8S. H. Hatfield, John Alexander, S, T. Aubrey 
good and layful jurors of said county, who, being in due form sworn, say that 
the said W. D. Boulton came to his death at about 11 o’clock p.m. by a shotgun 
wound in the hands of Poke Hill, and further believe that Chad Felder, Wil!- 
iam Davis, John Glass, Felix Kinlow, Stewart Jones, and Ande Hays, and St 
phen Jackson were accessories to the killing of deceased; and further belies 


s;ARD TO THE KILLIN oO! 


. . | that deceased came to his death by the advice of Ed. Lockett. 
the three negroes who were hanged had anything whatever to do with | ‘"“* “°°e**** . lta tas 


J. A. VERNON 
Washington County, 7: 

W. G. FORD. 

S. T. AUBREY. 

H. H. HATFIELD. 

J. T. LOTT. 

J.R. ALEXANDER 

M. A. McCALIP 


J. P. Precinct No. 1, 


[No.1.—Testimony of William Davis, duly sworn. ] 

I, William Davis, was sitting near the house of R. T. Flewellen, by a tree, a: 
heard two reports of a shotgun and a noise in the house. Going up tothe hous« 
I saw Poke Hill coming out of the door of said house, saying, ‘ I have killed tw 
men and my gun is empty; Davis,give me your gun.’’ There was here fiv 
men with shotguns, with the names of John Glass, Felix Kenlow, Poke Il 
Stewart Jones, Ande Hays,all colored men. Stephen Jackson told us, ‘if we 
This happened on the 2d day of Novembe 
1886, 

WM. (his x mark) DAVIS 
[No. 2.—Tesiimony of Alfred Jones, sworn.] 

Mr. Ed, Lockett told me, “It is our duty to guard this box at R. T. Flew« 
len’s place,”’ and through the advice of Mr. Ed Lockett, John Glass, Ande Hays 
Felix Kenlow, Poke Hill, and William Davis came here with shotguns. I d 
not hear of any threats to intimidate any person_on the ground on the 2d day 
of November, 1880. ALFRED (his x mark) JONES. 


; 
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No estin A.H sd : 
} ‘ ‘ . t I s 1 mv be 
‘ know ¢ sa 
i ther n wi { va est il 7 
H Ande Hays, and | Ix ¥ an tJ 3 e sa o I 
didn ny zg l H y ‘ era 
pr t e shootir t t 2d f Nove ‘ 
: \. H. ROGI 
No. 4.—Testim J G s ; 
I saw W n Da Felix K I e H St «, A Hay 
with shotguns on th e of R. 1 ve I 1 
Ww 1 ip, and I i t se y i es ~ — 
about 11 | c ! t 1 N ‘ 18s 
JOHN <) GI 
i 
No. 5 I of Ande He duly ! ] 
I wa where the election is held, r gun wa tting i ( : 
galler hen the door south yom ‘ l,a ‘ 
ing int rP H out of t I 
door, ( me Vv " ( 
ing about the box fhe shooting took pl : 
day of November, 1886 There was in the room Chad Feld Fe ’ 
Poke Hill, and Stewart Jones; I believe that Poke Hill t ! 1 who 
the sho t t was fired tn the rthd c < thes V ia 
door i that I ce Hill w t $s standing int ti ' 
door. i ; ; ‘ 
NDI <) HAY i t 
i ie 
No. ¢ restimony Dick Robert ‘ sw 1 
as the presiding officer of the ballot-box on > R.T. Flewellen place a ; ; ; . s 
tl i day of November, 1886. We were counting the votes wh i t , 
took place Some one knocked on the er bein ito ¢ K t r 
deceased was let in. The same time the i, Poke I Ww s y . } | 
t ng in the room got up and went to the yr l vas 
by a gingercake-colored person I feel f at a tire s 
tion of Poke Hill did the shooting, unless somebody w el 1a Dem 9 j \ 
door; he had fully time to pick a shotgun, ‘1 ele x oi : 
quietly and I deemed it not nece ry to hav ny guar ‘ < i J ; 
ground, At the time of the shooting there were 1 the nt Lew 
Pennington, Chad Felder, Tom Jones, Felix Kenlaw, and Ande Hays cou l \ | 1 t Holt t 
I. R. ROBERTSO 
No. 7.—Testimony of W am Ca \¥ 
I was one of the clerks of election held on the place of R. T. Flew n Chere ‘ i t st K 
was in the room at the time of the sh ting Fe x kK iw, Ande Hay Lew ‘ 
Pennington, Chad Felder. The t he 8 1 door opened, Poke | 7 . ; P 
tHill left his seat and ran to the \ ed t sa yr, a _— 7 : : : 
‘rectly a shot was fired and dece the fl rhe « { was q ult » tria I ) I 
and it was not necessary to have any guards ‘ . ‘ 
\ [. CAWSI é ; 
No. 8.—Testimony of Felix Kenlaw, duly sworn = i . I 
[ was sitting in the room looking on Poke Hill was sitt ur ar me ) EPUceE 
soon as somebody knocked on the door Poke Hill, who g up and ran to th ; a . 
opposite door, picked up his shotgun,which was out on the gailery, I saw hin _— oa } : , 
cocked the gan and shot the sceased, and | knew it was Poke Hill who did ( 
the shooting.’ He told me himself that he had killed a man, and laughed w! i Che Sen r from Wis : . . ‘ 
he said it. I was lying under the bed and could see plainly Chere was pres | : 1 es a ’ a or 
ent in the room Ande Hays, Stewart Jones, William Cawse, Poke Hill, and the | the pe , 9 , I t A 
officers of the election. The shooting took place about 11 or 12 o'clock p.m.,in | and the p ne « Washing 1 ( inty upon 
the room of the house of R. T. Flewell Che election was quiet and orderly | not, ¢ ‘ . : ‘ { ' d ' 
FELIX (his x mark) KENLAW, } 4 1 2 
[No. 9 Testimony of Lewis Pennington, duly swor M SPOONER If t ‘ 
I was one of the judges of the election held on the 2d day of November, 185 I PRESIDING OFFICER Does t 
The election was going on quietly 1 order! I was busy counting vot ] MI COh 
when somebody knocked on the door; the same time Poke Hill got up from h Wr SPHOONT \ t } ‘ 7 
seat and ran to the door. I do not know who did the shooting, which to« - ; . ; 
place about 11 o’clock p.m. Outside the officers of the election, there wet y to V t 
present in the room Chad Felder, Ande Hays, Felix Kenlaw, and Poke Hill | not ] S it I did { I t 
went out the door. Peas of he escapee ' ‘ 
LEWIS (his x mark) PENNINGTON, | 5S" ae eae a a 
| t I 1 ¢ ibit it« t 
No. 10—Testimony of Tom Jones, duly sworn [ fi 1 cost t : 4 eitina 4 ‘ 
I was one of the clerksof the election, sitting at the table wit] back toward | \I COK I Chat is a ul 
the south door. I saw Poke Hil! go to the north door befo he south door | ; ; fi al Rita ‘ $ 
opened. As soon asthe door opened [ turned my face, and va white man / ™ or ¢ : : : . 
coming in the door with uplifted hands holding a pistol, : as soon as I saw | Senator s ne is called in connec \ t t 
the person I went out of the same door. I know that Poke H had a gun on | of Iowa of families of poor] } 
the ground. There was present outside of the officers Felder, Ande | _, 1 gee ia iad f 
Hays, Poke Hill. The shooting took place on the 2d day of November, 188 para h atrocity ana circun 
the house of R. T. Flewellen occurre n Ire ] 
r. M. JONES Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Pr 
[Statement of Lewis Pennington, being re-examined NM COK I I dec! to be t 
I did not see anybody coming in the door disguised with 1 pistol in hand I I a I 
was sitting close to the fire-place in plain view of the two doors | den { Se tor ut [ ) f le 
LEWIS (his x mark) PENNINGTON, es = , 
at i ‘ ‘ ‘ i « 
No. 11.—Testimony of Ephraim Jones, duly sworn lag of \ ft 1 
I was taking supper to Jones and along with it a tgun to guard the polls os ’ tior 1 that ‘ ! ) t 30 
then I went out and went to sleep on John Glass’s overcoat and I never woke ; ‘ 
up till I heard two reports of ashotgun. I ran off around the house and mace th ’ ; : 
for home, There had shotguns in possession, William Davis, Felix Kenlaw. Po | insta [a po man i l 
Hill, Andy Hays, for the protection of the box under the advice of Chad Feld throw ty t) ’ jl and } f 
The election was going on quietly. The shooting was done at about IL o’ ' a ; : 
p.m., in the house of R.T. Flewellen, on the 2d day of November. 18 . Sne t i ne »t 
EPHRAIM JONES. as e s the fa 
? ‘ : ++ r , 
Testimony of Stephen Jackson, duly sworn Pee 7 ’ ; ' 
I was on the election ground on the 2d day of November, 1888, and Alfred aon ie 
Jones and Poke Hill asked me fora pistol, but I declined it, but let Poke H I t ) lie not it t ‘ i 
have my shotgun, loaded, to keep the polls guarded My gun was returned to } ‘ to repr nt 1: { f ‘ ent i 
me, both barrels empty, by Sallie Jones, wife of Oliv Jones ecg “4 ‘ai : 
EPHRAIM (his x mark) JONES ; “- 
This is to certify that this is a trus and correct statement of t testin y y ’ t, the } t 
given. i ce! irT vom I i 
P. KUHNEL, / er take + 4 : af 
Tue STATE or Texas, Count Hi ' en and hacen geal 2 
I, C. F. Herbst, clerk of the district cor f Washington ¢ ty, Texas, do | fre¢ t é t ! ‘ i 
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i him make it; I will meet fe will find that there are 
blows to receive as well as to giv The slanders that: have been hurled 
at the people I rey tshall not go unanswered, for they are slanders, 
co I i uf 50 the 





RECORD—~HOUSE. 


SEPTEMBER 27, 


nisin aiid eccarstapibianiiatiat 
| While I have not been at all personal to the Senator from Texas, my 
| relations with him have been entirely pleasant. I have simply at- 


tempted to do my duty in discussing questions which were involved in 
| n investigation made by me in conjunction with other Senators under 


Mr. SPOONER, Mr. President, we started in to debate the Texas | an order of the Senate; and while I regard his attempt in defense of the 

out ery 1 ito m irprise, the result is a debate by the | State of Texas as of a character to draw me personally into disrepute in 
I’ pon what I suppose may be deemed the Spooner | the Senate or in the country, as of acharacter which outside of the Sen- 

outra | do not know to what the Senator from Texas alludes. I | ate I would denominate differently from what I would do here, I want 
want hows in 3 | to his speech, or that portion of it | to say to the Senator that he in part, as I have been informed—I will 
pe l to myself, two thin In the first place, it will not divert the | not say it—— 

tent 1 of the people of the United States from the outrages perpe- r, COKE. Say it. 
trated in Washington County, Texas, upon the ballot. The people will Mr. SPOONER. I have discussed this case upon its meri 
be too discriminating not to see that it is a pettifogging effort to divert Mr. COKE. Say it. 
the sttention of the jury from the trial of the case to something which Mr. SPOONER. I shall not go into personalities of the sort in the 
cdoes not reiate to the case. Senate. 

In the next place I want to say—and I shall endeavor to keep myself Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate .djourn. 
entirely within parliamentary bounds, and if I shall succeed in doing The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) 
that 1 will succeed where the Senator from Texas, with his greater | the Senate adjourned until Monday, October 1, 1888, at 12 o’clock m. 
uwe and his greater experience, has signally failed several times to- F 
day—that the man outside of this Chamber who states that as counsel a 
or as owner, directly or indirectly, in any way whatever, I was the in- - — . . a 
strument of turning any man or woman in Jowa or out of Iowa from HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
his or her land or from his or her cabin, whether a quarter-section or a THURSDAY. September 27, 1888. 
quarter of an acre, is aliar. I say that of any man who makes thai ss : 
charge outside of the Senate. . : The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. A. Price, of 


I suppose the Senator refers to the fact that after I became a member 

e Senate I argued a cause in the Supreme Court by printed brief 
Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway Company on 
the one band and the Sioux City and St. Paul Railway Company on 








Washington, D. C. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 





the other, I was employed to argue that cause before I was elected to | that the Senate had agreed to amendments of the House to bills of the 
the Senate or before I ever thought of being a candidate for the Sen- | following titles: 
at It was nota controversy in which any individual was interested. A bill (8. 249) to prevent the manufacture or sale of adulterated food 
It not a controversy in which the United States was interested. It | or drugs in the District of Columbia; and 
was « controversy simply between two railway corporations as to which \ bill (S. 3168) regulating admissions to the institution of the As- 
ntitled to overlapping lands. I discharged that duty. That | sociation for Works of Mercy in certain cases, and for other purposes, 
ended my connection with that client, and Ihave never had from that The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the f 
day to this any professional connection with it or any knowledge of its | lowing concurrent resolutions of the House: 
lit ion. \ resolution for printing 5,000 copies of the report of Capt. M. A. 
COKE. I desire to ask the Senaton Healy, of the United States revenue marine, upon the cruise of the 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wisconsin | revenue-steamer Corwin in the Arctic Ocean in the year 1884; 
| to the Senator from Texas? \ resolution for printing 5,000 copies of the report of Capt. M. A. 
Mr. SPOONER, Certainly. Healy, of the United States revenue marine, upon the cruise of the 
Mr. COKE [ ask the Senator if it was not charged—I do not say | revenue-steamer Corwin in the Arctic Ocean in the year 1885; and 
that the Senator was counsel, I say that his name was mentioned in A resolution for printing 3,000 copies of the report of Lieut. Charles 
this letter C. Rogers, United States Navy, on the Panama Canal. 
Mr. SPOONER. In what? The message also announced that the Senate had adopted the follow- 
Mr. COKE. I say the Senator’s name was mentioned in the letter | ing resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 


i 
to which I have referred, and I ask the Senator if there was not a 
charge made in the State of Iowa that there was collusion between the 
two railroad companies, and that this collusion excluded the consid- 
eration of questions that it was believed would redound to the interest 
of settlers on the land? I ask if that charge was not made? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know anything about what charge was 
made in the State of Iowa, and I do not know what charge was made 
in the letter to which the Senator refers. The Senator from Texas 
is at liberty to use any letter he has in his possession referring to me. 
I argued that cause in the Supreme Court of the United States and that 
ended my connection with the business. What has been done since in 
the way of evictions I know nothing whatever about. 

Mr. COKE. I ask the Senator if there were not charges of collusion 
between the counsel in the case which excluded questions in which the 
settlers were interested, and if a member of Congress from Iowa did 
not telegraph to Governor Larrabee to send the attorney-general of that 
State here to intervene and protect the rights of settlers against the 
collusion ? 

Mr. SPOONER. I know nothing about that. I know that a day 
or two after that cause was argued in the Supreme Court of the United 
States a falsehood and a slander appeared about my connection with it 
in relation to my discharge of duty in the Senate. In one of the news- 
papers published in the city of New York it was charged that I offered 
on the floor of the Senate and advocated an amendment for a client 
whom a day or two afterwards I represented in the Supreme Court of 
the United States. That charge was utterly false. I offered an amend- 
ment in the Senate under circumstances which rendered it necessary 
for me to do it for my opponent in that cause, for a railroad company 
in whose service I had never been a moment in my life, and I voted 
against my client and fora bill which the then Senator from Minnesota, 
Mr. McMillan, representing that interest, fought to the utmost of his 
ability. Beyond that charge which was made in the newspaper, whicl 
was false and unjust in itself, and which was answered—— 

Mr. COKE. I know nothing about that charge. 

Mr. SPOONER. Beyond that I know nothing about the matter to 
which the Senator refers. If anybody has been evicted in the State of 
Iowa, I suppose it has been in proceedings in the courts. I know noth- 
ing whatever about any such matter. I never had any connection what- 
ever with it. 


SL 


A resolution for printing 5,000 additional copies of the report of the 
Superintendent of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey for the 
year ending June30, 1887; and 

A resolution for printing the report of the Con:missioner of Education 
for 1887 and 1888. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the addi- 
tional amendments of the House to the bill (H. R. 10060) prescribing 
the times for salesand for notice of salesof property in the District of Co 
lumbia for overdue taxes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had non-concurred in 
the amendment of the House to the joint resolution (S. R. 110) in aid of 
the sufferers from yellow fever, asked a conference with the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees 
on the part of the Senate Mr. EpMunps, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr, Cock- 
RELL. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments in which the concurrence of the House was requested, bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 4039) granting a pension to Mary A. Pfeiffer; 

A bill (H. R. 10881) granting a pension to Nancy J. Cotner. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the coneurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1839) for the relief of Daniel C. Rodman and others, sure- 
ties on the bond of Ozias Morgan; 

A bill (S. 2182) to amend sections 4488 and 4489 of the Revised Stat- 
utes requiring life-saving appliances on steamers; 

A bill (S. 3098) concerning the settlement of the boundary lines be- 
tween Connecticut and Rhode Island; 

A bill (S. 3124) creating three additional land offices in the State of 
Colorado; 

A bill (S. 3390) to create the Lincoln land district in the Territory 
of New Mexico; 

A bill (S. 3427) to amend seetion 4474 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States; 

A bill (8. 3438) to refund illegal internal-revenue tax collected of the 
| late Alexander W. Baldwin, as United States district judge for the dis- 
| trict of Nevada; 

A bill (S. 704) granting a pension to Thomas Redmond, late private 
Company K, Fourth United States Infantry; 


Anh 
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The SPEAKER. The 
ask for objection 

Mr. HOLMAN, 
ask the gentleman to allow that bill to remain on the table until to- 
morrow morning, as I wish to look at it in the mean time. 

Mr. MCRAE. Very well 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the bill 
present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


bill will be read, after which the Chair will 


will be held for the 


MONUMENT AT SARATOGA, 
The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate bill 3460, appropriating 


Mr, Speaker, to avoid the consumption of time, I | 


The SPEAKER. 
ask for objection. 

The bill was read at length for information. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent—— 

TheSPEAKER, Thegentleman from Texas has demanded the regu- 





The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 


| lar order, which is the call of committees for reports, and that cuts off 


all requests for unanimous consent, unless the demand for the regular 
i § 


| order be withdrawn. 


$10,000 for the completion ofa monument tocommemorate thesurrender | 


of Burgoyne at Saratoga; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. 

To Mr. OWEN, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. PENINGTON, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. FUNSTON, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. ENLOE, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Hoaa, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Bernry, for this day, on account of private business. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1591) granting an increase of pension to Madison M. Mere- 
aith; 

A bill (S. 1101) ; 

A bill (S. 1582) for the relief of the estate of Lucien Gougan; 

A bill (S. 145) for the relief of Edward Braden and Job W. Angus; 

A bill (S. 1500) granting a pension to Margaret M. Miller; 

A bill (S. 1044) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to state 
and settle the account of James M. Wilbur with the United States, and 
to pay said Wilbur such sum of money as may be found due him 
thereon; 

A bill (S. 2201) for the relief of Laura E. Maddox, widow and ex- 
ecutrix, and Robert Morrison, executor of Joseph H. Maddox, de- 
crease a; 


A bill (S. 1668) for the relief of A. M. Woodruff; 


granting a pension to Rachel A. Sinkinson; 


BOoTHMAN, indefinitely, on account of important business. | 


A bill (S. 3471) to authorize the construction of bridges across the | 


Kentucky River, and its tributaries, by the Louisville Southern Rail- 
road Company; 

A bill (8S. 1958) granting an increase of pension to Eleanor B. Good- 
fellow; 

A bill (S. 2711) restoring Phebe McLaughlin to the pension-roll; 

A bill (S. 2720) granting a pension to John B. Ross; 


\ bill (S. 2836) granting a pension to William E. Taylor; 

A bill (8. 3276) granting restoration of pension to Sarah A. Wood- 
In idge; 

A bill (S. 3125) restoring the right of pre-emption to Alfonzo Rob- 
certs; 


A bill (S. 320) for the relief of John D. Adams; 

A bill (S. 2887) granting a pension to George H. Johnson; 

A bill (S. 2838) granting an increase of pension to Betsy A. Mower; 

A bill (S. 2675) granting an increase of pension to Lieut. James R. 
Durham; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 
lany; and 

A bill (S. 


2411) for the relief of C. A. Williams and others; 
2346) granting increase of pension to Jennie Hart Mul- 


937) for the relief of David L. Brainard and others. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. * 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, as a privileged question I call up the 
conference report on the sundry civil appropriation bill. The report 
was read yesterday and has been printed. And on that I demand the 
previous question. 

Mr, PLUMB. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to know whether the report is subject to 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Conference reports are not subject to amendment. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the report was adopted. 

Mr. BURNES moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MONUMENT AT TRENTON, N. J. 


Mr. LEHLBACH. I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill (S. 
599) in regard to a monumental column to commemorate the battle of 
Tyenton, in the State of New Jersey, and appropriating $30,000, which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


ORDER OF 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the call 
of the committees and that members having reports be permitted to file 
them with the Clerk. ‘ 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. As the regular order has been demanded, 
is it in order to dispense with the call of the commiuttees? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that it is the custom when 
the regular order is demanded to proceed with it, and the regular order 
now is the call of committees for reports. The gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. ELounT] asks to dispense with that, and that gentlemen may file 
their reports with the Clerk. 

The gentleman asks unanimous consent to dispense with the regular 
order. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

RELIEF OF GAUGERS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back with amendmentthe bill (H. R. 11397) for the 
relief of certain gaugers and other internal-revenue employés who have 
been assigned to duty and have rendered service before the date of 
their qualification; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills commences 
at nineteen minutes past 12 o’clock. 

BONDS OF DISBURSING OFFICERS, ETC 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Military Committee, I believe, would have 
the right to complete the consideration of bills reported yesterday, 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will report the pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8873) in relation to bonds of disbursing officers and to monthly 
payments of the Army, with amendments by the Senate. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will state that I am authorized by the com- 
mittee to request non-concurrence in the Senate amendment and ask a 
conference. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Whatis the amendment ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Itis not an important one, simply a matter of 
detail. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised from the Clerk’s desk that 
this bill is in the hands of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Committee on Military Affairs has au- 
thorized a report. 

The SPEAKER. It can only be considered by unanimous consent. 
The rule of the House is that this hour is set apart for the considera- 
tion of bills reported on a previous day. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I ask to withdraw the bill and surrender 
the hour. I believe it is not in order to substitute another bill. 

TheSPEAKER. | It is not. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I withdraw the bill. 

RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I call up House bill No. 4930, relating to the railway 
mail service, and, for the purpose of saving time, I move that the House 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the purpose of considering the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. RiIcHARDSON in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill indicated 
by the gentleman from Georgia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General may appoint and assign to duty 
one general superintendent to superintend the railway mail service, who shall 
be paid a salary of dollarsa year; one assistant general superintendent of 
railway mail service, who shall be paid asalary of $3,500a year; eleven division 
supvrintendenis of railway mail service, who shall each be paid a salary of $2,500a 
year; one chief clerk of railway mail service, to be employed in the Post-Office 
Department, who shall be paid $2,000 a year; and as many chief clerks of rail- 
way mail service as may be necessary, who shall each receive a salary of $1,500 
ayear. The general and assistant general superintendent and division super- 
iniendents shall also be paid their necessary and actual expenses while traveling 
on the business of the Department; and chief clerks shail be paid the like ex- 
penses, not to exceed $4 per day to each, but the allowance for traveling ex- 
penses to any clerk shall not exceed $300 in any fiscal year. The salaries and 
expenses for such superintendents and clerks shall! be paid out of the appropria- 
tion for the transportation of the mail on railways. 


The amendments proposed by the Committee on the Post-Oflice and 
Post-Roads were read, as follows: 


In line 5, before the word “ doilars,”’ insert the words “four thousand.” 
In line 7, after the word ‘‘ thousand,” strike out the words “ five hundred.” 
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and I ask attention to the figures. 
The number of miles of railroad over which the mails were carried 
in 1879 was 79,000. On June 30, 1887, the mileage was 151,000. The 


annual transportation of mails by the railroads in 1879 was 93,000 
: 
I 








miles. In 1887 it was 116,000 miles. The les of service by railway 
post-office lines in 1879 was 52,000. In 1887 it was 107,000. Thi 
number of postal cl iployed in 1879 was 2,609. The numberem 
ployed on June 30, was 4,851. The number of pieces of mail 


matter handled by railway postal clerks in 1879 was 2,659, 000. In 1887 
the number was 5,851,000. In other words, the amount of mail-matte1 


handled in this branch of the service in 1887 was twice and a half as | 


great as the amount handled nine years ago. 

The expenditures nine years ago were about $33,000,000. 
they amount to about $61,000,000. 

We have this enormous service on our hands. The interest in it 
as wide as the country. It touches all our people. It affects all their 
business relations. ‘The importance of the correct and efficient hand 
ling of these mails and the proper management of this fund is of a mag- 
nitude scarcely to be overestimated. 

This work can not be accomplished without the Government be 
able to command for positions requiring large intelligence and judg 
ment suitable talent and capacity, and this can only be done by its 
being able to pay proper compensation. 
of only $23,000 altogether over the present rates of compensation. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], referring the other day 
to the increased cost of the postal service, failed to do justice to this 
side of the House in respect to that subject, and especially in regard 
to one item. In the matter of railway mail transportation, the rate of 
compensation was reduced 10 per cent. by the Forty-fourth Congress, 
under the lead of the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. HoLMAN]. Inthe 
Forty-fifth Congress (or the Forty-sixth, I am not certain which at 
this moment) I had charge of the bill, and then the compensation was 
reduced by the amount of 5 per eent., making the entire reduction in 
the rate of compensation for railway mail service 15 per cent. from the 
former rates. Taking the total compensation now paid, $17,000,000, 
it is easy for gentlemen to see that a very large saving has been effected 
annually under the operation of those laws. 

This bill proposes to increase the salary of the general superintendent 
by the amount of $500. It fixes thesalary ofan assistant general saper- 
intendent at $3,000. It proposes an increase of $600 in the salary of the 
chief clerk of the railway mail service. It increases the salaries of 
fifty-four chief clerks $100 each, making $5,400, and it makes an allow- 
ance for the traveling expenses of these clerks not exceeding $13, 52. 
These items makea total annual increase of expenditure of about $23, 000. 

In regard to the proposed increase of salary of the general superin- 
tendent, as a matter of course I have no personal knowledge of what 
salary is sufficient to secure the services of a proper person to discharge 
the very important duties of that office; but the necessity for this in- 
crease has been urged upon the committee time and again in the last 
Congress and also in this Congress. During the last Congress I know 
that the Postmaster-General found great difliculty in procuring a proper 
superintendent, and I know that his success in that respect was d 
entirely to his personal relations with the gentleman appointed. | 
know, further, that the superintendent was constantly endeavoring to 
get away, and that, on the change of administration, notwithstanding 
urgent solicitations, he found that his private business necessitated his 
leaving the Departmeat, and continued persistent efforts throughout 
several months to get relieved from the responsibilities of the office. 
And I know that the same thing is true of the present superintendent, 
and that his employment is only temporary. I know, also, the great 
importance of the office, and I know that the Postmaster-General has 
been and is exceedingly, keenly, anxious to obtain the highest talent 
for the head of this enormous service. , 

That item of increase amounts to only $500. More was recom- 
mended, but the committee did not see fit to put it in the bill. 

I wish now to call the attention of the House to the salary of assist- 
ant superintendent. It seems like a new office, but many years ago, 
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during the Forty-fifth Congress, as the law then stood there were two | 


general superintendents. Congress abolished one of the offices, leav- 
ing one remaining. Under the change of law the Postmaster-General 
detailed a post-office inspector to do the work of assistant general su- 
perintendent. His salary was $1,600. His per diem was $5 a day. 
It was really more than the salary pr 
up to the administration of the Post- 
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nal will disclose the «¢ t date, if my friend shall have occasion to as- 
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Mr. BLOUNT. Unless consent is given I shall move that the com- 
1ittee rise te limit debate 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. By a vote of the House the debate has 
been limited to twenty-five minutes. That vote will have to be recon- 
sidere d. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
debate was limited to twenty-five minut 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now I ask unanimous consent that the g: 
bate be closed, and that we proceed in committee to di 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think every gentleman who desires t 
a bill of this importance should have the opportunity. 
to be reasonable time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Imovethat when the Hou 
uittee of the Whole for the consideration of this bil 
bate be limited to five minut 
The motion was agreed to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole was agreed to. 

Che House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 

se on the state of the Union, Mr. RICHARDSON in the chair. 
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SOWDEN. I propose to claim the time to which I am entitled SOWDEN. I regret that my friend from Georgia [Mr. BLount] 
the rules of the House. I rise in opposition in my own right. exhibits so much anxiety to press this bill to a vote. It seems to me 
BLOUNT, Then I move that the committee now rise. fortunate, not only on his part, but on the part of the committee 
motion v ed t | having this bill in charge that its passage should be so earnestly urged 
committe I and Mr. Crisp having taken the | at 3 time, particularly since it would increase the present number of 
pro ir. RICHARDSON reported that the Com- | l’ederal offices and add considerably to the salaries of the officers al- 

of t V1 H on the state of the Union having had under | ready employed in this branch of the public service. 
eration th | H. R. 4930, had come to no resolution thereon. it proposes to increase the annual expenditures in the railway mail 
I I ly t House resolve itself into Commit- | service $23,000. It increases the salary of the general superintendent 
toe of the Vi le House on the state of the Union to resume considera- | $500 per annum. It seems to me that we can add nothing to the fit- 
{ f the bill H. R. 4930; and pending that I move that all general | ness and capacity of this very worthy officer by increasing his salary. 
‘ ite on the same be limited to fifteen minutes. | So far as I know, he is thoroughly competent, and discharges the duties 
SOWDEN. Irise to make a parliamentary inguiry. Can the | of his office in a most satisfactory manner, and is well paid for his serv- 
2 limited? Is not a member entitled to one hour under the | ices. There are undoubtedly many good and competent persons who 
rules of the House when he rises in opposition ? would be glad to have his place at the present salary. If it were con- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rules of the House, after | tended that in adding to his salary $500 annually we would corre- 
neral debate has been entered upon it is in the power of the House | spondingly add to his competency and fitness, there might be some ex- 
at any time to limit it. cuse for the proposed bill and the contention of the gentleman from 
Mr. SOWDEN., 1 hope it will not be limited. Georgia [Mr. BLounT]. Unless he can satisfy this House that such is 


Mr. BLOUNT. I have no objection to debating the bill, but there 
are but two hours within which it can possibly be considered. If the 
gentleman desires to resort to any and every method to defeat the bill 
of course he can do so, I will not be responsible. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I only want but a short time myself; but I believe 
that others want to be heard. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to suggest that there are several gentle- 
menu on this side who would like about five minutes each, and fifteen 
minutes would seem scarcely long enough. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I willstate for the information of the gentleman from 
Georgia that personally I do not care to occupy more than from three 
to five minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 


Mr. SOWDEN. 


Will the gentleman be content with ten minutes? 
Certainly, although I may not occupy that much 


Mr. DINGLEY. I think fifteen minutes will be enough on this side. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Then I will ask unanimous consent that the general 
debate be limited to twenty-five minutes after we go into Committee 
of the Whole; and if the gentleman from Pennsylvania does not desire 
so much as ten minutes I will reserve what he does not use for my- 
self. I move, therefore, that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, pending that, that 
all general debate on the bill be closed in twenty-five minutes. 

The motion to limit debate was agreed to. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask unanimous consent now, if it may be 
done, that the hour be extended until this billis finished. To-morrow 
will be Friday. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
ness to-day. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
civil bill returns 

Mr. BLOUNT. That has been adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Weil, the deficiency biil. 
sire to interpose an objection. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will state to the gentleman from Indiana that I 
would have no objection, if it would suit his wishes, that the commit- 
tee shall rise at any time during the consideration of this bill to enter 
upon the business he suggests. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the agreement will not be made at present. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman objects? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do object to extending the hour for the present. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I would suggest, if it be agreeable to gentle- 
men on the otherside of the House, that general debate be closed now, 
and they will be entitled to five minutes’ debate under the rule. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That would be entirely agreeable to me. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Iask that that be done. 


We may as well do that, as there is no other busi- 


I hope there will be no objection to the request. 
Until the gentleman having charge of the sundry 


For the moment I de- 





the fact I for one shall certainly vote against it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will my friend allow me—— 

Mr.SOWDEN. No; Ihaveonlyfiveminutes. Thisbillalsoprovides 
for the creation of a new office, namely, an assistant general superin- 
tendent of the railway mail service, who is to receive an annual salary 
of $3,000. The efficiency of this particular branch of the public serv- 
ice has never been questioned, and why the creation of this new oflice, 
with this additional expenditure of the public money, I am unable to 
comprehend, and would be pleased to have the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLounT] explain it. Itis certainly a departure from the obliga- 
tion of this Administration to the tax-payers of the country. It is 
pledged to an honest and most frugal administration of the Federal 
Government. 

For more than twenty-five years the party represented by this side 
of the House denounced the Republican party for keeping in office a 
large number of unnecessary oflice-holders at the expense of the peo- 
ple, and promised to correct this evil in the event of their accession to 
power by abolishing all unnecessary offices and the dismissal of all 
needless officials. In the face of this obligation we are now asked to 
do exactly the opposite in tke pending measure. 

It is also proposed to increase the salary of the chief clerk of this 
Department $600 perannum. Whatsalary does this officer receive now ? 
Isit notample? Is there any complaint that itistoolow? Are there 
not hundreds who would be glad to have it at the salary he now re- 
ceives? Is the service to be-correspondingly benefited by the proposed 
increase of his salary? If not, why this proposition and whence the 
necessity for it? 

Again, it is proposed to increase the salary of fifty-four clerks $5,400 
annually, besides allowing them $3 per day for actual traveling ex- 
penses. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Oh, no. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Oh, yes; there are fifty-four chief clerks and the 
proposition is to increase their salaries $100 each, which makes the 
sum total $5,400, as stated. Why this proposition? Whence the 
necessity for it? Do these men complain that they are not well paid ? 
Is the service threatened with their fesignation unless this advance is 
provided for them? I have no doubt but that in the gentleman’s dis- 
trict from Georgia, like in mine, there are any number of good Demo- 
crats who would gladly accept these clerkships at the present rate of 
compensation. I would like to know from the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLounT] what urgent necessity there is for the passage 
of this bill. 

It is estimated that the traveling expenses provided for in this meas- 
ure will not exceed $13,500 perannum. What assurances have we for 


this conclusion on the part of the committee presenting the report ac- 
companying the bill? Heretofore these expenses were cheerfully borne 
by these clerks, whose salaries were deemed ample and satisfactory. 
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an assistant general superintendent of the railway mail service the De- 
partment is not likely to be forced to the employment of a postal in- 
spector. There was a time when there were two of these assistant 
superintendents, and those positions being abolished, the Department, 
operating under an absolute necessity, began to deta a this inspec or 
law, at an expense, as I have said, of something 


under authority of 


like $3,400 a year. 


If my friend from Illinois is not satisfied with the language of the 
bill, I have no objection to an amendment inhibiting the detail of any 
postal inspector in connection with the office of general superintendent 
of the railway mail service. So that in reality, as will be seen, this 


item of $3,000 amounts to scarcely anything atall. So far as concerns 
the chief clerk, I care very little about that. The main item of ex- 


pense is the increase of $5,400 for fifty-four clerks, and also the travel- | 


inz expenses, somewhere in the neighborhood of $13,000. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr 
manner in which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] speaks of 
the proposed increased expenditures provided for in this bill. Hesays 
that the increased expense by reason of the creation of this new officer, | 
to be known as the assistant general superintendent of the railway 
mail service, will amonnt to ‘only $3,000,” and that the total in- 
creased expenditure under this bill amounted to ‘ ‘only $23,000,” 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman is making a very fine spe ech which 
he attributes to me, and replies to. Ido not think I made that sort 
of a speech. 

or. SOWDEN. This is just what the gentleman said, that ‘‘ only 
$23,000’ was involved in this bill, and ‘‘only $3,000” of it by reason 
of the creation of the new office of assistant general superintendent. 
Why, sir, $500 here, $3,000 there, $600 here, $5,400 there, and $13,500 
here make up the $23,000 total increase provided for in this measure; 
and if we keep on pili ng up the amounts in this way it will soon reach 
‘‘only’? $100,000 more, How lightly we are inclined to speak of these 
vast snms of money! It is a stultification, sir, of the party repre- 
sented by a majority in this House to even submit a proposition Jook- 
ing to the further increase of the number of offices already provided by 
law and to add to the long list of office-holders, of which there is al- 
ready too much complaint. 

With inore than one hundred thousand Federal officers it would seem, 
from the proposition before the House, that this vast army is to be still 

further increased, We have already created too many additional offices, 
and the time has come when a halt in this direction should be com- 
manded. We can not afford such stultification. Let us rather ascer- 
tain what unnecessary offices there are, and, if any, lop them off. Let 
no proposition emanate from this side of the House to increase them. 
If the gentleman having this matter in charge can satisfy this House, 
or a majority of its members, that this proposed increase of salaries and 
the appointment of an assistant general superintendent of the railway 
mail service will essentially add to the efficiency of the public service, 
then there may be some reason forthe urging of the passage of this bill. 

Here are fifty-four clerks whose salaries it is proposed to increase $100 
each perannum, besides their traveling expenses, not to exceed $3 per day. 
It strikes me that my friend from Georgia [Mr. BLountT] would lose 
his zeal for the passage of this billif he knew the political complexion 
of the majority of these officers. I think I may safely venture to re- 
mark that out of the fifty-four there are scarcely ten who are of the 
same political party represented by this side of the House. I believe 
if he investigated the political character of the parties interested in this 
measure, outside of the general superintendent, he would find that a 
large majority of them are politically opposed to the party to which he 
belongs, and perhaps even the man whose oflice he is seeking to estab- 
lish may come from the other side. These suggestions, however, 
should have no effect whatever upon the merits of this bill if the effi- 
ciency of the public service is involved, and if the gentleman cham- 
pioning it can convince the House that its passage would materially im- 
prove it. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I do not know the political com- 
plexion of these fifty-four clerks. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Neither do I. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not know what is to be the political views of 
the gentlemen who may get the offices hereafter when the salaries shall 
be increased. I do not think, sir, that with a service as important as 
this the House should resolve itself into a political meeting and get off 
campaign speeches when the people are expecting wise legislation; and 
the man who undertakes to trifle with a service of this kind, belong- 
ing to this or any other of the great Departments of the Government, 
will find the people of the country have a higher idea than the mere 
squabbles around the ballot-box for. office. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowDEN ] undertook to por- 
tray the speech I had made and said it was summed in the declaration 
that it was only $23,000, and this after I had taken occasion to give the 
reason which had been furnished by the Postmaster-General and by 
his predecessor, each of whom, by reason of his eminent ability and 
experience, was entitled to greater consideration than the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, who has given no attention or very little to the 
subject. 





Chairman, I confess my surprise at the flippant | 
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The gentleman is astonished to find that I should be willing to in- 

| crease the expenditures ot a service now $61,000,000, by the amount 

| of $23,000, when most of it is to give per diem to clerks. Now, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania is not the person, he has not the record in 
legislation in this House, to assail me as wanting in proper regard for 
public expenditure. He hasserved on the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, which has cost this Government more in that direc- 
tion than has been expended by any Congress in the history of the 
country. 

Mr. SOWDEN. The record will not show that or bear out the gen- 
tleman’s statement. 
Mr. BLOUNT. 
at the proper time. 
| Mr. DINGLEY, 

| expenditure. [ Laughter. ] 

| Mr. BLOUNT. No. The building at Allentown was so important 
| it was absolutely necessary to override the veto of his own President. 
| 


I will take the opportunity to demonstrate the fact 


And his particular building was not added to the 


[Laughter.] If he wants to appeal to partisan views—— 

Mr. SOW DEN 
partisan views. 

Mr. BLOUNT. You made no partisan appeal when you said we 
were in the presence of a Presidential election, and it would not do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour for the consideration of bills has ex- 
pired. 

The morning hour having expired for consideration of bills, the com- 
mittee informally rose; and the Speaker having taken the chair, Mr. 
RICHARDSON reported that the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H, R. 4930) 
relating to raitway mail service, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


Iam not like the gentieman. I do not appeal to 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following 
tities; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1923) providing for the establishment of a life-saving 
| station at the harbor of Kewaunee, Wis., and at other places therein 
named; 

A bill (H. R. 10068) granting a pension to Lieut. Starkey R. Powell; 

A bill (H. R. 10934) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell 
township maps or plats remaining on hand in his office; and 

A. bill (H. R. 11101) to include § Sapelo Sound, Sapelo River, and Sa- 
pelo Island in the Brunswick collection district, in the State of Georgia. 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House take a recess until 4 o'clock 
this evening—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
journ. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust my friend will yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. McMILEIIN. I will hear the gentleman’s statement, and with- 
draw the motion temporarily. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My purpose in moving to take a recess until 4 
o’clock was with a view that in case the conferees on the general de- 
ficiency bill make a report by that time it could be received and ordered 
to be printed in the KECORD so as to appear to-morrow morning. The 
same object, however, can be secured if unanimous consent is obtainea 
now that the conclusion reached by the conferees, if they shall reach a 
conclusion to-day, may be printed in the RecorpD of to-morrow morn- 
ing. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think that is right. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, there was an understand- 
ing, on this side of the House at least, that the bill called up by the 
ge sntleman from Georgia should have consideration to- day until it was 
concluded. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No; that is a mistake. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There was objection made to that request, The gen- 
tleman from Indiana objected. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana now asks unanimous 
consent that if the conferees on the general deficiency bill come to a 
conclusion to-day the report may be ‘handed in to the Clerk and or- 
dered to be printed in the Record of to-morrow morning. Is there 
objection ? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. But the motion to adjourn is pending. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I hope an adjournment will not be had 

{ in the face of such an important bill as that now pending. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Butthat bill isnot now pending. Itis not before 
the House, the hour having expired. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
will have another hour hereafter for the consideration of the bill. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. McMILLIN, the House 
divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 25. 

So the rmhotion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 27 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


Pending that I move that the House do now ad- 
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States would be v ! Chis bill looks to giving the assent of Congress 
to } t] ites, and I think there is no objection 
when be ‘ 
Dh ri { p! nt consideration of 
{ 
i re i t j y con d, ordered to a third 
y ; | 1} ’ 
{ ( if ‘ 1 to , 
i lL also 1 1 t 1 ) l 
I 
the ] 1 
mittee on l Ls to } I i 
A bill 7 ng a pe } Ch Red late private 
( pany be l tates IJ inti 
bill t 1 A. Me aj m of $24 
J ij 
\ bill 363) for the relief of John W. Combs; 
i} 574) for t relief of David Gray Purman 
bill (8. 2623) granting an increase of pension to 
A I { anting an i ase of pension to J nith 
| 7) gran Ly} n to Charles 8. Hamilton; 
] ntir 1 inert of pension to Caroline M. } 
\ bill { 1423) granting a pension to Irene Rucker Sheridan, wi 
of General P, H. Sheridan; 
\ bill (8S. 3428) granting a pension to Mary C, Thompson; 
\ bill (8. 3429) granting a pension to Maria N. Abbey; 
ill (S. 3435) granting a pension to J. C. Haworth; 
\ bill (S. 3453) granting an increase of pension to Alired T. McKin- 


ll (S. 3456) granting a pension to David O. Sanborn; 

\ bill (S. 3457) granting a pension to Abigail Farley; 
\ bill (8S. 3462) granting a pension to John Watson; 
\ bill (S. 3477) granting a pension to Minerva Griflith; 
\ bill (8. 3479) granting a pension to Sarah J. Powers; 

bill (8. 3492) granting a pension to John Parkinson; 
\ bill (S. 3502) granting a pension to Juliana Roitsch; 

bill (5. 3513) granting pensions to Powell’s Battalion of Missouri 

Mounted Volunteers; and 

\ bill (S. 3540) granting a pension to Mary P. Myers. 


COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 
‘The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Senate con- 
current resolution: 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED States, September 25, 1888. 
/ lved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives concur- 





) (hat there be printed 5,000 additional copies of the report of the Super- 
in lent of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey, with the usual neces- 
sary progress sketches and illustrations, showing the progress made in said 
t s during the year ending June 30, 1887, 1,000 copies of which shall be for 
th » of the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 
‘ wr distribution by said Superintendent. 
\ir. RICHARDSON, Iask to have that resolution considered now. 
SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


the resolution was agreed to. 

Mir. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

Che latter motion was agreed to. 

‘ir. RICHARDSON. I move that the House resolution on the same 

ubject lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be made. 

here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

REPORT OF EDUCATION, 


COMMISSIONER OF 


. also laid before the House the following concurrent 


» SPEAKER als 


re Lion; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, September 25, 1888, 
Resolved the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That of the report of the Commissioner of Education for 1887-’88 there be printed 
6,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 12,000 copies for the use of the House of 


Representatives, and 20,000 for distribution by the Commissioner. 
CHANGE OF CONFEREE. 
he Chair will announce as conferee on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. 8074) to provide for allotment of land in 
severalty to United Peorias and Miamies in Indian Territory, the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] in lieu of the gentleman from Ala- 
bam: | Mr. ¢ 8], who desires to leave the city. 
YELLOW FEVER. 

The Chair will appoint as conferees on the part of 
sagreeing votes of the two Houseson the joint reso- 
lution (S. R. 110) toaid the sufferers from yellow fever, the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Burnes], the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEM- 
EN's], and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ryan]. 


The SPEAKER. 


the House on the di 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follo 
» Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, indefinitely, « ce ( portant 
it ness 
fo Mr. Wurite, of Indiana, in nitely, on ol port nt 
lb ess; and 
Mr. Gro indefinitely, on account of imp 5 
} 
, — 
j i Lomy ‘ Enrolled J rey rted 
c i and found duly « I s of the f 
wl peaker signed the sa 
Rn. 7410 t I ‘ t i ( ] 
I vation I 
f. R. 100 re s for sal 1 for not f 
( n th I) r t Co] l I € 
| A YURNMENT OVER, 
Mr. H CEI recognized. 
Mr. HOOKER. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky to ma 
ja nal motion 
| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I movet en the H 
yurns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next 
HOLMAN. ILhope that will not be done unl the gent \ 
ig charge of the deficiency bill—— 
BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have already consulted the 
irman of the committee having in charge the general deficienc 
| bill, and he informs me that the conference report is to go to the Sen- 
ate before it can be acted on here, and as the Senate adjourned over 
from yesterday until l can not be considered until that day 


| 
| 


| 
| 


| 








Mr. O’NEILL, of 
of Monday. 
The amendment was rejected. 
} 
i 


unia. I move to insert Tuesday instead 


1e question was put on the motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Ken- 
tucky, when the Speaker announced that the ‘‘noes’’ seemed to have 
it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 25. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


r 
T 


MATTIE 8S. WHITNEY. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee on War Claims be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of Senate bill No. 2185 for the payment of a judgment of the Court 
of Claims in favor of Mattie S. Whitney, administratrix of Franklin 
Whitney, deceased. I understand that the bill has been reported 
unanimously from the committee. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill will be read, subject to the right to ob- 
ject. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Itis a Senate bill, and the Committee 
on War Claims have considered it and reported it favorably. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

@e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected te pay to Mattie S. Whitney, as administratrix of the estate of Franklin 
S. Whitney, deceased, the sum of $22,224, in full satisfaction of her claim against 
the United States, for supplies furnished to the Army and Navy of the United 
States, the same being the amount found to be due her by the Court of Claims. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. Stong, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the petition of Mattie 
S. Whitney, administratrix of Franklin 8. Whitney, deceased, asking payment 
for supplies and stores furnished the United States Army, have had the same 
under consideration, and finding all the facts set forth in the report made to 
the Senate, this Congress, by the Committee on Claims of the Senate, adopt the 
same as their report, and report an original bill to carry out the views of this 
comunittee, 
[Senate Report No. 414, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

In the Forty-eighth Congress, at its first session, a bill (S. 1592) was introduced 
by Mr. MILLER, of New York, entitled “‘A bill forthe relief of Franklin S. Whit- 
ney.’ In the bill the Secretary of the Treasury was authorized and required to 
pay to Mattie S. Whitney, of New York, asadministratrix of the estate of Frank- 
lin 8S. Whitney, deceased, the sum of $70,914.18 with interest from January 1, 
1865, and to her individually the sum of $12,875, in full “for supplies furnished 
to the Army and Navy of the United States.”’ 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and at the next session of 
the same Congress the committee referred the whole matter to the Court of 
Claims, in accordance with the provisions of the first section of the act entitled 
“An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Depart- 


| ments in the investigation of claims and demands against the Government,”’ 


approved March 3, 1883, known as “the Bowman act.” 

The purpose of this reference was to find the facts in the case and report the 
same for such further action as Congress might see fit totake in the premises, 

The papers were accordingly transmitted to the court, and the claimant anid 
the United States were both represented in the presentation of thecase, On a 
preliminary inquiry, on the 20th day of December, 1836, it was found by the 
courts that the person alleged to have furnished the supplies or stores, or from 
whom they were alleged to have been taken, was loyal to the Government dur- 
ing the late war. This inquiry was made under section 4 of the said act, and 
such affirmative finding was necessary to give to the court jurisdiction of the 
cause, 

The case was brought to a hearing on its merits on the 19th and 20th days of 
December, 1887, with the following results: 
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loyal. That finding of the court has been presented here, referred to Mr. Whitney, whose evidence is set out briefly in the report of the com- 


the Committee on War Claims, and reported back to the House. 


| 


' é aot . | 
fhe question of the claimant’s loya‘ty wasa jurisdictional question; | 


the party had to establish his loyalty before he could ask any consid- 


eration of his claim from the court. 


It was a question precedent to the | 


adjudication of his right to the amount of money claimed, and the | 


| mission 


and I will read it. 
Mrs. Jane N. Sims, the mother-in-law of Mr, Whitney, was exa 
and she says: 


mined, 


I had always supposed and understood that Mr. Whitney favored the Confed- 
eracy. All his relatives were upon that side, and it would have seemed unnat- 
ural if he had done otherwise. 


Mr. Cox, a neighbor who lived about 2 miles from him, stated in his 


| testimony before the commission: 


court find that the claimant was loyal. This is a full answer, Mr. 
Speaker, to anything which may have been said or done by any specific | 
witness before the Southern Claims Commission. It is very well un- 
derstood, Mr. Speaker, that the Southern Claims Commission had a 
method—— 

Mr. KEIR. Tas the gentleman in his possession anything show- 


inv that any evidence on this question of loyalty was betore the court? 

Mr. HOOKER. Undoubtedly there must have been evidence on 
that subject before the court, because this committee reports the fact 
that the Court of Claims had decided that question of loyalty before 
into the investigation of the merits of the claim. If the gen- 
eman had listened to the reading of the report he would have heard 
Mat, 

Mr. KERR. That is simply a conclusion—— 

Mr. HOOKER. It is not a conclusion, but a fact. 

Mr. KERR. I wish to know whether the court heard witnesses on 
that point? 

Mr. HOOKER. Undoubtedly; otherwise the court could not have 
passed on the question. 

Mr. KERR. I do not know about that. 

Mr. HOOKER. Well, I do know. They say they have investi- 
gated the question of loyalty; the report so states in express terms. 
Undoubtedly that question was before the court. Now, with respect 
to the Southern Claims Commission 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. The court can examine only such evi- 
dence as is submitted to it; and the point I make is that we ought to 
know something as to the management of this case by the attorney 
who represented the Government—whether there was a full and fair 
investigation of this subject of loyalty. The court must base its find- 
ing upon the evidence as submitted. The report of this commission, 
which I hold in my hand, gives the names of witnesses examined be- 
fore the commission; and it does not appear that the Government sub- 
mitted the evidence of those witnesses to the court. 

Mr. HOOKER. I want to say this, that the investigations by the 
Southern Claims Commission are well understood to have been often 

« parte in their proceedings, and that commission frequently sent out 
its agents to take the depositions of persons where no notice was given 
to the claimant, and the ex parte testimony was set up to militate against 
the claims of parties. There is no evidence whatever that Mr, Whit- 
ney was aware of this testimony on the partof the man Baker, who was 
examined before the commission. It was done without his knowledge; 
he had po opportunity of being present to examine and cross-examine 
him, and hence it should have little weight in determining the question 
of the claimant’s loyalty. Hereis, however, the finding of the courtduly 
constituted, composed of five learned judges, who had the matter referred 
to them under the provisions of the Bowman act, and who, before they 
could take cognizance of it at all, had to ascertain and determine the 
question of loyalty, that being a jurisdictional question. They found 
that the party was loyal; and I will state that there never has been a 
case presented to Congress which has been more thoroughly, fully, and 
efliciently investigated than this case. 

It will be seen that a large portion of the claim, as shown by the re- 
port (that for the oceupancy of the lands, the removal of the houses or 
their destruction, to be used for officers’ quarters, barracks, etc. ), has 
been eliminated already from the account. All the objectionable feat- 
ures of the case are eliminated from the claim; and the court find only 
that the provisions to feed the soldiers of the Army and the Navy otf 
the United States were taken from the party to the amount speeified, 
reducing the whole claim to only about one-fourth of the original 
amount. It does seem to me, therefore, that we must give some 
credit to a court and to the findings of a court composed of able, con- 
scientious, and intelligent men, whose duty requires them to investi- 
gate the very question which the gentleman from Illinois now raises, 
and who are sworn to administer the law. This court, composed of men 
of ability, a legally constituted tribunal, has passed upon the question, 
and they are not likely to make a report here which is not founded in 
fact. The case, it seems to me, is so clearly presented in their report 
that it is not necessary to take up the time of the House longer with 
it, and I hope we will have a vote. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire tosay, in answer 
to what has been urged by the gentleman from Mississippi, that this 
claimant had no day in court, and no opportunity of being present or 
being represented in court to examine and cross-examine witnesses; 
that the report shows he had full knowledge of the fact of the com- 
mission taking proof on his claim and produced his witnesses to es- 
tablish his loyalty; and it shows the singular fact that the only person 
produced to establish that loyalty was his wife, Mrs. Whitney; while 
the representatives of the Government, when they came to interpose 
their evidence before the commission, introduced the mother-in-law of 


groiny 


ti 
il 





I think he was in favor of the Confederate government, as he notified me in the 
fall of 1862 or the spring of 1863 to report to Colonel Patterson at Port Gibson 
for service in the Confederate army. People generally thought he was a Con- 


| federate. 


SS li a lea 


Now, the gentleman says there was a fair and full hearing before 
the Court of Claims. That, Mr. Speaker, is simply a gratuitous state- 
ment of the gentleman trom Mississippi, because there is no evidence 
before the House that there was any such hearing, and the very fact 
that the report fails to make any reference to the Southern Claims Com- 
mission having examined and found against it is preof to my mind, 
and it seems to me must be to every disinterested man, that there was 
notafullanda fair hearing before the court. Becausecertainly the court 
composed of men learned in the law andof such high character could 
not have found, as the report of the War Claims Committee states, if 
this evidence had been placed beforethem. I say, therefore, that there 
is something wrong in this claim, and that there ought to be an investi- 
gation full and clear before it is rushed through the House. 

I do not care, however, for the purpose of this question this morning, 
what may have been the finding of the Courtof Claims. It is not bind- 
ing upon the members of this House. We have the evidence before us 
that this man was as disloyal as any man who served in the Confeder- 
ate army; that he sympathized with the Confederate army, and when 
the Union forces were routed at Bull Run gloried over the Federal de- 
feat. When such evidence as that is before the House no man can 
say that there is no evidence against the claimant’s loyalty, while upon 
the contrary there is a wealth of proof which should not be ignored and 
which shows affirmatively the fact that he was a disloyal man and a 
sympathizer with the enemies of the Union. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 
the witnesses ? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Mlinois. Certainly. The names are set out in 
the report of the commission. William Baker, J.W. Cox, William A. 
Goodrum, Mrs, Jane N. Sims, Charles W. Whitney, a brother of the 
deceased; Mrs. F. K. Whitney, a sister-in-law, who says—and I will 
read her evidence for the delectation of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. All right; let us have it. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois, It seems that she lived within 2} miles 
of Whitney. She testifies that she met Mrs. Whitney, the claimant, 
frequently at a sewing society to make clothing for the Confederate 
soldiers; that she talked in favor of the South and— 
aided the soldiers of the Confederacy by contributions and sewing for them, 

Further she says: 

Whitney was regarded as a Confederate. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Are you through ? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. There are others. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask you the character of these people 
and their standing. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Well, I think the characterof witnesses 
ought not to be questioned when we go into the family of the com- 


Certainly, 
Will you please indicate the names of 





plainant. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Bacon] 


is recognized. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the different find- 
ings between this Southern Claims Commission and the Court of Claims 
in regard to this demand produce such doubt that it would not be 
proper that this bill should pass at this time unless the passage of it 
shall call out a vote of at least a quorum of this House and that a ma- 
iority of such quorum are in favor of it. I desire to say to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. HookEeR] that if it comes to that point, I 
shall feel it my duty to demand that a quorum vote upon this bill be- 
fore it be permitted to pass. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Of course if that is the intention of the 
gentleman he can carry it out, but I want to say in answer to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. HopKins] that if Mrs. Whitmey’s claim is 
to be voted down upon the idea that she at any time gave relief to 
Confederate soldiers, you can find many people in the North who were 
regarded as loyal who gave relief to Confederate soldiers. 


Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. You are dodging the issue. This is 
part of the evidence submitted. : 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I am not dodging the issue. I am go- 


The gentleman has read the names of persons who 


ing right to it. ; 
Now, I want to give 


have testified to the disloyalty of these people. 
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Provos!-Marshal-General. 

JAMES SHERLOCK, 
Assistant Provost-Marshal-General. 


HEADQUARTERS DEP: OF THE TENNESSEE, 


irg, Miss., August 23, 1863. 





Captain - , C. 8., will issue to Mrs. Whitney and Mrs. Shelby, of Port 
Gibson, of Mississippi, thirty days’ rations, they having been left destitute by 
our troops taking everything they had in their march through Port Gibson 

By order of Maj. Gen, U. S. Grant 








JOHN A. RAWLINS, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 
And so it is shown that the officers of the Government recognized the 
loyalty of these people. 
Mr. HOOKER, And that while war was flagrant. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I care nothingaboutthecase. I was dis- 
loyal at that time, and I have no interest in advocating specially the pay- 


ment of this claim; butafter this claim has been referred to the Court of 


Caims and the Court of Claims have passed upon it by aset of judges 
whose Republicanism is so dark that Egyptian darkness would shine by 
the side of it, after they have acted upon it favorably, after it has been 
unanimously voted for on a report made by a Republican Senator, and 
after it comes to this House, I think it comes with exceeding poor 
grace for a gentleman who is poorly informed on the claim to get up 
here and denounce it as rotten, thereby impeaching not only the in- 
tegrity of the court, but impeaching the general officers of the United 
States Army, impeaching the Senate of the United States, 
the committees of the Senate of the United States, and also impeaching 
the integrity and candor of the committees of this House. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. The Southern Claims Commission had 
before it the evidence of General Sherman and of several other general 
but if gentlemen have paid close attention to the statement of General 
Sherman they have noticed that it is limited to Mrs. Whitney, and the 
commission state that there is not a word in the evidence of General 
Sherman with regard to the loyalty of Mr. Whitney. As to the other 
witnesses referred to by the gentleman from Kentucky it will appear 
upon an examination of their testimony that their knowledge of these 
parties was limited to a few months, and that that knowledge cam: 
chiefly through Mrs. Whitney. t seems that when the Federal for 
occupied a position near the Whitney plantation, Mrs. Whitney, who 
was a good deal of a diplomat, cultivated friendly relations with them 
and tried to have the commanding officers believe that she and her hu 
band were loyal. 
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finding of the rm Claims Commission, which notoriously took its 
evide j pon I y CCASLONS, 
‘ I tl his « has been fully discussed; I think the Hot 
uw tan t, and I « for the previous question. 
question % taken on ordering the previous question; and there 
\ Ly 
Mr B s(t) 
fhe SPEAKER point of no yuorum being made, the Chi 
will appoint toact ellers the gentleman from New York | Mr. BAcon ] 
ana the gentieman om Missis ippi | Mr. Hox KER]. 
Mir. LANHAM. I hope the gentleman from Mississippi | Mr. Hoox- 
ER | will y bi juse there is no quorum present, and 
f he insists it will interfere with the remainder of the business for the 
Mr. HOOKER. I think we can get aquorum; let us try, at any rate. 
The House again divided: and the tellers re p rted ayes iG, noes 2, 
ir. BACON. » quor 
Mr. HOOKER. The point of ‘‘no quorum’’ having been made, 
and the gentleman from New York [Mr. BACON] having advised me 


that it is his purpose to insist upon it, the point, I do not feel disposed 
to block the progress of other matters which may be permitted to pas 
to-day without a quorun rhere is no quorum in the city, as I un- 
derstand; hence | feel di ed, though very reluctantly, to withdraw 
this bill for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws his request for the pr 


ent consideration of the bill. 


ALLEGED CORRUPTION IN REGARD TO LIBRARY MATERIALS, ETC. 


7 


Mr. RICE submitted a privileged report; which was read, as follows: 


} 


Report of special committee appointed to inquire into whether any member of 


the House has soug!t to influence or contro! the action of the architect of the 
n be used in the « 


new Library building in the selection, etc., of materials to 





ion of said building. 
The special committee appointed in pursuance of a resolution of the House of 
Representatives of the 4th of September, instant, which directed said com- 
1 ce to inquire into and report whether any member of the House, acting for 


himself or in concert and combination with others, has sought by persuasi« 
intimidation, or other corrupt and improper means to influence or control the 
action of Mr, J. l.. Smithmeyer, the architect of the new Library building, in 
the selection, acceptance, or approval of inferior or improper materials to be 
used in the construction of said building, and the further resolution of the House 
of Representatives of September 17, directing the said committee to inquire into 
and report to the House whether any member of the House,acting for himself 
or others, or in connection with any person acting for or in the interestof others 
and with the knowledge of any member, or acting for or with the knowledge 
and ia the interest of any company, person, or individual with whom any mem- 
ber of the House is interested or associated in any business, directly or indi- 
rectly, has sought by persuasion, intimidation, or any undue or improper influ- 
ence to direct or control or influence the action of Mr, J. L. Smithmeyer, the | 
architect of said building, in the selection or acceptance, or in procuring to be 
selected or accepted, material to be used in the construction or in the manage- 
ment or control of said building, beg leave to report thatthey have had thesame 
under consideration; that charges were placed before the committee against | 
Hon, WILLIAM G. STAHLNECKER, & member of the House of Representatives ; 
that counsel in support of the chargesand in opposition thereto appeared before 
the committee and were heard in conducting the investigation; that the sworn 
testimony of witnesses was taken, and the same is herewith submitted to th« 
House, together with the charges above mentioned 

The testimony is very full and the examination was given considerable lati- | 
tude, greater perhaps than the matter at issue would strictly warrant in support | 
of the charges. | 

The committee is unanimous in the opinion that the evidence does not sustain | 
the charges, and there is no impression upon the mind of any member of it that 
Mr, STAHLNECKER is not fully exonerated from all charges of any imprc per at- 
tempt by persuasion, intimidation, or other corrupt means to influence or con- 
trol the action of Mr. J. L. Smithmeyer, the architect of said Library building, | 
in the selection or acceptance of any material to be used in the construction 
thereof, nor does his action in connection therewith in any way reflect or leave 
a shadow of suspicion upon his honor, or upon the dignity and honor of the 
House of Representatives. 

They desire also to say, in conclusion, that they are satisfied from the investi- 
gation that the distinguished gentleman who offered these resolutions and set 
on foot this inquiry, was actuated by the most honorable motives, and a sincere 
desire to vindicate the integrity of the House of Representatives. 

They recommend that the report, charges, and testimony be printed for the 
use of the House, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Ricr] asks | 
that this report, with the testimony, be printed and laid over for the 
future action of the House. If there be no objection, that order will be 
made, 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that the 
Conimittee of the Whole be discharged from the farther consideration 
of Senate bill No. 1940, and that it be now considered. Before the | 
question is submitted, I ask consent to make a statement. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Regular order. 

Mr. LANHAM. I hope my colleague [Mr. ABBotr] will not insist 
on calling the regular order just now. Let there be one recognition 
on the other side for unanimous consent, and one on this. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I hope I may be permitted to make 
a very brief statement; and then if the gentleman objects —— 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order is not with- 





drawn; the Chair has no discretion. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I move that we proceed to the con- 
sideration of order No. 5 on the Calendar, which provides for taking up 
certuin bills for increase of pensions, which have been passed in the 
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, 


Committee of the Whole, and are now in the House, the previous ques- 
tion having been ordered upon them. I dislike to intrude upon the 
House so often, but I believe there is great me in these bills, and 
the persons concerned in them are in many instances really in need 
that the bills be promptly passed. I appeal tomembers who may have 
felt an interest in these bills. to support me in this proposition. The 
! ts, which are full, 


bills certainly can notoccupy muchtime. The repor 
i i I do not believe the 





have been read; the cases are very meritorious; I 

House will hesitate to pass the bills if they are taken up. Iask, Mr. 
Speaker, that we proceed to the consideration of those bills, and then 
the gentleman from Texas | Mr. LANHAM] can press his motion to pro- 
ceed with the Private Calendar. These bills can not come up under 
the arrangement of alphabetical calls of members rhe bills have been 
pending in the House since April last, and it is only a matter of justice 
that they should now be taken up and d. 

Mr. LANHAM. That can be called up some other time. 

Mr. HOOKER. I believe to-day has been set apart for the call of the 
roll, so that individual members may be permitted to call up bills in 
which they feel an interest. 

The SPEAKER. There ar 1d eg ertain n ys to reconsider 
votes by which the House rej d certain pension bills. Those are 
privileged matters. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. But I understand that the busi- 


ness which I desire to bring up comes within the line of the regular 


order of the House at this time. The previous question has been 
ordered upon these bills 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that those pension bills upon 
which there is no motion to reconsider pending are simply reports from 
the Committee of the Whole House, and come up in their order when 
the House proceeds to consider measures of that character; that is to 


y, after the Committee of the Whole House has risen and 1 
report. But there are two bills upon which motions to reconsid 
ling; and those motions are privileged. 

I ylvania. I have no disposition to put any- 








| thing in the way of those bills; but I do insist that the bills to which 


I have referred are entitled to consideration now; the previous question 
is operating upon them. 

Mr. LANHAM. The gentleman from Pennsylvani 
sized his solicitude to have those bills passed; I trust 
to proceed with the regular business. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I am not seeking to emphasiz« 
simply my own solicitude in this matter. I speak in the interest o 
those who deserve the attention of Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the only pension bills 
which can be called up now are those upon which motions to recon- 
‘sider are pending. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. StruBLE], who 
has charge of one of those—perhaps both—has announced that he has 
no desire to call them up during the present session. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, however, has the right to call them up if he d 
sires to do so. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I do not wish to interfere with 


1h 


tu 


i has now em] 
he will permi 


| any matter of which another gentleman has charge, but I do wish the 
| gentleman from Iowa were here and would call up the bill to increase 


the pension of Mrs. Burnett; that is certainly a meritorious bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. I hope the gentleman will allow us to go along in 
the usual way. There are gentlemen here who are expecting to call 
up bills in which they feel an interest. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I have bills on the Calendar which 
I would like to call up when my name shall be reached alphabetically, 
but I am making this appeal in behalf of the widows of admirals and 
generals and officers of less rank, whose pensions it is proposed to in- 
crease by bills which have been reported from the Committee of the 
Whole and are now before the House. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman call up the motion to recon- 
sider in the case of Mrs. Ward B. Burnett? 

Mr. HOOKER. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. It is the regular order if the gentleman calls it up. 

Mr, O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I move to postpone it. 

The SPEAKER. [It has been postponed. It has been passed over 
at the suggestion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE], but the 
gentleman has the right to call it up if he thinks it is proper to do so. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I rise to present a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to know what the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania proposes to do. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Ido not know what may be the 
idea of the gentleman in charge of the bill of Mrs. Burnett. I should 
like to see it called up, reconsidered, and passed, and then the House 
could proceed to the consideration of the other bills. 

The SPEAKER. The other bills will come up when the committee 
rises. 

ALLEGED VIOLATION OF NAVIGATION LAWS. 

Mr. DINGLEY, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, submitted the following report—— 

Mr. LANHAM. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order, and the Clerk will read 
the privileged report. 
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us question was ordered, and i é yn 
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the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the v« hich the re 
tion was adoy 
on the table 





and also moved that the motion to reconsider b« ey ; 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Spe 
rhe SPEAKER. 1e g 
ir. CHEADLE. On the Ly « 
olution of inquiry, which was referred to the Committ 1 J endi- 
tures on Public Buildings. Not | 

rmity to the rules of the House, I now ask that the committ 


charged from its further consideration, and that t esolutio 
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The Clerk read as follow 


Whereas it is reported in th : ' iat vet for tie 
tion of the Brooklyn Fed ‘ arc ter advertiseme 
Gobel, of Chicago, at his bid o ‘ sid Gobel failed 
with the terms of said nti e Supervis r At tect has forfeite 
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and : _——_ 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (HL. Rt. 9874) for the relic 

The bill was read at ! 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let tne 

‘The report was read. 

The SVEAKER. Is the 
the bill ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to know what is the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is the call of committees for re- 
ports on bills of a private nature. 

Mr. MORGAN. Has any order been made that in the proceedings 
to-day we will pursue the course adopted on Jast Friday ? 

The SPEAKER. 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MORGAN. I assume the same course will be pursued, and the 
gentleman's name will be called in time when we get into committee. 
Therefore, I object. 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the call 
of committees for reports; and that gentlemen having reports from com- 
mittees may be permitted to hand them in at the desk. 

There was no objection. 

FILING OF REPORTS, 
were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 


f of administrator of Alfred Alcorn. 


eneth. 


report be read. 


e objection to the present consideration of 


The following reports 
desk: 

MACADAMIZED ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY, WILMINGTON, N. C. 

Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported the 
following bill (H. R. 11524) as a substitute for bill H. R. 4307 to pro- 
vide for the construction of a macadamized road to the national ceme- 
tery near Wilmington, N. C., and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MATTIE 8S, WHITNEY. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2185) to carry out the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of Mattie 8S. Whitney as administratrix of 
lranklin 8S. Whitney, deceased, heretofore referred to said court; which 
vas referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

D. W. BOUTWELL. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2253) for the relief of D. W. 
Boutwell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

B. F. ROBINSON. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 

ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 351) for the relief of B. F. Robin- 


son; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the | 


Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BOWDEN. Before the regular order is proceeded with I ask 
unanimous consent to make a brief statement. 
order!??] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded. 

Mr. BOWDEN. I wish to ask consent to make astatement in refer- 
ence to a bill which was passed on the day before yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. Is the regular order insisted upon ? 

Mr. LANHAM. I think we had better proceed with the regular 
order, 

Mr. BOWDEN. 

Mr. LANHAM. 

Mr. ABBOTT. 


T desire to lay before the House a statement. 
If it is just astatement, I will yield for a moment. 
I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BOWDEN. On the day before yesterday—— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, and the Chair has 
no discretion in the matter, but must proceed with the regular order. 

Mr. BOWDEN. I trust the gentleman will withdraw the demand. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. ABBoTT] insists 
on the regular order. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and pending that 
I desire to submit a request that we pursue the same order as was 
adopted when the House was in Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar last Friday, namely, that the roll of members be called in 
alphabetical order, commencing where we lett off, and that each mem- 
ber be recognized to call upa bill for consideration if it be not objected 
to by five members. 

Mr. BOWDEN. I propose to get in my statement, and I object to 
the request of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, ison the motion that the House 


[Cries of ‘‘ Regular | 
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Che present occupant of the chair does not preside | 


SEPTEMBER 238, 


TheSPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, and the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. ABBOTT] insists on it. [After a pause.] The ayes 
seem to have it. 

Mr. BOWDEN. Division. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 46, noes 6. 

Mr. BOWDEN. I make the point of no quorum. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was put, and the motion to adjourn was disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from Tex 
{[Mr. LANHAM] and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BowpeEn ] 
tellers. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. 

The SPEAKER, 

Mr, BUCHANAN. 


I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
The gentleman will state it. 
The inquiry I desire to make is whether the 


order allowing members to call up bills alphabetically was a continu- 


ing order or not. 

The SPEAKER. The present occupant of the chair was not in th 
House at the time the order was made. ‘The Chair supposes that it 
was not a continuing order from the fact that the gentleman from Tex: 
'Mr. LANHAM] asks that it be applied to this day’s proceedings. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to ask the gentleman from ‘T 
{| Mr. LANHAM] whether the order allowing members to call up bills 
was a continuing order. 

Mr. LANHAM. It applied only to that day, and I have requested 
that it be made applicable to this day’s proceedings. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
prevails, this request can be made of the Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. LANHAM. In the interest of the disposition of business, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Virginia be allowed one 


| minute. 





resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cai- | 


endar, 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
will state—— 


Prior to putting that motion ! 


The SPEAKER. That request has been made and objected to by 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. ABBOTT] and not withdrawn, and the 
gentleman insists upon the regular order. 

Mr. LANHAM. Then the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BowpEn] 
insists upon the point of no quorum. There is evidently no quorum 
in the House, and if it isto be insisted upon, the best thing to do would 
be to move to adjourn, and I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The House has just refused to adjourn, and no 


| business has been transacted since. 


The tellers proceeded with the count. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to move a recess until 8 
o'clock ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I make that motion. 

The question was put, and the Speaker announced that the ‘‘ noes ”’ 
seemed to have it. 
Mr. BLOUNT. 
Mr. BOWDEN. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 
The SPEAKER. 


Division. 
I withdraw the point of no quorum. 
I withdraw the demand for a division. 
The ‘‘ayes’’ have it, and the motionof the gentle- 


man from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] to go into Committee of the Whole 


House on the Private Calendar is agreed to. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 


on the Private Calendar, Mr. RICHARDSON in the chair. 
Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent that tne Clerk shall cal! 


| the roll in alphabetical order, commencing where we left off on Friday 


last, and that as each gentleman’s name is called he may be allowed 
to call up one bill, not including pension bills, provided that the con- 


| sideration of it be not objected to by five members. 


There was no objection, and the order was made. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNN. When my name was called on last Friday under this 
rule I was absent. I understand that my privilege by unanimous con- 
sent was reserved at the request of my colleague, Mr. PEEL. I de- 
sire to know, therefore, if it is in order for me to call up a bill under 
that reserved right. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair isinformed that that action was taken 
when the gentleman’s name was reached on Friday Jast and the gen- 
tleman is now recognized for the purpose of asking consideration of a 
bill. 

WILLIAM A. BEVENS. 

Mr. DUNN. Then I call up the bill (S. 317) for the relief of Will- 
iam A. Bevens, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and required to open and restate the accounts between the United 
States and William A. Bevans as receiver of public moneys at Batesville, Ark. 
That in such restatement of said accounts the Secretary shall charge Bevans 
with all such sums of money as were in his hands at any time as receiver afore- 
said, and shall credit him with all such sums as he was compelled by the Stat 
of Arkansas or other superior force to surrender, and with such other sums as 
in equity should be allowed credit for, notwithstanding any previous rejection 
of such items by the Treasury Department or by any other tribunal. 

Sec. 2. That upon such restatement the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
anthorized anv directed, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 

“ated, to pay to said Bevans any sum of money found due him, not to ex- 
ty» sum of $20,000, 
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Mr. KILGORE l think the reports ought to be read Was \ ‘ y the Act s ‘ es, Jan 


The CHAIRMAN Does the gentleman now desire the read ( a a ere es 
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I facts in case eas ; . : 
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St at W y ssis i.¢ [ is é / ‘ ‘ 
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and of the t of the on the Mississippi a tributaries : , a die 
such quantities ast be 1 1 i 1 s ‘ ; _— 
the year 1864 icx t A, atta r ; ahh 
In pursuance of s directions, $ reon M dvet 7 , 
on the 4th day of ‘ er, 18 the 1 of s 1 Dec : ; ‘ 
formed Acting Su n-General |] yes, at Was 2 ata , 
that he had the advertisement rted i v ul s « , ; 
% cities of the West, namely, the Lou le Jourr ( innati Gazette, Chica } 7 
* Tribune, and the Democrat and U1 of St. Louis Exhibits B ( 4 
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Surgeon D. L. Macruper, U.S. A ; st ‘ technical ru 
Medical Purveyor, L in ‘ t é i si ( ernment, that 


Armed with this full a suthority rgeon Magruder, on the 30t! t ’ : i that é xecute the second contract w 1s 
day of December, 1863, enter ) a written contract with the memorialistst 
deliver at various places, including New Orleans, La., and the D 
the Gulf, the necessary amount of ice required at each place f 
agreeing to pay for the same the various specified amounts set out 
tracts (see Exhibit D). 
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t of February 20, 15 he latter was for ice collected in the early part 
863, undera contract with Henry Johnson, dated at Washington, March 5, 15 
e former is for p l » in 1864, under a contr st made with Sui 





.Ky., December 30,1863 ,and afterwards amend 


1 alteres wuthority of the Secretary of War. 

So the gentleman will see that this contract was for a different year, 
with a different firm, and was a different transaction entirely, having 
nothing in the world to do with the other claim. 

Mr. KILGORE. When was it that this transaction occurred ? 

Mr, PEEL. This contract was made in the fall of 1863 for the per- 
formance of the contract in 1864, 
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|} andemphatie. Thecontract was made, approved, and signed. Am 

| other places, this ice was to be delivered at New Orleans for the |] 
partment of the Gulf, the estimate of the officers of the Governime! 
being 5,000 tons for that part of the contract. It was late in Decem- 

| ber when the contract was made, and the time for procuring ice w: 

| rapidly passing away. The officers of the Government directed th: 
parties to eo and procure the ice. They didso; they tendered it at the 





Thad 
ee 


ru 








i 
if 
te 
ee 
% 
s 
¥ 











w the testi 


Parish, on the point 
item in the account 





9028 


PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH, MARIETTA, GA, 

Mr. GRIMES. I desire to call up for present consideration the bill 
(H. R. 6189) for the relief of the trustees of the Presbyterian church 
in Marietta, Ga. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $1,478 be appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay the trustees of the Presby- 
terian church in Marietta, Ga., for any and all damages done said church by the 
Federal Army in the year 1864 

Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. LAWLER) was read, as follows: 

In July, 1864, the officers in command of the United States forces at Marietta 
took possession of the Presbyterian church at that point and converted it into 
a hospital for the Army. While the Army occupied it no care was taken to pro- 
tect the property, nor were repairs put upon it, and when it was turned over to 
the congregation they found the fencing all gone, the windows, sash, and glass 
broken, the plastering and lathing stripped from the walls, the flooring, pulpit, 
and pews carried off. The use, occupation, and material carried off are proved 
to be worth $1,478 by the oaths of parties who were present at the time, and is 
fully proven in every particular. 

No tribural has had jurisdiction to settle this claim. In 1865 the trustees of 
said church applied to General Donaldson, chief quartermaster of the Military 
Division of the Tennessee, for compensation for use and occupation and for the 
material taken and used by the Army, and that officer referred the case to Col, 
©. K. Smith, chief quartermaster Department of Georgia, for report, and the re- 
port made by J. M. Marsh, agent for the Quartermaster’s Department, fixes th» 
injury to said property at$l.475. In April, 1866, General Donaldson notified the 
trustees of said church that he had no authority to pay the claim 

Your committee are of opinion that the church should be reimbursed by the 
Government, and report back the bill and recommend its passage. 


The CHAIRMAN, 
of the bill ? ‘ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me call attention first to this fact, that this 
bill provides for the payment for use, occupation, and damages ex- 
clusively, the very things which by the law the officers of the Govern- 
ment were prohibited from doing, by the act of 1867, in express and 
definite terms, and again, so far as the Court of Claims is concerned, 
by the provisions of the Bowman act. 

I know that several such bills have been pressed heretofore, and 
gentlemen do not desire to object to the passage of bills which seem 
to be for the benefit of the Christian religion; but at the same time I 
want to call the attention of the House to the fact that this claim is 
for the very purpose which is prohibited by the Bowman act, and also 
by the law enacted in 1867 amendatory of the act of 1864. 
and by the provisions of the Bowman act the Government has ex- 
pressly denied any liability in such cases. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let me ask my colleague, has Congress 
at any time allowed claims for the use and occupation of buildings for 
hospital purposes at the seat of war or within the belligerent terri- 
tory ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
at this moment. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Has not the prevailing rule in Congress 
been against the allowance of such claims ? 

Mi Undoubtedly; as I just remarked, the act of 1867, 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


[ can not point to a case where it has been done, 


HOLMAN. 
as well as the Bowman act, expressly prohibited it. 

Mr. BROWNE, Indiana. It seems to me that the allowance of 
this claim would lead to the allowance of every single claim of this 


of 


character for the use or occupation of property for the Army or any part 


of it within the belligerent territory at the time of the war. 

Mr. HOLMAN, And at the seat of war. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
precedent 

Mr. HOLMAN. The language of the Bowman act is 
of war,’’ and this is at the seat of war. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will remark that this discussion is 
going on only by unanimous consent. The first question is, Is there 
objection to the consideration of the bill? 

Five members rose to object. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. As gentlemen have been allowed to discuss the 
merits of this question, I ask unanimous consent to say a word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman from Georgia 
will proces d, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It is true that the report in this case states that 
it is for use, occupation, and damages; but from the reading of the re- 
port it will be seen that this is not an unusual amount for the actual 
damage done. I suppose the amount, if any was allowed by the com- 
mittee for use and occupation, is but slight. 

As stated by the report, the lathing was torn down, the plastering 
destroyed, the furniture torn up and destroyed, and the amount claimed 
is only $1,478. Of course it was at the seat of war. There is no dis- 
pute about that. But I do not think that Congress has heretofore rig- 
idly adopted a rule which would prohibit the payment of similar claims. 
According to my recollection bills containing the same principle have 
been paid from time to time. I admit that it is in violation of the 
generai law and the Bowman act, which gives the Court of Claims juris- 
diction. . As stated by the report in this case, no tribunal has ever been 
established having jurisdiction to pass upon justsuch claims; and again 
I call particular attention of the committee to the fact that the officer 


‘*at the seat 


sy this | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 











| Jacob Cramer being entitled thereto pursuant to the resolution of the Cont 


\nd would furnish a very dangerous | 


|; Jacob Cramer 


| tenant ofthe Pennsylvania Continental line,and as such was entitled toa bounty- 





SEPTEMBER 28, 


in command at this time reported this to the officers of the Quarter a 
master’s Department, whoinvestigated it and reported upon theamount 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. There is no controversy, I suppose, as 
to the amount of damages done. The objection is as to the principle 
em bodied in the bill itself; and I submit now to the gentleman whether 
or not we dare go into this domain and make the Government responsi- 
ble for all damages that may have been done by thearmies of the United 
States in the territory occupied by the belligerent forces during the 4 
war. If that is to be the rule we have found a happy remedy for exist- 
ing conditions and a means to exhaust very speedily the surplus. We Pe 
would perhaps better continue the ‘‘robber tariff’’ for a few years Be 
longer and get more funds before we begin that course. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Iwill not discuss the ‘‘robber tariff’’ to-day, bu 
I want to say that I do not think the allowance of a case of this kind 
would make a precedent of a dangerous character or lead to any very 4 
great expenditure. There are not many claims of this character which 
have not been already passed upon in some way. Theclaims for church 
property are the only ones remaining, and it will be remembered that 
there is no tribunal in which such claims could be adjudicated. The 
Southern Claims Commission, which was authorized to audit the claims 
of loyal claimants, has embraced all individual claims, and hence noth- 
ing is left except the churches, and no tribunal has been authorized to 
consider their claims. The whole of the claims of the South, to which 
the gentleman alluded, have already been passed upon by the Southern 
Claims Commission and been either allowed or rejected, and it is not 
likely that any considerable numbey of claims will be opened up by 








this, or that it will lead to any very considerable expenditure. | oo 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. This whole subject, it seems to me, was = 


discussed, and very thoroughly discussed, in the somewhat celebrated 
William and Mary College case, and it seems to me, too, that we should 
either adopt a policy of Congress to provide for these claims or 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understood that the Chair called for objections, 
and five gentlemen objected. I want to know what is now before the 
House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] 
asked to be briefly heard, and the gentleman is proceeding by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. 
a question. 

Mr. MORGAN. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Mississippi demands the 
regular order, and five gentlemen have objected to the consideration of 
this bill. 





I would like to ask the gentleman from Georgia : 





JACOB CRAMER. a 

Mr. HALL. Iask consideration of the bill (H. R. 855) for the re- im 
lief of the heirs of Jacob Cramer. oe 
The bill was read, as follows: % 


Be it enacted, elé., That the Commissioner of Pensions be, and is hereby, au me, 
thorized and directed to issue to the heirs of Jacob Cramer a bounty-land war- ‘ 
rant for 200 acres of land, for services rendered by said Jacob Cramer as a lie 
tenant in the Pennsylvania Continental line in the Revolutionary war, the said 


nental Congress of September 16, 1776, and the provisions of the act of July 27, 
1842, extended by the act of February &, 1551. 

The report (by Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina) was read, as fol- 
lows: 

rhe Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill for the relief of 
H.R. 855), have considered the same, and recommend its passagi 
for the following reasons: 

The records of the Interior Department show that Jacob Cramer was a lieu- 





land warrant for 200 acres for services in the Revolutionary Army, and that said 
warrant has never been issued or satisfied 4 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of thi my 
bill? The Chair hears none. : iw 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recon- eS 
mendation that it do pass. 
JOUN W. WHITFIELD. 
Mr. HARE. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 4624) for the re- 
lief of the estate of John W. Whitfield. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Whereas John W. Whitfield, on March 10, 1857, became one of the two suretics 
on the bond of W. W. Dennison, as an agent of the Otoe and Missouria Ind 
of Nebraska, in the sum of $15,000; and 
Whereas the said Whitfield, in August, 1857, became a register of the Ia 
office in the Delaware land district in Kansas, and as it was claimed by t! 
United States, in March, 1861, that the said Dennison wasa defaulter, the Secr: 
tary of the Interior, on March 28,1861, in writing, informed the Commissioner o 
the General Land Office that “no further payments will therefore be made to 
Mr. Whitfield from the Treasury whilst the matter of his liability on the offici 
bond of Mr. Dennison remsins unadjusted,’”’ in consequence of which Jol: 
Wilson, the attorney of the said Whitfield, in writing, on April 3, 1861, requested 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to cause the affairs of the said Dennison to 
be examined, ‘‘ to ascertain the actual amount due by him, that his sureties ma) 
take early and prompt measures to recover the amount of any defalcation, if 
can be done;”’ and , 
Whereas the other surety on said bond has, in the long time that has elapsed, 
become insolvent, and as the larger part of the moneys due to said Whitfield as 
register of said land office have been withheld from him by said order of March 
28. 1861; and $ 
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vas brought thirty years after the party was dead. 

ee 


rhe bill was laid aside to be reported. to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


AS soon 


RAILROAD BRIDGE NEAR ALMA, WI: 


Mr. HAUGEN I ask consideration of Senate bill 2816, to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge for railway purposes across the Missis- 
sippi River between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota, to be lo- 
cated north of and in the vicinity of the city of Alma, Wis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Sooand Southwestern Railway Company 
poration organized under the laws of the State of Wisconsin, and its successors 
and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct and maintain rail- 
way bridge and approaches thereto across the Mississippi River between the 


f& cor- 








States of Wisconsin and Minnesota from the most feasible and accessible point 
between the city of Alma and the mouth of Beef Slough, in the county of Buf- 
falo, Wisconsin, to and upon the west bank of said river, in the county of 
Wabasha, in the State of Minnesota: Provided, That Congress may at any time 


prescribe such rules and re« 
deemed reasonable. 

Sec. 2. That said bridge shall be built with a draw, so as not to impede the 
navigation of said river; said draw shall be a pivot-draw, over the channel of 
said river usually navigated, near the Wisconsin shore, and giving a clear width 
of water way of not less than 200 feet on each side of the central or pivot pierof 
the draw, and in addition to said draw openings shall have one or more fixed 
ehas 
} 


ulations in regard to toll and otherwise as may be 


nel-spans, each having not less than 350 feet clear channel-way, and every 
t of the superstructure of said bridge shall give a clear he 
} 





ad-room of not less 
10 feet above high-water mark: Provided, That all spans shall be so jlo- 
cated as to afford the greatest possible accommodation to the river traffic, and 
a draw opening shall, if practicable, be located next or near shore: Provided, 
also, That if the physical characteristics of the locality so require, and the in- 
terests of navigation be not injured thereby, the lengths of the fixed spans or 
the number of draw ope: gs may be reduced: Provided, also, That for every 
two adjacent openings of ) feet each, one draw opening of 300 feet may be 
substituted if the interests of navigation be not injured thereby: Provided, 
That said draw shall always be opened promptly upon reasonable signal, and 
said corporation shall maintain at its own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such 
lights or other signals on said bridge as the Light-House Board shall prescribe: 
And provid her, That no bridge shall be built under the provisions of this 
net except there also be built at the time of the erection of the piers proper 
sheer-booms or other proper protections to safely guide boats, vessels, rafts, and 
other water craft through said draw-spans and the raft-spans of said bridge. 

St 3. That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 
built and located under and subjectto such regulations for the security of navi- 
gation on said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe, and to secure that 
object the said corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his exami- 
nation and approval, adesign and drawings of the bridge and a map of the loca- 
tion, giving, for the space of 1 mile above and 1 mile below the proposed loca- 
tion, the topography of the banks of the river, the shore-lines at extreme high 
and low water, the direction and strength of the currents at all stages, and the 
soundings, accurately showing the bed of the stream, and shall furnish such 
otherinformation as may be required for a full and satisfactory understanding 
of the subject; and said bridge shall not be built antil the plan and location 
thereof are approved by the Secretary of War, but when so approved the work 
on said bridge and the approaches thereto, and the accessory works, may be 
commenced and prosecuted to completion: Provided, That as nearly as practi- 
cable the said bridge shall be at right angles to, and the piers parallel with, the 
current of said river: And provided further, That any change in the mode ot 
construction ofsaid bridge shall be first submitted to the said Secretary for his 











ad furt 









approval, and when approved the said corporation may then proceed with the 
construction in accordance with said change: And provided, also, That if said 
bridge when constructed shall, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, be a sub- 
stantial obstruction to the navigation of said river, the said Secretary shall re- 





quire said corporation to change the construction thereof, or to remove the 
same entirely, soas to avoid any serious and substantial obstruction to the nav- 
igation of said river at the expense of the owners of said bridge. 

Src. 4. That the bridge hereby authorized shall be a lawful structure, and 
shall be a post-route upon which no higher charge shall be made for transpor- 
tation of the mails of the United States and the troops and munitions of war, or 








RECORD—HOUSE. SEPTEMBER 28 











’ 
for passengers or freight ; ng over said bridge, t n the rate per mile } i 
to railroads 1d transportation companies leadi: tos lee i 
e! the r and privileges of other post-r t { 1s ~ t 
United § s shall have th ay for pe te i 
aid br 

BA ym panic ng the use « ] d iall ha 
and and privileges relative tot pa e of railwa 
t ‘ sand ove ) f 





ion for sucl 
eral railroad 








use, shall fail to agree upon the sum 
condit sto which eac shall conform 
en m shall be decided by the 
le ns and proofs of the ~ 
regard to charges tor p rs 
yvern the Secretary of War ! i 
or sums to be paid to the owners of sa 
the use of said bridge 





Sec. 6. That this act shall be subject, except as above mentioned, to the lim- 
t nd provisions of an act entitled *‘ An act to authorize the construction 
ge across the Mississippi River at or near the town of Clinton, in the 
» of lowa, and other bridges across said river, and to establish them as post- 
s,’’ approved April 1, 1872. 

Sec. 7. That the right to alter, amend, or sal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved; and ther t to require any change in such structure, or its entire 
removal, at the expense of the owners thereof, whenever Congress shall decide 
that the public interests require it, Is also expressly reserved. 























(hat it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War, on satisfactory proof 
that a necessity exists therefor, to require the corporation or persons owning 
said bridge to cause such aids to the passage of said bridge to be constructed, 
placed, and maintained at their own cost and expense in the form of booms, 
dik piers, or other suitable or proper structures for the guiding of rafts, 
steam-boats, and other water-craft safely through the passage-way, as shall be 
specified in his order in that behalf; and on failure of the corporation or per- 


sons aforesaid to make and establish such additional structures within a reason- 
able time, the said Secretary shall proceed to cause the same to be built or made 
at the expense of the United States, and shall refer the matter without delay to 
the Attorney-General of the United States, whose duty it shall be to institute, 
in the name of the United States, proceedings in any circuit court of the United 
States within the jurisdiction of which such bridge or any part thereof is or may 
be located, for the recovery of the cost thereof; and all moneys accruing from 
such proceedings shall be covered into the Treasury of the United States. 

“hat this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year, and completed within 
three years, from the date thereof, 

During the reading, 

Mr. LIND said: If this is an ordinary bridge bill I ask unanimous 
consent to dispense with the further reading. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I was about to make the same request. It has 
been recommended by the War Department. There are two amend- 
ments offered by the committee, and I ask that the further reading of 
the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, I have an amen: 
sire to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
first be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





SPEC, Y. 


iment which I de- 


The amendments offered by the committee will 


In section 1, commence in line 8, strike out the words “‘ the most feasible and 
accessible point between the city of Alma and the mouth of Beef Slough, and 
insert the following: 

“A point just north of the Beef Slough cut-off,in section 21,township No. 22 
north, of range 13. west, of the fourth principal meridian, above the city of 
Alma.’ 

Also, in section 9, line 
years.”’ 

Also, in the same line, strike out the word “three 


The amendments offered by the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. I offer the following amendment tocome atthe end 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows; 





3, strike out the words ‘‘one year” and insert ‘“‘two 


” and insert *‘ four.”’ 


its assigns, or any legally incorporated railroad company or companies, whic! 
may be associated with it therein, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct an 
maintain a bridge and approaches thereto over the ship-canal and upon the 
Government piers of the same through Minnesota Point, being the entrance to 
the Duluth Harbor from Lake Superior; if upon consideration of a board of en- 
gineer officers, to be specially selected for the purpose, a bridge can be built 
without serious injury to the canal as an entrance to the harbor, and then onls 
upon the plansand at the location recommended by the board and approved by 
the Secretary of War; said bridge shall be constructed to provide for the pas 
sage of railway trains, and further provide for the passage of wagons, str¢ 
railway cars, and vehicles of al! kinds, for the transit of animals and foot-; 
sengers, for such reasonable rates of tolls as may be approved from time to ti 
by the Secretary of War. 7 

St ~, That any bridge built under this act shall be constructed under a: 
subject to such regulations for the security of navigation of said canal as t 
Secretary of War shall preseribe; and said corporation or corporations sha 
submit to the Secretary of War for his examination and approval a design and 
drawings of the bridge and a map of the location of the same, giving the to 
pography of the banks of the said canal, together with all other information 
as may be required for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and 
until the said plan and location of the bridge are approved by the Secretary « 
War the bridge shall not be built; and should any changes be made in the plan 
of said bridge during the construction, such change shall be subject to the a 
proval of the Secretary of War. 














Src, —. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations s! 
be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post-route upo 
which also no higher charges shall be made for the transmission over the sa 


of the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the United States than t 


rate per mile paid for the transportation over the railroads and public } 

ways leading to the said bridge, and it shall enjoy the rights and privileges 

other post-roads in the United States, and equa! privileges in the use of i 

bridge shall be granted to all telegraph companies, and the United States 

have the right of way for postal-telegraph and telephone lines across said brid. 
Sec. —. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shal) hay 

and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railro 


trains or cars over the same, and over tne approaches thereto, upon payment of 
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Mr. HAUGEN. 

y time, 

Mr. NELSON. I objec { 

lling the bill up at any time. 
rom Kansas | Mr. PE 
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Senate Report No, 1591, Fiftieth Congress, first session, } 
Phe Committee on Cla to whom was referred the bill (S. 2563) to compen- 


sate Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer for important services rendered the military au 


























thorities in 1864at Deer Creek Station, Wyoming, and for loss of property taken 
by Sioux Indians, respectfully report 

It abundantly established by the testimony laid befo the committee that 
the i the 12th day of July, 1864, while traveling from Iola, Kans., 
with her husband, Lieutenant Larimer, an honorably-discharged soldier, in bad 
health, en route to the mountains, was, with one ot her children, t« ther with 
M 4 Kell id other immigrant itacked by a band of Sioux Indians 

eu i traveled road leading across the mountains and in Wyoming 

J ry lhree t irt ere killed and two were wounded, Mrs, Lari- 

rchildand M Kelly and her child were taken captives, The In- 

‘ ! the } of t par neiuding, it is alleged,a large stoc! 
t tel j chlo le © l and nitrate of silver, clothi: 

i fa ewe th 7 ) money Mrs. Lari: r, was carried by the In 
diaus a consid ible « ance 7 mil or mort and at night, within a day or 
t aft hes pture | with her child; and on foot, after great hardship 

1 suffer; iw? reac Lithe camp of Capt. Jacob S human's command 
Phe afild t ow—b such evidence would not be needed to satisfy one that 
her condition when she reached the camp was pitiful. ; 

Phe committes re sat ed from the evidence that the claimant rendered 
reat service to the commands of Captains Shuman and Marshall by informa 
tion as to the position and purposes of the Indians which she communicated to 
the military authorities. This is abundantly established by the aflidavit of Levi 
(+. Marshall, late major Tleventh Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and Jacob S. Shu- 
man, who was the captain of the latter regiment, and was stationed with his 
‘ ind at Fort Laramie, Wyo. These affidavits are subjoined to this report. 

It is apparent that the information given by Mrs. Larimer was efficient to pre 
vent great of life, and was therefore of great value. The bill proposes to 
pay her $10,000 for this service rendered the Government and for property a 
leged to have been taken and destroyed by the Indians. Mrs. Kelly, who was 


captured atthe same time and who was held captive for some months and finally 
re » , Was paid $10,000 by acts of Congress, $5,000 of it being for informa 
1 iN to the military authorities as to the whereabouts and plans of the 





Indians, and $5,000 for property taken and destroyed 
nt of the claim of Mrs, Kelly there was presented a statement signed 
by Spotted Tail, Swift Bear, and other chiefs and warriors of the Sioux Indian 
acknowledging the massacre and destruction of the property of the emigrants, 


Tan stayopre 


and consenting that payment be made out of funds due, or to become due, to 
the Indians. Five thousand dollars of the appropriation to Mrs. Kelly for in 
formation communicated and service thereby rendered to the Government was 
made payable, it will be observed, out of the Indian funds. The $5,000 for prop- 
erly taken and destroyed by the Indians was appropriated out of the general 
funds of the Treasury. The acknowledgment of the Indians as to the case of 
Mrs. Kelly clearly applies to the case of Mrs. Larimer, who was captured at the 
snbre time, 
Che committee think that Mrs. Larimer should be paid for the service ren- 
dered to the Government by her. If there isa fund available for that purpose 
| to the tribe of Indians by whom she was captured, and 





fae, or to become due 

treaty obligation to prevent it, the committee think the appropria- 

be paid out of that fund; otherwise it should be paid out of the 
general funds of the Treasury 

mmittec isnot satisfied that the property alleged to have been captured 

i destroyed by the Indians, tor which this bill proposes compensation to Mrs. 

mer, was her property. The afiidavits establishing the title to have been 








t 
in her areunsatisfactory. Facts have cometo the knowledge of the committee, 
independent of the affidavits presented in support of this claim, which tend to 
show that the property for which she claims was in fact the property of her 
husband, who is still living but has degerted his wife. 

The committee is not willing, in the present state of the proof as to the title 
of the property, to reeommend that an appropriation be made to her therefor. 

The committee reconmmend that the bill be amended by striking out all after 
the enacting clause, and inserting the following, and that as so amended it do 


pass 

that the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to pay Mrs, Sarah L. Larimer the sum of $5,000, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in full for valuable services rendered by 
her to the Government in the year 1864, by giving important information to Cap- 
tain Shuman, in command of the United States troops, and others, of the evil 
designs of hostile Indians, while she was held in captivity by them,” 


Sraivy or ILLinors, County of Clay, ss 


In the claim of Mrs, Sarah L. Larimer, for Indian depredations, and pay for 
information furnished United States troops, personally came before me, LeviG., 
Marshall, of Clay City, county of Clay, State of Illinois, who, being first duly 
sworn, declares in relation to the aforesaid claim, as follows: 

On or about the 13th day of July, 1864, property belonging to the said claim- 
ant was taken and destroyed by Indians of the Sioux tribe at or near Box Elder 
Creek. in Wyoming Territory, under the following circumstances: I was cap- 
tain of company, Eleventh Regiment Ohio Cavalry Volunteers, and with my 
command was stationed at Fort Laramie, Wyo., at the time (later being mus- 
tered out as major); thaton or about the 13:h day of July, 1864, | was ordered 
to move against the Sioux Indians with 200 mounted men; Captain Shuman, 
being the other captain, was ordered with me; that when 115 miles out and at 
Deer Creek Station, we were net by Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer, who had been car- 
ried off by a band of Sioux Indian warriors, but had escaped in the darkness of 
night from their camp with her child in her arms, and climbed the hills fora 
distance of 75 or more miles on foot and alone. 

As commanding officer I procured of Mrs. Sarah L, Larimer very valuable in- 
formation about the movements of the enemy, as well as of their nunber and 
arins and how mounted, so that, being forewarned, I was able to avoid the 
ambushes and surprise that otherwise would have happened, to the death and 
destruction of my command. A few of my men, acting contrary to orders, fell 
into one of the ambushes, where their leader, Lieutenant Brown, lost bis life. 
Mrs. Larimer was now destitute, bare of head and foot, all her property, which 
I understand had amounted to about (can not tell how much), having been 
taken or destroyed by the Indians when she and her child were carried off by 
said Indians. Her husband had been a commissioned officer of a Kansas regi- 
ment, but was discharged and in poor health, and now had the addition of a 
severe arrow wound near the groin. I know that all of her property was de- 
stroyed by the Indians; I do not now remember as to the value of said prop- 
erty 

i have no interest in said claim and am not concerned in ite prosecution. 

LEVI G. MARSHALL, 
Late Major Eleventh Ohio Volunteer Cavalry. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this day, by the above-named affiant; and 
I certify that 1 read said affidavit to said affiant, and acquainted him with its 
contents before he executed the same. I further certify that I am in no wise 
interested in said claim, nor am I concerned in its prosecution. 
Witness my hand and official seal this 12th day of March, 1886. 
[sxaL,} E, McGILTON, 
Notary Public. 
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dians, after having been carried by them about 75 miles, 
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SEPTEMBER 22, 


STATE OF Missourt, County of Pettis, ss 


In the matter of the claim of Mrs, Sarah L. Larimer for Indian depredation, 
and for information furnished to the United States troops after her escape from 
the Sioux Indians, by whom she had been captured and her property destroyed 
personally came before me B. H. Ingram, clerk of the circuit court of Pettis 
County, Missouri, Jacob S. Shuman, of Sedalia, in said Pettis County, Missour 
who, being first duly sworn, on his oath states that on the 15th day of July 
1864, this affiant, Jacob S. Shuman, was captain of and in command of Company 

— of the Eleventh Ohio Cavalry, and with my command was stationed at Fort 
Jaramie, Wyo., and that on or about that date, having information that th« 
Sioux Indians had made a raid on the emigrant road, captured and destroyed a 
train of emigrants, and had carried into captivity the said Mrs. Sarah L, Lar 
mer and her little child, I immediately moved against the Indians up Platt 
River, in a northwesterly direction about 115 miles, toa place called Deer Creek 
Station. I there learned that the capture of Mrs, Larimer and her child, and 
the destruction of her property, and the murdering of several persons who 
were with the train, had taken place on Box Elder Creek, and as I was about 
to move against the Indians with the force I had, which consisted of my own 
company e under Captain Marshall, the said Sarah L, Larimer cam 
into camp carrying her little child in her arms, she having escaped from the In- 
and returned on foot 









ind a fore 





to the emigrant road, where she met my command, 
When she came into our camp her condition was most deplorable; her 
clothes had been nearly all torn off her body; her arms and limbs were lacer- 


ited from making her way through the thorns, bushes, and cactus, on her way 
ifter her escape, and she and her littie child were nearly famished. As soon : 
she could be resuscitated by nourishment, which was only a very short time, 
she gave me a detailed account of the position of the Indians, their plans and 
movements, and designs against my command, and also their numbers and the 
positions they occupied, and the ambuscades they had prepared; so that by 
taking proper precaution my command was enabled in a short time to move 
forward and thwart their designs, not only against the pursuing troops, but 
against other exposed points and trains that were on the emigrant road. 

And I do most positively and solemnly swear that if it had not been for the 
information received from the said Mrs. Larimer that the command with which 
I was about to start out atthat hour wonld have been massacred and destroyed; 
but by acting under her information, dismounting and arming the teamsters, 
and gathering in all theavailable and additional forces within immediate reach, 
and by following the directions given by the said Mrs. Larimer to avoidan am- 
buseade, 1 was enabled to obtain the advantage of Indians and drive them 
north, not only saving part of my command from be ng massacred, and saving 
the lives and property of others, who would certain!y have been captured and 
murdered if it had not been forthe valuableinformation given tome by the said 
Mrs. Larimer. 

1 found the information that she gave as tothe position and movements of the 
Indians exactly as she had given it. 

And further, from my own scout’s personal observation, and from the further 
fact that when Lieutenant Brown disobeyed orders a few men fell into an am- 
buseade, described by Mrs. Larimer, and were killed by the Indians. I also 
learned at that time that the property taken from Mrs. Larimer consisted of a 
fine collection of pictures, photograph ap tuses, and stock for that kind of 
business, and wagons and mules, all of wh , as nearas I can now recollect 
and estimate, was of the value of over $10,000, I further learned at the time, 
and afterwards, also, that Mrs. Larimer was a photographer and artist herself, 
and that the property was hers; and I learned the fact that her husband was 
with her and was wounded and left for dead by the Indians, but afterwards par- 
tially recovered; and that he had been a commissioned oflicer honorably dis- 
charged from the Eighth Kansas Volunteers, which ] learned from Mr. Larimer 
himself, whom I saw, and I saw arrow wounds upon his person. And this 
aftiant further says that the above and main facts that I have stated herein as 
to the information received from the said Mrs. Sarah L, Larimer as to the pos'- 
tion, location, and designs of the Indians came under my direct and personal 
observation; and that I have not the slightest interest in any claim she may 
have; but that if she hasa claim for property lost and for the information fu 
nished me, I can and do say that it is just and deserving. 

Owing to the fact that I am suffering from a severe nervous ailment, Lam un- 
able to write this aflidavit myself and am compelled to dictate it to a stenogra- 
pher and have it printed on a type-writer for me. 

And this affiant further states that I have read this affidavit over carefully, 
and had the same read over to me, and that it, the same, is true in substance 
and in fact. So help me God. 




























JACOB §, (his x mark) SHUMAN, 
Affiant. 
Attest: 
J.G, LINDSAY, 
JOHNSON ORR. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 15th day of March, 1886, and I fur- 
ther certify that I have been personally acquainted with the above-named atfti- 
ant for about fifteen years last past, and know from such acquaintance that he 
is the identical person he represents himself to be, and I further certify that for 
several years he has been afflicted with some nervous disease or trouble, thereb) 
incapacitating him of writing his name. I also certify that Iam in no way in- 
terested in his claim, 

[SEAL. ] B. H. INGRAM, 
Clerk of the Circuit Court of Pettis County, Missouri 


+ 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I wish to inquire whether it is proposed tha 
this money be paid out of the Indian fund? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; there is such a provision in the bill. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill, which was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, House bill No. 7 
similar in substance to the Senate bill just passed, will be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


~~ 
4a 


REIMBURSEMENT OF STATE OF MISSOURI, 


Mr. HEARD. I desire to call up Senate bill No. 473. 
The title of the bill was read, as follows: 


A bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to cause to be examined cer- 
tain vouchers filed, or to be filed, by the State of Missouri, or her agent or 
agents, for sums claimed to be due from the Government of the United States 
on account of payments made by said State since April 22, 1882, to the officers 
and enlisted men of her militia forces for military services rendered to the 
United States in the suppression of the rebellion, as evidenced by the proper 
pay-rolls heretofore filed with, examined, and accepted by the Guvernment of 
the United States, and to report to Congress. 
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The CHAIRMAN, The 1 v it nt 1 f 1 Misso 
[Mr. HEARD] d es t \ 5 L | It is on t 
House Calendar 

Mr. HEARD. T! rthe payme oneys due to 
State of Missouri I ca it is ite bill 

7 CHAIRMAN It 3 on t House Cale 

Mr. HEARD. Of cours cept t ( but 
view 1t 1 i pi i I 

rhe CHAIRMAN gent in from 

Mr. HEARD. Having been 1 l I to that biil, La 
by the ndul i of tl itte to « ) r bill, so that 
may not lose my right 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to state that the bill which 
the gentleman just now desired to call up is on the Ho Calenda 

imittee of the Whole at all: hence it can not be cons 
gre it in Oo! Missour i een m led, re 
epnrl d of t é Op} tunity to ca ip Line bill 
tSON, of Ili t the ¢ é i from Missouri 
l apprehend that ut iny gent i done 
‘ g by unanimous consent 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinoi I t was done th the und 
standing th ] ] 1 not have a call to-da 

Mr. HEA] there was such understanding 
I do not kn ily not from any statement of mine 
But, Mr. Chair: ( Regular ordet 

The CHAIRMAN occupant of the chair does not know 
anyth ng in which 1 vy have been } le t 
previous sitt r of the Co é the Whole 

Mr. HEARD. Well, Mr. Cl n, I submit the matt ) 
committee. The gentleman from Indiana |M Hi ‘AN] and 
colleague [Mr. WARNER] did the sa thing that I did Each of 
those gentlemen called ip a bill by unanimous consent 

The CHAIRMAN Che Chair will state— 

Mr. HEARD. I decline to occupy the 1 I not cut dy 
else out. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Ithink the pract st Friday was to allow a mem 
ber under these circumstances to | secoud 

Several MEMBERS. Regular orde 

HEN i 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Caro I call up the bill (H. | 
11227) fér the x Henry Setzer 

Che \ I follow 

f fen I t i arith zed 
dir ltoy » He N { 3 ~ re} ta 
tives, out ofa Ney t Ir 3 vise appropriated ! 
of $386.46, the a tco i fr out May 1, 188 the co 
or « nternal ‘ he th « ‘ Ca 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read 

The report of the Committee om t] d i vy M HEN SON, 
of North Carol was read. as follows 

In Mays . HH Se Vas assessed rnal re D 
eixt lict tof * Ca 1 t stl f $354.60 t son spirits 
aucea p t dD n a spit seized and s« 
su to ta I < s i st ta - i I o 
valions « ' v8 vas sold M : 8 « el Bef 
On July 1 1 Mr. Setz ‘ ‘ f i i the gro dt t 
I I is for ted and sold, and tax the proceeds This « 
Was reje il by the Co sioner « ter e Mar 8 1880. Mr. S 
zer was t r pon re lired to p t toge r W pe 

ount } i6, which h i de est tl 
been d rt of the United States. Oct t n Ss 1 
5 Uls pe ent of the tax the vest 
distiller ft it the yal time 

fhe com dopti f e! y it y Y i 
ment: St ne ul nser 

rhe folk ‘ this report 

I OFFI 1” INTERNAL REVENT! 
Was ton, August 17, 1888 
in: In reply to your verbal inquiries in the case of Henry Setzer, who desires 
re f fr certain taxes assessed against him in 1879, you are ad: ai that it 
appears ym the records of this office that Mr. Setzer was assessed onthe May 


list, 1879 
in Novem 





subject to tax. 

The report of the seizure shows that a s« e was ide of 502 gallons « 
brandy from Mr. Setzer January 8, 1878, which w 1, March 5, 1878, su 
to tax 

On July 30, 1879, Mr. Setzer made claim for abateme assessment on th 
ground that the brandy was forfeited and sold and the tax paid from the 


ceeds 








sixth district 





ber and 








of 


North Ca 


with Collector Mott on the subject 


rhis claim was 


roiina 


$34.60 fi 


rhis sum is 





rred to in corresp 


is tax on spirits which were seized and s« 


jected March 18, 1880. 


taxes on spirits pr »>duced 


It has since been decided by the Supreme Court, October term (U.S. vs, 1 














111 U.S., 38; 30 Int. Rev. Rec., 111), that the payment of tax on the spirits relieves 
the distiller from liability to pay it the second time 
rhere is now no authority in this office to refund ount 7 1 if was 
certain that it was a second payment It can only! d e by special act of ¢ 
gress : 
Mr. Setzer’s letter is returned herew 
Respectfully, yours 
10S. 8S. MILLER, ¢ ssic 
Hon. Joun 8S. HENDE 
louse of Representatives. Was D.C 
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the Units - \ t ‘ it the I ited States authorities r 
the I i ‘ : r tl year », of a quantity of qua 
mast t eg ) V the property of James H. Judkins and Will 
jar T. Jud a, « M i County, Alabama,s h investigation to extend 
tot tu the owr whethe »yal or not, the value of the property taken 
and Ib AY und w 1investigat shall be completed thes 
rel vi ‘ ther with |} ecommendation thereon 
lo { 
i I read follov 

I ( ‘ Ww it bills i, i 
for f i H.R for tl relic f 
the f\ ( 

A t « i have ‘ t et t 
the d rm th unts’ 5 : } 
MM { 

it { yn | t of W 

nd I «fore i we ictio nil ic 
uy dt yr of t pr erty 1s 
ce} i com ttee des e bene! of such 
pr 

1 r 1 bill « F 1 é ipon ft 
Se ‘ 1 a ted thre oy 1 Quart te 

Je} t r { y ’ ith? ymMme itl . ¢ 
gre f ind reco end its] 

; iginal bills do lic t ! 

I ve rno ol! Li | l was | l d t reported t 
t ’ 1dation that it do 
Ah} ENNEDY 

Mr. HIESTAND « hill 07) { thy, bs eK 
rare nn 
BA! ecnne 

The bill iS Tread lo 

Be it «nace ‘ I t ( termaster-General be,and he is hereby, 
thoriz: and directed to a tain and state the value of all timber, fences, and 
fruit trees on the far of J Kennedy, deceased, situate in the District of ¢ 
lumbia, upon which Fort S wick was erected, taken and used for firewood 
by tl Army of the United States, and also the value of all timber sold by th« 
Gover rent, which i been taken from said farm and used in the construc 
tion of said fort und t i t so state in e} d, out of any money in 
the Treasury not oth ‘ y I ted, to M ure nnedy, the widow 
sole « utrix of J cennedy, deceased. 

rT} ’ ” ; . y ; a 7 £7] — 

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

St e out all after { enact clause and insert the following 
Phat the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and « 
rected to pay to Ma ' Kenne the sum of $3,000, out of any moneys in the 
Tr ivy not otherwise pprop {, whieh said sum shall be in full satisf 
tion for all « m Linst the G ernment for and on account of the damag 
susta i} Mu iid Ke ly | I § the cutting and using the tim 
fer ! and fruit tre m her land } » Government 
Mir. HOLMA? Let the report e committee be read 
‘The report (by Mr. LAWLER) was read, as follows 
The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (8. 307) for 
relief of Margaret Kennedy, report as follows 





In March, 1855, John Kennedy, the deceased husband of the claimant in this 


case, purchased a far ing over 26 acres, situated in the District of Co 
lumbia, for $1,605, and moved upon it with his family during the same year. He 





was a loyal citizer f the United States, and for about twenty-five years was 
employed as a stone-cutter on several public buildings of the Government, in- 
cluding the Capitol. With the money accumulated from his earnings he was 








enabled to purchas d farm. Margaret Kennedy, who is now asking for r« 
lief, is the widow and sole « cutrix of John Kennedy, aged about sixty-four 
years, and the mother of ten children he claim has never been acted on by 
eith« Hlouse 
It appears by the papers on file that in the years 1862-63 the military forces 
of the United States took possession of this land and constructed thereon the 
fortification known as Fort Sedgwicl The property consisted of over 26 acres, 
as before stated, on which stood about 12 res of oak, chestnut, pine, and other 
timber, and 200 fruit-bearing trees of ap peach, pear, and cherry, and was 
By the construction of the fort and digging 














inclosed by a post and rail fences 


of trenches, sewers, and rifle-pits, about 20 acres of the land was practically de- 
stroyed A part of the standing timber was used in building the fort, and the 
remainder, together th the fruit trees and the fence, was used by the troops 
for fire-wood. It is also shown that afterwards the timber was torn from the 
fort and sold to one Lacey by the Government 


‘he occupation of and injury to the farm of the claimant, and the erection of 


a fort there he unavoidable results of military operations in the face of 
the enemy, a r which no compensation can be made. Wood used for fuel 
by the Army forest timber, fruit-trees, or fences, may be classed under 
the head of qu rmaster stores,and the claimant having been a loyal citizen 
is entitled to compensation therefor® The timber which was cut from the farm 
and used in the construction of t fort was the property of the owner of th« 
farm after the war was over and the fort abandoned. If the Government sold 

















or disposed of such timb laimant is entitled to compensation forthe value 
thereof 

Your committee re; herewith an amendment in the nature of a substitute 
ik the bill referred tot m nd recommend its passage. 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

JAMES MILLINGER. 


Mr HIRI 5 call d up the bill S. GO2) for the relief of James Mil- 


Che bill was read, as follows: 


ted. ¢ That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
i directed to pay James Millinger, of New Jersey, out of any 
isury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $19,893.75, for 
f 1 him for the use of the United States Army at Nashville, 
ear 1862; the said sum being the amount reported as just and right 
i iry of W under an order of General Dana, Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral United States Ax appointed to investigate the same; which sum shall 
be in full of all claims inst the United States by said Millinger. 


ir. PAYSON. Let the report of the committee be read. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. The report is a lengthy one, and if allowed I 
will briefly state the facts. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proces 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman it appears that in 
James Millinger, was a member of afirm en; ed 
‘ ‘ +1 aT ak ; ; ee 
ion of a hotel at Nashville, Tenn. When the war 
el was not finished. Atterw ds it’ taken possession 


+} } } } . } } ‘ } 
th all the material placed therein, by the troops und 


f General Negley, of Pittsburgh, ] 











Ss i \ in I terial ¥ 
i constructing i nd } itals i ie¢ 
Department t 1 < er to examine into th 
of Nashvill January 167, he reported that this1 
( Ir. Milling e rem vartner of the fir 
I ILMAN. Mr. ( irn j money is i lived 
Is it not about $19,000 

Phe CHAIRMA rhe ¢ | ) 1 i int ibout 

ivf } 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think we had tter the rej read 
JHNSTON f India Ia 1, Me. ¢ I this 
just one, and ought to pa 

Ir HO] LAN I lect yn is tl ) I engaged 

par ] ) AY I correct? 
Ii JINSTON, of Ih I do not eet 
f:;J ‘ Ai ‘ isa ] I 1 the other wa 
\Ir. I LON, of Indiana ‘ I o 1 of yalty 
l t1 ‘ 

Mr HOLMA A l tha oO tra erred claim over to the 
‘ he1 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. There may be something in that. 
Chey had all the material for d wind , et in this hotel, and 





the Government took possession of this property and used it in other 


buildings in that city for the use of the troops. 


Mr. HOLMAN, Does my colleague say th he material alone ap- 





propriated by the Government was worth the sum of $19,000? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. About that Whatever my report 
pecifies [ will stand by, because I knowI gave the matter a very thor- 
ough examination. I understand this is a copy of my report, and if 





so, 1 am satisfied it is correct. I was myself prejudiced against the 
claim at the start, and gave it a very searching investigation. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I examined the majter myself some years ago, but 


1m not able to say now what conclusion I reached. But upon the 
tatement of my colleague, who has made a more recent investigation, 
I will not insist upon the reading of the report. 
fhere being 10 objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 


1 +) : 


the House with the recommendation that it do p: 
GEORGE H. OWEN, 


Mr. HITT. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 11495) for the re- 

lief of George H,. Owen. 
rhe bill was read, as follows: 

Be it uct ete., That the accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they 
are reby, authorized and directed, in the settlementof the accounts of George 
ii. Owen, late consul at Messina, to credit him with the sum of $1, 098.63, ex- 
pended by him for clerk-hire, printing, and postage, under the authority of the 
Department of State, while in charge of the United States consulate at Messina, 

e allowed in his accounts, 











| not heretofor 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


W. O. HIATT AND OTHERS. 


Mr. McCLAMMY (when the name of Mr. HoGG wascalled). Iask 
unanimous consent that Mr. HoGa be allowed to retain his place in 
the call. He was unexpectedly called out of the House on some bus- 
iness, but the bill he desires to present is one of more than usual 
merit. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection the gentleman from West 
Virginia will be allowed to retain his place on the call until he return 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I ask now unanimous consent for the consider 
ation of the bill (H. R. 6622) for the relief of W. O. Hiatt, Edward 
Hughes, and J. W. Powell, session clerks of the Forty-ninth Congress 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand the gentleman 
from North Carolinaas desiring to call up a bill for the gentleman from 
West Virginia. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I make that request, that I may be permitted to 
eall it up. 

There being no objection the bill was considered. 

lt is as follows: 

Be # enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he is hereby, di 
rected to pay to W.O. Hiatt, Edward Hughes, and J. W. Powell, each the su 
of $198, this being the amount of money due them, respectively, for their sery 
ices as session clerks of the Forty-ninth Congress 

Sec, 2, That this act shall take effect from and after its approval. 


Mr. McCLAMMY. There is an amendment which should be made 
to the bill, to strike out ‘‘ Hiatt ’’ where it orcurs in the bill and th 
title and insert ‘‘ Wyatt.”’ 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
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Before that time if there was any allowance for evaporation I do not 
remeniber it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman must misunderstand 
the case. We do not pretend, nor do the officers of the Government, 
in construing the act, pretend that this is an allowance for loss by 
evaporation. It grows out of a construction of the statute itself. The 
statute provides that the distiller shall pay upon the amount of the 
liquors distilled and sold, or distilled and withdrawn for sale. Now, 
they made the distillers in this case pay, not upon the amount dis- 
tilled and sold, or distilled and withdrawn for sale, but upon the amount 


deposited in the warehouse, and the amount deposited in the ware- | 


house is in excess of the amount withdrawn for sale or withdrawn and 
sold. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. BrowNe] and 
I were here when the bill was passed making the allowance for loss by 
evaporation. If 1 remember correctly—and I only state it from mem- 
ory~—prior to that time the distiller was assessed upon the amount he put 
in bond, and if there was any leakage or evaporation he got no credit 
for it. If 1 am correct in that, would not my friend’s bill open up a 
large number of cases for the readjustment of losses by evaporation ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. This bill was unanimously reported by 
the Committee on Claims of this House and unanimously reported by 
the Committee on Claims of the Senate; and the bill itself simply pro- 
vides that this case shall be referred to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
who shall inquire into it and pay such sum as may be due, not to ex- 
ceed the sum set forth in the bill itself. 
myself. 
to my political party. 
I happened to be engaged in prosecuting some cases against these par- 


ties that turned out so manifestly unjustand to their injury that I have | 


felt a sympathy for them, for they have been literally skinned by the 
Government out of $60,000. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The pointof difficulty in my 
rind is this: According to my recollection, under the law that has al- 
‘ways been in force since the internal-revenue system was adopted the 
distiller was charged with all the spirits that went into the bonded 
warehouse. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And there was a remission 
of any portion of the tax only upon his showing to the Department 
some good reason why the whisky was not there. So strict was the 
rule that even if the warehouse was burned down the distiller was re- 
quired to pay the tax. Later, under what was known as the Carlisle 
bill, an allowance was made for evaporation running through three 
years, but no evaporation larger than that amount was allowed for. 
Now, it seems that in this case there must have been something more 
than the mere fact that there was less spirits taken out than was put 
in, because if that were all the distiller would be responsible for the 
tax on the spirits putin. There must have been bad cooperage or 
something of that kind, and what I wanted to get was information as 
to the fact which made this case exceptional. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. PerhapsI have been unfortunate in my 
statement, but I have tried to state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ithink the gentleman stated 
with great clearness the fact that there was more whisky put in than 
was taken out. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman from Kentucky is alaw- 
yer; will he allow me to read to him the section of the act of Congress 
to which I have referred, and then I will ask him to put his own con- 
struction upon it. [read section 15 of an act approved June 30, 1864: 

In addition to the duties payable for licenses herein provided, there shall be 
leyied and collected and paid on all spirits that may be distilled and sold, or 
distilled and removed for consumption or sale, of first proof, on and after the 
Ist day, etc., $1.50 per gallon. 

Now, I ask the gentleman from Kentucky whether he thinks that 
under a proper construction of that section, the distiller is responsible 
for the tax on a single gill of liquor except that which is either re- 
moved for sale or removed and sold ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Taking it as an original 
question, I am not prepared to say what would be the proper construc- 
tion, but if my recollection is correct, it was construed to mean that 
the distiller should be charged with all the spirits put into the ware- 
house. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I know it was. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And that he was to show 
what had become of it. And the question I ask the gentleman is, 
whether there is anything in this particular case to show affirmatively 
what became of the difference between the amount of whisky that was 
withdrawn and the amount there was put in? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. There is no question at all as to the 
fact that the difference between the two amounts was the result of 
evaporation. There is no question at all but what the Government 
did for a time construe the law to be that the distiller was bound for 
the tax on the whole quantity deposited. There is no question but 
what the Government subsequently reversed that ruling and collected 
only upon the amount withdrawn. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman is mistaken. 


I have no interest in the case | 
The claimants are not my constituents; they do not belong | 
The way I came to be interested in it is because | 
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Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. No, sir; I am not mistaken. I hold 
in my hand the decisions of the Secretary of the Treasury and of Com- 
missioners Raum and Rollins, and evidence of the fact that the Gov- 
ernment did in a number of instances reimburse persons who had been 
required to pay in excess of the amount withdrawn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to my colleague that he have read at 
this point the statement of Commissioner Raum, which is very brief. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Very well. 

The Clerk read as fellows: 
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Pate & Co., from July 1 to December 31, 1864, deposited in bonded warehouse 
1,186 barrels distilled spirits, containing 215,885'4 gallons proof spirits; when 
these packages were removed from warehouse they contained, by actual in- 
spection, only 200,613'% proof gallons. This tax of $1.50 was collected on the 
full quantity deposited, amounting to $320,828.25. The tax due on the 200,613! 
gallons actually found in the packages on withdrawal was $300,920.25, showing 
an excess of $19,908 collected. In computing the leakage in transit, the sum of 
$245.81 was computed on the full quantity bonded. I propose to allow the 
claim for the remainder of the tax appearing to have been paid by these claim- 
ants in December, 1864, as set forth, on spirits lost by leakage and evaporation 
while stored in bonded warehouse, to wit, $1,962.19. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, if my colleague will permit me, I notice that 
the sum mentioned in this Pate transaction is the sum named in the 
bill, and I wish he would state, if he knows. how it happens that that 
money was not paid ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Ido not know, unless it was because 
the Secretary of the Treasury did not feel that he had the money ap- 
propriated for the purpose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I supposed that was the case, but I did not know. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I yield now to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill ? 

Mr. BACON. I object. 

The question was taken, and seven members objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Seven gentlemen have objected, and the bill is 


| not before the committee for consideration at this time. 


RICHARD W. MEADE. 


Mr. HOLMES. I call up joint resolution (H. Res. 189) to amend 
and enlarge the provisions of a joint resolution approved July 25, 1866, 
entitled ‘*A joint resolution to refer the claim of the administrator of 
Richard W. Meade, deceased, to the Court of Claims.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 


joint resolution at this time? 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, if I recollect this case it involves 
$375,000, and I think that in the consideration of a measure involving 
so large an amount of money the report ought to be read. The case 
was before the Committee on Claims when I was chairman of that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SOWDEN. 
right to object. 

Mr. HOLMES. The report is quite extended, and the reading of it 
could not be completed before 5 o’clock, so I ask unanimous consent 
to make a statement instead. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMES. This is a claim which, it is true, as the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] states, involves some $300,000; at 
least that is the amount which was found due by the Spanish Govern- 
ment to this claimant. Richard W. Meade is the grandfather of Gen- 
eral George G. Meade—a distinguished name in the annals of this coun- 
try, and one to which we certainly can not afford to do injustice with 
regard toa matter of this character. Prior to 1819 Richard W. Meade, 
an American citizen, was a resident temporarily in Cadiz, Spain, doing 
business there. He had claims against the Spanish Government grow- 
ing out of some fourteen contracts for assistance and supplies furnished 
during the Napoleonic wars, and for damages on account of two years’ 
imprisonment of himself by the Spanish Government, which was ac- 
knowledged to have been wrongful. 

After a long series of years, this claim of Mr. Meade was passed upon 
by the Spanish Governmentand wasallowed. Before its allowance the 
treaty of 1819 between the United States and Spain was negotiated; 
and by one clause of that treaty the claims of American citizens then 
pending against Spain were assumed by the United States. The six 
months allowed for ratification of the treaty having expired, and the 
treaty not having been approved by Spain, the matter was relegated 
to its original status, as was thought by the American commissioner; 
and after this failure to ratify the treaty the Spanish Government, 
through a commission, considered the claim of Mr. Meade, and afte: 
cutting it down repeatedly and systematically, rendered judgment in 
his favor for $300,000—much less than he ought to have had. After- 


I ask for the reading of the report, reserving the 


ward negotiations were resumed between Spain and the United States 
and the treaty was ratified. Then it became a question whether this 
claim was included in that treaty. 

The Government of the United States had limited its liability to 
$5,000,000, and it became a question whether Mr. Meade was entitled 
to any relief from the hands of our Government, or whether his claim 
was still operative as against Spain. 


The American minister had pre- 
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sented the case with great force to t Spa iG t, but atte ) ( 
the claim had been allowed by that Goverr t it al disput 
claim as between the Gov rnment of the United States the Gove 
ment of At length the claim was placed before the Un ght t 
States for allowance Ch ymmission appointed to investigate d 
manded the original papers upon which Spain had rendered the jud ( 
ment or allowance Spain, fearing that t ( I ould still be 
against that Government, refused to give up the ginal pa Ss, 8a I 
that the certificate of allowance ought to be su ( i this Govern 
ment, and was all that the Spanish Government would furnish; where 
upon the com: } to investigate t 8 d 
claim disallow L 1im against é t 
this Govern: which that Go ‘ ivor ( 
ernment shou | i the claim \ p ( rt 
by reason of he At in min- | ¢ 
ister that the res} le So é ad vs 
that, while this claim is admitted on all hands to be just and props ord 
every way. having been so declared by Minister Adams, by the Court i tto; at 
of Claims, and by the Supreme Court in passing upon the judgment o endment was ag i 
the Court of Claims { land read atl 
Mr. LANHAM, Willthegentleman from Iow Mr. Ho_MEs |] yield | , 1 the da ti 
for a motion that the committee rise? It will obviously be impossible : 
to finish the consideration of this bill this afternoon in time to allow 
Lhe passage 1n the House of the bills alre dy acted on favorably l to comy 
Mr. HOOKER. Let the gentleman from Iowa yield with the undei ‘ end 1 litary 
tanding that this bill shall go over. W g and for tl loss ¢ 
Mr. HOLMES. Very we if it be understood that this claim h¢ ‘ a 1 iding 
its place — } d 
The CHAIRMAN If the gentleman from Texas | Mr. LANHAM 77% 
will yield a moment, the gentleman from Minnesota |} LIND] de 
sires to make a request 
Mr. LIND. Being called aw m the city, I re st that my col } t t reported f 
league {[ Mr. NELSON |] may be permitted to call upi y behalf asmall | « he a t ‘ 
bill on ne Friday, or as so Ss th orae of b I we have had ‘ v ind t 
to-day may be resumed. t w i g 
There being no objection, leave was inted : 
Mr. LANHAM I now move that t ‘ mittee 1 | 
Mr. SOWDEN. If the gentleman from lowa| Mr. HOLMEs] reserves | 5 2) f 
the right to call up this bill on 1 t Friday, | I right to ob- | ¢ the Whole H é 
ject to it if I should think proper atic A 
The CHAIRMAN. Certainly; no rights will be waived. 1 the third tir 
Mr. HOLMES. The status of the case will be the same as now Mr. BUCHANA 
The CHAIRMAN Che Chair unde nan from 
lowa now yields with the understanding that if t ler of business AM ed t 
he imed next Friday | bill be tirst lered. no rights b n 1 to ) 
ing waived rn ! S ag 
Mr. WASHINGTON rhe f obje l 1” reserved 
Phe CHAIRMAN. That i lerstood 
The motion of Mr. LANHAM, that the ¢ mittes e&, Was agreed t n ¢ M STON] 
The committee accordingly ro and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken | H i tot ( 
th hair as speaker f Dp Mr. Ro I ted that the Con ( ) 
mit ofthe Whole House, having had fer consid tion t I 
vate Calendar, had di ted him to report s irs $ With Var ttec { 
recor endat id, as f 
’ & A ( 
i bill (S. 317) for th f W im A ens, report 1 fr : : : 
{ Committee of the W ~ ithe | ite Calendar with a 
fay A ] af ; lll ndat 1 Ww ‘ ad i¢ to ’ tH c id iv ‘ i 5 I 
accoralng read the third tim passe 7 
Mr DUNN moved to rec r th ot | t 3 
) ed: and also m¢ it ) l« : 
sle 
Che latter motion wa 1 to 
House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committe: 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar without ame W 
‘ally ordered to be engrossed and read a third tim b 
engrossed, they were according read the third ti: nd passed ; 
namely 
A bill (H. R. 7718) for the 
ll (H 6018) for the re 1d ‘ 
ll 11495) for the 1 en . 
reported from the Whole H« 
Private Calendar to House bills of the following titles were sé 3 
ally agreed to, and the bills a nended were ordered t ed 
l 1 ¢ engrossed, they were a rread f 
j ef of the estate of John W. \ eld 
] relief of Henry Set g i 
] ef of Phineas 7 1ardson ame ante 
R. relief of the estate of James H. pee ty oe Ape ge 
kins and William T. Judkins; and ne progress of co 
A bill (H. R, 6662) for the relief of W. O. Wiatt, Edward Hughes, | ® of the Secretary of War 
and J. W. Powell, session clerks ol the Forty-ninth ( ongress. } Phat the right to alter, ar 
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1564 at Deer Creek Station, 
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7 the relief of Margaret 
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Millinger, reported from the 
I e Calendar witha favor- 
t l ling; and it was ac- 
1 +}, + same title was 
} ul , 
{ st ft nd also 
laid ont table 
) I AND RIVI 
{ by unanimous consent, the 
rT H. R. 10023) to au- 
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( l i ( reported fre m 
t VA ra t f 
I frigg ¢ ty, Stat 
t i to provide for t 
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+ = ‘ i 
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’ i mn [sa i ) 
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\ 4 i Ai 
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ae ' : t s read, a lows 
( j { clua nstruct of ti by 
h f | ed \ 
three 
i mendment ! i to 
J STONI Or Ke ‘ y i move in 1 1, line 7, to strik 
out Aur i eu thereol outh bounda ol Ua ) 
‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ th ufte } = 1 K \ { 
Bt ou ora oO s l rive und in ) oO 1ns¢ 
tany p in Mon r Cumber 1 Cou Ke Ch oO! 
Clay Cou in ‘J e, OL said I I 
The amen 1 to, and the bill a mended wa 
aere t be « ) i ia ti 1 tim and b } engro 
Vi a I ( 
‘ ' N ‘ \ 
“YT cyty* } 
JOHNSTO> liana ia nttod larg 
i Committee ol Whole Hous ideration ¢ 
th _ » approprial the In 
re ttee of West » Ye Meetir in I { 
e) led by the in t purchase of Government lands North ¢ 
Olina for an Ind t nin ool, and put it 1 ] 
Pine bill ré follo 
} enartrd ft I f l 
ore ie i i | I pp ated,1 ‘ I l ‘ 
u t i ‘ I v pproptl i rp 
t t tiv ! I We rn Ye I 
of id ‘ i by tl ‘ ‘ tw ts « 
ln i i Swa Count n North Car the t n of Cheroke 
t! ry « } Grove ne 1 tra 
he } ‘ f t el 1 of tl Faster! ind of ¢ rokee¢ 
i \ ‘ ive it ire nov | 1e Unit “tate 
‘ which ¢ b I have be ere 1 wi are now in us ad ne 
i pays ttot th € c th Interior to R. ¢ lio 
‘ e, Ine th ( ative said « immitte on } t i 
pe ucher is vide uid de btedness 
Phe « mend the adoption of the folle 
mer 
out y y-seven d t y-t 
There being no o} tion, the bill was considered, the ; end! 
recommended by the committee adopted, and the bill i n 1\ 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engr 4 
v aceordingly read the third time, and passed. 
I title of the | was amended to conform 
‘ I PR ERIAN CHURCHI O ; ee 
LASKI rEN 
Mr. WHITTHOR) I ask unanimous consent to discharge t! 
: — ’ 9 
Committee of the Whole Hot from the further consideration of t 
bill (H. R. 10866) to refer the claims against the United States of t 


i 
} 
i 


trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Churches of Calhoun and 


laski, Tenn., and put it upon its passage. 


| id bill was read, as follows: 


That all the evidence and papers which refer to the claims 
f 1 t the United States of the trustees of the Cumberla 1d Presbyterian ¢ hurch 


rustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church 
same are hereby, referred to the War Depart- 
met that t ws t of r is hereby authorized and directed to cause to 
be investigated by the Qu naster’s Department of the United States Army 
the use and occupation of said churches by the United States Army, and report 
the length of time and period during which the United States used and occupied 
said churches, the purposestor which said churches were occupied, the value o 


of Calboun, Tenn., and of tl 





of Pulaski, Tenn., be, and 











the rental di g said occupation, and the extent of the pecuniary damage said 
churches suffered by United States troops during said occupation; and when 
such investigation shall be completed the Secretary of War shall report the 1 
eult thereof, with his recommendation thereon, to Congress for action in t! 


premises, 


was considered, ordered to be l- 


There being no objection, the bill 
being engrossed, it was according|y 


i 
rrossed and read a third time; and 





i r the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to recon 
the several votes taken on » of bills this evening, and to la 
that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro temp 





That motion has been made with ref 


erence to all of them but the one just preceding that called up by the 
If there be no objection, the order will be 


gentleman from Tenness¢ 


made in that cas 





There Wa no biectix n. and it was so orderec. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. GIFFPORD l ask unanimous consent to non-concur in the 


Senate amendments to a House bill the title of which I ask to have 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Regular order. 
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By unanimous consent, indefinite leave of :« nee was granted 


lows, on account of important business 
fo Mr. Hopkins, of Virgin 

lo Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

lo Mr. DIBBLE. 

| To Mr. CoTHRAN. 

lo Mr. DARGAN. 

l 


o Mr. HoLmMaA 








TFs ) 7’ 
J i is CO t, lea grantedto Mr. § to print re 
iv) n the i on Ho 1 } lO ¢€ ( Ol 
} { Apo pe ils 
FO AT ‘RY BI : 
| Mr. TURNER, of Kans by unanimous consent, i reduced a bill 
| (H. R&R. 11525) to provide fort disposition of the Fort Wallace milit 
reservation, in Kansas; which was read a first and second time, 1 
ferred to the Committee on Mil Affaire, and ordered to be printed 
Mr. GIFFORD Che gentleman from Kentucky withdraws his o 
ection to the request I made a few moments sinc 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5 o'clock having arri\ 
| tl rit ec, Unger its previous 0 r, take rece til 8 o’elock } 
ENING SESS 
i c i x expired, the Hi SO clot . l 
) Ir. McM N ho d I i ) I 
|< nu ( n 
| R hi rivi < 
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| i Jon CLAR 
} Tiel 
| ] 
i 
| ( ER ( . 
| M yf I move that t! 110 esolve i to Commi 
| of VW for the consideration of pe nb ider the sp 
| ¢ ie 
fhe motion was agreed t 
House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Who! 
| Mr. CARUTH in the chair. 
Mr. MORRILL. laskunanimovs consent that the order of proc 
ing followed on last Friday be pursued to-nis t the roll be « 
! nning where we then left off, and tha nember as his na 
called be allowed to ask consideration of 
There was no objection, and it wa o ordered 
MARTHA VY. COLEMAN, 
ir. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
| present consideration of the bill (S. 1264) granting a pension to M: \ 


VY. Coleman. 


A Lie bill wa read, as follows: 


Be ii enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he i 
hor I ted to place on the pen ‘ the name o 
volunteer nurse in tl late war, ving her, for li 

I r the passage of this act 


Mr. KILGORE. I would like to h 
The report (by Mr. SPOONER) was rea 
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The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom w ferred the bill (s 2 
ya pension to Martha V. Coleman, respectful port 

The facts and circumstances of the service of Martha Coleman as an Arm 

irse, her disability contracted the aud her present n - et fox 


yrt as follows 


“Senate Report No. 1176, Fiftieth gress, first session 


f 





, Martha V. Coleman (nee Hudson), was matron and nur 








1863 She now resides at Forestville, Md., and petitions to | 


duties incumbent upon her as matron and nurse in hospitals at Memphis, Ten 
during the war of the rebellion, she contracted typhoid fever, and is suffs 
from the effects of the same at the present time; that she has children depe 
ent upon her for support and education, and that a pension would relieve h« 
pres t necessities. 

Dr. Wilbur P. Buck, of Moweaqua, IIl., testifies that he w assistant sur 
eon of the Eighth Dlinois Veteran Volunteer fantry, and has persona! kn« 
edge that claimant rendered waluable service as nurse and matron in the O 

-neral Hospital at Memphis, Tenn. The testimony of Dr. Buck is cor- 
roborated by J.G. Garland, M. D., acting assistant surgeon, United States Army 
"64; Harley Crocker, late captain Company C, One hundredth Indiana \ 
teer Infantry, and Rev. H. L. Vannuys, of Goshen, Ind. 
it appears from the facts in the ease that the claim is a meritorious on 

your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill.”’ 

| Your comnniittee recommend the passage of the bill, with the following am«e 
ments 

} Strike out, in lines 5 and 6 of the bill as printed, the words “‘ giving | 
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life, the sum of twenty-five,’ and insert in place thereof the words ‘and | 
her a pension at the rate of twelve.” 





+ 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment r 
ommended by the committee was adopted, and the bill as amended 


| laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it 
do pass. 


Vv 


1d Officers’ Hospital at Memphis, Tenn., from January 10 to 


granted a pension of $30 per month, on the ground that, owing to the arduous 
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ing. He has given sufficient notice by stating his purpose to the com 
mittee. Members will see it in the Recorp and they will know it by 
next Friday night, and it may be the means of bringing a quorum here. 
It is a little hard on those who are here to-night expecting to get bills 
considered that the gentleman should on this very short notice require 
us to have aquorum here. 

Mr. MAISH. It strikes me, Mr. Chairman, that the position of the 
gentleman from Georgia | Mr. CARLTON | is by no means an untenable 
one. I think there is great merit in what he has stated. If the bill 
which he proposes to present has been decided to be a pension bill | 
think it is plainly proper that the committee and the House to-night 
should consider it 

Mr. WASHINGTON. It has not been reached. 

Mr. MAISH. Andtherefore I move that the gentleman from Georgia 
be allowed to call up that bill for consideration. 

Mr. CARLTON. I will state in reply to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, if the gentleman from Pennsylvania will allow me, why the 
bill has not been called up to-night. I went to see the Speaker of the 
Housep and also the Chairman of the committee of the proceedings to- 
night, and I was informed that that bill would not come in under the 
order. Now, I dislike exceedingly to put myself in the attitude of an 
objector, but being convinced, as I am in this instance, that that order 
is not an equitable one, so far as it relates to these claims, I think it is 
my duty to see that the order is perfected before any further business 
under that order is proceeded with 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the title of the bill to which the gentle- 
man from Georgia refers ? 

Mr. MAISH. By what committee is the bill reported ? 

Mr. MORRILL. By the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARLTON. | will withdraw iny objection for the present, with 
the understanding that when this bill under consideration is passed I 
be allowed to ask unanimous consent to makea statement in regard to 
the bill to which I have referred. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The point of no quorum has been withdrawn, 
and without objection the bill as amended will be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommexdation that it do pass. 

There was no objection. 

JONAS DOERING, 

Mr. LYMAN. [ask consideration of the bill (S. 3141) granting an 
increase of pension to Jonas Doering. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $0 per month 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jonas 


Pensions, awarding to Charles W.Geddes, under the act of March 3, 1855 
a lanc-warrant. The point has been made, not by any member of th 


| committee, but on last Friday night, by the then occupant of the chai: 


| services rendered in that war. 


that this bill is not entitled to consideration according to the ternis o 
the order under which the House proceeds at these Friday night 
sions; in other words, that tne bill does not grant a pension. Now, | 
respectfully submit that if this is not a pension it is not anythin 
The claimant was a soldier of the Mexican war, and under the act of 
March 3, 1855, a land-warrant was made a part of his pension fo: 
Owing to some slight technicality in 
the law the Commissioner of Pensions withheld this land-warrant from 
the claimant, and advised that a bill be introduced in this House and 


| referred to the Committee on Pensions, in order that the claimant 


| pensions, reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions and the Com 


might obtain what is equitably his right. With this statement I ask 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill at this time. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of th 


bill to which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CARLTON] has called 


attention ? 

Mr. KILGORE. I have no disposition to ‘‘kick up a row”’ about 
the bill of my friend from Georgia, but I am inclined to submit th 
point of order and let the Chair rule upon it. 

Mr. CARLTON. Before the Chair rules I wish to make en addi 
tional statement. Perhaps under a very strict construction of the o1 
der this bill might possibly be ruled out, but upon an equitable con 
struction of that order there is no doubt in my mind that it should lx 
admitted. If the attention of the House had been called to this ques 


tion at the time the order was framed, I have no doubt the terms o! 


the order would have excluded all doubt as to the propriety of consid 
ering this bill as a pension bill. 


has been construed is not equitable in its operation and ought to bi 
changed. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
It reads as follows: 


Resolved, That, until further ordered, on cach Friday,at 5 o’clock p. m..th 


House shall take a recess until 7.30 p. m., and after the 15th day of April next 






until 8 p. m., at which evening sessions bills on the Private Calendar grat 


on Pensions, and bills on the Private Calendar reported from the Committ 


the Judiciary removing political disabilities, shall be considered, and no othe 
business shall be transacted at such evening sessions, and the House s] 


ill ad 


| journ on each of said evenings not later than 10.30 p. m. 


Doering, late private of Company A, Eighth Battalion Turner Rifles, District of | 


Columbia, in lieu of pension he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8S. 3141 
granting an increase of pension to Jonas Doering, submit the following report 

It clearly appears from the report of the Senate committee in this case, which 
is hereto annexed and made a part hereof, that this is a meritorious case, and 
they therefore recommmend that this bill do pass with an amendment striking 
out the word “fifty, i the third line of the bill, and inserting the word “forty 
in place thereof 


Senate Report No. 1693, Fiftieth Congress, first session 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8S. 3141) granting 
an increase of pension to Jonas Doering, have examined the same, and report 

This is a hill to inerease the pension of Jonas Doering, late a private in Com- 
pany A, Kighth Battalion Turner Rifles, District of Columbia, to $0 a month. 

The claim is based on the loss of sight of the right eye, and resulting disease 
of left eye, occasioned by injury received or disease contracted in the Army in 
1861 in the line of duty Phere is no conflict between the claimant and the Pen- 
sion Bureau as to the incurrence of the disability. The testimony is ample on 
this point and also as to its extent. The sight of the right eye was wholly gone 
in IS61 for any practical use, and the left eye, the sight of which was then im 
paired, is continuously failing, and inthe opinion of skilled oculists he will soo 
be totally blind 

Dr. Richey, in March, 1884, testifies that the right eve has no visual powe1 
totally blind; and the left eve can read figures No. 15 at 5inehes. On this tes 
timony he was allowed a pension of $8 a month from February, 1881, to March, 
1884, and from that time at $24. On appeal a reconsideration was had, and the 
Commissioner announced that it was believed he Was entitled to the latter rat- 
ing from the time of filing his application 
ur years ago the doctors pronounced him totally disqualified for reliable 
manual labor. { 





There is apparently no difference of opinion between skilled 
oculists who have examined the claimant and the medical board to whom the 
case has becn referred by the Pension Bureau ; and the conclusion is that he is 
totally bli in one eye and that the other is so affected that it is of no use to 
lim in the way of his engaging in any employment; that he is so nearly blind 
as to be helpless; that his helplessness is permanent, and that it exists to such 
an extent as to entitle him to a pension of $0 a month. 

rhe bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass, 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

CHARLES W. GEDDES. 


Mr. CARLTON. Ilask unanimous consent now to make a brief state- 
ment in regard to the bill to which I called the attention of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole a few moments ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to make 
a statement. In the absence of objection, the gentleman will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. CARLTON. 


This is a bill reported from the Committee on 


The only question which arises here is whether or not this bill is in 


the nature of a pension—not whether it is a pension, but whether it i 
of that nature. The bill, when originally introduced in the Ifous 
was referred by order of the Speaker to the Committee on Pensions 
and it has been reported back by that committee. The evident obj: 
of the resolution just read by the Chair was that business coming {ro 
the Pension Committee should be considered at these Friday eveni: 
sessions. The Chair therefore rules that the bill of the gentleman fro 
Georgia is in order. [Applause. } 

Che gentieman from Georgia asks unanimous consent for the co! 
sideration of the bill which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9791) for the relief of Charles W .Geddes. 

‘hat the Seeretary of the Interior be, 


Be it enacted, etc., " and he is kereby 


| thorized and directed to include the name of Charles W. Geddes, late as- 


engineer United States Navy, among those who served in the Mexican war, a: 
to issue to said Charles W. Geddes, under the provisions and limitations of 
aland-warrant for his services as assistant enginecr on the United States stcar 


General Taylor during said war. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report in this case was read at the last I: 
day night session. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill 

There being no objection, the committee proceeded to the considera 
tion of the bill, which was laid aside to be reported to the House wit 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

WILLIAM BITTINGER. 

Mr. MAISH. Task to call up the bill (S. 3047) granting an increas 
of pension to William Dittinger. 

‘The bill was read. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair isinformed by the Clerk that this bi 
is not on the Calendar, not having yet been reported from the con 
mittee. 

Mr. MAISH. I supposed it had been reported. 

The CHAIRMAN, If the gentleman should find that the bill ha 
been reported and is on the Calendar, it will, of course, be consider: 
While that fact is being ascertained, the call of the roll will proc 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I suggest that the gentleman be regarded 
taining his place in the call. 

SAMUEL LANE. 

Mr. MAISH. I wish to inquire whether the bill which I call 
last Friday night is not now to be considered as unfinished bu 
It had been partially considered when the House adjourned. I reiert 
the bill (S. 122) granting a pension to Samuel Lane. 

The CHAIRMAN. That bill, the Chair understands, was pendin 
in the House, not in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MAISH. It was pending in the House at the time of the 
journment. 


The point I made in the earlier part 
of this evening, when I raised my objection, was that this order as it 


The order under which the House is now acting 
was adopted on the 2d of March, 1888, 
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ted to place on the pen I subject tothe provisionsend | ¢ I Even if his f g ‘ tes f ‘ 
ens i ‘ t i f Br Carroll other of Patr < | I ftot f ird ‘ it tt 
sergeant of ¢ ipany H, Fourth Regiment United States Art p ireason why s i have I Vv assaulte i ice 
ery. } aq r f a century ihe cast s one t i 
The report (by Mr. Sawy! was read, as follows | Ji oe - cae 
Bridget Carroll is t mother I r \ h 
H, Fourth Regiment United e- | 5 an 4 
tion of a previous term of « t , 
ally drowned September | } | 
ren, Mass., while on par i : . 
the soldier's brother, dated S« . 
Sergeant Carroll was ina VI iM N I 
was capsized near the shore ed to save him, it y ‘ ' ; 
brother was en in th le to swim, was dead | ; a 
fore relief could re 1yn was a good soldier and Ane t va 10 
non-commissioned officer, and his death is d plored by his « rad ind j ] i + 
icers l | . @ < ‘ 3 
Having been drowned wh fr d the mot snot entitled to pension f ws { 
under the general laws, i ( 
A large number of affidavits have been filed with this committe from whicl ag . 
it appears that the soldier left neither wife nor minor child surviving him; that , ir. \ \ i 
he aided in the support of his parents; that they never possessed any re 
personal property producing any income; that the father of the soldier died ! ‘ 
the poor-house a short time before the latter’s death, and t t ry er ‘ 
the age of seventy-six years is dependent upon others f spy t ( 1 ne \ 
Nearly ten vears’ honorable service of the son early € tles the me r the . ( H 
‘ under these circumstances to the favorable consideration of Congress | em x64 =? 
, fhe bill is therefore returned with the re mmendation that do pas ‘ t “ Ad 1 lis 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass ; ‘ , i of viet 
y D , prers t sid t i } ‘ fa 
ORDER OF I IN] e ‘ we . > reprod tion a Hand 
Mr. MAISH. I have been req uest« 1 to ask conseut to call 1 pat tlie S¢ { it He is unable to wash h 
for the gentleman from Indiana |Mr. MATSON who. as we all ki ’ pages. ed - - sa0 , pe 


is necessarily and unavoidably absent from the House es 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request ? sult is loss of pronat t : 


Mr. SENEY. [ object . es. rtia ly paraiy — 








Mr. MORRILL. I hope no one will object, under the circumstances seases, res ¥ a riled ‘ lavits 
For six years the g let from Ind been « rman of the (dams a t.and aff i Dr. A son |} 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and in Immense amount a rice 
of good for the old soldiers He is now necessarily absent, attending “99 aaa 3 : ae ie t 4 8 
to his canvass in Indiana. To allow him the privilege of having a bill | < ‘ =a, tof] 7 , 
called up in his absence would be only a tribute of respect which every ' » A s latent ‘ 
“ member of the House ought to be glad to pay to m. I t 2a 1 r physiciar l 3 een 
Mr. SENEY. Iobject Our method of proceeding is perfectly fair. | ' ttended Mr. Edwin F. Richards, late of ¢ pany », : 
The men who attend here call up bills. | se “ ae the Rae . aa ( 
' 
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Cc) iant « ted in Company B, Second Nebraska Voiunteer ( , Octo 
ber 14. 15¢ i was stered out with the company September 4, 1863. 
rhe claim \ rejected O ber 15,1 », on the ground that there is no recor 





i deafness on file at the War Department, and that claimant is 
t evidence to establish origin of deafness in the se1 





‘ iline of d v: th the eviden taken before a special examiner shows al 
most conclusively that the deafness existed prior to enlistment, and that the | 


negative testimony since filed is not sufficient to outweigh the positive adver 








testi i 
In t ivit filed December 1, 1879, claimant states that while on the march 
fro Fort K rney to Omaha, Nebr., he was exposed to the wet in camping 





a debilitated condition, he readily took asevere cold, 





Ga being slready it i 
which setUed in his head, producing deafness in both ears; that said disability 
was contracted in the line of his military duty about the latter part of August, 
1863 ; that he was deaf when discharged from the service and has been eversince 
affidavit executed September 13, 1879, claimant states that he derives no 
benetit from medical treatment, and that his disability is said to be incurabl 
In affidavit executed June 9, 1881, claimant states that he has roaring in his | 
head, which annoys him very much, and that he is more disqualified on ac- | 
count of deafness than he would be with the loss of a leg or an arm. | 


In affidavit filed August 27, 1881, claimant states that Dr. R. Conkling, of j 
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Da..iel Burbridge further stat 
received a sunstrok« 

There are othera 
port their father before enlistment 


that he was at work with claimant when he 
and that he has since been unable to labor in the hot sun 
lavits filed in this case stating that the sons helped to sup- 
and that they sent money to him while in 
the service that the claimant is now enty two years old and supports him- 
self principally by gardening and doing odd jobs 

Your conmmittee think the facts in thi 


fependent on his sons 














scase show that the claimant was large! 

for support, and having rth his boys while in the 
service of their country, we think he is justly entitied to a pension, and wes 
sl f end that this bill do pass. 


Vv 








1erefore respectfully re nn 


bill was laid aside to 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 
EPHRAIM NYE, 


onsiderat 


There being no objection, th be reported to 


the House 


Mr. RYAN called u 
a@ pension to Ephraim Nye 
Che bill was read, as ! 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Ge« 


ion the bill (H. o 


R. 210) granting 





retary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ephraim Nye, late a private in 


Company A, Second Kansas Volunteer Cavalry. 


MORRILL) was read, as follows: 
ons, to whom was referred the bil! (H. @. 210) 
hraim Nye, submit the following report: 
ompany A, Second Kansas Cavalry, November 6, 
186), and was discharged June 22, 1565, doing nearly eight months more than 
years’ service, Ile filed declaration for pension for piles June 21, 1880. 
rhe claim was rejected on the ground of inability to show the continuance of 
piles from discharge up to 1880. The claim of the origin of piles in the service 
was established by two or more witnesses, and upon that point the Pension Of- 
fice seems to have been thoroughly satisfied. Applicant shows that from dis- 
charge to 1870 he resided in Coffey County, Kansas, and his physician during 
those years is dead, as are also several other persons who were neighbors dur- 
ing that period and who knew of his disability 

John Goodyear testifies that he knew the soldier from about 1876 to 1884; that 
Vve worked for him for several years, and that he suffered from the effects of 
piles 

Dr. FE. B. Allen, in March, 1881, after an examination, says that soldier suffered 
xternaland internal hemorrhoids. Two medicalexaminations, one made 


The report (by M1 
The Committee on Invalid Pens 
granting a pension to Ey 
The applic: 





t enlisted in ¢ 





rome 


in 18®2 and one in 1883, reported that there were external and internal hemor- 
rheids, 

Chis man has a splendid record as a soldier. His service was long, continu- 
ous, and arduous. The record shows that he suffered during the last year of 
his service from this disability, but, with characteristic energy, continued on 
duty most of thetime. It is true he does not show continuance of the disa- 
bility during each and every year from discharge to about 1876, because of the 
ceath of his family physician, who treated him during that time, and also be- 


cause of the death of some neighbors who knew of his ailment during those 


years. But the character of the disease, as shown during the last year of the 
war, and by his employer and the medical evidence from 1876 on, leads almost 
irresistibly to the conclusion that the disease was continuous, 

This, together with his good, long record as a soldier, as your committee 
think, justify the granting of the relief asked for by the bill, and therefore rec- 
ommend its passage. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
Ilouse with the recommendation that it do pass. 
GEORGE WALLEN. 
Mr. SCULL called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 9175) grant- 
ing a pension to George Wallen. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George Wallen, late a private in 
Company C, First Regiment of Kentucky Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
0175) granting a pension to George Wallen, have considered the same, and re- 
portas follows: 

Phe claimant was a private in Company C, First Kentucky Cavalry, from the 
Sth day of November, 1861, to December 31, 1864, when honorably discharged. 
He has filed an application for pension, numbered 184804, which has been re- 
jected by the Pension Office on the ground that the record of service shows that 
he was a deserter during a portion of the term of service, and the charge had 
not been removed. 

lhe claimant was absent from his command fora portion of his service, but 
on account of sickness, and was upon his return restored to duty, served out his 
term of enlistment, and was honorably discharged from the service. 

He makes aclaim for deafness contracted in the fall of 1863, in Russell County, 
Kentucky. He has shown by the testimony of comrades that he contracted a 
severe cold at said date and place. and that partial deafness followed as a result 
thereof. This was contracted after his return from absence without leave. 
Testimony shows that he has been disabled each year since discharge by deaf- 
ness, 

The examining board at Burkesville, Ky., certify that— 

‘There is partial deafness of both ears. He can be communicated with with- 
out artificial aid, but only by loud sounds. This partial deafness, in our opin- 
ion, is due to thickening of the drum membranes from former inflammation of 
internal ears. Rating one-half.” 

Your committee are of the opinion that the bill should pass, and so recom- 
mend, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
SAMUEL M. REESE. 
Mr. SENEY called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7928) grant- 
ing a pension to Samuel M. Reese. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Samuel M. Reese, late private Com- 
pany B, One hundred and fiftieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on the 
pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report by (Mr. YoDER) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
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7928) granting a pension to Samuel M. Reese, having examined the same, sub- 
mit the following report: 

Samuel M. Reese, a private in Company B, One hundred and fiftieth Regi- 
ment Ohio National Guards, enlisted May 5, 1864, and was discharged Aucust 
25, 1864. Filed his declaration for pension in the Pension Office February 12. 
i875. Alleges in his declaration that on or about June 20, 1864, while on picket 
duty he was subjected to exposure and compelled to lie on the ground during 





|} a rain; took cold that settled in the glands of his neck on the right side, which 
| has resulted in a weakness of the neck and affection of the right ear and right 


nents 


side of his head, causing deafness and more or less pain in the head, 

His application was rejected upon the ground that there is no record of the 
alleged cold settling in glands of neck, causing deafness, and that after a spe- 
cial examination claimant failed to show by satisfactory testimony that said 
disability originated in the service and in line of duty. 

J.C. Bueland J.G. White on August 25, 1876, testify that they were well ac- 
quainted with claimant priorto enlistment and knew that his hearing was per- 
fect, and that after his return from the service his health was bad. 

W.R. Nevins, late captain of Company B, One hundred and fiftieth Ohio Vol- 
unteers, testifies that claimant was a sound man when he enlisted, and while 
at Fort Bunker Hill, January 20, 1864,in line of duty and ina severe rain-storm 
took cold, settling in his neck, on the glands of his neck, causing a large swell- 
ing at that time, which resulted in affection of the right side of the head and 
deatness of the rightear. He knew these facts from his own personal know!- 
edge, and that the claimant wasa good soldier and of good moral character. 

C. F. Dutton, late assistant surgeon of the One hundred and fiftieth Regi- 
ment, testifies that he treated claimant while in the service during July and 
August for the discharge caused by exposure while on duty, resulting in the 
formation of a severe abscess under the right ear, involving a number of the 
cervical glands, He was in his company both before and after his return tothe 
regimental hospital for several weeks, and there are numerous affidavits on 
file to the same effect, and quite a number of affidavits testifying to his prior 
soundness before entering the service. 

There is no doubt of its existence in the service. He has been examined by 
two boards of examining surgeons as to his present condition, and the disease 
alleged has been found to exist, and his disabilities have been rated at one-half 
for abscess of right gland and that caused by chronic inflammation of the mid- 
dle ear, and total, that caused deafness of rightear. This case has been at dif- 
ferent times examined by special examiners, and a large amount of evidence is 
on file, and after a careful investigation of the same, your committee have come 
to the conclusion that this is a meritorious case and one entitled to special ac- 
tion by Congress, and unhesjtatingly recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MISS SARAH MARY CARROLL. 


Mr. SPINOLA called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 2499) in- 
creasing the pension of Miss Sarah Mary Carroll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Miss Sarah Mary Carroll, late 
an Army nurse, from $12.50 to $50 a month, to date from and after the passage 
of this act, 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (HH. R. 
2199) granting an increase of pension to Miss Sarah Mary Carroll, having con- 
sidered the same, beg leave to report as follows: 

The grounds upon which the interposition of Congress is asked in this case 
are so fully set forth in the petition of the claimant that we submit the same in 
full for the information of the House: 


To the honorable the Senateand House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled : 


The undersigned, Sarah Mary Carroll, of the city and county of New York, 
New York, respectfully states, 7. ¢. : 

That in the year 1862, being then a member of the community of the Sisters 
of Charity of the United States, and a resident of Washington City, D. C., Surg. 
J. S. Billings, United States Army, now in charge of the Anatomical Mu- 
seum, Washington, D.C., applied for sisters to nurse the sick and wounded in 
the Cliffburne General Hospital, Washington, of whom some two or three hun- 
dred were Confederate prisoners of war, and the balance United States regular 
and volunteer soidiers. 

He especially requested that the undersigned be appointed to the charge of 
the corps of nurses, for reasons he explains in his letter accompanying this 
statement. The application of Dr. Billings was most willingly complied with, 
and the undersigned at once commenced duty at the said Cliffburne General 
Hospital, Washington, D, C. There she remained engaged in the duties of 
principal nurse until assigned to the Eckington General Hospital, near Wash- 
ington, where she labored, much exposed to the inclemency of the weather, un- 
til her health became impaired, and in 1865 she was assigned to duty at the Hotel 
Dieu, New Orleans, La., in the hope that a milder climate would benefit her 
health. That she received nurse’s pay whilst in the C.iffburne and Eckington 
General Hospitals, but she applied every cent of it, as well as her rations com- 
mutution, to the wants of the sick and wounded patients, for the procuring deli- 
sxacies, ete., the Sanitary Commission supplies sometimes not being sufficient, 
and frequently sent the same to distant field-hospitals. 

hat she even drew on her own patrimony to procure what she thought nice 
for the sick and wounded ; she could easily do so then, for the community gave 
her support and clothing, which was all she needed. 

That the Providence Hospital, Capitol Hill, Washington (then in its infancy), 
was begun and governed by her, opened in 186l and conducted until 1865, The 
Hotel Dieu, New Orleans, La., she managed from 1865 to 1867, and in both of 
these hospitals she received and cared for, free of charge, many officers whose 
families were poor and dependent on the patient’s pay for support. 

(The above three paragraphs are given very reluctantly.) 

That she served in the Hotel Dieu, New Orleans, La., during the cholera and 
yellow-fever epidemics of 1866 and 1867, and although not a military hospital, 
and the war ended, several officers were therein restored to health and useful- 
ness. both of the Armyand Navy. Lieutenant-General P. H. Sheridan’s letter 
testifies to some of the facts. 

That she visited and cared for many officers in their quarters who were sta- 
tioned in New Orleans during those epidemics. That her constitution and 
heal h prior to her hosp'tal service during the war were exceptionally good, so 
much so that she could not believeany amount of fatigue in the care of the sick 
could break her down, but gradually te health became impaired, hemorrhages 
of the lungs frequently prostrated her during the latter part of her hospital serv- 
ice in Washington, D.C., and the yellow fever, which she contracted while 
nursing Capt. Allen Smith, Fourth Cavalry, in New Orleans, reduced her very 
much, That not being able fully to perform her duties in the community ofthe 
Sisters of Charity, she resigned in 1880, and has since supported herself by 
writing. 
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During the war she 
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called 


Although devoted to the cause of the Union, and enjoying the confidence of 
iry Stanton, she seemed always to devote herself 
with peculiar tenderness to the care of wounded and sick prisoners of war 
Sister Mary was a woman of remarkable aptitude for her vocation 
gifted with a rare unison of executive ability and feminine gentleness, which 
enabled her to do much good in providing means for her work, gaining the co- 
tizens, while her skill and tact as a nurs 
were acknowledged by the sick and wounded and by the Army and Navy sur 


President Lincoln and Secre 





geons. 





in July and August, 1863, while suffering from a wound received at Gettys- 
burgh, | was attended daily as a nurse by Sister Mary Cs 
duties as chief of the Providence Hospital, and lam persuaded that Iam equal); 
indebted to the skill of my surgeon, Dr. Thomas Lein, and to Sister Mary Car- 
roll for my recovery . 


It is evident that Miss Carroll’s services during the war were of a high order 
She was one of that good sisterhood who, in war or peace alike, are the aids of 
She gave her pay to the sick and wounded under her 
upon her private patrimony. 


suffering humanity. 
charge, and to benefit them dre 
she could to help her country, anc 
obliged to leave the sisterhood because she was unable, by reason of failin; 
powers, to perform the exacting duties their labors of love and charity impuse 
onthem. She has since struggled to obtain a livelihood, and now, unable to 
work, is dependent upon the small sum of $12 per month al 


Government, 


We recommend that the bill do pass, with an amendm 
at $25 instead of $50. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
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FIFTH AVENUE, New YorkK, March 17, 

[ have great satisfaction in bearing testimony to the valuable services ren- 
dered by Miss Carroll in nursing officers, soldiers, and sailors of the Army and 
Navy, and prisoners of war in the Washington hospitals, from LS6L to 1865. 
can speak of her services from my own observation and from the statements 
made to me at the time, by many of the officers and men of my command, who 
were inmates of the hospitals in charge of Sister Mary Carroll, as she was then 
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as a skillful and able nurse in the hospitals about Wash- 
ington. She nursed Lieutenant-Colonel O’ Keefe, dangerously wounded at Five 
Forks, until his death 
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Special Examiner James B. Ricks also states: 


J think it probable there merit in the claim,and recommend its submis- 
sion,and if dropsy can be accepted as a sequela of gunshot wound, that the 
claim be admitted 

The examining surgeon in June, 1867, reported as follows 

Che ball passed through the middle third of the left thigh from the outer to 
the inner side, involving the bone, and injuring the sciatic nerve in its course.” 

Subsequent biennial examinations show that this severe disability continued 
and ex-Surgeon J, A. Flippin, in 1877 and 1879, stated as follows: 

rhe ball entered posteriorly the upper part of middle third, and passing out 
4 inches below on inner side of the thigh, partially dividing the muscles of the 
posterior part of the thigh.”’ 

ihe testimony is conclusive that the soldier suffered severely from the wound 
of thigh up to the day of his death, often being forced to leave his work, and 
during the last three years of his life the wound would inflame and cause a 
swelling of the limb. He had no physician to attend him, out his neighbors 
and friends characterize the swelling as a dropsical affection. For the few 
days next preceding death this so-called dropsical affection extended to both 
Jegs and to a portion of the body, and undoubtedly was the immediate cause of 
death. ‘That it was dropsy, and not the result of blood-poisoning or of a dis- 
ease of the bone at the seat of the wound is asserted only by non-professional 
Witnesses, 

It is establi-hed by the certificate of the examining surgeons that the wound 
involved the bone structure, the sciatic nerve, and the muscles of the left leg; 
the last illness began with a swelling of that leg; no chronic disease existed 
which would occasion dropsy, and the only exciting cause was the wound of 
service 

The claimant is seventy-two years of ageand in destitute circumstances, The 
soldier died in a log hut, without windows or proper ventilation. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


MRS. ANNA LEACH. 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R. 
10109) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Leach. This is an old lady 
eighty-five years of age, whose son died in the service. 

‘The bill is as follows: 

Be tt enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension act, the name of Mrs. Anna Leach, dependent mother 
of Benjamin F. Leach, late of Company I, First Regiment lowa Cavalry Volun- 
teers. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10109) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Leach, have had the same under con- 
sideration and submit the following report: 

The claimant in this case is the mother of B. IF’. Leach, late a private of Com- 
pany I, First lowa Volunteers, who died in hospital, August 16, 1862, while in 
service of typhoid pneumonia. 

The claim was rejected in the Pension Office because the claimant could not 
show, as required by law, that she was dependent on her son at the time of his 
death, She is now very poor and nearly eighty-five years of age. 

Congress has by repeated acts established the rule that present dependence 
entitles the parents to pension, and your committee therefore report the bill 
back and recommend its passage. 

‘There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPINOLA. I ask unanimous consent that the bill that was 
called up for Mr. MATSON be now considered. 

Mr. YODER. I have that bill, and I hope there will be no objection 
to its consideration at this time. 

Mr. CROUSE. There are only three gentlemen present whose names 
have not been called, and I think it is only fair that the cail should 
be continued until their names are reached. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I withdraw the motion until those gentlemen’s 
names are called. 

The CHAIRMAN. The call of the list has been completed. 

Mr. YODER. I hope there will be no objection to Mr. MATSON’s 
bill. 

Mr. CROUSE. I think the list should be called until the names of 
those present who have not been called are reached before unanimous 
consent is asked. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
object? 

Mr, CROUSE. 


yect. 


Does the Chair understand the gentleman to 
Until those gentlemen’s names are called I do ob- 


MARY A. M’COOL. 


Mr. CHEADLE (when his name wasreached). I ask consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 8735) granting a pension to Mary A. McCool. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. McCool, mother of John 
Stanton, late a private in Company I, ofthe Twenty-fifth Regiment of Indiana 
Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8755) grauting a pension to Mary A. McCool, have had the same under consid- 
eration and submit the following report: 

The claimant is the mother of John Stanton, who enlisted in July, 1861, as 
a private in Company I, Twenty-fifth Indiana. He died November 2, 1861, from 
drinking poisoned water. In 1871 the claimant married William McCool, who, 
after living with her a few months, deserted her and procured a divorce, leav- 
ing her alone and destitute. The claim was rejected *“‘on the ground that 
claimant remarried in L871, and did not file her application prior to July 1, 1880; 
hence there is no period for whic pension can be paid,’’ 

All the evidence shows that the claimant was dependent on the soldior for 
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support at the time of his enlistment. She was a widotv at that time, her hus- 
band, the father of the boy, having died in 1818. Up to the time she mar- 
ried McCool she was supported principally by the charity of neighbors and the 
township trustees. She married McCool, as she alleges, to better her condition 
and to secure a home, but he deserted her and secured a divorce, and she ob- 
tained nothing froen him. She is now old and helpless, and, according to the 
evidence of all who have testified, must go to the poor-house uuless the relief 
asked for be granted. The committee believe this to be a meritorious case, 
and therefore submit a favorable report and recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ISAAC ROSHION, 


Mr. CROUSE. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 6334) for the 
relief of Isaac Roshon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Isaac Roshon, 
at the rate of $36 per month, by reason of a gunshot wound to left knee whilea 
member of Company F, Thirteenth Regiment of Ohio Cavalry; that the pen- 
sion granted by this act shall be in addition to the one he is now receiving for 
another disability. 


Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. THompson, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 
6334) for the relief of Isaac Roshon, mzke the following report: 
rhe claimant, Isaac Roshon, was a private in Company F, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Ohio Cavalry Volunteers. He is nowreceiving a pension of $13 per month 
for deafness. Hisapplication for pension for another disability, gunshot wound 
in the left Knee, which wound he claims to have received while in service and 
in line of duty, has been rejected on the ground that claimant fails to mect the 
requirements of Pension Bureau in furnishing proof of origin. 

Claimant makes oath that he received a gunshot wound in left knee while on 
guard in 1564 and in the line of duty. 

His comrade, O. Van Orman, makes oath that he (Van Orman) assisied claim- 
ant to the hospital; that he had received a wound in left knee. 

Dr. R. C. Downey, regimental surgeon, testifies that to the best of his recol- 
lection claimant was, in 1864, shot while on picket duty; that the wound was 
made under the left knee, cutiing in parts the cords of the limb. 

The surgeon says further: ‘‘I remember dressing the wound; made a record 
of it at the time, but lost it.””. He says further that the leg is entirely useless 
from the wound. It would be better for him to have limb amputated. 

Salmon Hudson, examining surgeon, says in his certificate : 

“The said [. Roshon received gunshot in left knee,ball passed directly through, 
severing the semitendinosus muscle followed by anchylos:s and enlargement 
of the knee-joint with an atrophied condition of the limb both above and below 
the knee-joint, rendering the leg entirely useless, he being unable to walk with- 
out the aid of crutches.”’ 

The committee recommend that the bill be amended in the manner following, 
to wit: By striking out after the word “ directed,’’ where it occurs in the bill, 
the words “to place on the pension-roll the name of Isaac Roshon at the rate of 
$36 per month, by reason of a gunshot wound to left knee, while a member of 
Company F, Thirteenth Regiment of Ohio Cavalry,” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “to increase the pension of Isaac Roshon, now on the pension-rol! 
at the rate of $13 per month, to such amountas under the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws he may be entitled by reason of a gunshot wound to 
the left knee, received by him whilea member of Company F, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment of Ohio Cavalry,” and that the bill, when so amended, do pass, 








There being no objection, the amendments recommended by the 
committee were agreed to, and the bill as amended was laid aside to 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ORDEK OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. WASHINGTON having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. CARUTH reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calender having had under 
consideration various bills, had instructed him to report them with 
sundry recommendations. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9791) for the relief of Charles W. Geddes. 

A bill (H. R. 9296) granting a pension to Bridget Carro!1. 

Mr. KILGORE. I will insist that each bill shall be taken up and 
acted upon separately at least, and that the title shall be read and the 
bill passed in an orderly and formal manner. 


HOUSE BILLS PASSED. 


House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committce ot 
the Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered to be eu- 
grossed und read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 10769) granting a pension to John M. Krunk; 

A bill (H. R. 9296) granting a pension to Bridget Carroll; 

A bill (H. R. 9791) for the relief of Charles W. Geddes; 

A bill (H. R. 7877) to place Mary Karstetter on the pension-ro 

A bill (H. It. 4649) granting a pension to Daniel Tanner; 

A bill (H. R. 210) granting a pension to Ephraim Nye; 

A bill (H. R. 9175) granting a pension to George Wallen; 

A bill (H. R. 7928) granting a pension to Samuel M. Reese; 

A bill (H. R. 308) granting a pension to Johu Lynn; 

A bill (H. R. 7) granting a pension to Thomas B. Walsh; 

A bill (H. R. 7344) granting a pen-ion to Henrietta Waldron; 

A bill (H. R. 9178) granting a pension to Jane Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 10109) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Leach; and 

A bill (H. R. 8755) granting a pension to Mary A. McCool. 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Commiitee of 
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the Whole House with amendments, were severally taken up, the amend- SENATE. 


ments concurred in, the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed and . is 
read a third time;and being engrossed, they were a dingly read the } MonDAY, O rj1,18 . 
third time, and passed ae ; ' , 


A bill (H. R. 7683) granting an increase of pension to Hugh B: 
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roll; ; 

A bill (H. R. 9 granting a pens Joseph | ns 

A bill (H. R. 2667) tor the relief of How : ee ree F 

A bill (H. R. 6334) for the ief of Isanc Roshon; and ten mn ' 

} ~ \ (Ss. 1 t r f I ard i l D We 
A bill (H. R. 9173) granting a pension to Mary J. Drak 
re . — = 4 | iis 0) fort ¢ 1» 1). A Ss 
lhe title of the latter bill was led so as to ¢ f » th : ts : ' 
A bi Ss dd the reltel ¢ Da | ‘ \ 
as passed. ) ap 
™ , . A | Ss O44 ut ng t C ( ireasury t ile 
SENATE BILLS PA ) : 
und settle the a mnt of James M. W the United st 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee o! i to pay said W ‘ t ( a 
the Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered to a ereon 
third reading, read the third time, and passed 4 bill (S. 1101 i to J el A. Sinkinson 

A bill (S. 122) granting a pension to Samuel Lane | A bill (S. 1500 pension to Margaret M. Milles 

A bill (S. 2321) granting a pension to John V. Hennessey; A bill (S. 1582 he estate of | en Govaux 

A bill (S. 3306) granting a pension to Mary K. Richards A 1 (8. 1591 ‘ ension to Madison M. M 

A bill (S. 1766) granting a pension to Stephen Butler; d 

A bill (S. 654) granting a pension to Caroline Motz; A bill (S. 1668) for the re] A.M. We 

A bill (S. 3208) granting a pension to William S. Bradshaw; and A bill (S. 1958) granting an of pension to Eleanor B. Good- 

\ bill (S. 2606) granting a pension to John B. Timberman. fellow: 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of A bill (S. 2201) for the relief of Laura E. Maddox, widow and ex- 
the Whole House with amendments, were severally taken up, the | eeytrix, and Robert Morrison, executor, of Joseph H. Maddox 
amendments concurred in, ordered to a third reading, read the third | eeaced 
time, and passed: 4 bill (S. 2346) granting an increase of pen 1 to Jennie Hart M 

A bill (S. 3141) granting an increase of pension to Jonas Doering inv: 

A bill (S. 1264) granting a pension to Martha V. Coleman; and 4 bill (S. 2411) for the relief of C. A. Wi d others: 

A bill (S. 330) granting a pension to Manon Vangordon. A bill (S. 2675) granting an increase o ension to Lieut. James R. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the several votes by whi the | Durham: 
bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House were passed A bill (S. 2711) restoring Phebe McLaughlin to the pension-r 

; ' 





and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 


The 1: 
The SPEAKER 


House stands adjot 


itter motion was agreed to. 


The hour of 10.30 having arrived, the 
irned until Monday, October 1, 188, at 12 o’clock m 


py 0 le mp ve. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REI 


Under the rule } 


wrivate bills of the following titles were introduced 


and reterred as indicated below 


By Mr. C. L. 
to Sarah McClenac 


By Mr. BRYCE: 


ANDEKSON: A bill (H. R. 11526) granting a pensiorx 





han—to 
A bill (H. R. 11527) to establish li 





western end of Coney Island, New York—to the Committee on Com 


merce. 


By Mr. McRAE: 


A bill (Hf. R. 11528) for the relief of Alice E. Rob- 


ertson—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. M. A. S 
tezuma Canal Cor 
certain public lan 


) 


mittee on the Pul 


The following 1 
under the rule, an 
By Mr. BRUMA 
of Pennsylvania, f 


Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor T: 


By Mr. BUCHA 


in behalf of House bill 10320, to prevent the adulteration of food—to 


the Committee on 


By Mr. LEE: Papers in the war claim of Elizabeth D. and Anna S. 
Frobel—to the Committee on War Claims 


By Mr. LIND: 


Minn., thanking th 


in Congress for sec 
way mail service 


and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. LODGE: 


zens of Kansas, t 
Federal Governme 
Claims. 

By Mr. WASHI 
Thomas J. Hyde, 


County, Tennesse: 


to the Committee 


The following petition for the } 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, was received and referred 


to the Committee 


By Mr. HITT: Of T. Oscar Johntson 


gon, Ill. 


MITH: A bill (H. R. 11529) granting to the Mon- 
npany the privilege of constructing a reservoir on 
is in Arizona, and for other purposes—to the Com 


lic Lands. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


etitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 


d referred as follows 


[: Petition of 13 citizens of the Thirteenth district 
or prohibition in the District of Columbia—to tl 
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NAN: Petition of Medford Grange, of New Je! 


Agriculture. 


Resolution of the Chamber 
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e Postmaster-Ge1 ta delegation | 

L1 ] | 

uring the establis division of rail- | 
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at that city—to 
Petition of Mrs. Katie Sprage and 36 others, citi 
») remunerate Anna Ella Carroll for services to the | 
nt during the late war—to the Committee on War 


NGTON: Petition of Mrs. Elizabeth Hyde, widow of | 





» . : . > . ' 

and of heirs of Mrs. Susanna Harwell, of Davidson.| 
s, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims 

on War Claims. 
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1d 57 others, citizens of Ore- | 


referred the bill (S. 1866 
vithout amendment. 


nvoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the Italian Gov- 


1y Italian residents of Washington. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of Robert S. D residing 
n Santa Cruz, Cal., prayin ted relief for losses suffered by 
1is father in the war of 18 e ¢ S¢ I f certain timber and 
imber in the province of I move t eference of the peti- 


on to the Committee on ¢ 
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A bill (S. 2720) granting a pension to John b. Ross 

A bill (S. 2836) granting a pension to William E. Taylor; 
A bill (S. 2838) granting an increase of pension to Betsey A. Mower 
A bill (S. 2887) granting a pension to George H. Johnson; 

A bill (S 5) restoring the right of pre-emption to Alionso Rober 


pension to Sarah A. Wood 








granting restoration 


re- 


4 bill (S. 3471) to authorize the construction of bridges across the 


ntucky River and its tributaries by the Louisville Southern Railroad 
mpany ; 

A bill (H. BR. 10934) to authorize the 
ship maps or piats remaining on hand in bis office 
bill (H. kK. 11101) to include Sapelo Sound, Sapelo River 
d in the Brunswick collection district in the State of Georgia 

1 (H. R. 1923) providins 


Secretary of the Interior to sell 
and S ipe lo 


g for the establishment of a life-saving 
n at the harbor of Kewaunee, Wis., and at other places herein 

i and 

A Inll (H 


R. 10068) granting a pension to Lieut. Starkey R. Powell. 
BUST OF GARIBALDI. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has received from the 


nment a communication requesting the President pro tempore to 
iaint the Senate with the action of the prime minister of Ita 

knowledging with gratitude on behalf of that nation the preamble 
1d resolution of the Senate accepting the bust of Garibaldi presented 








or 
~ 





Che motion was agreed to 
Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of Mrs. Sarah E. Miller, of é 
ipe Girardeau, Mo., praying for a pension; which was referred to the 
mmittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of R. B. Reynolds and 35 other 
tizens of Grand Traverse, Mich., pra 





ymmittee on Interstate 


Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee Military Af ulrs. to whom 

is referred the bill (H. R. 10869) to construct , 

C., to the national cemetery adjacent thereto, reported it wit! 
ndment, and submitted a report there« 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 

for the relief of Enoch Davis, reported it 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom wa 


rred the bill (H. R. 9151) to forfeit certain lands granted to the North- 
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‘ velic hal ( nd for other purposes, reported it with 
! ndy t 
PA DDOt the Committee on Pens} to whom were re- 
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' ° 1 ft t¢ 
. itol 1 
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\ L(H. R. 9% I ' ston to J 1 Wallace 
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M ER, ) ind Post-] 
l e refer! 1 severally wit 
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ll (H. RR. RA f f ‘ 
Mr, WILSON, of Jowa, m the Committee on the Judiciary, t 
rre«d the | (H. IR. 8053) to extend the time for the: 
f tion of school 1 » Bea rt County, South Carolina, reported 
t without amendment. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
to extend the time for the redemption of school farms in Beau- 


South ¢ and the bill 


was postponed 


County, arolina, reported adversely thereon; 
indefinitely. 

EPOR OF ¢ 
MANDERSON. 1 


to report favorably without 


MMISSIONER OF L 


by the Committee on Printing 
oint resolution (H. R 


Lrcs. 


ABOR 


am directed 
amendment the j 





10) authorizing the printing of the third annual report of the ¢ 
missioner of Labor, and I ask for its present consideration. 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read at 
length for information, subject to objection. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed 39,000 copies, in cloth binding, of the third an- 
nual report of the Commissioner of Labor; 26,000 copies for the use of members 
ot the House of Representatives and 13,000 copies for the use of members of the 

ec, 2. That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary to 
the cost of the ation of said report, is hereby appropriated out of 
money in the T: ‘y not otherwise appropriated 





uy unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Che joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third rea Son: and was read the third time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely want to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Printing whether it is clear, as I suppose it to be, that the 
appropriation at the end of the clause directing the Public Printer to 
appropriating $25,000, or so much as may be neces- 
sary to pay forit, is in its expe uditure to be limited by the same laws 
which are now in force regarding the printing of public : documents, and 
the vouchers to undergo the same scrutiny at the Treasury Depart- 
ment. If this were in a general appropriation bill this would be clear 


do this work and 





enough; but right in connection with the work, directing the Public 
Printer to « and appropriating so much money as may be necessary 
u p25, Oi to ke the inquiry. There ought not to 
) ’ 
> Vv « 

r. MA ink any general law would certainly gov- 





ern this spe I do not see why it woul not. Itis in the 
u | form oviding for special printing is self-appropri- 
ti 1at has been followed from time immemorial. 
! sed. 
PUBLIC LAND AND PENSION DECISIONS 
MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to vorably, with an amendment, the joint resolution (H. Res. 
10] viding for the printing of decisions of the Department of the 
] regarding public lands and pensions, for sale. I ask for its 
present consideration 
rhe PRESIDENT ' The joint resolution will be read at 
leneth for informati 
ir. EDMUNDS. Subject to objection. 
rhe Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 
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lved , That the Public Printer be, and he reby, auth orized and 





is he 


directed to sins from the stereotype plates, and to bind in full ‘shee p, 1,000 cop- 
| ies cac = of volumes 1 to 7 of dee isions of the De partment of the Interior relating 
; 7 





to publie lands, and of volumes 1 and 2 of decisions of the 





Department of the 
































li r ‘rela iting to pensions, to be sol ld by tl ecretary of the Interior in ac- 
cordance ith the provisions of joi nm approved rch 3, 1887, pr 
ng f sale of public docum led, That one « ich d 
be delivered without cost nember of the ‘ 
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t resolution 
itt be »p ed ] ther m be x 
v1 Unit i y 
the } e of ca Tos I % r s t res« 
[ANDERSON | f mal t} int res 1 
propriating 
ir. EDMUND Ss United Sta lreas 
l is not necessary 
Mr. MANDERSON. That is surp ige, I presume. Those words 
iy be stricken out. FE 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be modified 
1g ted, if there be no o tion 
rhe ndment as modified was i to. 
lr it re ylution was reported to he } ite as 1ended, and the 
i ent oncurred in. 
| en nt was ordered to be « ssed est * 
to be read a d time. 
Che joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. e 
Mr. MANDERSON. Ilamalso directed by the Committee on Print x 
m was referred the joint resolution Rh. 43) providing for 
le printing of decisions of the De partment of the Interior regarding 
public lands and pensions for sale, to report it back adversely, with a 





recommendation that it be indefinitely postponed it am 
character as the House joint ee just pass: 
he report was agreed to, and the joint resolution postponed indefi 
niiel 
SMITHSONIAN AND NATIONAL MUSEUM REPORTS. ; 
Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, e 
to whom was referred a House concurrent resolution for the printing of : 
the report of the Smithsonian Institution and of the National Museum 
for the years 1886 and 1887, to report it favorably without amendment. 
T } 


1 ask l¢ 3 present con sideration. 
1 


Che concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
f to, as follows: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 


printed of the report of the Smithsonian Institution and of the National Museum 


ior the years ending June 30, 1886 and 1887,in two octavo volumes foreach year 
16,000 extra copies of each, of which 3,000 copiesshall be for the use of the Senafe, 
00 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 7,000 copies for the use of 
the Smithsonian Institution. 
MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. 
Mr. CULLOM. ‘I am directed by the Committee on Commmneres ¢ to 
report back the bill 1786) to regulate appointments in the Ma: 





Hospital Service of the United States, which has been amended by the 
House of Representatives, with the recommendation that the Senate 
refuse to concur in theamendment. Iask that the Senate non- 
in the amendment of the House and request a conference. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear it read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The bill will be read at lei 
information, with the amendment of the House of Rey presenta 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The amendment of the House of R 


bill: 


concur 


agth for 
ives. 





epreseniatives was to add to the 








Provided further, That nothing herein contained all to the office of 
Supervising Surgeon-General of Marine-Hospital Servi ippointment 
hall be as now regulated by law. 
The PRESIDENT proitempore. The Committee on Commerce rei 
4 
ommend that the Senate disagree to the amendment and ask for a con- 





ference with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That subj ect was before the Senate once he 
fore a nd is a good deal involved. Itis a complicated subject as 
bill and the amendment have it, and I wom it ought to be somewhat 
comanea by the Senate on the sous mendment before v 


Therefore I obje t to; its D resent con 


ret o- 
TeLo 


the 
A 


€ go into 


a couference. sideration. 








Mr. CULLOM. I simply des I have no objection 
that course. The chairman of ittee on Commerce, who 
absent, is very much interested in the bill, and if there is to] 
controversy about it, I should rather it would not be « lered unt 


he returns. 
The PRESI DENT 3 j 
placed on the Calendar 


Commerce. 


tempore, The bill 


with the recommendatic 


and amen dm 
m of f the Cc 


Of 


AMERICAN ER 
I am directed by the Committee on P 


GROC IATION. 


Mr. 





SAWYER. ost-Office 


Post-Roads to report favorably, without amendment, the bill (H. kh. 
i ~? 
5248) for the relief of the American Grocer Association of the city oi 


New York, and to submita report thereon. I ask for the present con- 
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call it up to-morrow. he { 
Mr. PLUMB. TheSenator may huve the luxury of bringing up this | 
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A bill (H. R. 11227) for the relief of Henry Setzer; and 

A bill (H. R. 11495) for the relief of George H. Owen. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

bill (S, 122) granting a pension to Samuel Lane; 
bill (S. 317) tor the relief of William A. Bevens; 
bill (S. 602) tor the relief of James Millinger; 
bill (S. 654) granting a pension to Caroline Motz; 
bill (S. 1766) granting a pension to Stephen Butler; 
bill (S. 2321) granting a pension to John V. Hennessey; 
bill (S. 2563) to compensate Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer for important 
services rendered the military authorities in 1864 at Deer Creek: Station, 
Wyoming; 

A bill (S, 2606) granting a pension to John B. Timberman; 

A bill (8. 3098) concerning the settlement of the boundary lines be- 
tween Connecticut and Khode Island; : 

A bill (S. 3208) granting a pension to William 8. Bradshaw; and 

A bill (S. 3506) granting a pension to Mary K. Richards; 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills each with an amendment, in which the concurrence of the 
Senate was requested: 

A bill (S. 307) for the relief of Margaret Kennedy; 

A bill (S. 350) granting a pension to Manon Vangordon; 

A bill (8S. 1264) granting a pension to Martha V. Coleman; and 

A bill (S. 3141) granting an increase of pension to Jonas Doering. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ment to the joint resolution (S. R. 110) in aid of the sufferers from 
yellow fever disagreed to by the Senate, agreed to the conierence asked 
hy the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. BURNES, Mr. CLEMENTS, and Mr. RYAN managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills of the House: 

A bill (H. R. 4039) granting a pension to Mary A. Pfeiffer; and 

A bill (H. R. 10881) granting a pension to Nancy J. Cotner. 


>> > > > > > 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The messaye also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 7410) for the relief of settlers upon Old Camp Sheridan 
military reservation; and 

A bill (H. R. 10060) prescribing the times for sales and for notice of 
sales of property in the District of Columbia for overdue taxes. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Congress: 


I have this day approved House bill No. 11336, supplementary to an act enti- 
tled An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,” approved 
the 6th day of May, 1882. 

It seems to me that some suggestions and recommendations may properly ac- 
company my approval) of this bill, 

Its object isto more effectually accomplish by legislation the exclusion from 
this country of Chinese laborers. 

The experiment of blending the social habits and mutual race idiosyncracies 
of the Chinese laboring classes with those of the great body of the people of the 
United States has been proved by the experience of twenty years, and ever since 
the Burlingame treaty of 1868, to be in every sense unwise, impolitic, and inju- 
rious to both nations, With the lapse of time the necessity for its abandonment 
has grown in force, until those having in charge the governmentof the respect- 
ive countries have resolved to modify and sufficiently abrogate all those features 
of prior conventional arrangements which permitted the coming of Chinese 
laborers to the United States. 

in modification of prior conventions the treaty of November 17, 1880, was con- 
cluded, whereby, in the first articie thereof, it was agreed that the United States 
should at will regulate, limit, or suspend the coming of Chinese laborers to the 
United States, but not absolutely prohibit it; and under this article an act of 
Congress approved ou May 6, 1882 (see volume 22, page 55, Statutes at Large), 
and amended July 5, 1884 (volume 23, page 115, Statutes at Large), suspended 
for ten years the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States, and regu- 
laied the going and coming of such Chinese laborers as were at that time in 
the United States. 

It was, however, soon made evident that the mercenary greed of the parties 
who were trading in the labor of this class of the Chinese population was prov- 
ing too strong for the just execution of the law, and that the virtual defeat of 
the object and intent of both law and treaty was being fraudulently accom- 
plished by false pretense and perjury, contrary to the expressed will of both 
Governments. 

To such an extent has the successful violation of the treaty and the laws 
enacted for its execution progressed that the courts in the Paciffe States have 
been for some time past overwhelmed by the examination of cases of Chinese 
laborers who are charged with having entered our ports under fraudulent cer- 
tificates of return or seek to establish by periury the claim of prior residence. 

Such demonstration of the inoperative and inefficient condition of the treaty 
and law has produced deep-seated and increasing discontent among the people 
of the United States, and especially with those resident on the Pacitic coast. 
This has induced me to omit no effort to find an effectual remedy for the evils 
complained of, and to answer the earnest popular demand for the absolute ex- 
clusion of Chinese laborers having objects and purposes unlike our own, and 
wholly disconnected with American citizenship. 

Aided by the presence in this country of able and intelligent diplomatic and 
consular officers of the Chinese Government, and the representations made from 
time te time by our minister in China under the instructions of the Department 
of State, the actual condition of public sentiment and the status of affairs in the 
United States has been fully made known to the Government of China 

The necessity for remedy hasbeen fully appreciated by that Government, and 
in August, 1886, our minister at Peking received from the Chinese foreign Office 
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a communication announcing that China, of her own accord, proposed to es- 
tablish a system of strict and absolute prohibition of her laborers, under heavy 
penalties, from coming to the United States, and likewise to prohibit the return 

| to the United States of any Chinese laborer who had at any time gone back to 

China “in order” .in the words of the communication) “that the Chinese la- 

borers may gradually be reduced in number and causes of danger averted and 

lives preserved,.”’ 

This view of the Chinese Government, so completely in harmony with that 
of the United States, was by my direction speedily formulated in atreaty draught 
between the two nations, embodying the propositions so presented by the Chi- 
nese foreign office. 

The deliberations, frequent oral discussions, and correspondence on the gen- 
eral questions that ensued have been fully communicated by me to the Senate 
at the pre-ent session, and, as contained in Senate Executive Document 0, 
parts | and 2, and in Senate Executive Documen: No. 272, may be properly re 
| ferred to as containing a complete history of the transaction. 

It ix thus easy to learn how the joint desires and unequivocal mutual.under 
standing of the two Governments were brought into articulated form in the 
treaty, which, after a mutual exhibition of plenary powers from the respective 
Governments, was signed and concluded by the plenipotentiaries of the United 
States and China at this capital on March 12 lust. 

Being submitted for the advice and consent of the Senate, its confirmation, 
on the 7th day of May last, was accompanied by two amendments, which that 
body ingrafted upon it. 

On the 12th day of the same month the Chinese minister, who was the pleni- 
potentiary of his Government in the negotiation and the conclusion of the 
treats,in a nole to the Secretary of State gave his approval to these amend- 
ments, ‘as they did not alter the terms of the treaty,’ and the amendments 
were at once telegraphed to China, whither the original treaty had previously 
been sent immediately after its signature on March 12. 

On the 13th day of last month I approved Senate bill No, 3304, ‘‘to prohibit 
the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States.’’ This bill was intended 
to supplement the treaty, and was approved in the confident anticipation of an 
early exchange of ratifications of the treaty and its amendments and the proc- 
lamation of the same, upon which event the legislation so approved was by its 
terms to take effect, 

No information of any definite action upon the treaty by the Chinese Govern- 
ment was received until the Zlst ultimo—the day the bill which I have just ap- 
proved was presented to me—when a telegram from our minister at Peking to 
the Secretary of State announced the Tefusa! of the Chinese Government, to ex- 
change ratifications of the treaty, unless further discussion should be had with 
a view to shorten the period stipulated in the treaty for the exclusion of Chinese 
laborers, and to change the conditions agreed on, which should entitle any 
‘ hinese laborer who might go back to China to return again to the United 
States. 

By a note from the chargé d’affaires ad interim of China to the Secretary of 
State, received on the evening of the 25th ultimo (a copy of wich is herewith 
transmitted, together with the reply the reto), a third amendment is proposed, 
whereby the certificate, under which any departing Chinese laborer alleging 
the possession of property in the United States would be enabled toreturn to 
this country, should be granted by the Chinese consul instead of the United 
States collector, as had been provided in the treaty. 

The obvious and necessary effect of this last proposition would be practically 
to place the execution of the treaty beyond the control of the United States 

Article I of the treaty proposed to be so materially altered had,in the course 
of the negotiations, been settled in acquiescence with the request of the Chinese 
plenipotentiary and to his expressed satisfaction. 

In 1886, as appears in the documents heretofore referred to, the Chinese for- 
eign office had formally proposed to our minister strict exclusion of Chinese 
laborers from the United States without limitation ; and had otherwise and more 
definitely stated that no term whatever for exclusion was necessary, for the 
reason that China would of itself take steps to prevent its laborers from com- 
ing to the United States. 

In the course of the negotiations that followed suggestions from the same 
quarter led to the insertion in behalf of the United States of a term of ‘thirty 
years,” and this term, upon the representations of the Chinese plenipotentiary, 
was reduced to “twenty years,”’ and finally so agreed upon. 

Article LI was wholly of Chinese origination, and to that alone owes its pres- 
ence in the treaty. 

And it is here pertinent to remark that everywhere in the United States laws 
for the collection of debts are equally available to all creditors without respect 
to race, sex, nationality, or place of residence, and equally with the citizens or 
subjects of the most favored nations and with the citizens of the United States 
recovery can be had in any court of justice in the United States by a subject of 
China, whether of the laboring or any other class. 

No disability accrues from non-residence of a plaintiff whose claim can be en- 
forced in the usual way by him or his assignee or attorney in our courts of 
justice. 

In this respect it can not be alleged that there exists the slightest discrimina- 
tion against Chinese subjects, and it is a notable fact that large trading firms 
and companies and individual merchants and traders of that nation are profit- 
ably established at numerous points throughout the Union, in whose bands 
every claim transmitted by an absent Chinaman of a just and lawful nature 
could be completely enforced. ; 

The admitted and paramount right and duty of every government to exclude 
from its borders all elements of foreign population which for any reason retard 
its prosperity or are detrimental to the moral and physical health of its people, 
must be regarded as a recognized canon of international law and intercourse. 
China herself has not dissented from this doctrine, but has, by the expressions 
to which I have referred, led us confidently to rely upon such action on her 
part in co-operation with us as would enforce the exclusion of Chinese laborers 
from our country. 

This co-operation has not, however, been accorded us. Thus from the unex- 
pected and disappointing refusal of the Chinese Government to confirm the 
acts of its authorized agent and to carry intoeffect an international agreement, 
the main feature of which was voluntarily presented by that Government for 
our acceptance, and which had been the subject of long and careful delibera- 
tion, an emergency has arisen, in which the Government of the United States 
is called upon to act in self-defense by the exercise of its legislative power. I 
can not but regard the expressed demand on the part of China for a re-exami- 
nation and renewed discussion of the topics so completely covered by mutual 
treaty stipulations, as an indefinite postponement and practical abandonment 
of the objects we have in view, to which the Government of China may justly 
be considered as pledged 

The facts and circumstances which I have narrated lead me, in the perform- 
ance of what seems to me to be my official duty, to join the Congress in dealing 
legislatively with the question of the exclusion of Chinese Jaborers, in lieu of 
further attempts to adjust it by international agreement. 

But while thus exercising our undoubted right in the interests of our people 
and for the general welfare of our country, justice and fairness seem to require 
that some provision should be made by act or joint resolution, under which 
such Chinese laborers as shall actually have embarked on their return to the 
United States before the passage of the law this day approved, and are now on 
their way, may be permitted to land provided they have duly and lawfully ob- 
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Mr. SHERMAN I mov i messag t | lent 
printed and referred to the Com i 1 Relations, a 
| see that the only subject-matter of lenda I ‘ 
tion has been already acted upon in the Senate; that 
alrea been made in tl priat ) t 
appropriation for the payment of damages done to ¢ 1 
some time ago. Still I move that the 1 ige be ted 
ferred to the Co iittee on Foreign Rela ° 

Mr. HALI { wish to say in regard tothe ropriat 
ate covering the item referred to in the Presid rie i I 1 t 

ipbject ys 1 cont € y t ecu 
House 

Mr. SHERMAN, Asa t f cou e Sena 

d upon that subje ivora! I pose } v t 1essa 
t President, it « y aw re ¢ ito ! s ees to make 
li ippropri on complete I ta it a tm ( is 

f e polit Ll organization of He t é of tl 
message of the President, that the consent w a. il 
was In doubt before l hope, howeve there W | be no controve 

bout that, as I th ith Houses have passed ita itio 
l t Senate, once ‘ efo nt l | 

in appropriation for paying Gamages and injuries done to ( 
subjects in the riots in Wyoming and elsewhere. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not rise to say anything on the question « 
erence. I think, however, the chairman of the Co iittee on Fore 
Relations is in error in supposing that the only recor ition « é 
President is the payment of indemnity to ¢ na I understood 





message as it was read to recommend immediate legislation by b 
} 








joint resulution to authorize the landing of Chinese laborers who 
now on their way from China to the ports of the I ted States wv 
certificates which have been I United Stat » land 
withstan:ling the bill. In other hile the President has aj; 


7 he right of Chinese la 
out of the country with certificates to comeinto the United States again, 
although they may be on their way to this country, I understand him 
to recommend immediate legislation by bill or joint resolution to au 
thorize the landing of such Chinese 

I say this merely to correct what I suppose to be a m 


<4 


proved the bill which cuts off entire 


nderstand 


ing of the message by the chairman of the committee, not expressil 





apy opinion as to the desirability of the legislation. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to suggest to the Committee o: 
Foreign Relations that there are more urgent matters connected with 
the importation of Chinese than those suggested by the President. | 
see by the papers and learn from tourists who have been passing over 
the Canadian Pacific Railroad it is estimated that about a thousand 
Chinaman a day are coming into New York by the Canadian Pacific 
with what they claim to be certificates allowing them to enter the United 
States, but whatare presumably manufactured documents. I also see 
by the papers that a large number of Chinese are entering the United 
States daily by way of Mexico through El Paso. For that reason I 
have introduced a bill which seems to me to be urgent. If we are to 
have the Chinese excluded we must have a law which will protect our 
borders on the north and the south, or they will continue to come as 
they have been coming heretofore. 

As to those who have started, there can not be a very large number 
who have started since the legislation has taken place. It has been 
over a month since the bill passed the House of Representatives, and 
it was telegraphed to China undoubtedly, and the steam-ship companies 
understood that the bill was pending. There ought not to be any 
Chinese on the way now who were not notified, and I do not think that 
suggestion needs immediate attention at all. 
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If we should pass a law of the kind suggested by the President no | 


man can estimate the number of Chinese who would come in under it, 
because they would be somewhere on the way for a year or two before you 
could get them stopped. We tried that experiment on the previous- 
residence business. In 1880 a treaty was adopted restricting Chinese 
immigration. No law was passed until 1882, two years having inter- 
vened. The treaty provided that those who went away might return, 
and the law allowed all to return who had left the country after 1880 


and before 1882, when the Jaw was passed, on the ground of previous | 


residence; and they have been coming in every day. Every steamer 
has been loaded with previous residents ever since, and I suppose if it 
went on for fifty years there would be a steamer load of previous resi 
dents every time a steamer came from China 

I do not believe that it is necessary to op 
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Democratic newspaper, which, in closing the article upon this transac- 
tion, has the following words: 
The sound Democratic doctrine is that all tl posts under a Federal adn 
tration should be held by Democrats. Mr. ‘Endic tt is now at the halfway 
| house to this position. Perhaps he has got even further than that, since t) 
Bencét order was issued. We welcome Hon. William Crowningshield Endicott 
on his march to the ranks of the great, happy, andinvincible army of spoilsn 





rhis order has but one explanation, that is the explanation which has | 
be f lent, as we are told, that the pressure by Demo- 
c ir more place more public plunder, for more appointments 
W o great that even this conservative Department and this conserva- 
ti ecretary yielded 

how that I have not introduced this resolution without justifica- 
ithout w wnt, | ask that the Secretary shall read from what 
irked in the paper I il to the desk as the explanation given by 
‘ il Be toa un who visited him on the first report that 
{ order had been d. This is General Benét’s explanation: 
ihe Secure read 0 y 
da I re the ite of this cir rl was led to the office of the Sec- 
of W ir. } tt sta l to ut had received many urgent 
} from ry pro nent De -especially prominent and known 
t yuzghoutthe countr to have ns employed in the arsenals through- 
< country dismissed and Democr: pointed in their oe The Sec- 
I id lid not want to turn the service into a political macl , but that 
thing would have to be donetobring about a different c sndition of ‘affair sin | 
1 Ordnance Department He sai d that he would like to have Democrats ap- 
p ted whe ver Republicans were dismissed, and that the filling of positions 
( d by women and children should be recognized in the same political de- 
' those filledby men. lLrepliedto Mr, Endicott that I would fix the matter, 
ind immediately! wrot circularand sent it to Secretary Endicott for inspec- 
tion. The Secretary approved of it, and I had manifold copies made and sent 
to all of the commanders of the arsenals. In three or four instances the com- 
I ding officers wrote officia sen private letters to me—lI forget which—stating 
i they had made ireful canvasses of the employés, and they found that the 
mh rity of them were Democrats, and that if the object of my circular was to 
eg lize between the two parties the positions, there could be no equalization 
vor of the Democratic party. So, you will see, this circular, if the spirit of 
it as well he letter was o rved, the only effect would be in the employ- 
ment nd: the discharge of employés. 

Mr. HALE. There is one thing shown plainly by this explanation, 
and that is that under the conduct of affairs formerly, before this Ad- 
ininistration came into power, the places in the arsenals and armories 
were never the subject of political reward or politic: al preferment. I 
know enathing about those place They have beer 1an accepted and 
fitting refuge largely for old soldiers in the armies of the Union and 
their sons and daughters, and widows, where women could be engaged 
in the work that is necessary about such public purposes. Nobody has 
objected; and I venture to say that in the years elapsing between t} 
e] of the war and the ith day of March, 1885, no question was ever 
asked as to the politics of any one of these old soldiers or his widow or 
children in these small positions. 

hey retired and were cared for in a moderate way at small pay by 
th vernment and were leading very peaceful and obscure lives as 
be aries of a Government that they had helped tosave. Ifin the 
land anywhere could be found a deserving class, a class that all men 
would say should not be molested, it was this class. They were out- 

of th filthy pool’’ of polities; they were far beyond the dis- 
tur r current that besets political life and political struggles; and 
essentially ‘ry reasonable man would say that no matter how thor- 
ough and omy vlete was the effort to remove Republicans and put ir 
Democrats, these were the people who should be left untouched. And 
yet, in the face of all this and of the statute which declares expressly, 
not only in such cases but in all appointments of Union soldiers, that 
they shall have the preference, this most searching, most pitiless quest 
of the Democratic party for more places has found more scope. 

‘hat it may be seen that I am not in this matter acting without 
proper authority and advice, I ask the Secretary to read, turning over 
the paper which I have sent to him,what a gentleman over his own 
name has written to the Indianapolis Journal as to the operation of 


the way, Mr. President, showing the haste with 
which this matter was conducted, has been in operation since its date 
in the year 1886. If the Secretary has the extract I have marked, I 
ask him to read it to show one only of the operations of this civil-serv- 
ice reform order! 
The Secretary read as follows: 

y sister, the widow of a wounded officer of volunteers,who served faithfully 
ing the war of the rebellion, had employment for herself and two daughters 


} 
order by 


th which, 


» 


dur 


at one of our largearsenals until about six months ago when they were called 
before the commanding officer and told that they could not have any more 
work from the Ordnance Department, When my sister asked the reason he in- 


formed her that he had learned that she and her daughters were Republicans. 
“Are we discharged for that reason only?’ she asked. He replied, “It is 
perlapsimproper for me toreply to that question; Ican only say that I am com- 
plying with confidential instructions received from the Chief of Ordnance.” 

| only learned of this a few days ago as a result of my sister’s application to 
me for means of subsistence, and on visiting her I found the above state of facts. 
One of the clerks who is in the office of the officer in charge of the arsenal, be- 
ing anintimate friend of the family,very kindly gave mea copy of this infamous 
production 

lo what depths of meanness may not a man descend who can thus,deliberately 
and secretly, persecute women and children? 

You may publish the circular and the letter, or take any other steps in the 


matter that may seem best to you. 
J.Q. ELLERY. 

Mr. HALE, Mr. President, I can not believe, owing to the kindness 
of heart and the good purposes which animate the Secretary of War, 
that he could have known of such a marked instance of political pro- 
scription as has been disclosed in the extract that has just been read. 
There is nothing in my acquaintance with him or in my knowledge of 
him that would lead me to believe that if he had knowledge of this 
transaction he would have justified it. 

But whether that be so or not it has been done under this order is- 
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sued from his Department. Whether he regrets it now or apologizes 
for it now Ido not know. Such an instance called to his attention 
must give him more or less reflection and discomfort. I can see no sat- 
isfaction that he can derive from the exposure of such a thing occurring 
in that Department unless it shall be in the way in which he is wel- 
comed to the ranks of the modern Democracy by a leading New Yo 


k 





That is the proclamation to-day, Mr. President. 


Mr. COCKRELL. From what paper is the Senator reading? 
Mr. HALE. From the New York Sun. That is the real und 


lying purpose and practice of the present civil-service reform Adminis- 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I understand the Senator f: 
Atl ansas [ Mr. BERRY | gave notice that he desired to address the § 
ate to-day, and I will only say a word or two, as I understand this 1 


lution is introduced this morning. Am I correct in that? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is correct. 
Mr. COCKRELL. [shall then ask that it may lie over until 


morrow morning, when we can discuss it a little more fuliy than \ 





can now, without infrir on the rights of the Senator from Ar- 
kansas, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understood the Senator was through. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; he has not commenced. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The ? RESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from M I 





yield to the Senator from New Hampshire ? 
Mr. COCKRELL. I yield. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I would like 
tion for a few moments. I will not 
Mr. COCKRELI If there is to be any discus 
this side. Ist ted why I would not undertake 


withd his « 

ssion it will cor it l 

to ¢ msume tim this 

morning in replying to the Senator from Maine, and that was that th: 
Senator from Arkansas had given notice that immediately after th¢ 
en 

r 


c ,+ . 
penator to 


the 
take over three 


ro 
heh 


minute 


conclusion of the morning business to-day he would address the Se 
ate; and now I object totheconsideration of this resolution now 
give an opportunity of talking on it to-morrow morni 
nswer fully the Senator from Maine and state for what the Dei 
party is responsible and for what it is not and what it ought to hay 
done long ago; but I will not take up the time to do it oa morning, for 
I see that it will lead to discussion and so the Senator from Arkansa 
will be displaced. So in courtesy to him I objec the present con 
sideration of the resolution. 
The PRESIDENT 
the rules. 
Mr. CHANDLER ares = Senator all 
Mr. COCKRELL. No; we are 
all unless both sides are heard, and your si 
Mr. CHANDLER. 
ator from Missouri 
enough. 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection having been 
resolution lies over under the rules, and will be printed. 
Mr. CHANDLER. That ends it for the present. 


IMPORTATION CONTA‘ 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair 
resolution coming over from a previous day. 

The Secretary read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
on the 27th ultimo: 

Resolved That the Committee on Epidemic Diseases are hereby instructed to 
consider and report before the adjournment of this session of Congress, by b 
or otherwise, such additional legislation as may be necessary or useful to pre- 
vent the importation of contagious or infectious disease from foreign count 
on the coasts and boundaries of the United States, and to prevent and sup pa 
it in the interstate commerce and from passing from one State to another, 
for the subsistence of such persons as may be detained by public authority tro 1 
places where there is danger of infection or contagion to other States. 

Mr. CALL. I should be very glad to have the Senate consider this 
resolution at the present time; but I am informed by the Senator from i 
Arkansas that he is prepared and desires to address the Senate at th | 
moment, and if it be agreeable to the Senator I would like consent th: 
this resolution may be taken up after the conclusion of his remarks 
and that he may proceed now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida asks 
unanimous consent that the pending resolution may be informally lai 
aside to enable the Senator from Arkansas to submit remarks on the 
unfinished business, to be resumed at the close of the observations 0! 
the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is the pending question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution in relation to the 
importation of contagious or infectious disease from foreign countries 
on the coasts and boundaries of the United States, ete. 
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Bismarck and Portland, being 36,000,000 acres, and some other lands 
included in the general land bill. 

The bill now before us, reported by the Republican majority of the 
Committee on Public Lands of the Senate, proposes only to forfeit that 
part from Wallulato Portland. The difference between the two Houses 
is that the Senate committee hold that Congress has no power to forteit 


any lands save and except those that lie opposite the portions of the | 


uncompleted road at the time of the passage of the act of forfeiture. 
The proposition of the House of Representatives is that as to all the 
lands opposite which the road was not completed within the time speci- 
fied in the granting act, at the expiration of that time, it is the duty of 
Congress to take trom the railroad and restore to the public at large. 
This is the difference between Mr. MCRAr’s bill and the one now pending. 

The majority of the Senate committee are in favor of the bill reported 
by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dotpn]. I agree with the Demo- 
cratic House of Representatives, that it is the duty of Congress not only 
to forfeit the lands included in this bill but also to forfeit all that por- 
tion of the land opposite the road that was not completed within the 
time specified by the act of Congress. 


day that the Supreme Court had repeatedly decided that Congress had 
no power to make this forfeiture. I assert to-day, and I state to the 
Senator now, that he can not produce any decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States to that effect. 
the district of Oregon, with Judge Field presiding, did decide. as stated 
by the Senator from Kansas; but the precise question as to whether or 
not Congress has power to forfeit lands where the roads are not com- 
pleted within the time specified in the granting act has not been belore 
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convince the country that the Republican party was not only the triend 
of the people aud the enemy of railroads, but that it was the enemy of 
The entire speech contained 
those two ideas, and he was seeking upon the question of the disposi- 
tion of the public lands to show that the Republican party had been 
the friend of the people and not the friend of the railroads. 

That Republican leaders and Republican Senators should come for- 


| ward to defend the acts and policy of Republican administrations when- 


ever and wherever it is possible to make defense is but natural; but 


| that one so familiar with the history of public Jands as the Senator from 


Kansas—and no one in the Senate is more so—should have the bold- 


| ness to stand in his place and justify such a record as has been made 
by his party in the disposition of the public domain is to mea great 


surprise. 
The record of that party upon this question from beginning to end 
shows a disregard of the rights of the people and asubserviency to cor- 


| porations that has no parallel even in the history of the Republican 
| party, and that party from its nature, character, and principles has 
| been, and is to-day, the friend, the champion, and the sworn ally of 
The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] said in his speech the other | 


It is true that the circuit court in | 


every combination, corporation, and trust that has for its object the 
accumulation of large tortunes by a few individuals at the expense of 
the mass of the American people. 
And yet the Senator from Kansas does not hesitate to declare that— 
The Democratic party has at all times sought to benefit the few atthe expense 


| of the many. 


the Supreme Court of the United States, and my information is that | 


there is no decision whatever apon it. 

Mr. President, this bill is brought forward by the Senator from 
Oregon with a great display of a desire to restore to the public domain 
the public lands of the country. 
one case where he can vote to take from railread corporations lands to 
which they were not entitled and give them back to the people of the 
country without injury to the road; but if any Senator or any citizen 
of the United States imagines that in the passage of this bill he is tak- 
ing anything that the Northern Pacific Kailroad Company attaches 
any value to, I wish to disabuse his mind at once. The Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company long since abandoned this portion of the road. 
They have long since announced their determination not to build it. 
Another railroad has been built along the line where this was to have 
been constructed. There is no intention on the part of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company ever to build the road or claim the lands 
proposed to be forfeited by the Senator from Oregon. They lay no 
claim whatever to the land; they do not expect it; and when this bill 
is passed, although the land is forfeited, it does not deprive them of 
one dollar or one cent to which they attach any importance whatever, 
because they do not intend to build the road. 

The Senator from Oregon some time since in a speech on this ques- 
tion said that the Republican party and he had for a long time past 
favored the forfeiture of all the lands opposite the uncompleted por- 
tions of railroads. Two years ago a bill to forfeit the lands granted to 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company was before the Senate, and at 
that time the Cascade branch was uncompleted and aconsiderable num- 
ber of acres, about three millions, of land lay along thatline where it 
was uncompleted and could have been forfeited; yet on the bill re- 
ported by the Committee on Public Lands of the Senate the Senator 
froma Oregon in both cases voted to exempt from that forfeiture those 
jands lying along the uncompleted portion of the Cascade branch of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad. 

I simply refer to this to show that the claim set up by the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] that the Republican party has been in 
favor of forfeiting lands that have been granted to these railroads is 
unfounded, and that whatever credit is due to any party for the for- 
feiture of these lands is due solely to the Democratic party. 


I will insert without reading, as part of my remarks, a table taken 
from the speech made by my colleague in the House, Mr. MCRAE, in 
which these forfeitures are set out, showing the amount restored under 
the Democratic administration: 





Land actually restored to the public domain, Acreage. 
Lands in granted railroad limits restored .............:.0cceeeseceereceeeneneeee 2, 108, 417, 38 
Railroad indemnity lands restored.,.................... ‘ 21, 323, 600. 00 
Private land claims; withdrawn lands restored. ...............:.01+e0e0. 76, 000. 00 


icntries under pre-emption, homestead, timber-culture, desert, | 
mineral, and timber land laws canceled in regular course of ex- 
amination and proceedings in General Land Office for abandon- 
ment, illegality, and other causes... ..............scs0000 
Invalid State selections, restored to United States, ............::.:scseeeee 


27, 460, 608. 74 
968, 747.52 


‘Total actually restored to the 


public domain and opened to 
SOURINT N GOUTNR III esc. ccnsneredansennataadoianeaininmenpaietel 


sseseeseee] 82,487, 973.59 


| 


"Mr. President, in the elaborate speech made by the Senator from 
Kansas some days ago his object and purpose seemed to be to try to 


He seems to take pride in finding | 


Mr. President, the Democratic party was organized to protect and 
defend the poor, the lowly, and the defenseless, and from that day 
until the present it has always been the champion and the friend of 
those who are compelled to labor for their daily bread. And the at- 
tempt to place the Republican party, with its record of the past twenty- 
five years upon the question of public lands, upon the ground always 
occupied by the Democratic party is beyond even the powers of the 
Senator from Kansas himself. 

‘The cardinal principle of the Republican party-—the fundamental 


| doctrine upon which it is based and without which it could not exist— 


is that it is the duty of the Government to force by law and by the 
strong handof power from the consumers of this country a large dona- 
tion of money to support in luxury and idleness, to which the great 
mass of the people are strangers, a comparatively few manufacturers, 
and the effect is to protect organized corporations and trusts, which, 
by combining with each other, are rapidly becoming stronger than the 
Government itself, and which, if not checked, will sooner or later dic- 
tate the price of the clothing and food for the entire American people. 
But in no part of the record of the Republican party has it been more 
clearly shown thatit is a friend of the corporations and not the friend 
of the people, as asserted by the Senator, than in its dealing with the 
public lands. But before I present the facts and figures of the two 
parties upon this question of the disposition of the public lands, I 
wish to answer some observations made by the Senator from Kansas 
upon some other points. 

The late Commissioner of the General Land Office, General Sparks, 
seems to have especially aroused not only the wrath of the Senator 
from Kansas, but that of most of the leaders of the Republican party, 
and they have applied to him every epithet of abuse that our language 
commands. I will simply say for General Sparks that while it may 
be true that he does not possess that judicial temper of mind, and did not 
always command that patience which is so necessary to the proper dis- 
charge of public duties, yet he deserves the lasting gratitude of the 
American people for the bold and fearless manner in which he placed 
himself between those who sought to illegally appropriate the public 
lands and honest home seekers. And thousands of bomestead settlers 
of the West will honor his name, and many of them will ne doubt love 
him, for the enemies he has made. 

The Senator from Kansas especially and particularly criticised Gen- 
eral Sparks for his order of April 3, 1885, suspending entries in the 
West. The order is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 

Orders Washington, April 3, 1585. 

Final action in this office upon all entries of the public lands, except private 
cash entries and such scrip locations as are not dependent upon acts of settle- 
ment and cultivation, is suspended in the following locations, namely: All west 
of the first guide meridian west in Kansas, all west of range 17 in Nebraska, 
the whole of Colorado, except Jands in the late Ute reservation, all of Dakota, 
Idaho, Utah, Washington, New._Mexico, Montana, Wyoming, and Nevada, and 
that portion of Minnesota north of the indemnity limits of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad and east of the indemnity limits of the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Mani- 
toba Railroad. In addition, final action in this office will be suspended upon 
ali timber entries under the act of June 3, 1878; also upon all cases of desert- 


land entries, , 
WM. A, J. SPARKS, Commissioner. 

One would infer from the remarks of the Senator from Kansas that 

this order was without precedent, and that prior to that time no Com- 

missioner had ever issued a general order of suspension. Yet we find 

Commissioner McFarland, on the 4th day of September, 1884—hce be- 

ing a Republican Commissioner under a Republican administratiou— 


issuing the following order: 
SEPTEMBER 4, 1834. 


Suspend all pre-emption and commuted homestead cutries in the Humboldt, 
Cal., land district. s 
N. C. McFARLAND, Commissioner. 
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And in August, 1883, and September, 1884, suspensions were ordered 
in Californiag in Oregon, in Washington Territory, and in New Mexico, 
which orders I here present: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, } 

Washington, D. C., September 17, 1884. 
Sir: In view of the fact that all timber-land entries in California which have 
not been examined by a special agent are suspended, awaiting such examina- 
tion, I deem it best to give you some instructions in regard to your investiga 
tions, so that the work can be facilitated and some ac’ion can be taken on the 
entries by this office at as early date as possible. 
> * . 


Respectfully, 


* + 


J.D. SMITH, Acting Commissione 
G. D. OrnneR, 
Special Agent General Land Office, San Francisco, Cal. 





DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE 
Washington, D. C., September 17, 1881 
Sir: In view of the fact that all timber-land entries in Oregon which have not 
been examined bya special agent are suspended, awaiting such examination, 
” * = » < > 


Respectfully, 


J. D. SMITH, Acting Commissione 
James A. McCormick, 
Special Agent General Land Office, Roseburg, Oregon. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAI LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., September 17, 1884 


Sin: In view of the fact that all timber-land entries in Vancouver, Wash., land 
district which have not been examined by a special agent are suspended, 
~ - * - * . * 


| 
Respectfully, , 
J.D. SMITH, Acting Commission 

S. P. C. STuBBs, 7 

Special Agent General Land Office, Vancouver, Wash. 
| 
| 
| 
j 
} 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 
} 
} 
| 
i 
} 
| 





Unirep States Lanp Orricr, Olympia, Wash., January 18, 1588, 

Sir: I very respectfully request that all the cash entries made upon pre-emp- 
tion declaratory statements in townships 16, 17, 18, 19, and 20 north, ranges 4, 5, 
6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 west of Willamette meridian be suspended and not patented un- 
till have had an opportunity to examine them. Please place all commuted 
homestead entries in same situation, as possibly fraudulent. The rainy season 
here at this time necessitates a postponement of the examination until some 
time later. Will you please notify, if consistent, the local office of your action, 
as it will enable me to secure testimony. 

Very respectfully, 





THOS, H. CAVANAUGH, Special Agent 
Hon. COMMISSIONER GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D.C. 


Action on within entries and townships may be suspended 
N. C. Mel 
relegram. | 
Las Cruces, N. Mex., August 15 ; 
COMMISSIONER GENERAL LAND OFFICE, } 
Washington, D. C. 
In my judgment all entries lying along Pecos River should be ordered sus 
pended till examination can be made. 
I am satisfied that they need careful investigation 
My address will be Santa Fé. My mail will be forwarded. 
EDDY, Special Agent. 
DrraARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., August 16, 1883 
Sin: Referring to your telegram of the 15th instant in relation to fraudulent 
entries along the Pecos River and recommending suspensions until investiga- 
tions can be made, I have to inform you that the action suggested by you has 
been taken. 
Very respectfully, 


IL, HARRISON, Acting Commissione 
H. H. Eppy, 
Special Agent General Land Office, Santa Fé, N. Me 


In referring to this order of suspension of General Sparks, the Sen- 
ator from Kansas endeavors to excite sectional feeling and sectional 
prejudices by saying, and that, too, right in the face of the order, 
‘*that the fraudulent line was drawn at the States recently in rebell- | 
ion,’’ when but a moment before he had read the order making an ex- | 
ception from said suspension of one-half of the Senator’s own State of | 
Kansas. I doubt if it will be pleasant to the Senator’s constituents in 
Eastern Kansas to learn that he confounded them in a speech made in | 
the United States Senate as ‘‘ falling in line with those recently in re- | 
bellion.”’ 

Another exception in said order embraces very nearly the castern 
half of Nebraska, and still the Senator from Kansas stands on this 
floor and coolly and deliberately charges in effect that the constituents of | 
the honorable Senators from Nebraska who live east of range 17, in said | 
State, ‘‘ fall within the line of the States recently in rebellion,”’ and yet | 
neither of the honorable Senators feels himself called upon to refute this | 

| 
| 
| 


imputation against their constituents. 
The result of the Senator’s statement is to show, also, thatall that por- | 
tion of Minnesota lying south of the indemnity limits of the Northern | 
Pacific Railroad and west of the indemnity limits of the St. Paul, Min- | 
neapolis and Manitoba Railroad, comprising about two-thirds of the | 
great State of Minnesota (and which was excepted in said order), ‘‘ falls | 
within the line of the States recently in rebellion.’’ The Senator had 
this order before him when he madethis statement. Why did he make | 
it? He had just read the order; had often read it before, no doubt. 
Then why stand upon this floor and charge the citizens of two-thirds 
of the loyal State of Minnesota as ‘‘ falling within the line of the States 
recently in rebellion?’’ It is making false history. The portion of 
lands open to entry, and excepted in said order, in the States not re- 
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cently in rebellion, is estimated to be more than equal, if not double, 
to the public lands in he States recently in rebellion,”’ and not in- 
cluded in said order; and yet the honorable Senator endeavors to mak« 
a sectional point out of this order. Fut in order to do so it must be 


of his own constituency, one-half of the citizens of Nebraska, and two- 
thirds of the citizens of Minnesota. 






I insert a statement showing the estimate of acres left open to set- 
tlement in the States named after the orderof April 3, 1885 
\XIMATE ESTIMATE OF ACRES LEFT OPEN TO SETTLEMENT IN THE STATES 
NAMED AFTER THE ORDER OF APRII Ss) 
Late Ute reservation in Colorado 1, 175, 40 
All lands east of first guide meridian in Kansas “i 24,525, 440 
All lands east of range 17 west (included), Nebrs a ] S2, 799 
All lands except lands north of indemnity limi Northern Pacific 
Railroad and east of indemnity limits of the St. Paul, Minneapolis 
and Manitoba Railroad, in Minnesota 7 1, 440 
82, 184,719 
Approximate estimate of acres of publie lands in five Southern 
States—Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Louisiana, and Mississippi 
undisposed of. 12, 965, 424 


Excess of lands open to settlement in Colorado, Kansas, Nebraska, 
and Minnesota over the estimated public lands in Alabama, Arkan- 
sas, Florida, Louisiana, and Mississippi, or five and one-third times 
as much, 


This statement shows that in those States which were loyal to the 
Union, and of which I have before spoken, 83,484,719 acres were ex- 
cepted from said order and left open to settlement, while the lands in 
the Southern. States which were excepted only amounted to 12,965,- 
424 acres, leaving an excess open to settlement in these loyal States of 
69,519,295 acres. 


To what great stress for political campaign material must the Sena 


69. 519, 205 


| tor be driven when he makes such reckless charges? He further 
| criticises the order because it did not apply to private cash entry, war- 


rant, and scrip locations. The Senator's experience must teach him 
that frauds in the acquiring of lands are not apt to be perpetrated in 
these classes of entries, as they amount to a sale by the Government 
to the citizen. The only question with them is as to the payment of 
the money or the genuineness of the warrants. No settlement, resi- 
dence, cultivation, or improvement is required, as is the case in home- 
stead, pre-emption, desert-land, and other entries. 

It is in the pretended compliance with these conditions where the 


frauds are perpetrated, and it was reported by Republican special 


agents that these conditions were not being complied with in many 
cases. In some of the instances the entrymen were mythical, in oth: 


| they were in the employ of large syndicates endeavoring to secure con- 


trol of large tracts of land in the Northwest for speculative purposes, 
controlling water privileges, getting possession of the most valuab! 
timber and coal land under the guise of home-seekers, using their paid 
hirelings to make the applications and do the swearing. Yet the Sen 
ator attempts to torture this order into an effort on the part of a Den 
ocratic Administration to discriminate against homestead-seekers and 





in favor of corporations. 

(nother inconsistency of the Senator is that he dwells upon this orde1 
of the late Commissioner of the General Land Ollice as evidence of his 
design and of that of the present Administration, todiscriminate agains 
the home seekerand in favor of the railroad. And yet before he clos 
his speech he charges that ex-Commissioner Sparks was deposed by th 
President, upon the advice of Secretary Lamar, hecause he was too 
greatly in favor of home seekers and too much opposed to railroads. 
This is blowing hot and cold with the same breath. When it is the 
Senator's purpose to incite the settlers against the present Administra- 
tion, he charges that they are not fairly treated when in conflict with 
railroad interests, and when he discovers that such a charge against 
Sparks can not be suStained, then he charges that the ex-Commissioner 
was deposed because he was too favorable to private settlers. 

Another charge against the Administration upon which the Senator 
dwells at great length is that special agents of the Land Office are em- 
ploye d—‘*spies,’’ he calls them and one would infer from his remarks 
that the present system originated under a Democratic organization, 


when as « matter of fact the system was begun under a Republican ad- 
ministration. The charge of widespread fraud in the acquiring of the 
public land did not originate with the late | missioner Sparks. 


And to prove this I only have to refer to Secretary Teller’s report to 
Congress, 1882, page 20; 1883, pages 30, 31, and 52; report of 1884 


pages 14, 15, 16, and 17 also Commissione! fe land’s report ol 
1882, pages 11 to 13. 
The special agent system, so unmercifully den (i by the Senator 


fi sided over, I 
belie ve, by one ot he friends of the Se nator tron Kunsas, w he n the 


Land Office, and 


rom Kansas, was found in fall-fledged condition, and pre 





present Administration took control of the Gen 
had been so organize.! because of the representati made by Sec1 

tary Teller and Commissioner McFarland of the widespread fraud 
that prevailed in the acquisition of the public lands by corporation 
and speculators and tne spoliation of valuable timber growing up 

the same. ‘This branch of the special service of the Gene Land 
Office as to timber stealing was inaugurated in 1582, and was not a de- 
vice inaugurated by a Democratic executive department to ‘* harass 
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and annoy the poor settler \t the incoming of the present Admin- 
istration there were already sixty-nine special agents inspecting these 
entries. 


They were appointed by a Republican administration, not only be- 
cause they were Republicans, but we will charitably suppose, as a mat- 
ter of course, they were thought to be men of honor and in- 
tegrity. And Inowrefer you to the several reports made by Republican 
special agents, appointed by a Republican Secretary. These will be 
found in the annual report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office of 1##5, pages 48 to 64. These reports were made by the Sen- 
ator’s political friends—some of whom, no doubt, were appointed upon 
his recommendation—and I desire to read here a short extract from 
Commissioner McFarland’s report, 1885: 

At the outset of my administration I was confronted with overwhelming evi- 
dences that the public domain was being made the prey of unserupulous spécu- 
lation and the worst forms of land monopoly through systematic frauds carried 


because 


on and consummated under the public laws. My predecessor had for three 
years called the attention of Cong ress to the extentand magnitude of fraudu- 






v 


lent appropriation of public land, and, as shown by g 
ports, bad found it necessary to suspend the issue of patents in several States 
aud Territories, cither wholly or in certain classes of entries and special dis- 
tricts of this country 

It would, therefore, appear that Commissioner Sparks was not the 
first Commissioner of the General Land Office to suspend entries in 
States or Territories wholly or in part. Andit was from these agents— 
appointed by a Republican Commissioner—from whom first came the 
charge of fraud against the entryman. And because the present Ad- 
ministration credited the former official representation of a Republican 
Secretary of the Interior, and a Republican Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, and the reports of Republican special agents, after 
they had made examinations in the field, and attempted with what 
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eneral and special re- | 
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preventing or obstructing any person from peace 
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PROCLAMATION BY THE PRESIDENT 


By the President of the United States of America, a proclamation : 


Whereas the public policy demands that the public domain sRall be reserved 
for the occupancy of actual settlers in good faith, and that our people who seek 
homes upon such domain shall in nowise be prevented by any wrongful inter- 
ference from the safeand free entry thereon, towhich they may be entitled: and 

Whereas to secure and maintain this beneficent policy, a statute was passed 
by the Congress of the United States on the 25th day of February, in the year 
1865, which declared to be unlawful all inclosures of any public landsin any State 
or Territory, to any of which lands ineluded within said inclosure the person 
party, association, or corporation making or controlling such inclosure had no 
claim or color of title, made or acquiredin good faith or an asserted right thereto 
by or under aclaim made in good faith, with a view to entry thereof at the 
proper land office, and which statute also prohibited any person by force, 
threats, intimidation, or by any fencing or inclosure or other unlawful means 
ably entering upon or estab- 





lishing settlement or residence on any tract of public land, subject to settlement 


nd from preventing 
? 


or entry under the public-land laws of the United States, a 
; and 

Whereas it is by the fifth section of said act provided as follows: That the 
President is hereby authorized to take such means as shall be necessary to re- 
move and destroy any unlawful inclosure of any of said lands, and to employ 
civil or military force as may be necessary for that purpose ;"’ and 

Whereas it has been brought to my knowledge that unlawful inclosures, and 
such as are prohibited by the terms of the aforesaid statute, exist upon the pub- 
lic domain. and that actual legal settlement thereon is prevented and obstructed 








| by such inclosures and force, threats, and intimidation : 


means it had at its command to eliminate these fraudulent entries from | 


the genuine ones, and to check such attempts in future, that now the 
cry is raised by the Senator from Kansas that the whole thing is ‘‘a 
device of this Administration to oppress honest settlers.’’ 

Mr. President, it is difficult to reconcile these reckless statements of 
the Senator from Kansas with the belief that I have always entertained, 
that the Senator desires to be fair and just. 

Having shown the origin of what the Senator from Kansas denomi- 
nates as the ‘‘spy system,’’ having referred to the representations of a 
Republican Secretary and a Repablican Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, officially made, as the reason for inaugurating the system, 
having read the official reports of Republican special agents, I now 
vish to submit and have read a statement compiled from the official 
records of the General Land Office as to what has been accomplished 
under the present Administration in the way of correcting fraudulent 


entries, removing unlawful inclosures of the cattle kings from the peo- | 
ple’s land, recovering money from wealthy syndicates, and for unlaw- | 


fully appropriating the people’s timber, a record of which any admin- 

istration may be proud. The statement shows as follows: 

Results accomplished in the timber-depredation branch of the special service, 
General Land Office, since March 4, 1885. 























Terelt edings recommended Civil Amount in- | Crimi- 
OR rocee + “COL i ‘i . 

a" , . - volved. nal. 
March 4, 1885, to June 30, 1885... 1) $215, 147. 83 61 
Sule 1, BOG, BO: SUMO DR, FOGG occiicvcs coctnvses cevcisntvers 275 5, 774, 272. 84 679 
July 1, 1886, to June 30, 1887. 222 | 2, 082, 236. 72 403 
July 1, 1887, to June 30, 1888 416 >, 620. 99 *1,419 

Potal... 954 11, 867, 278. 38 2, 652 


*Seven hundred and sixty-seven of the criminal prosecutions recommended 
for the last fiscal year were on complaints of individuals, 


Amount of judgments recovered; 
March 4, 1885, to June 30, 1885 (estimated).......... pas 
July 1, 1885, to June 30, 1886 (from official records) 
July 1, 1886, to June 30, 1887 (from official records) . .. 
July 1, 1887, to June 30, 1888 (from official records) ........ 


$30, 000. 00 
101, O86. 44 
128, 642.09 
128, 522. 64 
388, 251.17 


812.64. Crimi- 








Total amount recovered .............. pie 


mt recovered ..... ; sabusecabbnecigneeestuaten 

Civil suite pending June 30, 1888, 464; amount involved, $6,332, 
nal prosecutions pending, 604. 

This is but a short statement, but it shows that something at least 
has been accomplished by these special agents under Democratic rule, 
so unmercifully denounced by the Senator from Kansas. The state- 
ment shows that legal proceedings have been recommended involving 
$11, 867, It shows that judgments have already been recovered 
to the amount of $388,251.17. Itshows that proceedings are still pend- 
ing involving $6,332,812.64. And I wish to call the especial attention 
of the Senator from Kansas to the following statement: 

At the beginning of this Administration there were found of the pub- 
lic domain, inclosed by cattle companies and syndicates, without any 
authority of law, 7,224,070 acres, of which 1,452,060 acres were in 
Kansas alone, 

Commissioner McFarland had called attention to these trespasses 
on the public lands, but was powerless, it seemed, to remedy them. 
(See Land Office Reports 1882, 1883, 1884.) His special agents and 
local officers were given interests in the syndicates and took no action 
against them. 

President Cleveland promptly took hold of the subject, and by his 
proclamation of 1885 forever broke up this practice, and I ask to insert 
the proclamation as part of my remarks. 


or 


wi S.o5, 








Now therefore, |, Grover Cleveland, President of the United States, do hereby 
order and direct that any and every unlawfuli nelosure of the publie lands, m: 
tained by any person, association, or corporation, be immediately removed, 
I do hereby forbid any person, association, or corporation from preventing o: 
obstructing, by means of such inclosures, or by force, threats, or intimidation, 
any person entitled thereto from peaceably entering upon and establishing a 
settlement or residence on any part of such public land which is subject to entry 
and settlement under the laws of the United States; and I command and re- 
quire each and every officer of the United States, upon whom the duty is legally 
devolved, to cause this order to be obeyed, and all the provisions of the act or 
Congress herein mentioned to be faithfully enforeed. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and caused the seal of the 
United States to be affixed. 

Done at the city of Washington, this 7th day of 
ndence of the United States of Americn the 110t 


ih- 






August, 1885, and of the Ind 
pt h. 


GROVER CLEVELAND 


U. S. SEAL. | R 
By the President: 
T. F. BAYARD, 
Secretary of State. 
Ax rc 
At the end of the fiscal year 1888, of the public land there 
had been removed unlawful inclosuves from ‘ 1,500, 390 
There was in process of removal __-- . etteten ‘ 136, 896 
Total removed or being removed See te 4, 637, 286 
Acres 
Proceedings instituted for removal from.--- 585, 566 
Awaiting investigation and action ..----- 2, 001, 218 
; aatenilioniat 9 586 moO 4 
ws VU ‘ 
7, 224, 070 


In Kansas: 
Removals from ae : as 


’ .- 1,169, 560 
seing removed when last inspected 


« 5 } 
YO, 2UU 


1, 260, 060 

This Democratic Administration was mercilessly denounced by the 
Senator from Kansas for doing that which its Republican predecessors 
dared not do. It took by the throat these Western cattle syndicates 
and removed them from the people’s land and restored to the home- 


| seekers of the West almost 5,000,000 acres of land, and yet the Senator 
| says that the Democratic party has been the friend of the few rather 


than the friend of the many ! 

I further desire to submit the following responses from some of the 
registers and receivers of the General Land Office, principally in the 
Senator’s own State of Kansas, in response to a circular letter of in- 
quiry addressed to them by Commissioner Stockslager, June 6, 1883, 
‘They speak for themselves and need nocomment. The information 
will not alone prove instractive to the Senator from Kansas, but to 
many others also, and it will be very gratifying to the lovers of honesty, 
the enemies of fraud, and to the millions of homeless citizens, to learn 
that the time when, as under past administrations, wealthy syndicates 
and powerful corporations could and did monopolize little kingdoms 
of the people’s land intended for homes for the homeless is past, and 
that under the reform Administration of Grover Cleveland it has been 
checked, and that it, like many other evils that have grown upon our 
body politic as so many cancers eating at the vitals of the people, will 
soon be numbered with the things of the dead past. The following is 
the letter of the Commissioner, and responses: 

Under date of June 6, 1988, I addressed to the registers and receivers of the 
different land offices throughout the Territories and land States the following 
letter, to wit: 


** DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OEFICE, 
‘* Washington, D. C., June 6, 1358. 


“GENTLEMEN: Having commenced the compilation of data and information to 
be <mbraced in my next annual report, I desire you to furnish me as s00n as 
practicable all information from your office that in your judgment would be 
useful knowledge to the public, but especially do 1 want information upon the 
following points: 

“1. Has the attempt to improperly acquire the public domain, under any of 
the existing land Jaws, decreased or increased since your incumbency? And if 
any change, statecauses., 

2. Within your district, under which of the existing laws, by which the pub- 
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“The person settling upon the land has not resided on the same long enc 


to become attached to it be Was com) icd to mortgage the | d for the pur- 
5 pose of securing money to pay for t ean md had not the land in such 
: productive condition that he could make a livi off of the tract. The rate of 

iterest to new settlers is always usurious If the pre-emption law is to remain 4, an wth ™ 

in force it should be amended so that a pre-emptor can not prove up und 
three years, and he should not be compelled to pay more than one-eighth of t! 
purchase price when final proof is [ the remainder of the same due to t Ine . 
be paid in installments with a low r: nterest. The timber-culture law 
should never have been enacted. In nin ses out of ten it is used for specu ; i 
lative purposes, relinquishments are hawked about for sale to the highest bid- | i: ments the larger t »btainable 
der, and the cases are very rare where a timber-culture filing is made with the | t nths, ha ments wort 
intention of trying to comply with the law. Our records show, in almost all ! O: ot! and, a settler may have 
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tract actually and constructively for two years, and be a genuine home-seeker. 
The cause of fraud and speculation is wholly short residence. In our opinion 
the law should be either adownright purchase without residence or a residence 
without purchase, and the former is objectionable for a multitude of reasons. 

* Asa matter of fact, fear of contest causes compliance with the law in 
many causes 

“We would recommend legislation that would make the attendance of wit- 
nesses, particularly in United States cases, compulsory. If this were broucht 
about, in conjunction with the reforms of the Department in the matters of the 
registration of all notices, the accuracy of rulings, and the strict requirements 
in the matter of services and posting of notices, the improvement would be com- 
plete. 

“The attempt to improperly acquire the publicdomain . ‘nce our incumbeney 
(two and a half to three years ago) has decreased. The pi \.cary cause is the efti- 
clency and rigor in the service and the investigations and requirements of this 
Administration. [Here they refer to facts showing the general evidence of loose- 
ness characteristic of the previous administration.| Affairs were wildly chaotic 
and strongly lethargic. Here,then is the cause of causes in the decrease of at- 
tempts to improperly acquire the public domain. This Administration tight- 
ened up the loose strings, enforced existing legislation, issued new forms of final 
proof blanks that went to the very bottom of the individual settler’s compliance 
with the law, gave this land district a special agent to personally investizate 
fraud, rendered decisions that peremptorily insisted upon the meaning of the 
law, and put to flight many would-be fraudulententrymen. Energy and system 
aided the reform, and another cause for decrease in fraudulent entries within the 
time of our incumbency is the rapid settlement of this land district and the con- 
sequent enhancement in value of the lands, Settlers have often been obliged to 
comply with the law because of fear of a contest. Entrymen have often become 
actual settlers because of the increased value of the land.”’ 


SALINA, KANS, 


Receiver O. F. Searl, of the Salina land office, Kansas, under date of July 9, 
1888, writes: 

**Attempts to improperly acquire title (i. ¢., to procure patent) to public land 
is much greater under the pre-emption law and the commuted homestead law, 
while the law undey which lands are mostly held for speculative purposes un- 
der original entries is the timber-culture act. The reason for this is that under 
the timber-culture act any person can hold for $l4 a greater section of land for 
one year: in other words, he gets an option for one year on 160 acres of land 
for $14. For $10 more (the expense of breaking 5 acres) will extend his option 
for another year, and for less than $20 more he can hold it for the third year; 
thus, for less than $50 a greater section can be held for three years, and this in 
sections of country where lands are rapidly increasing in value is a great temp- 
tation to many. 

“Attempts to improperly acquire the public domain have decreased since our 
incumbency in September, 1886, especially under the homestead and pre-emp- 
tion laws, caused toa great extent by the new and improved blanks used in 
making final proof, and, we think, to some extent, from the greatly increased 
number of final proofs rejected by this office for non-compliance with the law. 
The records show an increase of several hundred per cent. of rejected proofs 
over former years, and very few are appealed from. 

“Tam of opinion that 75 per cent. of the timber-culture entries are made with 
a view of getting the increased value of the land, and not with the intention of 
acquiring title under the law. The records of this office show the timber-cult- 
ure entries made up to July 1, 1888, number 4,244; that to same date only 315 
final certificates have been issued. Up to July 1, 1879, 2,621 entries were made, 
all of which were eligible by lapse of time to have made final proof on or before 
July 1, 1887; but the actual number made was 273. During the six months end- 
ing December 31, 1878, 226 entries were made, and of these only 28 remain intact 
on the books, and only 18 have passed to final certificate. A large majority of 
the entries now of reeord, on which final proof has not been made, are now in 
the hands of second to fifth entrymen. These facts force me to the opinion as 
stated above. 

“The matter of hearing in land entries is of much importance and could be 
made of great service to the Government in preventing fraudulent entries. 
Prior to July 1, 1886, but one case is of record in this office. Since then about 
twelve hearings have been ordered and trial had on most of them. In the first 
cases the special agent succeeded very well in procuring witnesses, as il was 
not generally known by the people that when summoned bythe special agent 
that they were notcompelled to obey. But this soon became known, and to a 
great extent by information given by defendants through their attorneys, so 
that it is almost impossible to procure desirable witnesses. It is a very easy 
matter for defendants to persuade all witnesses whom they do not desire to 
have testify againstthem notto appear. The consequence is that the case must 
be heard with such witnesses as the defendant may choose shall testify against 
him,and no others. Trials of this kind are farcical, and unless the Department 
can be granted some compulsory process it is almost useless to continue the 
trial of cases on report of special agents.” 

CONCORDIA, KANS, 

Regisiter Samuel Demersand Receiver Carnehan, of the Concordia land office, 
Kansas, under date of June 11, 1888, state: 

‘Since our incumbency there has been a marked and distinctive improve- 
ment in public sentiment, backed and sustained by the settler on the domain, 
that none of those who have not honestly complied with the requirements of 
the several laws shall obtain title to any of) he ord This talk about casting 
a cloud on every settler’s home is not heard of among the honest settlers, They 
rather court investigation, and they want the land speculator to go far hence. 

* * * Tt is almost impossible to successfully smuggle a final proof through.” 

WA KEENEY, KANS. 

Register W.C. L. Beard and Receiver John Schuyler, of the Wa Keeney land 
office, Kansas, under date of July 12, 1888, state: 

“The attempt to improperly acquire title to land has decreased since our in- 
cumbency, for the following reasons: 

“The rulings and requirements ofthe Department have been so modified that 
it is now possible to force a more strict compliance with the law. 

“The public domain in this district is becoming exhausted, and each settler 
is in a measure driven to comply with the law from fear of others taking advan- 
tage of their failure. 

“In the past the most attempts to acquire lands improperly were made under 
the second section, act of June 15, 1880; butas this kind of entries do not frequently 
occur now, we believe the most attempts are now made in pre-emption entries 
and in commutation of homestead entries, the great majority of the above being 
made at the earliest possible moment, the bare residence of six months being 
really the only definite requirement of law. 

“ We believe that 75 per cent. of the entries made are speculative, i. ¢., those 
made and proved up under the homestead.” 

LAS CRUCES, N. MEX. 

Edmund G, Shields, register of the land office at Las Cruces, N. Mex., on July 
23, 1888, writes : 

“There has been but little attempt since my incumbency to acquire title 


through fraud to the public domain. 
“T attribute the decrease to the vigilance of the Administration in protecting 
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the public lands from inroads, and the vigorous examinations made necessary 
of claimants and witnesses when proofs are made. The change has made the 
would-be perjurer afraid, Again, I must say that many of the cases which are 
reported as fraudulent, are so simply from the lax manner in which the former 
administration permitted entries. The system was so loose that by custom to 
the people cenerally it became law. Thousandsof acres of land have been beld 
under the desert-land act for three years. This was accomplished by making 
the first payment of 25 cents, which operated as a lease for three years. This 
office has notified such claimants and restored to the settlers thousands of acres 
of such entries.” 

While the reports of the agents employed for the protection of the 
public lands are made on each separate individual entry examined, yet 
the fact is that the greater part of the time of the agents has been spent 
in investigating groups of entries charged to have been made in the 
interest of companies or of single individuals who were attempting to 
acquire title to large tracts of the public domain through the agency of 
their employ¢s. 

For instance, in California last year one agent investigated the 
methods which had been followed in making timber-land entries in 
the redwood forests of the Humboldtregion. By reason of his careful 
work Commissioner Stockslager, on March 29, 1888, held forty-one of 
these entries for cancellation, covering the finest timber lands, of the 
estimated value of $11,000,000 in one district alone. , 

Here is one of these cases reported by one of these spies, as the Sen- 
ator from Kansas calls them. This English company—a foreign com- 
pany—had invested and had combined through their employés to steal 
from the Government of the United States the finest timber land in the 
redwood district of California; and yet this Democratic Administration, 
which the Senator says has been the friend of the few as against the 
many, through Commissioner Stockslager, in 1888, restored to the pub- 
lie domain and broke up these entries for lands, amounting to $11,000, - 
000. ; 

It was clearly shown that these entries were made by irresponsible 
parties, who were paid by the ‘*‘ Humboldt Redwood Company’? for 
their services in making the entries, and who conveyed the lands to 
said company as soon as final certificate hadissued. At thesame time 
suits were also recommended by the Commissioner to vacate patents 
which had issued on one hundred and fifty-one similar entries prior to 
the discovery of their fraudulent character, all of which were made in 
the interest vf said company, a corporation organized in Scotland for 
the purpose of securing a monopoly of the redwood forests of Cali- 
fornia. 

Another agent, in the same State, has investigated a large number 
of pre-emption and commuted homestead entries made upon lands val- 
uable solely for their timber, made for the purpose of transferring them 
to speculators. He also examined last year a group of timber-land en- 
tries covering 12,000 acres in the Visalia and Stockton districts, and 
found that they had all been transferred to a San Francisco firm, who, 
it was charged, had induced the entrymen to take up these lands for 
the benefit of the firm. 

So, in Oregon, a group of eleven desert entries, covering 6,000 acres, 
were investigated, tive of them made in the interest of one man and six 
in the interest of another. 7 

Six pre-emption, homestead, and desert entries on 2,400 acres were 
found to have been made by the employés of a firm of stockmen for 
their benefit. 

In Washington Territory one agent was employed in conducting 
trials inseventeen pre-emption and timber-land entries on 2,700 acres, 
all made in the interest of a firm of Michigan lumbermen, to whom the 
lands were all transferred immediately after entry. Twenty-one other 
entries in the same Territory on 3,360 acres, all made for the benefit of 
a single land-grabber, were investigated. 

In New Mexico a single line of investigation involved forty-five en- 
tries on about 7,000 acres, extending 15 or 20 miles along the Arroya 
Tequexquite. These lands were conveyed to a cattle company in pur- 
suance to contracts made with the company before entry. So, in an- 
other instance, in the same Territory, forty-one entries covering 6,500 
acres were found to have been made in the names of parties who had 
no existence, and the lands were subsequently conveyed to a cattle 
company by deeds purporting to be executed by these mythical entry- 
men, Ninety-one other entries on 14,500 acres were found to have 
been made for the benefit of another cattle company, the lands lying 
along the Rio Grande and its tributaries, and controlling the water- 
right for 15 or 20 miles. So, along the Rio Pecos for 20 or 25 miles 
were found eighty-six entries on 10,500 acres, on which the entrymen 
never lived. Shanties were placed on these lands by the cattle com- 
pany that sought title, for the use of their employ¢s in making proof, 
and were removed immediately after proof. 

The fraudulent entries investigated in New Mexico last year covered 
only about 82,000 acres of land, but they actually controlled an im- 
mense territory by appropriating all the water in their respective local- 
ities, thus enabling the cattle kings to effectually shut out settlers who 
would otherwise take these lands for homes. 

This is the kind of work that these spies, who are abused so greatly, 
have been engaged on in all parts of the country. 

In Colorado the finest coal Jands in the world have been taken under 
the homestead law in the name of fictitious persons; 8,600 acres being 
thus taken by two men. In other parts of Colorado entries were made 
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for the benefit of cattle men co as to control the streams of water and 





keep out the so-called ‘‘grangers,’’ for whom the cattle barons have a 
lordly contempt. But thanks to a Democratic Administration, this 
kind of work has been completely broken up in Colorado, much to the 
disgust of syndicate s and cattle companie s, who are loud in their cries 


but this same 





of sympathy for the ‘‘ poor settler; ** poor settler ’’ now 


has a chance, under the protection of the Administration, to find a 
spot of 160 acres where he can build his cabin and make a home for 
his family, which he could not do under Republican administration. 
Most of this protestation of a loving care for the ‘* honest settler ’’ is 
inspired by agents of corporations, syndicates, and land-grabbers, 
whose ‘‘ occupation is gone.’’ 
In the State of Kansas, at the beginning this Administration 
304 
1 





thousands of acres of Government land were fr ulently held by cat- 
tle men. But the Senator from Kansas does himself a great injustice 
and injures that reputation he would seek to maintain for fair and 
honest dealing when he seeks to convey the impression there are now 
from 50,000 to 100,000 entries tied up awaiting investigation through 
special agents. He certainly must know better. On inquiry at the 
Land Office it is ascertained that there are 13,060 entries in the special 
service division, a very large proportion of which haye already been 
investigated by the special agents. 

ully one-half the force of special agents is employed in investigat- 
ing cases of depredation on the public timber. 

Yet, Mr. President, in view of these enormous frauds reported to 
Secretary Teller by a Republican Commissioner, reported by Repub- 
lican agents,reported by Commissioner McFarland, because this Admin- 
istration has sought to break up the illegal appropriation of the public 
land and the public timber of the country and to disperse the cattle 
companies, who without authority and without law had appropriated 
them to their own use, General Sparks, the late Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, is to be denounced by every epithet which the 





























cratic party that made Louisiana pu st It was the D 

’ red the State of was the Demo 

ded to our pu d Lin ¢ lia and the We Te 
\ I elor said i e pl as ! 1 the Go i 

! ‘ t i \] \ ‘ { i i? 

; é \I Pre dent t < ¢ 

inted | t Demoer i to tates » I 1 

} my} emer . A tly to ¢ 
ti it tine were granted to the Stat 1 trus yr tl } | e 
th by « ibling tl States to atta such t s i co t Ss 
V Ss measure pre tt people aga 1 vreed - 

ns Che wisdom of this policy of grant them to tes 
ather than dire tly to the corporations, if t] e to be granté tall 
3 conspicuously shown in the grant made to the State of Illinois for 
the Central Railroad—one of the grants referred to by the Senator fro 
Kansas as having been made by a Democratic administratio: Phe 
St was thereby enabled to impose a condition upon the railroad 
company by which that company is compelled to pay annually « per 
cent. of its gross earnings into the State treasury of Illinois (nd I 
might state in this connection that it was a Whig President, Mr. Fill 
more (and not a Democratic President, as stated by the Senator from 
Kansas , who first est: iblished the prece dent of withdrawing land 
from entry in the interest of railroad The date of said r of 
withdrawal is September 9, 1850 

herewith submit, and will have printed in the ReEcoRD, a stat 

ment showing the grants made and the amount of land contains n 
the grants to the States and corporations prior to 1861 under Demo 
ratic rule, and also the grants made and the number of acres of land 
granted since 1861 to the States and directly to the corporations unde 


Republican rule. 
When this table is printed in the Recorp the world can see how 




















language commands, and the Democratic party is held up to scorn be- | much land has been granted to corporations by the Democrats and 
cause it has sought to save these lands to the poor settlers and home- | how much by the Republicans. 
steaders of the West. {ll grants made up to this time for military service and education 
The letters which I have inserted show not only in the State of Kan- | , is follow 
sas, but in New Mexico, in Washington Territory, and in all the Ter- Acre 
ritories of the West since this Administration came into power, that | Milit services ; q 100 
these fraudulent entries, these illegal combinations to destroy the tim- - y services ‘ 12 
> a ‘ . = . s ) to x) f . u) 
ber of the United States by corporate companies, some of them foreign Ca ' ; : 
and some of them domestic, and by the cattle syndicates which have rot ‘ as italian on ? 
appropriated more than 5,000,000 acres of land for their own use, have Gira i to Sta l reserved rerritories for purposes 19 
been broken up, and under this Administration there is some hope that sities ) 
4 ‘ ‘ cea t< t an 
the honest settler and home-seeker may have an opportunity to obtain “**"'" . ses, 8 pues 
a home upon the public lands of the West. ; ane es 
Having shown that the order of suspension so vigorously attacked 
by the Senator from Kansas was not sectional and was in the interest | ‘ s made to States prior to March 5 \ |‘ tructiu 
of and not to the detriment of the honest settler, and having shown ri Se Cee sgt P 
the results accomplished by the special agents under Democratic rule, ewes 
I wish to refer briefly to the history of the two prominent parties of ; ss ewe 
the country and the connection that they have had with the disposi- 
tion of the public land. nes he construct 
In the first place, our history shows that every foot of public domain | j-¢- wag ule * 
that has ever been acquired by the Government was acquired under 
Democratic administrations, except alone Alaska. It was the Demo- | ( i total s farch 4, 18 
Statement showing land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads and wagon-roads } r and subsequent to March 4, 1°61 
Compiled from the official records of the General Land Offi 
: Di I are a 
Names of companies, Stat Mil t of grant irea : | 7 
Grants to Slates prior to March 4, 1861. 
- ‘ 
Illinois Central . patiiuhedieiotrudinaine : Hline 6and 1 Sept. 20, 18% 2 ( Oo 2 59 00 
Mobile and Ohio River. ienindininninin wmmanibnndns Mississippi.. do do I 1. 640. 00 7 130.29 
Do.. js Alabama do. do 100. 00 119.5 {4 
Hannibal and St. ‘Joseph .. videuidaeiend bokedingadsavinibiastielbcadistasatiacivuidenel Missouri. do June 10, 1852 14.00 é 186. 34 
Pacific (Southwest brs anch) sbieacinaniiead iedeadtaciiadeaand do do d 1. 1¢ 5.07 1} { 
Cairo and Fulton....................06 Missouri and do be Ls ! 8411.05 ] 5 
Arkansas 
Little Rock and Fort Smith........... do. do do 5) 
Memphisand Little Rock................ do : do. do 43%. 616. OF 1 
Burlington and Missouri River........... soustiiimasmainal 2 lowa do May 15, 185¢ 048, 61 
Mississippi and Missouri [Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific do. «0. : do 1,181.00 O74 4 
Iowa Central Air Line [C edar Rapids and Missouri Pic aintadshiddatnentiediecinen do do do 8. 739, 00 ! 
Dubuque and Pacific.. a do lo. do 1, 226, 163. 00 ! 5. 54 
Florida, Atlantic and Gulf | Pensacola and Florida] Florida do May 17, 1856 3, 729. ] 4, 963. 70 
Florida, now Atlantic, Gulf and West India Tramsit.......0... 00.0... ccc cc cccceeceneee do do 183. 28 a3 98 
Alabama and Florida ... a? do do d “wT 623. 00 
Do .. A ima do lo 119 AL 4 ) 
Tennessee and. c ‘oosa. ta : 7 do a a Ss June 3.1856 32. 480), OO 67.784.‘ 
a omnes shlpeataatiiind andabidewnteie lo do ; do 144. 000. 00 
Wills Valley and Northe ast and Southwestern (now Alabam a and Chattanooga ) do do 897, 9.0. 00 O49, 67 
Mobile and Girard ........... ; s _ bacuibthensaiicedeiis siete d do do 840, 880. 00 54 145. se 
Tennessee and Alabama Central (South and North Alabama. ae" do : DB sowsees do 6, 000. 00 1s 
Alabama and Tennessee Rivers [Selma, Rome and Dalton]......... do do ' do 920, 00 
Bay de Noquet and Marquette (now Marquette, Houghton and Ontonagon). Michigan do : ‘ do : 12%, 000. 00 
Marquette and Ontonagon .. icnbi non bei apdeniinnnptabanriiiittiiaigtiealadan metals ‘ do do do 331,509.15 146.73 
Ontonagon State Line MOOIEI Eo. «css sucuntioass ctaancth cnc do ‘ do . ee 217, 916. 6 
a and State Line, afterwards known as s the Chic ago, St. Paul and Fond du do do... , do.... 360, OOO, Ox 0, 000,00 
Lac [Chicago and Northwestern]. 
*The figures of this column are approximately correct, being based on the estimates of the annual report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office of 1875. 
I 
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aleve howing iand grants made by 
Granta t ? to May 1, 1861—¢ 
Al La ww and Traverse 
Grand Ray nd Indiana 
Detroit and Milwaukes 


on and Mi 
ul Pere Marquette 


Milwaukee 


Port llur waukee 


| bith 
Iam ( 


ds Madison and Po 





ross¢ { afterwayr 
La Crosse and Milwaukee, afterwards Farm Mortgage Land ¢ 
La Crosse and Milwau aft W W t Wisconsin 
Bt. Croix & I © Su} or, now Chicago, Minneay is &% On 


Main line 
Layfield Branch peous noid 
1d du Lac [Ch 








Chicago, St. Paul and F« 

Vicksburg, Shreveport and Texas (n« Vicl 

New Orleans, Opelousas and Great Western 

Southern | Vicksburg and Meridian 

GACT GDS GRE BING oi cccrcensecasnencoyecccsnssedonbepennseensccnmsentpesnnete 


Minnesota and Pacific, afterwards St. Paul and Pacific 
Minnesota and Pacific (St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manito 
Southern Minnesota & Minnesota Valley (St. Paul & Siot 

lix sota Cent 






Minneapolis and Cs r Valley | Minn 
Winona and St, Pete: 
Southern Minnesota 


0 March 4,1 


prior 


Grants to States subseque 


Leavenworth, Lawrence and Galveston.......... 
Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé..... 
Union Pacific, Southern Branch 
St. Joseph and Denver City 
Portage, Winnebago and Lake Su; 
La Crosse and Milwaukee, afterwards West Wisconsin, 
neapolis and Omaha. 
St. Croix and Lake Superi 
Main line ° 
Bayfield Branch , 
Lake Superior and Mississippi, nov 





erior 





BeOus Giby ONG BE, POU1 .......ccccscceree, cosescece goesecs 
MecCregor Western... podbockan 
Grand Rapids and Indiana esondin tetiionatind 





Southern Minnesota and Minnesota Valiey.. 


Bay de Noquet and Marquette [Marquette, Houghton and Ontonagon } 
Marquette, Houghton and Ontonagon 


Ma 
Peni 
Minnesota and Pacific 
ee eveeuneedewent ecece 
Minneapolis and Cedar Valley 
Winona and St, Peter 
Southern Minnesota . 


Has 


juette and Ontonagon 





isula [Chicago & Northwestern]. 





ifterwards St. Paul and Paci 









| Minnesota Central! 





ing 


BORE. sccccccoccsve 
Union Pacific 
Leavenworth, Pawnee and West 
Denver Pacific, 
Kansas Pacific.. 


Tn: 


Central Pacific and Western 


Hannibal and St. Joseph | Uni 
Sioux City and Pacilfi > seedinvisetteebintiiesavedses 
Burlington and Missouri Ri 











Northern Pacific... . eovendoounqpaceespseceduotubanetanesyponccesenrens 
Ca rnia and Oregon |Central Pacific 

Oregon and Central |Oregon and California 

Atlantic and Pacilic 

Southern Pacific ovensecs geese. aveseue erescceceeceos 
Oregon Central [Oregon and California Winccnciens 
Southern Pacific, Branch line........ 


New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg 
Texas Pacifle 


Stockton and ¢ opperopolis 
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See Marquette and State line) 
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4, 1861, 


Land x 
Route of road. 
Grants for wagon-reads prior to March 
From the Lower Rapids of the Miami of I 
Connecticut reserve. 

I i Columbus to Sar isky on 
ry 1 Lake Michigan, via Ind 
Total grants prior to 1561 

nis f wagon-roads subsequent to March 4, 1861. 


From Fort Will 
Do. booees 2 . péeektabe 

From Saginaw to the Straits of Mackinaw viii 

From Grand Rapids to the Straits of Mackinaw 


luz 


* The figures of this cx 





Copper Harbor, Mich., to Green Bay, Wis 











ake Erie to the western boundary 





made by Congress in aid of the construction of military 
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isfruction of railroads and wagon-ro td. 4 
a . ‘ 
ille | t < ranting 
y 6 and 15 J 1856 
Ds escuvesess do do 
do do do.. - 
‘ lo dk 
' ’ ; 
do, do dk 
Wis isin 
deo 
) Gand 15 
‘ lune 
‘ oe Doses J Ulit ) 
Louisiana .do 
ad , 

” ° . ° ao 
Mississippi Aug. 11, 1856 
do... sévetEQoccse 
Minnesota ae Mar. 3, 1857 

do.. do 
do do isrcniasan 
} ? } 
10, _ Resin 
do do do 
1 , 
oO dc do 
Kansas....... 10 and 20. 1863 
asinine do 
ck do 
do... do d . 1866 
Wisconsin..... do pesca May 5, 1864 
+e eeetereeeeeeee te eeeeeee do 
sebatainaneeie Cac scdaiistageteliahenninbicnieeiain BO. oss 
Minnesota......! 1 0 May 5,1864 


lowa...... 






M@ine 


, 
“GO... 





June 
May 










1864 





Minnesota..... 








Michigan. Mar. 3, 1865 
pO Ciieinistenn eenen te 
a8 July 5, 
Michigan.. Mar. 3 
Mar. 3, 
Minnesota do, 





we lO, we 
veins 
do. ‘ 
nd cc : y 4, 1866 | 
Rice derckiatsl ies aabtneeccnciictead do 














29 {| July 1, 1862 
eee ee | July 2, 1864 
do July 1, 1862 
do ee 
din {| July 1, 1861 
gia (| July 2, 1864 
ckaiienccssetisndbade SS lines 
|| oe Stscévcectioneeseel do. 
No limits............ July 2, 1864 
20, 30, 40, and 0 pili niicns 
csceulinennn 20 and 30 July 23, 1866 
saad ae 1866 
20, 30, 40, and 50.) July 1866 
20, 30, and 50..... do. 






20 and 26.........00 May 

20 and 30. Mar. 
se pest amend Bacceweese 

= 20, 30, 40, and 50 do 
a 10 and 20......... Mar. 2, 1867 





wagon-ro uds prior a 











Date 
State. Mile limits of granti 
act 
( io Feb, 28, 1823 
do... : inpiebeeweblinuiiat Mar. 2, 1827 
Indiana, One section per do 


mile 








Michigan....... Sand 15. Mar. 3, 1863 

Wisconsin...... ; do do , 

Michigan. June 20, 1864 
Diane : 





un are approximately correct, being based on the estimate of the annual report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office of 1575. 
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510, 880 
967, 840. 
104, S00 
652, 800. 

749, 183. 37 
R85, 000. 
606, 000, 
386, O41, 
3, O00, 


59, 619. 


Ts. 


et 
OF 


80, 470, 920, 25 


00 
00 
00 | 
00 | 
OO 


843. 21 


800, 000. 
3, 000, 000. 
1, 520, 000. 
1, 700, 000, 
1, 800, 000, 

624, 


291, 799. 26 | 
144, 399. 51 
“ .00 
co } 
536, 000. 00 
52, 960. 00 
404, 000, 00 








; 240, 000, 00 207, 130. 24 
590. 000. 00 258, 815. 39 
499, 455.58 500, 418. 45 
257, 361. 20 71, 882. 65 
564, 090.00 | 670, 714. 92 
735, 000. 00 454, 562.38 
550, 000. 00 312,770.77 
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17, 775, 624. 86 











‘42. 000,000.00} 2, 616, 258.08 
} | 
1, 000, 400, 00 164, 721.51 
6, 000, 000. 00 963, 714. 02 
9 00, 000. 00 { 1, 040, 210.59 
j ’ 4 63. O05 
781, 944. 83 03 
60, 000. 00 . 23 
2, 441,600. 00 77 
47, 000, 000. 00 21 
3, 500, 000, 00 61 
500, 000, 00 322, 062, 40 
42, 000, 000, 00 959, 206. 87 
9, 520, 000, 00 1, 040, 430, 0S 






200, OOO, CO 
20, 000, 0O 
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iL Ts rib n examination of this statement, the Republican I ; 
pa 3 « idl to the corporations of the country 185,000,000 acres | j: lt si] 
of ) land—an area large the g ’ Texa t | 
a' ad I the\ { the la id di wit! i 
out condit t! e tl nd the 
I f the « t y supplemented this gift ! 
i he bt » 623,512 b ne © pe cent r 
| ) ; I t 122.4 LO , Vo 11s a debt 1 t y M 
. rT I I l 
1 ) , : h ls ; ci tit nt i> 3? it i ! ‘ 
v rit Lym When t bonds were first i ij] Da 
{ rm t t t re uds, but afterwards ! ; 
ra ers ca to a Re; lican Co ss and induced t I t of this act 
pi , , of ‘ lore to 1 bill : siened 1 r+ Sal ‘ 
a I esi to t t] t rigag d permit t l 
G » tal ! I id that ond mortgage is to- é \ ! 
di I \ proceeding and greater out- R ) 1 
rage Uy rig e people of the country a 1ore palpable | \nd yet t 
vi 1 t] t and in not be f i the lfistory l 
ol re y it t\ h rele 1 the security that th t t ma 
G rnment held, and thereby pr cally gave these cor ons this ) t t \ 
in n : nt of 3 iey. Yetin the face of this record, made by | ment is been driven 
bi wn party, the Senator from Kan is boldly asserts that his party | ] t | centest that now 
h een the friend of the homeless and the home-seeker and the en rit ients W t 
of « rat nd t rot ‘of the people’s rights. } lent, 1 : t 
pu n part eased the security which secured this \ Dp 
$122,000,000 and took a second mortg¢ ind thereby released th : 1 l prot 
road, I presume the Senator from Kansas would call that n ! t 
the interest of the many as against the few; but I imagine that ordi- f t ol 
nary citizens will say that the I t the many and tor { 
only remembered the corporati was made, es t 
The Senator from Kan , in order to excuse or justify his own party, | } hailed in New \Y 
which was in power at the time tl vrants were made, asserts that ely set foot uy 
‘‘they were non-partisan, and received the votes of both Democrats and | f ] he had been tl 
tepublicans.’’ LEven if this were true to the extent that he statesit, 1 by our high prot 
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of the masses an immense fortune—I say that Mr. Blaine had scarcely 
returned when, true to his instincts and to the Republican party, and 
true he made in connection with the Little Rock and 
ort Smith Railway, he, in a speech made in his own State, came to 
the defense and rescue of combinations of capital called ** trusts.’’ 
And there the Republican party stands to-day. 
their candidate for the Preside 
effprts of the Senator from Kan 


to the record 


can not make a different record in 
the face of the utterances of Mr. Blaine, and the Senator’s speech, 
I bel will avail The peopl 

mind and who the followers are, and who dictates the policy of the 
party. 

(nd what party thus allied with these corporations and these trusts 
can hope to command the confidence, the esteem, or respect of the 
Ainerican people? 

Mr. Blaine has said that these trusts are to a large extent private 
affairs, over which the Government has no control and with which it 
has nothing todo. The Speaker of the House, Mr. CARLISLE, is re- 
ported to have replied to this in a speech recently made to his con- 
stituents, in which he said: ‘* When a man enters your stable at night 
and steals therefrom your horse, it is certainly to a large extent a pri- 
vate affair; or when a man meets you on the highway and demands 
your life or your money, he regards it also as a private affair; but yet 
the public at large and the lawsof the land do not permit these wrongs 
to be perpetrated without feeling that the public, too, has an interest 
in their suppression.’’ And how insignificant and small is the wrong 
done by the larceny of the horse or robbery of the money as compared 
with the wrong perpetrated by the combinations. Take, for instance, 
those who have recently in the matter of cotton-bagging combined and 
confederated together, thereby increasing the price from 7 cents to 14 
cents per yard, robbing the planters and the poor laborers of the South 
of millions of their hard-earned dollars. And yet Mr. Blaine says that 
‘this is a private affair with which the Government has nothing todo.’’ 

I, Mr. President, belong to that party which has always advocated a 
strict construction of the Constitution, but if there be power under the 
Constitution, I for one would use it to the utmost extent to crush out 
by criminal laws these combinations, under what name or by whom- 
soever inangurated, whether they be sugar, coal-oil, or steel-rail trusts. 
But, Mr, President, these trusts are the direct and legitimate offspring 
of the protective policy advocated and sustained by the Senator from 
Kansas and the Republican party, and the only security in the future 
is, as i conceive, to repeal the high-tariff laws under which they are 
to-day flourishiug. And while these laws remain upon the statute- 
book, advocated and sustained by the Republican party, and with the 
record of that party that I have shown it has made in the disposition 
of the public lands of this country, I can not understand how the Sen- 
ator from Kansas can stand upon the floor of the United States Senate 
and assert that his party ‘‘has always been the friend of the many as 
against the few.’’ 

Mr. President, there are some things so well known, so thoroughly 
proved, so deeply impressed upon the American mind that no amount 
of eloquence, no ingenious array of figures, no distortion of the record, 
no misrepresentation of the facts can change their belief. One of these 
beliefs is that the Republican party, in the disposition of the public 
lands of the West, in the manner in which they were granted to rail- 
roads at the time they were extended by the Republican party again 
and again in disregard of the rights of the settlers along the lines, and 
not only that, but the granting of these millions of money to railroads, 
the changing of the security, and the releasing of the first mortgage and 
placing it upon a second mortgage—I say all this has deeply impressed 
upon the minds of the American people that these acts of the Repub- 
lican party inflicted a stain on the name of that party which no time can 
erase, 

Another fact that is known to the people of this country and can 
not be disguised is that in the matter of the forfeiture of the land 
grants and restoring the land to the public domain the Democratic 
party, and not the Republican party, has taken the lead, and it has 
been under the Democratic party that the great mass of these lands 
has been recovered. TI state to-day that every forfeiture bill which 
has failed to become a law has failed because the Democratic House ot 
Representatives would desire to forfeit more of the grants of public 
land than the Republican Senate were willing to concede should be 
forfeited. I assert to-day that the Supreme Court has not decided that 
the lands embraced in the bill of my colleague, Mr. McRAxr, which 
came from the other House, are non-forfeitable. It seems to me that 
good policy would be to pass a law forfeiting the whole amount, and 
if the courts do, as they unfortunately sometimes have done, find the 
law in favor of the railroads against the settlers, then we can submit, 
but until the act is passed making a forfeiture of the entire land there 
is no way by which this question can be presented. 

These are facts that I say the public know, and they can not be 
changed by argument here. 

Another fact impressed upon the American mind is that the character 
and the principles and the organization of the Republican party tend 
to build up classes and to bring about class legislation, by which afew 
are benefited at the expense of the many. This is shown by various 
acts, by an act of 1869 by which the judges of the Supreme Court of 
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| the United States were allowed to retire on full pay after having served 


The feeble efforts of | 
ney, and the stronger and more vigorous | 


know whose is the master | 


creer SS 


for a certain number of years. It is shown by votes given here every 
day by which Army officers who long ago resigned and engaged in civil 
pursuits are reinstated and placed on the retired-list for the sole pur- 
pose that they may draw money out of the Treasury of the United 
It is shown in the pension legislation, whereby you give the 
widow of a private soldier $12 a month and yet you vote to the widow 
of a general $2,000 and $3,500. 

Yet the Senator says that his party is in favor of the masses and not 
the classes, but it is most strongly shown as the cardinal principle that 
underlies the Republican party in the assertion that you can by Gov- 
erument power, by the strong hand of the law, take from one citizen 
his property and his money and confer that property and that money 
upon another citizen, not to be used for public purposes but to be used 
for his own private purposes. Could there be a worse principle of 
class legislation embodied and incorporated in the platform of any party 
than that you can by Government power take from one man his hard- 
earned dollars, not for the public good, but in order that you may make 
richer some other citizen engaged in a different pursuit? 

I say these acts of the Republican party show, and the votes show it 
here day by day, that wherever there is an opportunity to vote for any 
character of class legislation two-thirds and sometimes nine-tenths of 
the Republican Senators will be found voting for it. 

This is the principle in that party that I think makes it especially 
and peculiarly dangerous to this Republic. Ican think of no principle 
ingrafted upon the body-politic that is worse to the Republic than the 
idea that one class of citizens is to be supported in idleness and without 
toil upon the toil and labor of another class of the community. The 
worst government, I think, at least the worst civilized government in 
modern times of which I have ever read, was the French Government 
under Bourbon rule. 

There had been fastened upon the kingdom a large number of citi- 
zens, titled individuals, men who would not labor, men who believed 
that it was a disgrace to labor, men who lived in idleness and great 
luxury. The evils that follow such idleness and luxury followed as 
certain as fate. They were foisted upon the French Government and 
their numbers increased, year by year. As the numbers increased the 
demands increased and the toiling peasants, half clad and half fed. daz- 
zled by the glory and the wealth that they saw around them, dazzled 
by the victories gained in war, dazzled by the greatness of the kingdom 
of the Grand Monarque, for years and generations submitted to this 
class legislation, such as the Republican party is trying to fasten upon 
this Republic. But, Mr. President, the day of reckoning came, and 
the vengeance was only in proportion to the wrongs that had been in- 
flicted by this class legislation. 

I say to-day I believe that is the worst injury which threatens our 
Republie. If the people of this country once get!to believe that there 
is a determined effort and purpose to fasten upon us permanently a part 
of our citizens who toil not but live alone off the toil of the hard- 
working classes who can scarcely support themselves and their fami- 
lies—if that idea once gets thoroughly aroused in the American mind, 
then the discontent, the mutterings of which are now scarcely heard, 
will rise to be a mighty river, and the Republican party, which called 
into existence and defended and supported such legislation will neither 
be able to stay its force nor to change the current of its action. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I have listened somewhat carefully to 
the remarks of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. Ido notnow 
recall that he disputed any allegation of fact which I made. He care- 
fully avoided any reference to the original Democratic land grants, to 
the manner in which they were administered, to the large withdrawals 
of lands for the purposes of enabling the railroad companies to get them, 
to the exclusion of American settlers from the granted limits, to the 
frauds under the swamp-land act, to the fraudulent private land claims 
in New Mexico, and so on; so that really there is not anything to be 
said in the way of rejoinder. But in response to his general eulogy of 
the Democratic party upon the land question, and to his general de- 
nunciation of the Republican party upon the same question, I shall 
utter a few words. 

I do not care to go into the bagging trust, nor into matters of that 
kind.which are not germane to this question, although I may have 
something to say on one other matter. 

At the elections of 1874 the Democrats secured a majority of the 
House of Representatives. From the time Congress met, in December, 
1875, until the present moment, with the exception of one single Con- 
gress in which the Republicans had a majority of 5, the Democrats 
have had control of the House of Representatives by a large majority. 
During two years of that time they also had control of the Senate by 
10 majority. If the Senator from Arkansas is anxious to ascertain the 
record of his party, let him examine the records of the House of Rep- 
resentatives during that period of time, and of the Senate during that 
time, and see whether a single proposition was seriously made by any 
Democrat or by the Democratic majority in either House to forfeit a 
single unearned land grant. Not one such effort was made. So this 
excess of virtue which afflicts the Democratic party is a late acquisi- 
tion, and it comes in about election time, when it takes the form of au 
eruption. 

Let us see what the House of Representatives has recently done, if 
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I can utter what I wish to say without transgressing that rule which 
forbids us to make mention here of the acts of the co-ordinate legis- 
Jative branch of the Government. It sent to us as an amendment to 
the bill which the Senate had passed forfeiting unearned land grants, a 
proposition to forfeit all the lands that had been granted to any rail- 
road company which were not earned—lI use that term in its ordinary 
significance—prior to the time named in the granting act for the com- 
pletion of the road; and that carries out the theory of the Senator from 
Arkansas, upon which he acts consistently and I have no doubt con- 
scientiously; but when we come to section 2 of the House bill what do 
wefind? Itprovidesthat the forfeiture hereby declared shall not extend 
to lands adjacent to or coterminous with any portion of any such rail- 
road which is now completed, which was sold by the State or corpora- 
tion to which any such grant was made, or by the corporation control- 
ling or owning such land prior to January 1, 1888, to bona fide pur- 
chasers for good and valuable consideration, ‘‘ but the title to such lands 
is hereby confirmed to such purchasers,”’ etc. 
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| it could do what everybody knew was illegal. 


There is no reservation in favor of actual settlers, no reservation in | 
| Senate, and with the united Democratic vote here, I believe, coupled 
may have passed from any State or from any railroad company to lands | 


favor of small holders, but a wholesale confirmation of all the title that 


which by the first section of the bill it was pretended to forfeit; and as 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs] reminds me, in block 


the whole thing an absolute giving away of all the case which the Sen- | 


ator from Arkansas has built up with such laborious faithfulness here, 
not of course nominally in favor of the railroad company, but actually 
in favor of it, because it cuts off the purchase from the railroad com- 
pany, no matter how extensive that purchase may have been. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. PLUMB, I will. 

Mr. BERRY. The bill passed by the House proposes to forfeit 36,- 
000,000 acres, in round numbers, of the Northern Pacific Railroad 


lands, and the bill proposed to be passed by the Republican Senate | 


forfeits 5,000,000 acres. The proposition of the House bill was that 
where the road had been completed, along the completed portion of it 
where the lands have been sold to bona fide purchasers and settlers after 
they had been certified to the railroad company, then it is not pro- 
posed that the Government shall disturb those parties who had that 
title or those lands along that road. That is the bill as proposed by 
my colleague in the other House, and which is now on the Calendar. 
I assert that the provision is not, as the Senator says, in the interest 
of the railroad. I say the Senator does not propose to forfeit any part 
of the land from Bismarck to Wallula, containing 30,000,000 acres, 
and to give it to bona fide purchasers, settlers, or anybody else, but 
leaves it to the railroad. That is the difference between the two 
propositions. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Arkansas can repeat his argument 
as often as he pleases. I am dealing now with the facts as found in the 
House bill. I say that the House provision does not contain the word 
“*settler’’ at all; there is no reservation in it in favor of any settler, 
but there is a wholesale reservation in favor of every person or corpora- 
tion that had purchased from the railroad company, without any ref- 
erence to the amountof such purchase. I have not the slightest doubt 
in the world that under that bill every single acre of that land would 
be ascertained to have been purchased by somebody prior to the Ist day 
of January, 1888. Therefore the House assumes in the first section to 
forfeit the land and in the next section to recognize the sales which the 
railroad company has made covering the entire grant, and it confirms 
the grant to that extent, and makes the title absolute without any prop- 
osition to recover from the railroad company a single dollar of the 
money that it may have received on account of lands which it conveyed 
to which it had no title. That was going with a step on the heels and 
the toes of the shoe, assuming to be going forward while in reality it 
is going backward. 

But, Mr. President, the House of Representatives is not the Demo- 
cratic party; it is an infinitesimal portion of it. The President of the 
United States is the Democratic party for all practical purposes; and 
he has himself patented within the last six months more than 700,000 
acres of land to two railroad companies, lands which were earned years 
and years out of time. The Senator very conveniently omits to note 
that important fact as bearing upon the credit of his party on the ques- 
tion of land forteiture. If the Senator will bear with me while I utter 
a prophesy, I will prophesy that between the 6th day of November, 
which I believe is election day, and the day when Congress next as- 
sembles, another large lot of lands will be conveyed to another railroad 
company, which were earned cut of time too, and that for the benefit 
of a railroad company the president of which is one of the largest con- 
tributors to the campaign fund of the Democratic party. I put that 
prophesy on record for what it is worth. We shall see what we shall 
see before Congress again assembles. 

While all this time this has been going on the Senate passed a bil! 
which the Senator himself somewhat reluctantly confesses would have 
forfeited 3,500,000 acres of land lying on the Northern Pacific route be- 
tween Wallula and Takoma, valuable coal land, valuable timber land, 
valuable agricultural land, and yet his party, I say, because he is will- 
ing to have it that way, prevented the forfeiture of that 3,500,000 acres 
of Jand, and now the railroad has been built opposite to those lands, 


ee Le Es 





| . , . 
| tinuously to except those lands; speeches were 


| time there was no law upon that subject. 








and their character has been changed, and in my opinion the United 
States has lost all the opportunity it ever had to forfeit them ith 
have become the property of the railroad company. 

Mr. BERRY. Does the Senator allude to ( wie branch ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I allude to the Cascade ! 

Mr. BERRY. I assert that by Republican votes in the committee, 
und by Republican sin the Senat 1 I t, « cially 
ag st the y} s 1 by the nator from Mississippi Mr 
GI I the Repu } } ] ds \s ‘ 
bi I 4 c 1 1 the ‘ ’ te vc ¢ ‘ ‘ 0 t | 
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Mr. PLUMB. The bill as passed by the Senate of the United States 
forfeited those lands so far as they unearned. and the House of 
Representatives declined to join with the Senate for forteiting those 


When we said to it, 
it declined to do that unless 
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Jands because it said it wanted to go further. 
‘Let us do what we know we can do,”’ 

Mr. BERRY. But the bill came from the committee here in the 
with a few Republicans, over the protest of the Republi an committee, 
the bill was passed forteiting that land, but the rt was made con- 
le by the Senator 
f voted toe xcept the 








from Oregon, and the Senator from Kansas himee! 
lands on the Cascade branch. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator is entirely mistaken in regard to my ac- 
tion upon that question. 

Mr. BERRY. ‘The report will show that the bill was reported from 
the Committee on Public Lands excepting those lands. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam talking about the vote of the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. There is not any question about what was shown by 
the vote of the Committee on Public Lands. The Republicans voted 
to except from forfeiture the lands on the Cascade branch. 

Mr. PLUMB. TheSenator charges the Republican Senate with acts 
because it is Republican. Is he going to take away that credit which 
is due to it because itis Republican? We have heard a good deal about 
testion of fences onthe public domain. The Senator from Arkan- 
sas says that the present President of the United States has done what 
no preceding President was willing to do upon that question. I donot 
deny that Mr. Cleveland would obey the law. Just ten days before he 
took his office Congress passed a law requiring him to act. Up to that 
There is not asingle acre of 
land which, in any sense, can be said to have been recovered to the pub- 
lic domain, because it was public land anyway, and these people were 
simply exercising the right of pasturage illegally, of course, so far as 
fencing wasconcerned. It was entirely proper that the bill should have 
been passed as it was passed, and the President in putting them off sim- 
ply carried out the law. 

I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that powerful men in his 
party are to-day enjoying leases of coal lands whicb never have been 
touched by the President of the United States, and in my judgment 
they never will be touched. The President has a keen eye for diserim- 
ination apparently, and during all this Administration there have been 
leases of coal lands in the Indian Territory to the corporation of which 
Mr. Gould is president, who is now said to be supporting the Demo- 
cratic campaign fund very liberally. While a good deal of merit is 
made at the tearing down of a few fences for people who are compara 
tively poor and lacking in influence, a rough hand has never been put 
upon the men who were getting coal leases from the Cherokees and the 
Creeks in the Indian Territory, and who control the railroads that run 
through that section of the country of which the gentleman I named 
is the master mind. 

The Senator speaks of great merit in the Illinois Central Railroad 
grant in that it was made to the State of Illinois, which was provident 
enough to insert a provision for the payment of taxes. That is the 
only one, however, of all the forty-seven land grants made under Dem- 
ocratic administration where that was done. Not a single one except 
the Illinois Central Railroad Company was ever accompanied by any 
provision in regard to the payment of taxes. The Illinois Central Rail- 
road Company pays 7 per cent. of its gross earnings to the exclusion of 
all other taxes. That is the provision in its favor. I do not know a 
railroad company in the State of Kansas to-day that does not pay a 
larger proportion of its earnings in the shape of taxes than the Illinois 
Central Railroad Company does. 

By the same token, what will the Senator say about the grants that 
were made by the State of Minnesota, then under the control of the 
Democracy? The Democratic Legislature of the State of Minnesota 
exempted from taxation every acre of land granted in that State toa 
railroad company so long as the land remained the property of the rail- 
road company; and there are to-day large areas in that State within 
the limits of the Hastings and Minnesota Railroad, controlled by a gen- 
tleman who is high up in the councils of the Democratic party, that 
never paid a single dollar of tax into the treasury of that State. 

It is true that some of the land officers in Kansas and elsewhere have 
been blowing the horn of this Administration. They have been tell- 
ing about the great frauds which have ceased since they came into 
power and about the frauds which have been torn up by them. But 
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the records of the General Land Office do not show it. 


It is all in wind, 


in assertion, without a single fact to back it. 

There is not any question that there have been frauds on the public 
domain. ‘They have been going on all the time, no more now than 
formerly, no less now than formerly. Republican administrations 


with such instrumentalities as were provided by law, were constantly 
ferreting them out, and they did not make any great outcry about it. 
They were not claiming any very particular virtue on account of it 
They were doing their duty from day to day, and very likely they pre- 
sumed that that was what they were there for. But this Democratic 
Administration the moment it came in seemed to doubt its own virtue, 
and instead of correct 
tries everywhere. 

{ did not comp! 


the frauds it went to work to suspend all en- 
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order of Mr. Sparks, except for the fi 
that itsuspended entries in place of going to work and correcting fran 
I know there were plenty of precedents for that order. Mr. Spa 
justified himself by what might be called a defamation of some of his 
Democratic predecessors. He exhibited in Document 170, which was 

rinted in the Foriy-ninth Congress, first session, the orders of Mr. 

Tendricks and Mr. Wilson, Democratic Commissioners of the General 
Land Office, who had suspended from pre-emption and other settlement 
entries for the benefit of railroad companies, so expressed upon the face 
of the orders, 150,000,000 acres of land. He thought that was a pretty 
good precedent, and so he said, if they could do that for the benefit of 
railroad companies | may doas much for the benefit of scrip-hoiders, and 
that is what he did. The fact that heassumed that it was for the beneiit 
of the settler was only a pretense. The settler never received any ben- 
efit from it, and nobody did get any benefit outof it except the people 
who drew the fees and the compensation to those in official place and 
the men whose scrip was increased in value by the process. 

The Senator from Arkansas, himself, when he comes to discuss this 
land question, moves upon a line parallel to that on which the Coin- 
missioner of the General Land Office moves. He moves upon the sec- 
tional line. He was kind enough to say that I included the eastern 
half of Kansas, in which there are practically no public Jands, among 
the list of States lately in rebellion. Nothing could have better ex- 
hibited the paucity of his argument or the lack of fertility in ideas 
upon the subject than that statement. Because the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office did not suspend the operation of the land laws 
in Illinois, I suppose Illinois might be held to be a State recently in 
rebellion! 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senater will allow me I will state that I quoted 
from his speech, in which he said that the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office drew the line of suspension at those States recently in re- 
bellion. 

Mr. PLUMB. And that I repeat. 

Mr. BERRY. That was thestatement. I then showed that the line 
was drawn through the central part of Kansas, and if drawn at the line 
of those States in rebellion it would include half the Senator’s State. 
That is what I said. 

Mr. PLUMB. The land lying east of that line in Kansas was not 
public land. 

Mr. BERRY. None of it? 

Mr. PLUMB. Practicallynone. There was not at that date a single 
piece of land which was not entered east of the line the Commissioner 
drew, 

Mr. BERRY. That is not the statement of the Commissioner, which 
I submitted with my remarks. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator himself finds justification for the spy 
system as applied under this Administration by illustrations drawn 
from Northern States. He has not a word to say about the frauds that 
were committed in the Southern States. He himself is doing exactly 
what the Commissioner did. He is arraigning the Northern people. 
That is what he isdoing. It is thesame thing we have had for a long 
time. It is not a new idea at all, Mr. President. It is that hatred of 
the Northern people and of Northern institutions and of the movement 
of Northern civilization from the President down, which was no stronger 
in the Senator from Arkansas than it was in the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office. When the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office went to talk about frauds under the swamp-land laws he found 
two or three hundred thousand acres in the State of Minnesota that 
were fraudulent, overlooking the eight or ten million acres of Jand in 
the State of Arkansas and the twenty million acres in the State or 
Florida, of which he made no mention. , 

So I repeat what I said in my original speech, the order of suspen- 
sion was drawn practically at the line of States lately in rebellion. 
There was no objection made to the entry of large tracts of land for 
speculation in those States. The acquisition of those bodies of land 
was winked at by the Department without complaint. 

The Senator was so hard driven for material that he had to say, in 
substance as he did, that because Mr. Davis, of Kentucky, was a Union 
man he could not be a Democrat, and made asimilar statement in re- 
gard to Mr. Kennedy, of Maryland. He said Mr. Davis, of Kentucky, 
was a Union man, and consequently was not a Democrat, and Mr. 
Kennedy, of Maryland, was also elected as a Union man, and conse- 
quently he could not have been a Democrat. Iam willing to accept 
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the definition. Iam ready to admit, if the Senator is willing to do it, 
that the fact that a man was a Union man excluded fiim from the 
ranks of the Democratic party, that there was a distinction there with 
a difference. 

But the Senator very carefully overlooked some men \ 
racy I think he will not question. He overlooked the 
tor from the State of Indiana [Mr. Voorness], or perhaps he got stuck 
in the paragraph in which he referred to the names of the Democrats 
who voted for the Union and Central Pacific Railroad bills, for he over- 
looked the name of Mr. Hendricks. Certainly those two gentleme 
were Democrats. As to whether they were Union men or not, of cou 
the Se: r himself can answer. 

I say now what I said before, that the | se i 
Central Pacific acts was not a partisan measure. Ido not know to 
what branch of Democracy the Senator belonged prior to 1860 or in 
1860, but both the Democratic conventions of that year declared in 
favor of national aid to a line of railroad connecting the Mississippi 
vith the Pacific coast. It was a cardinal tenet of both parties at that 
time, and the act of Cons 3 which carried into effect that tenet was 
acquiesced in everywhere, and there was no suggestion that there was 
anything partisan about it. 

I can not follow the Senator into the bagging trust, and so on. He 
has not seen as much of his party as he will have seen by the time he 
serve He is directly from the wilds of Arkansas, and 
his horizon has not been as wide, I think, as it should have been. 

Let him bear with me while I call his attention to the fact that Mr. 
August Belmont, the agent on this continent of the Rothschilds, was 
for twelve years the chairman of the Democratic national committee. 
When he is talking about the monopoly of manufacturing which ho 
says the law gives to certain people, and about the enormity of thelaw 
taking out of one man’s pocket in the guise of taxes money which it 
puts into another’s, let him restrain himself while I tell him that the 
chairman of the national Democratic committee during the last two 
years has owned more manuiacturing stock than any other man in the 
United States outside of five or six; that he is practically the head of 
the largest steel-manufacturing concern in the United States, and is the 
largest manufacturer of iron in all New England—Mr. William H. 
Barnum. 

If I had before me a Directory I could read the statement in which 
another member of the Democratic national committee, and one who, 
it is said, more nearly represents the President than anybody else, who 
was theauthor of the bill to frighten and scare about the Chinese ques- 
tion, and so on, describes himself as a director of more railroads than 
any other man in the United States. The present chairman of the ex- 
ecutive committee, the raan who is running the campaign, is himself 
a railroad man, pure and simple. The New York Sun, a Democratic 
newspaper, the other day had a statement of the railroad affiliations of 
all the leading men of that committee, and it wound up with a very 
significant statement that it represented more mileage of railroads than 
any other association of men on this continent, and would undoubt- 
edly give transportation to the White House. I read from the Con- 
gressional Directory the following statement in regard to the gentle- 
man to whom I have just referred: 

Engaged, in 1850, in the coal and shipping business, owning and running sev- 
eral vessels on the lakes; subsequently became largely interested in the man- 
ufacture of iron and the mining of coal, as well as in the construction and op- 
eration of railroads, either as president or director of various lines, aggregating 
over 22,000 miles of completed road, the greatest number of miles of railroad, 
probably, which any oue individual was ever an officer or director of; was a 
district delegate to the national Democratic convention held in the city of New 
York in 1868, and a delegate at large frora the State of Pennsylvania to the Dem- 
ocratie national convention held in Cincinnati, Ohio, in 1880, and also repre- 
sented the State of Pennsyivania on the Democratic national committee from 
1876 to 1884. 
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Does the Senator find reflected in the mirror which that statement 
makes anything of the anti-monopolistic tendencies of the party which 
he soablychampions? As I said, when the Senator has served another 
term he will come to know more particularly who it is guides and con- 
trels the Democratic party, who it is deposits $60,000,000 of the reve- 
nues coming into the Treasury in the national banks, who it is, while 
denouncing the national banks in the country districts, makes a Secre- 
tary of the Treasury out of the president of a national bank and a 
Treasurer of the United States out of another one. 

It is robbery, is it, to take money in the shape of a tariff? The 
Senator is apt in his words. I have here a copy of a bill which re- 
cently passed the House of Representatives and for which the Senator 
would probably vote in tofo, voting probably against the ervsing of a 
single line, and what do I find? I find here that on manufactures of 
woolen goods aduty of 40 per cent. is imposed, while conveniently the 
duty is taken off the wool which the farmers of Arkansas, I presume, 
in common with the farmers of other portions of the country produce. 
I find, too, that the bill actually raises the duty on steel ingots from 
$8 a ton to$llaton. If a duty imposed at the rate of $8 is robbery, 
what is a duty which raises $3 more by making the tax $11 a ton? 
The Senator ought to be a little bit nicer in regard to his distinctions. 
He ought to read the record of his own party in this body, in which 
he will find that every single member of the Senate on the Democratic 
side who had an industry in his State has voted either to keep the du- 
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ties as they were or to increase them under the act of 1883. He 
find that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] voted to in 
the duty on zine. He will find that thesenior Senator from New Je 
sey [Mr. McPHER ’N] voted to increase the duty on glassware and on 
earthenware. He will ] the from ] »{ Mr. \ - 
HEEFS | voted to increase ty « ire ma ired in 3 
State. Soh Way ar 1; and whenh 
cor to ¢ rac ll find that 1 l l 
some sett ! hi i i 
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inal speech. | is I said bef that 1 I 
forfeiture was pi 1 originated with the | rats in ¢ 
House of Congress. Isay that every single one of them was ot 
lican parentaze, and was passed as the result of Republican end 
and I say iat 10 1s to the non-action of the last House of | 
sentatives (which could not have been better inspired if it had n 
directly in the st of the railroad comp that three and 


million acres of land have since that time passed ot the entire 
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While this declamation is g I etar 
the Interior is patenting lands to 1 ipanies l after the 
date named in the granting act t b use he b 
that to be the law. He is doing ! t ‘ his chiei 
in whose behalf the speech of the Senator was made, and for whom he 
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he does 


will vote, knowing that the policy of the Administration 
will be directly adverse to that which he announces here as his policy 
and I leave it to his own candor to say whichis the Democratic policy, 
that which 

I say that the Democratic party has never recovered an acre of pub 
lic land. It has carried on in an administrative way, as it was led to 


do by Republican administrations, investigations in regard to illegal 


he advocates or that which Mr. Cleveland practices. 





appropriations of public land. If I am not very much mistaken, in 
the very case which the Senator mentioned, in which last March M 





Stockslager set aside certain entries, the order se 


revoked and the entries have been reinstated. It may not be that one 
I know there is one very important case involving red- 





ti iside has been 


I think it is. 
wood lands in California where the entry was set aside by the Com 
missioner of the General Land Office. A man, whom I am not per 
mitted to name, but whose connections go near the throne, came here 
and got that order rescinded, and proceedings have been instituted 
since to determine whether it should be made again or not. 

Mr. President, there are many pertinent facts in connection with this 
subject which will come out more distinctly the more we discuss this 
question, which will show the hidden workings of things in the Land 
Office, how fish is made of one and flesh of another, and how under 
the cover of recovering lands by oppressing settlers on the frontier large 
appropriations of land have been allowed to be made by favorite specu- 
lators. ‘* The voice is Jacob’s voice, but the hands are the hands of 
Esau.”’ 

While we have had all this declamation upon the subject the spolia- 
tion of publicland has been goingon. ‘The promises held out by Demo- 
cratic administration have not been kept, and while a few little men 
have had their fences taken down under the mandate of a law passed 
befoge Mr. Cleveland came into oflice, that does not interfere with th 
approval of leases granted of coal lands on the Cherokee reservation 
which have gone into the hands of powerful capitalists. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, in the face of the assertion made b 
the Senator from Kansas that no lands have been restored to the publi 
domain by this Administration, I ean only state that there is in t! 
remarks I made an official statement showing that it is i 
state that a large number of acres of land, amounting to many iuill- 
ions, have been forfeited and restored to the public domain. Sinc 
Democratic Administration came into power fraudulent entry 
fraudulent entry of the public domain has been canceled; and vet 
when the records of the Land Office are full of it the Senator stands 
upon the floor of the Senate and says that not one acre has been so re- 
stored! I confess that I do not know how to answer such a proposi- | 
tion. I assert that the records show it; they are in speech after | 
speech, and the Senator from Kansas himself must know it to be true. 

In regard to Mr. Scotr and others being Democrats, it was not in- 
dividual members of the Republican party, except in one instance, that 
I was discussing, but it was the system which allowed these monop- 
olies. I care not whether it is Mr. Scorr or any one else, they have 
grown under Republican rule, and it is the Republican principles and 
the Republican system by which they are enabled to do it, and it is | 
no justification to say that in some instances they are in politics Demo- 
crats. 
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The Senator says that the forfeiture bills were enacted by Repub- 
licans. The fact is that one or two forfeiture bills, and perhaps more 
than that number, were introduced in the other House by Mr. Pay- 
SON, of Illinois, who is a Republican, but who it is well known was 
not in accord with the Republican party upon the question of public 
lands until very recently; and because accidentally the bill that h« 
introduced was taken up by a Democratic committee and passed by a 

emocratic House the Senator from Kansas insists that therefore it is | 
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quantity of land, forfeiting all the lands which were earned after the 
time limited in granting the act for the completion of the road, but 
they refused to take what was offered them. In the mean time the 


railroad company earned three million and odd acres of land on the | 


Cascade branch, and all there is left, as has been correctly stated by 


the Senator from Arkaneas, is the Jand for 214 miles from Wallula to | 


Portland, the uncompleted road of the Northern Pacific. 

I understand it to be a rule where the two Houses can not agree that 
the body insisting on the amendment, which in that case was the House 
of Representatives, should recede, All agreed as to the power of Con- 
gress and the propriety of forfaiting the lands embraced in the Senate 
bill. The Senate did not believe that Congress had the power, or that 
it would be honest or just to forfeit more. 

Consequently, in addition to the showing which I made at the time 
before the Senate as to the delay of the House conferees and the loss 
of the bill, and their neglect to provide a substitute for it, and the ef- 
forts which were made to get a conference, I think it is but a just crit- 
icism to say that the action of the House of Representatives prevented 
the forfeiture of lands which might have been forfeited at that time by 
the provision of the bill, and even without it there was nothing to 
prevent Congress from passing a bill for a further forfeiture at any 
time. They had thepower. ‘The House could have accepted that bill, 
and the very next hour could have sent us a bill forfeiting the rest of 
the lands which they claimed should have been forfeited. 

If no Senator desires to discuss the matter further, I move to sub- 
stitute for the bill under consideration House bill 9151, the bill re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Arkansas, which has come over from the 
other House since this bill was last under consideration. 

Mr. BERRY. ‘The Senator asks to have it substituted for consider- 
ation? 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask to have it substituted for consideration, and 
then I shall offer the amendment reported from the committee thi 
morning. 

Mr. BERRY. I have no objection to substituting the bill. 
it will be passed after it is substituted. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask unanimous consent to substitute the House bill 
on the same subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon asks unan- 
imous consent that the pending bill may be indefinitely postponed, and 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9151) to 
forfeit certain Jands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, 
and for other purposes. If there be no objection, the House bill is be- 
fore the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and will be read at length. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. I now move to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


I hope 


The amendment will be read. 


The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 
That all the lands heretofore granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 


pany by an act entitled “An act granting lands to aid in the construction of a 
railroad and telegraph line from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, on the Pacific 
coast, by the northern route,” approved July 2, 1864, and subsequent acts and 
joint resolutions of Congress, which appertain to and are coterminous withthat 
part of its line which shall not have been constructed at the date of the passage 
of this act, be, and the same are hereby, resumed by the United States and re- 
stored to the public domain, and made subject to disposition and settlement 
under the general laws relating to the public lands: Prédvided, That this act 
shall not be construed as forfeiting the right of way or station grounds for any 
portion of said road granted by said acts and joint resolutions: And provided 
further, That nothing in this act contained shall be construed as limitin a 
rights granted to purchasers or settlers by “An act to provide for the adjust- 
ment of land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads and 
for the forfeiture of unearned lands, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 
3, 1887, or as repealing, altering, or amending said act, nor as in any manner 
affecting any cause of action existing in favor of any purchaser against his 
grantor for breach of any covenants of title. 

Src. 2. That in all cases where persons are in possession of any of the lands 
affected by such grant and hereby resumed by and restored tothe United States, 
under deed, written contract with, or license from. the said Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company, executed in good faith prior to January 1, 1886, they shall be 
entitled to purchase the same from the United States, in quantities not exceed- 
ing 320 acres to any one such person, at the rate of $2.50 per acre, at any time 
within two years from the passage of this act, and on making requisite proofs 
and payment to receive patentstherefor: Provided, Thatin all cases where par- 
ties, persons, or corporations, with the permission of said company, or its as- 
signees, are in the possession of, and have made improvements upon, any of the 
lands hereby resumed and restored, and are not entitled to enter the same un- 
der the provisions of this act, such parties, persons, or corporations shall have 
six monthsin which to remove any growing crop and within which time they 
shall also be entitled to remove all buildings and other movable improvements 
from said lands. 

Src. 3. That if it shall be found that any lands heretofore nted to the said 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company and so resumed by the United States and 
restored tothe public domain lie north of the line known as the “ Harrison line,” 
being a line drawn from Wallula, Wash., easterly to the southeast corner of 
the northeast one-fourth of the southeast quarter of section 27, in township 7 
north, of range 37 east, of the Willamette meridian, all persons who had ac- 
quired in good faith the title of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to any 
portion of said lands prior to July 1, 1885, or who at said date were in possession, 
of any portion of said lands or had improved the same, claiming the same under 
written contract with said company, executed in good faith, or their heirs or 
assigns, as the case may be, shall be entitled to purchase the lands so acquired, 
possessed, or improved from the United States at any time prior tothe expira- 
tion of one year after it shall be finally determined that such lands are restored 
to the public domain by the provisions of this act, at the rate of $2.50 per 
acre, and to receive patents therefor upon proof before the proper land office of 
the fact of such acquisition, passession, or improvement, nk payment therefor, 
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without limitation asto quantity: Provided, That the rights of way and riparian 
riglits heretofore attempted to be conveyed to the city of Portland, in the State 
of Oregon, by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company and the Central Trust 
Company of New York, by deed of conveyance dated August 8, 1886, and which 
are described as follows: A strip of land 50 feet in width, being 25 feet on each 
side of the center line of a water-pipe line as the same is staked out and located, 
or as it shall be hereafter finally located according to the provisions of an act of 
the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon approved November 25,1885, pro- 
viding the means to supply the city of Portland with an abundance of good, 
pure, and wholesome water over and across the following described tracts of 
land: Sections 19 and 31, in township | south, of range 6 east; sections 25,31, 33, 
and 35, in township 1 south, of range 5 east; sections 3 and 5, in township 2 
south, of range 5 east; section 1, in township 2 south, of range 4 east; sections 
23, 25, and 35, in township 1 south, of range 4 east, of Willamette meridian, in 
the State of Oregon, forfeited by this act, are hereby granted and conlirmed unto 
the said city of Portland, ia the State of Oregon, its successors and assigns for- 
ever, with the right to enter on the hereinbefore described strip of land, over 
and across the above-described sections, for the purpose of constructing, main- 
taining, and repairing a water-pipe line as aforesaid. 

Sec. 4. That nothing in this act shal! be construed to waive or release in any 
way any right of the United States to have any other lands granted by them to 
the said railroad company forfeited for any failure, past or future, of said com- 
pany to comply with the conditions of the grant. 


Mr. DOLPH. This proposed amendment is the identical bill in every 
respect reported from the Committee on Public Lands which has just 
been postponed. It was reported, as I understand it, by the approval 
and consent of all the members of the committee except the Senator 
from Arkansas who has just addressed the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish tocorrect one misstatement. I wasin favor of 
including more land in the bill than is included in it; but if we can not 
include the other land, Iam in favor of forfeiting what is included in 
the bill. I do not wish the Senator to put me in a position as being 
opposed to forfeiting any lands. 

Mr. DOLPH. I did not intend to do so. 

Mr. BERRY. Iam in favor of forfeiting all the land proposed to be 
forfeited in this bill, and in addition to that I am in favor of forfeiting 
the land provided for in the House bill introduced by my colleague, 
Mr. MCRAE, the one that is now pending. 

Mr. DOLPH. I understand the Senator’s position and I have tn- 
derstood it ever since he has been a member of the committee, and 
therefore in stating that this met the approval of the committee I de- 
sire to state also that, as I understand, it had the approval of every 
member of the committee except the Senator from Arkansas, and it 
did not have his approval because he desired to make it embrace more 
land. I understand, however, that the provisions made for settlers 
meet with his approval and the approval of every member of the com- 
mittee. 

I wish to say further that this bill as reported is identical in its pro- 
visions with the general forfeiture bill which passed the Senate. The 
first section has been changed so as to make it include, instead of all 
unearned Jands of all railroad companies, just the unearned lands of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. The other provisions for set- 
tlers, etc., are the identical provisions of the general forfeiture bill 
which passed the Senate, and which was discussed here for days, and 
which also had-the approval of all the members of the Committee ex- 
cept the Senator from Arkansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon to strike out all after 
the enacting clause and insert what has been read by the Secretary. 

Mr. CALL. I understand the bill offered as an amendment igSen- 
ate bill 3504. Am I right? 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes, the bill we have just had under consideration. 

Mr. CALL. His bill proposes to forfeit all the lands granted to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company which appertain to and are co- 
terminous with that part of its line which shall not have been con- 
structed at the date of the passage of this act; that is to say, it isa 
bill of confirmation and not of forteiture, and should be so designated. 
It is a bill to assume in favor of the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany all the favorable constructions that can be made of the grant, 
that it was a perpetual grant; that its conditions were never required 
to be complied with; that from now one hundred or two hundred 
years hence the company may continue to fulfill the conditions of the 
act, and this vast territory; an empire of the public land, which has 
been given by the United States, by a pledge of the public faith, to the 
people for their homes, shall pass to the ownership of « great corpora- 
tion in defiance ot every principie upon which this Government is 
founded, in violation and in denial of the personal rights of the people 
of the United States; and that in the midst of all the suffering and all 
the want and all the hardship that is pow penetrating every portion of 
this country among the people. That which the Government has given 
to them we are giving away to a few men in the character of corpora- 
tions, to exercise the powers of an aristocracy, and that in derogation 
of public right. 

Mr. President, for one 1 shall never vote to grant the lands which 
the Government has given to the people of this country under any pre- 
tenses which are founded upon these supposed decisions of the Supreme 
Court to one or one hundred men to hold in proprietorship and with- 
hold from the uses of the people. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpH]. [Pat- 
ting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 
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Mr. DOLPH. Let us have a division. 

The Senate proceeded to divide, and the ayes were 14—— 

Mr, DOLPH. Under the circumstances, if no oue desires to discuss 
the bill further, Iask that unanimous consent begiven that the amend- 
ment and the bill may be voted upon at 2 o'clock to-morrow, and | 
shall not press a vote at thistime. There is other business which some 
Senators desire to transact this afternoon. 
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| that the pending bill be taken up to-morrow morning at the conclu- 


Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to letting the bill go over un- | 


til to-morrow, but I do not think that in the present condition of the 
Senate we should undertake to make a unanimous agreement. It is 
not fair to the majority of the Senate, to say nothing more. 

Mr. DOLPH. The bill is already up in pursuance of a unanimous 
agreement. 


agreement made by asmall partof the Senate. Let the Senator simply 
move to lay the bill over until 2 o'clock to-morrow. 


Mr. DOLPH. I donot wish to do that. It went over from last | 


Monday by a unanimous agreement to vote upon it to-day. If any- 
body desires to discuss the bill, that is another thing; let Senators make 
speeches if they wish. If they do not, I simply suggest that we shall 
vote without discussion at an hour when we shall probably have a quo- 
rum present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not understand the 
unanimous agreement to be that the vote should be taken to-day at the 
close of the debate, but that the bill should come up for discussion. 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes, the vote was to be taken to-day, I understand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the part I object to. I say the Senate 
should not now, in the present condition of the Chamber, make an 
agreement to vote at all, binding in honor. Of course if there was an 


unquestioned quorum present in the Senate, we might bind our absent | 


colleagues, but for a minority to do so would not be right. I have no 

objection to letting the bill go over until to-morrow, and if there is a 

quorum to-morrow I am perfectly willing that a vote shall be taken. 
FORT WALLACE MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent, pending the decision of this 
matter, that there be taken up by the Senate the bill which I reported 
this morning from the Committee on Public Lands, the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs] having withdrawn his objection. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent that the pending business may be informally laid aside 
to enable him to move the consideration of the bill (S. 3597) to pro- 
vide for the disposal of the Fort Wallace military reservation in Kan- 
sas, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET KENNEDY. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 


of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 307) for the relief of 


Margaret Kennedy. : 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate disagree to the amend- 
ment, and ask for a conference thereon with the House of Representa- 
tives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to | 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. STEWART, | 


Mr. SpooNnek, and Mr. JoNes of Arkansas were appointed. 
MARTHA VY. COLEMAN, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1264) granting a pension 
to Martha V. Coleman, which was, in line 4, to strike out ‘‘ giving her, 
for life, the sum of twenty-five,’’ and insert ‘‘and pay her a pension at 
the rate of twelve.” 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the Senate concur in the House 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 

Mr. DOLPH. At the suggestion of several Senators near me, I will 
modify my request and ask that the unfinished business, the Northern 
Pacific forfeiture bill, go over until after the conclusion of morning 
business to-morrow morning, without asking that there shall be a 
unanimous agreement to vote upon the bill at a particular time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question being on the 


| 


motion of the Senator from Oregon to amend the bill by striking out | 


and inserting what was read by the Secretary, if there be no objec- 
tion the further consideration of the unfinished business will be post- 
poned until to-morrow morning at the close of the routine morning 
business. 

Mr.CALL. I donotconsent tothat arrangement unless it be under- 
stood that the resolution which it was agreed this morning should be 
taken up to-morrow morning is excepted from it. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Florida repeat his proposi- 
tion ? 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Oregon has asked unanimous consent 


| 


sion of the routine business. This morning it was agreed that the 
resolution submitted by me should come up for consideration to-mor- 
row morning . 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution of the Senator from 
Florida will come up as morning business to-morrow in the morning 
hour before this bill can be considered. 

Mr. CALL That is all I desire. 

MANON VANGORDON 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 330) granting a pension 
to Manon Vangordon; which was to add to the bill ‘‘and pay him a 


3 : ; : | pension of $18 a month.”’ 
Mr. SHERMAN. I know that, but I do not believe ina unanimous | PCDS!OM * $15 a month 


Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the Senate concur in the House 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

IONAS DOERING 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3141) granting a pension 
to Jonas Doering; which was, in line 3, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘forty.’’ 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 


| severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 7) granting a pension to Thomas B. Walsh; 
A bill (H. R. 210) granting a pension to Ephraim Nye; 
A bill (H. R. 308) granting a pension to John Lynn; 
A bill (H. R. 855) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob Cramer; 
A bill (H. R. 2499) increasing the pension of Miss Sarah Mary Car- 
roll; 
A bill (H. R. 2667) for the relief of Ida M. Howell; 
A bill (H. R. 4649) granting a pension to Daniel Tanner; 
A bill (H. R. 5408) granting a pension to Emma F. Read; 
A bill (H. R. 6534) for the relief of Isaac Roshon; 
A bill (H. R. 7344) granting a pension to Henrietta Waldron; 
A bill (H. R. 7683) granting increase of pension to Hugh Brady; 
\ bill (H. R. 7877) to place Mary Karstetter on the pension-roll; 
A bill (H. R. 7928) granting a pension to Samuel M,. Reese 
A bill (H. R. 8755) granting a pension to Mary A. McCool; 
A bill (H. R. 9173) granting a pension to Mary J. Drake; 
A bill (H. 91 
A bill (H. R. 9178) granting a pension to Jane Jackson; 


] 
| 5) granting a pension to George Wallen; 
i 
A bill (H. R. 9296) granting a pension to Bridget Carroll; 
RK 
I 
] 
I 


‘ 
‘ 
‘ 
\ bill (H. R. 9668) granting a pension to Joseph Rosier; 

\ bill (H. R. 9791) for the relief of Charles W. Geddes; 

A bill (H. R. 10109) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Leach; and 
A bill (H. 10769) granting a pension to John M..Krunk. 

Che following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims 

A bill (H. R. 4624) for the relief of the estate of John W. Whitfield; 

\ bill (H. R. 6622) for the relief of W. O. Wiatt, Edward Hughes, 
and J. W. Powell, session clerks of the Forty-ninth Congress; 

A bill (H. R. 10042) for the relief of the estates of James H. Judkins 
and William T. Judkins; 

A bill (H. R. 10866) to refer the claims against the United States of 
the trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Churches of Calhoun and 
Pulaski, Tenn.; and 

4 bill (H. R. 11495) for the relief of George H. Owen. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military ‘ai 

{ bill (H. R. 3112) for the relief of Phineas T. Richardson; 

4 bill (H. R. 6018) for the relief of George Campbell; and 

A bill (H. R. 5009) to provide certain arms, ammunition, and « 
page to the State of Oregon for the militia thereo! 

The bill (H. R. 755) to appropriate $122.50 to reimburse the Indian 
committee of Western Yearly Meeting of Friends in Indiana for money 
expended by them in the purchase of Government lands in North Caro- 
lina for an Indian training-school was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
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The bill (H. R. 7718) for the relief of Milo M read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Vost-O and Post- 
Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 10023) to authorize the Cairo and Tennessee River 
Railroad Company to construct bridges across the Tennessee and Cum- 
berland Rivers was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 11227) for the relief of Henry Set; v ! tr 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance 

WRECK OF STEAMER TALLAPOOSA. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following report 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing voics of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bil! (S. 869) for the f of t sufferers by 
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the wreck of the United States steamer Tallapoosa, having met, aficr full and 
free conferen Mas ito recommend and do recommend to their respect- 
ive Youses as follows 

That the Senate recede from iis disagreement to the amendment numbered | 





of the liouse,and a © to the same with the following amendment: Strike out 
from the original bill the words *‘one thousand” and insert the words “seven 
hundred and fifts 

r 





That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 2, and agree to th 
line 26, strike out the words “or in case there be not such, then the parent or 
parents, and if there be no parents the brothers and sisters;’’ page 3, line 30, 
strike out the words ‘Clarence EK, Black, passed assistant surgeon,” and at the 
end of the section add And provided further, That there shall be paid out of 
the Trensury of the United Sates to the legal representatives of Clarence | 
Black, passed mesisiant surgeon, United States Navy (deceased), the sum of 
$750. 

J. D. CAMERON, 
WM. E. CHANDLER, 
JO, C. 8. BLACKBURN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
lr. J. CAMPBELL, 
L. F. McKINNEY, 
DANIEL KERR, 
Managers on the part of the Iouse. 
The report was concurred in. 
PENSACOLA AND MEMPHIS RAILROAD. 

Mr.CALL. lIask that Senate bill 3573, Order of Business 2340, being 
a bill to grant a right of way to arailroad now being built through the 
naval reservation at Pensacola, may be now considered. The bill is 
recommended by the Secretary of the Navy and by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida asks unan- 
imous consent that the bill named by him may be now considered. 

Mr. CULLOM. Do I understand that the bill comes from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CULLOM. And is unanimously reported favorably ? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, siz ° 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (8. 3573) granting the right of way to the 
Pensacola and Memphis Railroad Company over and through the pub- 





sissippi, and Tennessee, and granting the right of way to said railroad 
company over and through the United States naval and military reser- 
vations near Pensacola, in the State of Florida. 

ihe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES WEITFLE. 

Mr. TELLER. LIask consent of the Senate to call up the bill (5. 
3485) restoring the homestead right of Charles Weitfle. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TELLER. I move to strike out the preamble. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
preamble. 

The preamble was disagreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Having stricken out the preamble, the werds ‘‘ the 
said,’’ in line 3 of the bill onght to be stricken out. It may be done 
by general consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent that amend- 
ment will be considered as agreed to, 

DR. JOHN B. READ. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Iask unanimous consent to call up Senate bill 
3258, Order of Business 2026, a bill for the relief of Dr. John B. Read. 
I believe it is one of the first bills on the Calendar in order, and as I 
may be going away I should like to have it disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 3258) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read. 

Mr. ‘TELLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator how that 
happens? There has been one bill passed this session for Dr. Read’s 
relief, and this seems to refer to the same matter. 

Mr. HAMPTON. This isa bill that has come from the Honse of 
Representatives. There were some amendments that were made in the 
Senate on the Senate bill. I wish to substitute the House bill for the 
Senate bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to look at it. It is a matter I do not 
want to object to, but I want to look at the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from South 
Carolina whether this is not substantially the same bill as the one 
which passed the Senate, or whether it has been altered in material 
particulars ? 

Mr. HAMPTON. I wish to have the House bill passed in the form 
in which the Senate Committee on Military Affairs proposed to amend 
the Senate bill. The House passed a bill not conforming to the amend- 
ments made in the Senate. We struck out some words in the Senate 
billand the House did not strike them out in its bill. I propose now 
to take up the House bill and amend it in accordance with the bill that 
was reported by the Senate committee. 

Mr. TELLER. There is no objection to that. 
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| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from South Caro- 
| lina send to the desk the number of the bill he desires considered ? 
| The Chair understands that the Senator desires to have a House bill 
| considered. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I send the House bill to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. RB. 10633) for the relief of Dr. John B. 

Read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Honse bill is before the Com- 


j 

| 

} mittee on Military Afiairs and not yet reported. 

Mr. HAMPTON. It was reported back. I reported it back with 
| this amendment. 

| ‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 

the Calendar. 

| Mr. HAMPTON. I thought it had been reported before. 


The House bill does not appear on 


I report 
it now, if I have not already done so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
reports from the Committee on Military Affairs favorably with amend- 
ments the bill (H. R. 10633) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read, and 
asks that the same be now considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator I suppose ‘wants to amend the House 
bill by substituting the Senate bill for it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The House bill will now be read. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I move to amend the House bill by making it cor- 
respond with the Senate bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length, and 
the amendment will then be stated. 

The bill was read. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Military Affairs 
were, in Kine 7, after the word ‘‘furnished,’’ to strike out ‘‘ by R. P. 
Parrott;’’ and in the same line, after ‘‘ United States,’’ to strike out 
‘*during the war of 1861 to 1865;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $17,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay 
Dr. John B. Read his compensation as royalty on all rifle projectiles with iron 
sabots furnished to the United States, said sum of $17,000 to be received by said 
John B. Read as royalty upon all such projectiles so furnished to the United 
States, and in full satisfaction of his claim. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives 
thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. MANDERSON, 
Mr. Davis, and Mr. HAMPTON were appointed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill (S. 
3258) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read will be indefinitely postponed, 
the House bill on that subject having been passed. 





| 
| ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to submit a privileged motion. I move 

that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope that the Senator from Ohio will not insist on 
that motion at this hour. I havea little District bill here that, I am 
informed by the commissioners, is very important to be passed promptly, 
to increase slightly the police force of the District. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw the motion until 4 o’clock, but it is 
important that we should have an executive session to-day. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam very anxious to get considered this police bill, 
if I can get the floor by that time; and if not at that time, I shall beg 
the Senator to let me have an opportunity to ask the Senate to con- 
sider the bill. 

IMPORTATION OF CONTAGION OR INFECTION. 

. Mr. PASCO. I ask leave to offer an amendment to the resolution 
submitted by my colleague [Mr. CALL] on the 27th of September, and 
I ask that it may be printed to come up with the resolution to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
received and printed. 

YUE LOUISIANA ELECTION. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now move that the resolution relative to the 
Louisiana election be taken up, and I shall ask that it be made the orde: 
for to-morrow during the morning hour. 

The PRESIDENT proiempore. There has been already an order as- 

for the morning heur te-meorrew. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that this resolution be taken from the 
table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 

moves that the Senate proceed now to the consideration of the resolu- 
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Mr. DAWES. What is that? 

Mr. HARRIS. He states that the commissioners were before the 
Committees on Appropriations of the House and Senate, and repre- 
sented their view, and those committees arrived at a certain conclu- 
sion, and that afterwards they appealed to the Committees on the Dis- 
trictof Columbia. In that the Senator isslightly mistaken. They had 
made their report and shown what in their opinion was necessary in this 
respect long before the Committee on Appropriations df either the House 
or the Senate considered the matter. They had asked for an increase 
of about one hundred men, and the House Committee on the District 
of Columbia (which, if the Senator will pardon me, I think, charged, 
as it is, with looking to the interests of the people of the District and 
of the District, is a little more reliable on a question such as that than 
the Committee on Appropriations) decided to allow the one hundred 
additional policemen that were needed. After that the Committees of 
Appropriations of the House and of the Senate agreed upon a slight 
increase, I think of about fifteen men. 

I do not wonder that the House having agreed to give the commis- 
sioners an increase of one hundred men would accept the fifteen as the 
best they could do in the appropriation bill. They would accept fifteen 
or any number they could get, but the House had declared in favor of 
allowing the whole hundred, and the Senate Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia has also decided that the commissioners need and are 
entitled to the hundred. 

Mr. DAWES, The Senator from Tennessee is mistaken in saying 
that I was mistaken in my statement. What I stated was that the 
peculiarity of this case was that after the commissioners had been be- 
fore the Committees on Appropriations of both Houses and had been 
heard there, and the judgment of those committees had been passed 
upon by both Houses, the commissioners come here to-day and seek out 
the District Committee in the absence of the Senator who had charge of 
the bill that fixed the number. Now, I will state that on the strength 
of two things-——the first is that I saw them here, and the next is that 
the Senator from Tennessee says they have been here. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator might add that when he saw them 
here, he saw the Senator from Kansas, who was the chairman of the 
subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations, in his seat. They 
did not seek to find that Senator absent, nor did the Senator from Ten- 
nessee seek to call up this bill in the absence of the Senator from Kan- 
sas or any other Senator. 

Mr. DAWES. Then, Mr. President, it is more peculiar than ever 
that they came here and sought out the Committee on the District of 
Columbia when they saw the Senator from Kansas in his seat, who had 
charge of this whole matter and upon whose report both Houses had, 
after the passage of this bill by the House, fixed upon the number in 
the appropriation bill. If the Senator from Kansas was in his seat 
when they came here and sought out another committee, it is more 
remarkable than I stated before. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from Massachusetts hold that the 
Senator from Kansas has charge of District affairs?. Is he to be con- 
suited in respect to all legislation in relation to District affairs because 
the Committee on Appropriations has seen proper to make him the 
chairman of the subcommittee that sits in judgment on appropriations 
only? Iam aware of the fact that that Committee on Appropriations 
seeks to grapple with and control every question of legislation in this 
if not in both Houses, but I do not quite yield to it. I have had the 
vanity to believe that the District Committee had some little control 
and some little jurisdiction, and ought to have some little influence in 
controlling such legislation as may be necessary for the District people. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not think any such thing or say any such thing. 
Teast of all should I think of charging upon the Senator from Tennes- 
sce wien he had already announced that he surrendered his judgment 
entircly to that of the District commissioners-—— 

Mr. HARRIS. In respect to that matter I do. 

Mr. DAWES. NowlI have an idea, Mr. President, that the com- 
mittees of these two Houses and the Houses themselves have a respon- 
sibility about this matter, and as they have to make the appropriations 
it is very proper that they should determine what should be done with 
the appropriations. I may be mistaken about that, but Iam not quite 
prepared myself, as the Senator from Tennessee is, to surrender my en- 
tire judgment to the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. REAGAN: Before that motion is put I desire permission—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. [If I yield now to the Senator I shall have to yield 
to others. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore, 
give a notice. 

Mr. REAGAN. I simply want to give notice that the Committee 
on Post-Offices end Post-Roads has reported unanimously a bill which 
increascs to some degree the compensation of fourth-class postmasters, 
and if I can get the floor for the purpose I desire to get it up to-mor- 
row and have the action of the Senate upon it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Ghio will allow the Senate 
to dispose of the pending bill in whatever way it may choose to dis- 
pose of it. 


The Senator from Texas desires to 


| Mr. SHERMAN. 





I think it had better lie over until to-morrow if 
the Senator desires to passit. It is manifestitcan not be passed now in 
the present condition of the Senate. I therefore insist upon my motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I doubt very much whether there is any opposition 
to the bill. I doubt whether either the Senator from New Hampshire 
or the Senator from Massachusetts will oppose the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘They indicate that they will, and therefore it had 
better pass over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 22 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, October 2, 1888, 
at 12 o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate October 1, 1888. 
COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

John H. Oberly, of Illinois, to be Commissioner of Indian Affairs, vice 
John D. C. Atkins, resigned. 

SUPERINTENDENT OF INDIAN SCHOOLS. 

Samuel H. Albro, of Fredonia, N. Y., to be superintendent of In- 
dian schools, to fill an original vacancy. 

ASSAYER. 

Van Court Yantes, of Missouri, to be assayer in charge of the United 

States assay office at St. Louis, Mo., vice Frank Nicholson, resigned. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Georg S. Duryee, of New Jersey, to be United States attorney for 
the district of New Jersey, vice Samuel F. Bigelow, whose nomination 
was rejected by the Senate. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

James A. Moore, of Nevada, to be marshal of the United States for 

the district of Nevada, rice Thomas E. Kelly, deceased. 
JUDGES OF PROBATE, 

J. R. Wilkins, to be judge of probate in Beaver County, Territory of 
Utah, vice F. R. Clayton, whose term has expired. ; 

James 8. Melville, to be judge of probate in Millard County, Terri- 
tory of Utah, vice T. C. Callister, whose term has expired. 

kt. W. Cross, to be judge of probate in Weber County, Territory of 
Utah, vice L. W. Shurtleff, whose term has expired. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate September 25, 1888. 
JUDGES OF PROBATE IN THE TERRITORY OF UTAH. 


Thomas Brandon, in the county of Davis. 
Pordon Dodds, in the county of Uintah. 

John Houston, in the county of Garfield. 
Joha A. Marshall, in the county of Salt Lake. 
Francis L. Daggett, in the county of Washington. 
Charles Foote, in the county of Juab. 

S. V. Frazier, in the county of Rich. 
William Goodwin, in the county of Cache. 

S. V. Harkness, in the county of Emery. 
Charles A. Herman, in the county of Tooele. 
Jacob Johnson, in the county of San Pete. 

L. B. Kinney, in the county of Sevier. 
William G. Stark, in the county of Pi Ute. 
Henry Shields, in the county of Summit. 
William T. Stewart, in the county of Kane. 


TERRITORIAL CHIEF-JUSTICE. 
Charles E. Boyle, of Pennsylvania, to be chief-justice of the su- 
preme court of Washington Territory. 
PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE SERVICE. 
Third Lieut. Augustus Y. Lowe, to bea second lieutenant in the 
revenue service of the United States. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
Lambert Tree, of Illinois, to be envoy extraordinary and ministcr 
plenipotentiary of the United States to Russia. 
SECRETARIES OF LEGATION. 
Charles K. Holliday, of Kansas, to be secretary of legation of the 
United States to Venezuela. 
Howard Martin, of New York, to be secretary of the legation of the 
United States to China. ; ; 
Henry L. Vilas, of New York, to be secretary of the legation of the 
United States, to the Argentine Republic. 
Henry R. Whitehouse, of New York, to be secretary of the legation 
of the United States, to Mexico. 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Pay Department. 

Maj. William Smith, paymaster, to be deputy paymaster-general 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, September 6, 1888, vice Johnston, 
retired from active service. 

be cond Regiment of Artille ry. 

Second Lieut. George F. Barney, to be first lieutenant, September 3, 

1888, vice Howard, deceased. 


Judge- Advocate-General’s Depariment. 
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tee on Commerce the bill (H. R. 11147) to amend an act entitled ‘An 


Maj. Herbert P. Curtis, judge-advocate, to be deputy judge-advocate- | 
general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, September 10, 1888, vice | 


Burnham, retired from active service. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
Second Regiment of Artillery. 

Additional Second Lieut. William 8, Pierce, of the First Artillery, 

to be second lieutenant, September 3, 1888, vice Barney, promoted. 
Twenty-fifth Regiment of Infantry. 

Additional Second Lieut. Charles G. French, of the Twentieth In- 
fantry, to be second lieutenant, September 1, 1888, vice Adams, re- 
signed. 

Exccutive nominations confirmed by the Senate Octoter 1, 1888. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE, 
John B. Baird to be register of land office, Seattle, Wash. 
INSPECTOR-GENERAL. 

Capt. Heury W. Lawton, Fourth Cavalry, to be inspector-general 
with the rank of major. 

ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

John G. Parkhurst, of Michigan, to be envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary of the United States to Belgium. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 

Professor George Davidson, of California, an assistant in the United 
States Coast and Geodetic Survey, to be a member of the Mississippi 
River Commission to represent the United States Coast and Geodetic 
Survey on said commission. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, October 1, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by Mr. 
McCreary as Speaker pro tempore. 
The following letter was read: 
SPEAKER'S Room, House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., September 29, 1888. 
Drar Sir: I shall be absent from the city on Monday, and hereby designate 
lion. JAMes B. McCreary to preside as Speaker pro tempore on that day. 
Yours, respectfully, 
JOHN G, CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon. Joun B, CLARK, 
Clerk House of Represcntatives. 
Prayer was offered by Rev. J. H. CurHsert, D.D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 


NAVIGATION OF POTOMAC RIVER. 


On motion of Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE, by unanimous con- 
sent, the Committee on Commerce was discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5697) to provide an ice boat or boats 
to facilitate the navigation of the Potomac River; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. LIND, indefinitely. 

To Mr. BACON, for six days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. SCULL, for three days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Norwoop, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. BLouNr’, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. RussELt, of Connecticut, indefinitely, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. McCoMAs, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. HUNTER, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. THomaAs, of Wisconsin, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. CrouskE, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. Coss, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. LAIRD, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. HOLMAN, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Crisp, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. JoHNSTON, of Indiana, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. 
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To Mr. Hopkins, of New York, indefinitely, on account of impor 

tant business. 

fo Mr. CARLTON, indefinitely, on account of urgent and important « 
business, 

REGULATION OF COMMERCE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 

LAWLER] asks permission to withdraw from the files of the Commit- 


act to regulate commerce,’’ passed February 4, 1887. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

SIBLEY CLAIM. 

Mr. OATES. Iask unanimous consent to substitute on the Calen- 
dar the Senate bill for the House bill in the case of what is known as 
the Sibley claim. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Are the two bills identical ? 

Mr. OATES. They are. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection that order 
will be made. The Chair hears no objection. The gentleman from 

labama [Mr. OATES] will furnish the Senate bill to the Clerk. 

There being no objection, Senate bill 518 was placed on the Private 
Calendar, and House bill 3007 was laid on the table. 

Mr. KERR subsequently, during the call of States and Territories, 
said: Mr. Speaker, in regard to the Sibley matter called up a few mo- 
ments ago by the gentleman from Alabama[ Mr. Oates], I ask unan- 
imous consent to substitute the minority report—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That request can not be entertained at 
this time. 

Mr. KERR. When will it be in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. *The request can be made after the call 
of States and Territories is concluded. 

ORDER OF BUSINES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This being Monday, the first business 
in order is the call of States and Territories for the introduction of bills 
and resolutions. 

CAMPS FOR YELLOW-FEVER REFUGEES, 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 11530) to establish camps 
for yellow-fever refugees, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time. 

Mr. WHEELER. This bill is similar to one which I introduced 
last Monday, and which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. As that committee is now without a quorum, I have introduced 
this bill, and ask that it be referred tothe Committee on Expenditures 
in the Treasury Department. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will be made. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- 
ury Department, and ordered to be printed. 

CONSIDERATION OF COMMITTEE BUSINESS. 

Mr. WHEELER introduced the following resolution: 

Resolved, First. That the Speaker set apart a day for the consideration of bills 
and resolutions for each committee of the House which has not had an entire 
day allotted to it during the present session. 

Second. That the chairmen of those committees desiring the benefit of the 
provisions of this resolution shall apply in writing to the Speaker of the House 
for such arrangement. - 

Third. That upon the day set apart for or assigned to any committee said 


committee may call up for consideration any bill which said committee has re- 
ported to the House. 


Mr. WHEELER. I do not think there will be any objection to this 
resolution, and I ask that it may be considered now. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That request can not be entertained 
at this time. The resolution will be referred to the Committee on 
Rules. 
COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
Mr. WHEELER also introduced the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That Thursday, October 4, and Saturday, October 6, be set apart for 
the consideration of biils reported from the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department. 


In the absence of objection, that order 


QUORUM FOR CONGRESSIONAL LEGISLATION. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 226) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution changing the existing re- 
quirements as to the number of members of either House that shall 
constitute a quorum; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CONTAGIOUS DISEASES. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY introduced a bill (H. R. 11531) to prevent the 
introduction of contagious diseases from one State to another. and for 
the punishment of certain offenses; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 


i 


INVESTIGATION OF YELLOW FEVER. 
Mr. DOUGHERTY also introduced a bill (H. R. 11532) to establish 
t ri 


a scientific bureau in the city of Jacksonville, Fla., to gather facts in 
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rélation to y llow fever, its 

suppressing and preventing it; which was read a first and second time, 

referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
CONTRACT FO FEDERAL BUILDING, BROOKLYN, N. Y. 

Mr. CHEADLE offered the following resolution; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Expenditures on Public Buildings: 

Whereas it is reported in the public prints that the contract for the construc- 
tion of the brooklyn Federal building wasawarded, after advertisement, to one 
Gobe), of Chicago, at his bid of $623,000, and that said Gobel failed to comply 
with the terms of said contract, and thatthe Supervising Architect has forfeited 
said Gobel's check for £1,000 deposited with his bid, and that said official has 
since awarded the contract, without readvertising the same, to Bernard Galla- 
gher, of Bro lyn, at his bid of $860,000; and 

Whereas it was reported that said Gobel had undue advantages in the matter 
of information which other contractors said that with these advantages they 
wonld bave reduced their bids: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to inquire into all 
the facts in the said award of contracts to said Gobel and Gallagher, and the law 
relating to the letting of contracts for the construction of public buildings, and 
to report without delay to the House whether there has been any dereliction of 
duty on the part of any official in failing to readvertise for proposals to build 
said building and im awarding the contract to said Gallagher upon the first ad- 
vertisement and at a figure nearly a quarter of a million dollars more than the 
lowest offer submitted at said first letting. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message, in writing, from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
who also announced the approval of bills and. joint resolutions of the 
following titles: 

An act (HI. R. 16041) to change the time of the sessions of the circuit 
and district courts for the western district of Missouri; 





Joint resolution (H. Res. 225) to continue the provisions of exist- | 


ing laws providing temporarily for ghe expenditures of the Govern- 
ment; 

An act (H. R. 11446) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act making ap- 
propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,’’ approved 
July 5, 1884; 

An act (H. R. 8751) providing for the erection of sundry light-houses 
and fog-signals in Lakes Superior, Huron, Erie, and Michigan, and 
range-lights in Lake St. Clair and Detroit River; 

An act (II. R. 5059) to provide for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Watertown, in the State of New York; 

An act (H. R. 8752) providing for the establishment of an additional 
life-saving station on Nantucket Island, Massachusetts; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 223) declaring the meaning of a clause in 
the river and harbor act of August 11, 1888; 

An act (H. R. 1216) for the investigation of the mining-débris ques- 
" tion in the State of California; 

An act (H. R. 10679) to grant the right of way through the mili- 
tary reservation at l’ort Morgan to the Birmingham, Mobile and Navy 
Cove Harbor Railway Company, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 2996) to confirm the title of the heirs or legal repre- 
seutatives of Henry Volcker, deceased, to a certain tract of land in the 
Territory of New Mexico; 

An act (H. R. 10931) to transfer to the State of Louisiana for quaran- 
tine purposes the possession of certain lands on the Mississippi River 
belonging to the United States, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 11356), a supplement to an act entitled “‘An act to ex- 
ecute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,’’ approved ‘the 6th 
day of May, 1882; 

An act (H. R. 11391) to authorize the Postmaster-General to adver- 
tise for and purchase improved registered-mail locks and keys there- 
for; 

An act (H. R. 8665) to create boards of arbitration or commissien for 
settling controversies and differences between railroad corporations and 
other common carriers engaged in interstate and Territorial transpor- 
tation of property or passengers and their employés. 

TEMPORARY SUPPORT OF COMMON SCHOOLS, 

Mr. McCOMAS offered the following resolution; which was read, and 

referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That Tuesday and Wednesday, January 8 and 9, 1889, immediately 
after the reading of the Journal, be set apart for the consideration of Senate 
bill 871, to aid in the establishment and temporary support of common schools; 
this to be a continuing order until two days shall have been oceupied. 


HARNEY LAND DISTRICT, OREGON. 
Mr. HERMANN offered the following resolution; which was read, 
aud referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 


Whereas this Congress, on May 8, 1888, passed an act (Senate bill 555) creating 
on additional land district in the State of Oregon, embracing an area of nearly 
10,000,000 acres of the public domain, and providing for the creation and es- 
tablishment of a land office and for the appointment of a register and receiver 
thereof by the President of the United States: and 

Whereas the Public Lands Committee of this House represented to Congress 
in their report on said bill that said district is 150 miles inlength east and west 
and 102 miles north and south, and that many poor settlers therein have no 
land office nearer than 160 miles, thus imposing upon them great hardships and 
expense to reach said office to secure their titles to lands or to contest for their 
rights in the numerous conflicts between the settlers and certain swamp-land 
owners and syndicates, rendering itimperatively necessary at the earliest prac- 
pe = ——— that an additional land office be established as provided for in 
said act; an 


origin and spread, and the best means of 
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Whereas said act was approved by the President of the United States, and the 

e became a law in the month of June last; and 
Whereas a long interval of time has elapsed and no further action has been 
had in executing the provisions of said law, to the great inconvenience and in- 
jury of the large number of settlers residing on the public lands within said 
land district: Therefore be it hereby 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the President of the United 
States be, and he is hereby, requested to inform this House what occasion, if 
any, exists for the delay in the designation and establishment of a public land 
oflice in Harney land district, in the State of Oregon, and in the appointment of 
the necessary officers therefor, as provided by law. 

YELLOW-FEVER COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr. PHELAN introduced a bill (H. R. 11533) to provide for the 
appointment of a board of yellow-fever commissioners to investigate 
the sanitary conditions of foreign infected places and to provide for the 
co-operation of Spain and Mexico; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PREVENTION OF TRUSTS. 

Mr. LANHAM offered the following resolution; which was read and 
referred to the Committee on Rules, and subsequently ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House that appropriate legislation for the 
prevention and suppression of * trusts’’ is imperatively demanded in behalf of 
the great body of the American people, and that the remainder of this session, 
or 80 much thereof as may be required, should be devoted to the periection of 
such legislation, and to this end all other legislative business except general 
appropriation and tariff bills yuld be subordinated until the purpose of this 
resolution be attained, 

Mr, ABBOTT introduced a bill (H. R. 11534) for the prevention ot 
trusts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL CLERK, COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. KILGORE submitted the following resolution; which was read, 

and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Enrolled Bills be authorized to em] 
additional clerk during the remainder of the present session of Congres 
10re than $% a day; said employment to begin from and including the 27th 
day of September, 1888. 









HENRY H. SIBLEY. 

Mr, OATES. Mr. Speaker, the request I made a few moments ago 
I now desire to renew; which is to substitute on the Calendar the Sen- 
ate bill No. 518 for the House bill No. 3007, for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Henry H. Sibley, deceased, with the accompanying 
reports, and to Jay the House bill on the table. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the order requested 
by the gent#eman from Alabama will be made, and the House bill re- 
ferred to by him will be laid on the table. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

CHICAGO POST-OFFICE, 
Mr. SOWDEN submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That a subcommittee of three of the Committee on Public Bui 
and Grounds be,and is hereby, authorized to proceed to the city of Chicago, I1!., 
for the purpose of inspecting the post-oflice building at said place, to ascertain 
the cost, if any, of its enlargement; and the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives is hereby directed to pay out of the contingent fund the necessary expense 
of said inspection to an amount not exceeding $500. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Should not that have been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asked its reference to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Obviously it can not be a privileged resolution, 

sven if reported by the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. SOWDEN. ‘That is the committee which has charge of the ex- 
penditures out of the contingent fund, and this resolution has reference 
to that fund. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman desires that reference I do not 
object, but I only call attention to the fact that it will not give it any 
privilege in reporting the resolution. 

ELECTRIC LIGHTS FOR THE HOUSE, ETC. 

Mr. SOWDEN also submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Resolved, That the subcommittee on electric lights for the House wing of the 
Capitol of the Committee on Public-Buildings and Grounds be, and is hereby, 
authorized to sit during the recess of Congress. 

Mr. SOWDEN. lIask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of that resolution. 

Mr. DINGLEY. [reserve the right toobject for the purpose of hear- 
ing the object in view. 

Mr. McKENNA. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
recess is referred to? When is this to commence ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let the resolution be again 
reported. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. SOWDEN. This was adopted by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, having the matter in charge and investigating 
the lighting of the Capitol. The committee authorized me for its chair- 
man, he being absent, to present the resolution and ask consent of the 
House for its adoption. It is not an unusual request. 
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in August, 1886, our minister at Peking received from the Chinese foreign ot 
a communication announcing that China, of her own accord, proposed to est 
lish a system of strict and absolute prohibition of her laborers, under hea, 
alties, from coming to the United States, and likewise to prohibit the ret 
the United States of any Chinese laborer who bad at any time gone back to 
China “in order” (in the words of the communication) “that the Chinese 


laborers may gradually be reduced in number and causes of danger averted and 
lives preserved, ”’ 



































This view of the Chinese Gove pletely in harmony w iat of 
the United States, was by l ted in a treat 
between the two nati , er sented by 
nese foreign office. 

i deliberations, frequent oral discussions, and correspondence e 

iestions that ensued have been fully communicated by me to the nat 
: present session, and, as contained in Senat recutive Document ¢ i 
i and 2, and in Senate Executive Document No. 272, may be properly refé 
as containing a complete history of the transaction. 

It is thus easy to learn how the joint ires and unequivocal m al 

st ling of the two Governments w« brought into articulated form t 





treaty, which, after a mutual exhibition of plenary powers from the resy 
Governments, was signed and concluded the plenipotentiaries of the United 
ites and China at this capital on March 12 last 
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the treaty, and was approved in the « ident anticipation of 
cchange of ratifications of the treaty and its amendments and t! 
proclamation of the same, upon which event the legislation se approved was 
its terms to take effect. 
No information of ar e action upon the treaty by the Chinese Gov- 
ernment was received until the 2lst ultimo—the day the bill which I have just 
approved was presented to me—when a telegram from our minister at Peking 
to the Secretary of State announced the refusal of the Chinese Government to 
exchange ratifications of the tr ] th discussion should be had 
with a view toshorten the period stipulated in the treaty for the exclusion of 
Chinese laborers, and to change the conditions agreed on, which should entitle 
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By a note from the chargé d'affaires ad inierim of China to the Sec retary of 
State, received on the evening of the 25th ultimo (a copy of which is herewith 
transmitted, together with the reply thereto), a third amendment is proposed, 
whereby the certificate, under which any departing Chinese laborer alleging 
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My purpose, Mr. Speaker, is this: There is now unfinished business 
pending which comes over from the last saspension day and which 
takes precedence of any other business of this character. 

Mr. DUNN. I think, if it is the opinion of the Chair that the busi- 
ness referred to by the gentieman from Missouri comes over as untfin- 
ished business to-day, the gentleman and I can have an understanding 
about that which will be satisfactory. If it stands as the unfinished 
business now, I ask unanimous consent that that unfinished business 
he passed over without prejudice, to stand as the first order of unfinished 
business of this class hereafter. The gentleman, I understand, will ac- 
cept that suggestion. 

Mr. HOOKER. I object to any arrangement about disposing of the 
unfinished business until that question comes before the House in its 
regular way. 

Mr. WARNER. The Speaker of this House on two occasions has 
decided the status of the Oklahoma bill. First, it was called on com- 
mittee suspension day, and it came over as untinished business to the 
individual suspension day, Then it was a question whether or not it 
had precedence over other business on that day; and the Speaker held 
that it had, as unfinished business, -Now it comes.again to the indi- 
vidual suspension day and occupies that statusnow. Itis the regular 
order, and the only thing that can be called up at this time under a 
suspension of the rules, I am aware, Mr. Speaker, that a quoram will 
be called at this time on the consideration of the Oklahoma bill, and 
anxious as I am for the passage of that bill, and while I might be justi- 
fied in standing in the way of all other legislation until it can be con- 
sidered in this House, I am not disposed to get in the way of measures 
that can be acted upon by this House, provided the Oklahoma bill shall 
not lose its place, but shall remain as unfinished business, and upon the 
next suspension day shall occupy the same position that it occupies to- 
day; in other words, should a quorum be called upon and the measure 
which the gentleman from Arkansas now proposes go over to the next 
suspension day, that the Oklahoma bill should not lose its place as un- 
finished business. 

If that arrangement can be made, I have no desire to prevent the 
present consideration of the measure proposed by the gentleman from 
Arkansas; otherwise I shall demand the regular order. 

Mr. DUNN. I distinctly agree to that, with the statement tha® in 
my opinion it will not violate the rules of this House, nor will it dis- 
place that bill as being the pending unfinished business. 

Mr. HOOKER. I want it distinctly understood that I object to any 
agreement of that kind being made, independent of the question con- 
tained in the bill of the gentleman from Arkansas. When the Okla- 
homa matter arises again I want to raise the question that it has already 
had its day in court, and that it is not the regular order. Both the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] and the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. WARNER] are in favor of that bill, and I do not want to 
sit bere and permit an agreement to be made which will prevent me 
from making the point of order on the Oklahoma bill. 

Mr. DUNN. Iam perfectly satisfied that the friends of the Okla- 
homa bill can rest safely upon the rules of the House for the rights of 
that measure whenever a quorum shall appear to consider it, and I do 
not think that it needs unanimous consent to sanction the understand- 
ing between myself and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER], 
nor do I think that our understanding will affect the holding of the Chair 
upon the question; and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HooKER] 
can not interpose an objection to the ruling by the Chair on the order 
of business. ‘That is the province of the Chair, and it does not rest 
with the House nor with any member of the House on an objection. 

Mr. HOOKER. What I rose for, Mr. Speaker, was with the view 
of stating that I will not sit by and permit an agreement to be made 
as to what constitutes the order of business or as to whether the Okla- 
homa bill is the order of business, and whether we will not dispose of 
that now; but I shall object to any agreement made by these gentlemen 
so as to give the Oklahoma bill any attitude that it does not occupy; 
and now I ask the present occupant of the chair as to whether it is the 
regular order or not? 

Mr. WARNER. I presume the present occupant of the chair takes 
judicial notice, if I might so state, of the rulings of the Speaker of the 
House. The Speaker of the House has decided the status of the Okla- 
homa bill without any agreement between the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas and myself and against the objection of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Hooker]. 

Mr. DUNN. I think so. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. When was that done? 

Mr. WARNER. On two occasions. But this is the question, Mr. 
Speaker. The attitude I do not want to put the Oklahoma bill in by 
consenting to the consideration of the measure of the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. DuNnN], should that fail of passage, is the attitude ot 
making the Nicaragua bill come over as unfinished business and have 
preference over the Oklahoma bill at the next suspension day. That 
is the attitude in which Ido not want the bill to get. If the friends 
of this measure wish to bring it up and let it take its chances I have no 
objection, and shall not call the regular order with that understanding; 
but if that understanding can not be had, Mr. Speaker, I shall call for 
the regular order. 
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Mr. DUNN. LIask the Chair to state what the operation of the rule 
will be without any agreement or understanding. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be the duty of the Chair, if the 
unfinished business coming over from the last individual suspension 
day is asked for, to take up that business, but if the gentleman from ‘ 
Missouri or any other member does not ask for the unfinished business 
that comes over from the last individual suspension day, the Chair will 
not fee] it to be his duty to call up that business, but will recognize the 
gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. DUNN. If it is not called np, is itin any way prejudiced as to 
its order? 

Mr. RYAN. I desire to ask a parliamentary question if it is proper 
for the Chair to answer it, and the question is this: Suppose a quorum 
is called on the pending measure, and that should go over as unfinished 
business because of the want of a quorum, and at the next day proper for 
the consideration of this class of business the question of priority should 
come up, which would have priority, the pending question or the Okla- 
homa bill, which is now pending as unfinished business? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has an opinion on that sub- 


ject; but as the present occupant will not be in the chair at that time, 


he thinks it would be improper for him to decide the question now. 

Mr. RYAN. I think the opinion of the Chair at this time would re- 
lieve the embarrassment. 

Mr. DUNN. I desire to call the attention of gentlemen to the ruling 
of the Speaker on the last day when such aquestion arose. There were 
two orders of unfinished business. One was the bill moved by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr, TowNSHEND], and the other was the Okla- 
homa bill. The Chair held in that case, when the question came up, 
that the bill moved by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOowNSHEND ] 
must be first disposed of; and that is the order in which the bills were 
considered; that is, the bill of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Town- 
SHEND] was disposed of, and the other failed for want of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will direct the Clerk to con- 
tinue the reading of the bill presented by the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Dunn]. 

Mr. RYAN. Ihave no doubt that the Oklahoma bill would have 
priority, as it is the first unfinished business in order. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I would like to ask a question for in- 
formation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
RYAN] has the floor. 

Mr. RYAN. The embarrassment that exists in the minds of some 
of the friends of the Oklahoma bill is this: If we go on to-day accumu- 
lating unfinished business of the same class, when that class of business 
comes up hereafter, will the Oklahoma bill have priority over the other 
measures? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I desire to ask a question for informa- 
tion. I would like to know what is the status of the Oklahoma bill ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was considered on the last individ- 
ual suspension day, but its consideration was not completed. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. But, Mr. Speaker, the bill that was 
considered on the last individual suspension day is not the bill that 
has been reported from the committee. It is an entirely different bill, 
resembling, of course, the bill which has been reported to the House 
by the Committee on Territories, but still a different measure. 

Mr. RYAN. That has nothing to do with the pending question. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It is very different in some of its pro- 
visions from the bill of the committee. 

Mr. RYAN. It does not matter where the bill originated, it is the 
bill that was pending and is unfinished business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not understand any 
gentleman to call up the Oklahoma bill. The Chair had already rec- 
ognized the gentleman from Arkansas, and the Clerk will now report 
the bill called up by him. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I certainly have no intention of call- 
ing up the Oklahoma bill, either now or at any time. 

Mr. HOOKER. In reply tothe inquiry of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BAKER] as to the status of the Oklahoma bill, I would re- 
spectfully suggest that it is non est inventus. 7 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill (S. 1305) to incorporate the 
Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, 

Mr. WARNER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WARNER. Would it be in the power of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas[ Mr. DUNN] to withdraw that bill atany time before itis seconded? 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I submit that until the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. DuNN] proposes to do that it would be premature 
for the Chair to answer the question. 

Mr. WARNER. I am asking my question of the Speaker. , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that after the bili 
is seconded it will be the property of the House, but the Chair is of 
opinion that until it is seconded the gentleman from Arkansas can 
withdraw the bill. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 

Whereas to facilitate commercial intercourse by water between the Atlantie 


The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
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and the Pacific States,as we s with foreign nations, it is deemed desirable for 
the public interest of the United States thata ship-canal beconstru ted between 
the Atianticand Pacific Oceans on what is known as the Nicaragua route: 
Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc... That Frederick Billings, Charlies P Daly, Daniel Ammen, 
Francis A. Stout, Horace L. Hotchkiss, Edward F. Beale, Hiram Hitchcock, ¢ 


Ridgley Goodwin, A. C, Cheney, J. F. O'Shaughnessy, H. C. Taylor, J. W. Mil- | 


ler, A.S. Crowninshiekl, A.G, Me al, Charles H. Stebbins, T. Harrison Gar 








rett. Jules Aldige, RK. A. Lancaster, Alfred E. Mills, Gustav E. Kissell, Horace 
Fairbanks, George H. Robinson, Alfred B. Durling, J 1 E. McDonald,James 
Roosevelt, Christian Devries, Frederick F. Thompson, Henry A, Parr, andsuch 
other persons as may be associated with them and their successors are hereby 





constituted and created a body corporate and politic in deed and in law, by 
name, style,and title « The Marit ] pany of Nicaragua,’’ for tl 
construction, e juipment, nanagement, and operation of a ship-canal from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean, either entirely through the territory of the Re- 
public of Nicaragua or through Nicaragua and in part through the territory of 
the Republic of Costa Rica, with such collateral, connecting, or cross canals as 








may be necessary to connect therewith, and to exercise such other powers as | 


have been conterred by the ‘tovernment of Nicarazi 
Republic to the Nicaragua Canal Association, thro 1 Mr. A.G. Menveal, its 
representative, and dated id day of March, A. D. 1587, and finally approved 
by the legislative and executive authority of the Republic on the 20th, 23d, and 
24th days of April, A. D. 18387, and such powers as the Republic of Costa Rica 
may confer of the same kind as those named in said conces<ion; aud the said 
Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua by that name shall have perpetual suc 
cession; may sue and bes ed, plead and be impleaded, defend and Le defended 
in all courts of law and equity within the United States; may make and have a 
common seal; and shall have and possess the rights, power=, and privileges 
usnally possessed by similar companies. It may receive, purchase, hold, and 
convey such real and personal estate, property, and rights of property, or con- 
cessionary rights as may be necessary to carry into effect the purposes of this 
act: may issue stock to the amount of the value thereof in payment therefor, 
and the stock so issued shall be dectared and taken to be full-paid stock snd 
not liable to anv further calls or assessments; may do all lawful things to secure 
the full enjoyment of the powers, privileges, rights, benefits, and grants con- 
tained in any canal concession so made by the Kepublic of Nicaragua or to be 
made by the Republic of Costa Rica, as aforesaid; and to aid in the construction 
of said canal and to carry out the purposes of this act, the said Maritime Canal 
Company of Nicaragua is hereby authorized to issue its bonds, and to secure 
the same by mortgage on its property and rights of property of all kinds and 
descriptions,real, personal, and mixed, including its franchise to be a corpora- 
tion. The principal office of said corporation shall be in the city of New York, 
and all legal process may be served upon the person who may at the time be in 
charge of said office or upon the attorney of said company, whose name and 
address shall be certified by the president of the company, and such certificate 
shall be filed in the office of the Secretary of State of the United States. 

Sec. 2. That the capital stock of said company shall consist of not less than 
one million shares of $100 each, with the right to increase the capital stock to 
two million shares of $100 each, upon the vote of two-thirds of the stock of said 
company at any time outstanding, which shares shall in all respects be deemed 





*¥y the concession of that 









personal property and shall be transferable in such manner as the by-laws of 


said corporatiou may provide. Five incorporators, who shall be chosen bya 
majority of the number from those named in this act, shall have power to open 
books of subscription to the capital stock of said company in the city of New 
York, and at such other places in the United States, Nicaragua, or elsewhere 


as they may designate, who shall receive all subscriptions for stock; and no | 


stock shall be transferable except upon the books of the company provided for 
that purpose. The said incorporators shall give thirty days’ notice of the time 
and place of the opening of said books by publication in one daily newspaper 
in New York City, and one newspaper in Managua, Nicaragua, and one in San 
José, Costa Rica, if the said canal should be in part in the territory of that Re- 
public. Sixty days’ previous notice shall be given of the payment required, of 
the time and place of payment by publication in one daily newspaper in the 
city of New York and in one newspaper in Managua, Nicaragua, and one in 
San José, Costa Rica, if the said canal shou!d be in part in the territory of that 
Republic; and in case any stockholder shall neglect or refuse to pay, in pursu- 
ance of such notice, the stock held by him may be sold tothe highest bidder for 
cash, according to the regulations to be made therefor in the by-laws of said 
company. The directors hereinafter provided for may adopt regulations and 
by-laws not inconsistent with the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 3. That the affairs of the suid company shall be managed by a board of 
directors, fifteen in number, who shall hold their oftice fonthree years and until 
their successors are duly chosen and qualitied, and a majority of whom shall be 
citizens and residents of the United States. At the first election five shall be 
chosen by the stockholders for one year, five for two years, and five for three 
years, and at each annual election thereafter five shall be chosen by the stock- 
holders for three years. The said board shall elect from its number a president, 
who shall be a citizen and resident of the United States, and one or more vice- 
presidents of the company, who shall bold office for svch terms as the by-laws 
of said board may provide and until their successors are duly elected and shall 
have qualified. 

Sec. 4. That for the management and disposition of the stock, property. es- 
tate and effects of the said company the board of directors may make such by- 
laws, rules, and regulation as may conform to the authority granted in such 
canal conces<ion or concessions, and not be inconsistent with this act or the laws 
of the United States or the existing treaty stipulations of the United States with 
the Government of Nicaragua or of Costa Rica if the said canal should bein part 
in the territory of that Republic; and may fix the time for election of directors, 
and in case of vacancy in said board, caused by death, resignation, or otherwise, 
may fillthe same. No person shail be a director who is not a stockholder, and 
any one ceasing to be a stockholder shall cease to be a director. Al! meetings 
of stockholders shall be held at the office of the company in the city of New 
York, and at least one such meeting shall be held in each year; but failure to 
elect directors on the day appointed by said by-laws shall not be deemed to dis- 
solve said company, but such election may be holden on any day appointed 
thereafter by the directors first giving thirty days’ notice thereof, in manner 
aforesaid. The directors, of whom eight, including the president, shall be a 
quorum, shall have full power touching the election or appointment of all of- 
ficers of the company, and said officers shall hold office at the will and pleasure 
of said board. 

Sec. 5. Nothing in th's act contained shall be deemed or construed to in any 
wise restrict or impair any right of the United States under any treaty in force 
with the Republic of Nicaragua. 

‘ec. 6. That Congress shall! at all times have the power to alter, amend, or 
repeal this act when in its judgment the public good may so require. 


Mr. SPINOLA (during the reading of the bill). Mr. Speaker, to 
save time, and in order that the House may not be led astray as to this 
bill, I desire now to announce that I shall object to its passage unless 
there is a quorum present. 

Mr. DUNN. I insist on the regular order. 

Mr. DINGLEY (after the reading of the bill). Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that a second may be considered as ordered. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Arkansas 


Mr. DuNN] desire to have the amendment read ? 
Mr. DUNN Yes, sir. 


Che amendment offered by Mr. PHELAN was read, as follows 


Add the following to the pre amble 

















4nd whereas the interests of the United States of America and of the North 
i + h An in ¢ i ier it necessary that said ship-canal 
s i be und the yntr and of the United States Government; 
ur wi » said canal, when constructed,will form a part of the coast 
w 1 ted States would be com] ied to det case of war," etc. 
It ie ng after section 4 of the i} 
sec. 5. That the canal to be constructed under this act shall be t ler the 
coutrol and protection of the United States Lor i pat tl representatives of 
allt North i South American peoples may : arded against any in- 
frin nent or aggression on the part of foreign a r 
sec. 6. Thattolls shall be equal upon the same ciass of tonnage for the ves 
| sels of all nations, ex ept as provided in Ar e LIV of t < ess and 
crees of the Republic of Nicaragua t« e } iragua Canal Associat 1of New 
| York 
sec. 7. The United States Government binds itself to protect all the right 
j oft ituzens acquired under said concession and decrees and guaranties the 
neutrality of the said canal and its operation under the termsof oncession 
and decrees, subject to the consent and approval, by treaty or otherwise, of the 





be constructed 





countries through ¥ h the said canal may 


Mr. LAWLER. I demand a second on the motion to suspend the 
rules, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope a second will be considered as ordered by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I object. 

Mr. DUNN and Mr. LAWLER were appointed tellers. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I have no objection to the debate proceeding on 
| this bill if the right to object be reserved. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [} 
LAWLER] has also objected, as the Chair understands 

Mr. DINGLEY. _Itis obvious that if a division is to be insisted upon 
e question of seconding the motion there will not be a quorum. 
Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
| SPINOLA |, who objected to the request that a second be considered as 
ordered, is willing to withdraw his objection so that a second may be 
ordered and the debate proceed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
LAWLER] has also objected 

Mr. LAWLER. I objected to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Maine | Mr. DINGLEY ]. 
The tellers proceeded to count; and reported—ayes 36. 


Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, at the request of the gentlemen who 


Ir. 





on tl 





would like to get information on this bill I am willing to withdraw 
my objection, so that its consideration may proceed for thirty minutes 
or an hour 

TheSPEAK ER pro te mpore. The gentieman irom Lilinois wit 
his objection. 

Mr. LAWLER. Only so far as debate is concerned. 


1 
hdraws 


rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The objection can not be withdrawn 
conditionally. 
| Mr. RYAN. Can we not have debate on this question by unani- 
mous consent for one hour or two hours? ! ask unanimous consent 


| that debate may proceed in an informal way for two hours on the 
pending bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is not before the Houss 

Mr. RYAN. If there is unanimous consent 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine ask 
unanimous consent that a second be considered as ordered, and tl 
gentleman from Illinois objected. 

Mr. LAWLER. As I understand that several gentlemen are ready 
to debate this bill, I will withdraw the demand {or a second until the 
debate is over; then I will renew it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman withdraws his « 
tion. 

Mr. LAWLER. Until the debate is over 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman is willing to withdraw the objection. as 
I understand, temporarily with the purpose of renewing it. I do not 
| want any misunderstanding— 

Mr. LAWLER. I then request to withdraw my demand 


pheag 


| The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman withdraws his objec- 
tion 

} Mr. LAWLER. With this understanding, that I shall renew it after 
| the debate has proceeded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chai unable to ha iny un- 


| derstanding about the matter. 
| Mr. LAWLER. Very well; I withdraw the objection. 


| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the gen- 

| tleman now withdraws his objection. The Chair will again state the 

| request. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimons consent that a 
second be considered as ordered. Is there objection ? 


Mr. SPINOLA. I want to reserve the right. if I ean doso under the 








rules, to object to this bill under any circumstances. Iam perfectly 
willing to listen to any discussion upon it, and to hear ar tements 
which may be made in favor of it; but as gentlemen claim that it is 
| principally a New York City matter, I « nly wish to state that no New 
| York merchant or other New York gentleman has spoken or written 


to me a single word in favor of the bill; but, on the contrary, I hold in 


“i “ yp eons 
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my hand a communication, signed by a number of the most responsi- | Mr. RICHARDSON. That Ido not understand brings the bill be- 


ble and distinguished gentlemen of that community, protesting against 
the mew 
The SPEAKER pro lempore. 
ond be considered as ordered. 
Mr. SPINOLA. lam willing to hear debate; but at the proper time 
I shall make my objection. 
Mr. DUNN. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. 


Unanimous consent is asked that a sec- 


After a sec- 


ond is ordered, will it be within my powerto withdraw the bill, if the | 


point of “no quorum ”’ 

The SPEAKER prot 
state his proposition again. 

Mr. DUNN. I wish to keep perfect good faith with the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. WArNnen|, and I do not desire to allow this bill 
in any contingency to become an obstruction in the way of the Okla- 
homa bill; but consistently with that purpose, I want to exhaust all 
the possibilities in favor of passing this bill. What I wish to know is 
this: If a second be ordered and the House should proceed to vete upon 
the passage of this bill, and the point of ‘‘no quorum ’’ should be 
made, will it then be within my power to withdraw the bill ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it has been the uni- 
form ruling in the [louse that after a second has been ordered the bill 
becomes the property of the House, and can not then be withdrawn 
except by consent of the House. 

Mr. DUNN. ‘Then IJ desire to ask the gentleman from New York 
fMr. SprnoLA] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LAWLER] 
whether it is their fixed purpose to make the point of ‘‘no quorum’’ 
against the passage of this bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I certainly shal! do so with my present feelings and 
Impressions. 

Mr. DUNN. 
ing? 

Mr. SPINOLA. The debate may change my views. 

Mr. DUNN, I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Law- 
LER | whether it is his fixed purpose to object to this bill or to calla 
quorum upon its passage. 

Mr. LAWLER. Iwouldsay yes. I consider it too important a mat- 
ter to be passed without a quorum to-day. 

Mr. DUNN. Then it is my duty to withdraw the bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Thatisthe way to doit. Let the responsibility 
rest where it belongs. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I will take whatever responsibility may be attached 

(to me, when I am backed up by such names as those appended to this 
paper. 


is made upon the question of its passage ? 
The gentleman will be kind enough to 


npere. 
i 


Does the gentleman expect to undergo a change of feel- 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SAN FRANCISCO, 

Mr. MORROW. _ I move to suspend the rales and pass the bill (S. 
1931) to increase the appropriations for the purchase of a site fora 
building for a post-oflice, court-house, and other offices in San Fran- 
cisco, Cal. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a second demanded ? 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as tellers the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. K1LGorr] and the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Morrow]. 

Mr. MORROW. I wish to have an understanding, Mr. Speaker, 
before proceeding, because I feel it my duty to do with reference to 
this bill what was done in regard to the other by the gentleman from 
Arkansas. In other words, I do not intend that the bill shall get in 
the way of other business on this Calendar, and I desire to know of the 
gentleman from Texas if it is his purpose to object to the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORROW. And I ask the gentleman from Texas if it is his 
purpose, further, to object to the passage of the biil to the extent of 
demanding a quorum if a second should be ordered. 

Mr. KILGORE, Yes, sir; that is my purpose. 

Mr. MORROW. In view of that fact, Mr. Speaker, as of course I 
am helpless, I will have to withdraw the bill. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, some days ago I objected to the passage 
of Senate bill No. 2, which was called up by the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia [Mr. VANDEVER], a bill providing for the relief of the Mission 
Indians of California. I have since examined the bill and find I was 
mistaken in the main ground of my objection, and that with an amend- 
ment, which I have prepared and shown to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, being a substitute for section 7, the bill is perfectly satisfactory 
to me and a very important one to the public interests as well as to the 
Indians. I desire now to withdraw that objection to the passage of 
the bill and allow it to be passed with the substitute for the seventh 
section, which has been agreed to by the gentleman from California. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the 
bill and the proposition of the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does this come up under a 
suspension of the rules in the regular way? 

Mr. DUNN. No, sir; Iam asking to withdraw an objection I made 
a few days ago to the request of the gentleman for unanimous consent. 





fore the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not. 

Mr. DUNN. Itsimply revives the request for unanimous consent, 
and I ask to withdraw the objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But all the gentleman can do is to withdraw 
the objection, 1s I understand it. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Thati 
draw his objection ? 


s the gentleman with- 


Mr. DUNN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. That is ail the gentleman can do at present. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, FORT WORTH. 


Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rales and put 
upon its passage the bill (8. 1974) for the erection of a public building 
at Fort Worth, Tex. 

The bill was read ai length. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, before demanding a second, I would 
like to inquire of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KiLGORE] if he pro- 
poses to raise the point of no quorum on this bill ? 

Mr. KILGORE. I have nothing to do with this bill. 
It is not my bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. LYMAN. 

Mr. LANHAM. 
ered as ordered. 

Mr. LYMAN. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
appoint tellers. 

Mr. LYMAN and Mr. ABBoTY were appointed tellers. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam willing, Mr. Speaker, to compromise on this 
thing. They say lam obstructing a very important measure herecalled 
up by the gentleman from California. I do not know, but I suppose I 
ought to give up in view of the statements made tome. Irefertothe 
San Francisco bill of the gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow], 
and I believe, sir, I will abandon the call for a quorum on that biil and 
withdraw the demand for a second. 

Mr. MORROW. I understand, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is will- 
ing now to withdraw the demand—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But another matter is now pending be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
the bill. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Ido not think we are likely to do much busi- 
ness to-day, so I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WHEELER. Pending that i rise to make a privileged report. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Before that is done I ask unanimous consent to 
change the reference of a bill. 

The SPEAKER protempore. It can only be done now by consent of 
the gentleman who moved an adjournment. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I ask that the bill 8. 3427, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, be referred to the Commiitee on the Revision of 
the Laws instead. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Georgia, that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and ona division there were—ayes 24, noes 35. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. LANHAM. I think the gentleman from Iowa will consent to 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, the understanding is that the gentle- 
man from Texas { Mr. Ansotr] gives way, and that the bill I called up 
a few moments ago shall be first taken up and sulbmitted to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Texas with- 
draw the bill ? 

Mr. ABBOTT. For the present I will withdraw it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does that require unanimous 
consent? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No action has been taken, and the 
Chair thinks the gentleman from Texas has the right to withdraw the 
bill, there having been no vote or action by the House upon it. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 

Mr. MORROW. I now call up the bill (S. 1931) to increase the ap- 
propriation for the purchase of a site for a building for a post-office‘ 
court-house, and other offices, in San Francisco, Cal. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I demand a second. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the amount heretofore fixed as a limit of the cost for 


[ Laughter. ] 


Ts a second demanded ? 
I demand a second. 
I ask unanimous consent that a second be consid- 


Objection being made, the Chair will 


I will not call a quorum or demand a second upon 


| the purchase of a site for a building for a post-office, court-house, and other 


oftices by the United States Government, in San Francisco, Cal., be, and the same 
is hereby, increased to $859,000, and that sum is hereby fixed as a limit of cost for 
the purchase of a site at voluntary sale or by condemnation. 

Src. 2. That the commissioners and officers of the United States Government 
having charge of the purchase of a site are authorized and required to be gov- 
erned by the limitation hereby prescribed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. ANDERSON] and the gentleman from California 
[Mr. Morrow ] as tellers. 

The tellers took their places. 
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Mr. Forp with Mr. GUENTHER. 

Mr. Srewart, of Texas, with Mr. DUNHAM. 
Mr. CLARDY with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr, MASON. 

Mr. B1GGes with Mr. Morrow. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. THomas, of Illinois. 
Mr. Morse with Mr. Wurrina, of Massachusetts, 
Mr. HowaArp with Mr. Hopkins, of Illinois, 
Mr. CuTCHEON with Mr. TARSNEY. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Pipcock with Mr. PHELPs. 


Mr. Russe, of Matsachusetts, with Mr. CoGSwELL. 
Mr. Wuirina, of Michigan, with Mr. Houxk, 

Mr. Lyncu with Mr. YARDLEY. 

Mr. BACON with Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. BrRumM™M. 

Mr. MANONEY with Mr. Brown, of Ohio, 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


McSHANE with Mr. LAIRD. 
SHIVELY with Mr. OWEN. 
LATHAM with Mr. Gest. 
GLASss with Mr. KeETCHAM. 
NEWTON with Mr. FELTON, 


Mr. SIMMONS with Mr. BUNNELL. 
Mr. Cowes with Mr. THompson, of Ohio, 
Mr. DoCKERY with Mr. WARNER. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


DinBLe with Mr. BELDEN 

GLOVER with Mr. Cooper. 
Norwoop with Mr. PARKER. 
RAYNER with Mr. De LANO, 
ERMENTROUT with Mr. GALLINGER, 
WILKINSON with Mr. NICHOLS. 
FISHER with Mr. BROWER, 
MANSUR with Mr. SAWYER. 

VANCE with Mr. Morrirt. 

LANDES with Mr. McCorMIcK. 
CHIPMAN with Mr. ARNOLD. 

O’ NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. CONGER. 


Mr. O'NEAL, of Indiana, with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, 
Mr. MACDONALD with Mr. JoHN R. Brown. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. DALZELL. 
Mr. DUNN with Mr. Rowe... 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr. SEYMOUR. 

Mr. TAULBEE with Mr. FARQUHAR. 

Mr. SToNe. of Missouri, with Mr. WILLIAMs. 
Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. 
Mr. BooTHMAN with Mr. MCKINNEY. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, with Mr. ATKINSON, 
Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, with Mr. HARMER. 
Mr. ENLOE with Mr. PUGSLEY. 

Mr. PENINGTON with Mr. STEPHENSON, 

Mr. Hoaa with Mr. ScuLL, 

Mr. DARGAN with Mr. Grovur. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. HoLMAN with Mr. Jounston, of Indiana, 
Mr. CARLTON with Mr. FuNsToON. 

Mr. Conn with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

Mr, Crisp with Mr. Reep. 


Mr. BLount with Mr. WEBER. 

Mr. McMILLIN with Mr. RusseEL1, of Connecticut, 

Mr. WASHINGTON and Mr. HIESTAND were announced as paired 
on all political questions for this day. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, and Mr, PETERS were announced as | 


paired on all political questions until further notice, and especially on 
the Oklahoma bill. Mr. Perens would vote for the bill and Mr, AN- 
DERSON, of Mississippi, against it. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, noquorum hav- 
ing voted, | move a call of the House. 

Che question was taken; and the motion was not agreed to—ayes 12, 
noes 36, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I believe the only thing now 
in order is an adjournment, and I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman withdraw that 
motion until I can ask leave of absence for the remainder of the ses- 
sion? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If that requestis now inorder, 
I shall be very glad to accommodate the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rales do not permit the transac- 
tion of any business when it is disclosed that no quorum is present. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Obtaining leave of absence is not busi- 
ness, but getting clear of business. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


adjourn, 
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of a quorum, except a motion for a call of the House and a motion to 
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The motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, was agreed to; and 
accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 








PRIVATE 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 11535) to correct the military 
record of Allen L. Bail—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 11536) for the relief of 
| John Baptiste—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Ky Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 11537) for the relief of the estate 
of William H. Sims, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAisd: A bill (H. R. 11538) for the relief of Charles Koch— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 11539) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion trom the name of Samuel C. Vance—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 11540) for the relief of Sanford 

| D. Van Pitt—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. KR. 11541) granting a pension to Lorain 


B. Sykes—to the Committee on Pensions, 
—_4s___ 


BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as tollows: 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition for passage of laws prohibiting trans- 
portation of convict-made goods—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of A. Krape, of Madison County, Mis- 
sissippi, asking reference of his claim for stores and supplies to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of 8. R. Safley and 55 others, of Warren 
County, Tennessee, manufacturers of apple brandy, asking that the 
time be extended in which the tax upon brandy is required to be paid, 
the regulations and instructions similar to what are now required in 
the case of whisky and malt liquors—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

by Mr. MAISH: Petition of Charles Kroch, Company H, One hun- 
dred and thirtieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, pray- 
ing tor a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of Moritz Klump, praying for the 
allowance of a claim against the United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims. ‘ 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of widow of James M. Clark, deceased, 
late of Tippah County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of citizens of Memphis, Tenn., asking 
for a seaboard quarantine—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Dr. Chase A. Hardy, for relief as 
Mexican veteran—to the Committee on Pension. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of citizens of Sebastian County, Arkansas, 
praying relief of the family of the late John D. Trammel, who was 
killed while acting deputy United States marshal engaged in the en- 
forcement of internal-revenue laws—to the Committee on Claims. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, October 2, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. ButLEerR, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


| Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent to present and have referred 

to the Committee on Fisheries a letter from John Cross, of Liverpool, 
| Fla., in the nature of a petition. This letter is addressed to Congress, 
| praying that body to do something tg keep the Cubans out of the waters 
| of Charlotte Harbor, on the coast of Florida. The letter further states 
that the Cubans build huts on our islands, send away the fish to Cuba, 
spend no money here, and introduce the yellow fever. 

I move the reference of the letter to the Committee on Fisheries. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3538) granting a pension to Mary Saeger; and 

A bill (S. 3042) granting a pension to Mrs. Philena T. Carpenter. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H, R. 10825) granting a pension to Mary Jane Jelly; 

A bill (H. R. 9784) granting a pension to Anna Boppell; 

A bill (H. R, 4101) granting a pension to Martha Giddings, formerly 
Martha Priest; 

A bill (H. R. 9388) to increase the pension of Joseph Holmes; 
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A bill (H. R. 5919) restoring to the pension-roll the name of James | 
Monohan, minor child of Richard Monohan, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 5593) granting an increase of pension to Laura L. | 
Wallen; 

A bill (H. R. 5985) to increase the pensions of Mrs. Mary Ann Cross, | 
Mrs. Minnie L. Gardner, and Mrs. Lilla May Pavy to $30 per month; 

A bill (H. R. 10931) granting a pension to Ira E. Baldwin; and 

A bill (H. R. 10488) granting a pension to Myra Sinclair. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on P:nsions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 3534) granting a pension to William S. Dean; and 

A bill (S. 3555) granting a pension to Albert N. Bradley. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- | 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 11333) granting a pension to Mrs. Louise M. Humphrey; 

A bill (H. R. 4792) to pension J. W. Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 10647) granting a pension to Samuel J. Wright; 

A bill (S. 3374) granting an increase of pension to Newton J. Shrake; 
and 

A bill (S. 3556) granting a pension to William H. Mays. | 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them each without amendment, and 
submitted repprts thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10659) for the relief of Elizabeth C. Cole; and 

A bill (H. R. 9252) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine Barberick, 
of Watertown. 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3384) to purchase a painting of Abraham Lincoln, 

| 





reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
HENRY LECOMTE. 

Mr: HAWLEY. I report favorably, without amendment, from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, the joint resolution (S. R. 112) author- 
ing the Secretary of War to receive, for instruction at the Military 
Academy at West Point, Henry Lecomte, of Switzerland, and I beg for 
its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The joint resolution will be read at 
length for information, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 


That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized to permit Henry 
Lecomte, of Switzerland, to receive instruction at the Military Academy at 
West Point: Provided, That no expense shall be caused to the United States 
thereby: And provided further, That in the case of the said Lecomte the provis- 
fons of sections 1320 and 1321 of the Reviséd Statutes shall be suspended. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to hear an explanation of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was about to give a word of explanation. This 
is not at al! an unusual thing. We have now, I think, two young gen- 
tlemen from foreign countries admitted to the Military Academy. 
Their expenses are paid. 

Mr. SHERMAN. From what country ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. One of them is from Venezuela, I think, from one 
of the South American states, at least, and the other is a Japanese. 
This young gentleman is from Switzerland. The act whose force is 
suspended in such cases is the one requiring an oath of allegiance to 
the United States, which is quite common. 

The father of this young gentleman, Colonel Lecomte, served honor- 
ably in our war, and is now of the highest rankintheSwissarmy. He 
is quite anxious that his son should be educated atour Academy. The 
Secretary of War sends the resolution here with a copy of the request 
of the Swiss Government, and asks that it may be passed as early as 
convenient. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had elected Hon. JAMEs B. McCCREARY, a 
Representative from the State of Kentucky, as Speaker pro tempore 
during the temporary absence of the Speaker. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R, 10540) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; and it was thereupon | 
signed by the President pro tempore. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 3603) granting increase of pension | 
to Joseph Demash; which was read twice by its title, and, with the | 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. | 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3604) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Alexander; which was read twice by its title, and, with the aceompa- | 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. | 
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Mr. MITCHELL introduced a b:!1 (S. 3605) granting an increase of 





| pension to William Thompson; which was read twice by its title, and, 


with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 3606) to authorize the building of 
a bridge or bridges across the Mississippi River at La Crosse, Wis. ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 
OCCUPANCY OF PUBLIC GROUND. 
Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which was 


read: 





Resolved, That the Committee on the District of ylk bia be. and hereby is 
instructed to inquire whether or not a private dwelling is being erected in 
Washington on public land at the intersection of Massachusetts avenue and M 
street, facing Thomas Circle; and if so, to inquire how Much publ land is be- 
ing so occupied, and to ascertain by what legal auth if any. such erection 
and occupancy are permitted ; said committee to repe e facts t le Senate, 
and also to report a bill, if such is necessary, to preve! illegal occupancy of 





public land. 


Mr. CHANDLER. [I ask for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire 
whether it would not attain his purpose quite as well and be prelimi- 
narily, at least, better for him to address his resolution to the commis- 
sioneis of the District, instructing them to report whether any build- 
ing is being constructed on public ground. I do not care anything 
about the matter, but I make that suggestion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I enter an objection to the consideration of the 
resolution. It affects a private person. The matter is now in contro- 
versy between her and the District commissioners. 1! therefore object 
to the present consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over under 
the rules until to-morrow. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think it ought to be taken up here. 

IMPORTATION OF CONTAGION OR INFECTION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a previous day, offered by the Senator trom 
Florida [Mr. CALL], which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution in relation to the importation of 
contagious or infectious disease from foreign countries on the coasts or 
boundaries of the United States, submitted September 27. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed to the resolution by the junior Senator from 
Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I wish, if possible, to obtain some action 
of the Senate and of the House which may assume the form of law 
without any delay in reference to the epidemic disease that is now pre 
vailing in the State of Florida and elsewhere in Southern States. If 
has elicited a number of communications from men of thoughtful- 
ness and scientific attainments which I think ought to be put before 
the public in some form; and without detaining the Senate for any great 
length of time, I ask leave to print in the REcorRD such parts of these 
communications as may be important without reading the whole at 
length. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CALL. I havea letter from Dr. William Miller, 149 East One 
hundred and twenty-fifth street. New York, as follows: 

New YOrRK, September 28, 1888 

DeAR Sir: I take the liberty of transmitting to you a slip from yesterday's 
Star on the prevention of yellow fever by vaccination. 

This note is called out by a resolution offered by you in the Senate appro- 
priating $10,000 for the expenses of the meeting of the Academy of Sciences at 
Washington, D. C., for investigating the methods for the prevention of yellow 
fever. For yearsI have experimented in this direction for the culture of viruses 
to prevent diseases, and the first who ever vaccinated for hereditary tubercular 
consumption with success, 

I know yellow fever can be prevented or modified with a correctly cultivated 
animal virus of the disease germ that is safe and barmiess. It is now plainly 
understood it is the multiplying of this poisonous germ in the body and eating 
up the red part of the blood corpuscles, and shown by Dr. Neal Mitchell, of 
Jacksonville, Fla., of a case of completely honeycombing the liver. Something 
ought to be done to prevent this disease, and all I do to stop the progress of the 
disease is to poison the food or pabulum this little microbe multiplies and feeds 
upon by vaccination. His career is then cut short. An appropriation for the 
purpose of testing this method of treatment is of important value. 

lam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


Dre. W. MILLER 
149 East One hundred and twenty-fifth street, New York Cit 


Hon. Senator CALL, 
Washington, D. C. 


Dr. Miller states in an article which he incloses to me, as follows: 


| WHAT YELLOW FEVER IS—A CORRESPONDENT SUGGESTS INOCULATION AS THE 


BEST PREVENTIVE. 
SEPTEMBER 27, 1888. 


To the Editor of the Star: 


Str: In view of the grave consequences resulting from the scourge of 3 


fever at Jacksonville, Fla., it seems something ought to be done, more than has 
been done, to prevent the ravages of this contagion. It is now general! y te 
| stood by medical men and those who have studied the cause or tiolog ! 
disease, that it is a poison of the blood,and brought about by the inha on o 
| a distinct disease germ through the currents of the air, and conveyed the 
water, food, and possibly by absorption through the pores of the skin 
W hether these poisonous germs are the carriers of an infection, or fasten upon 
the interna! organs of the body and there multiply and reproduce themselves to 
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on unlimited extent, and then die and choke up the venous and arterial circula- 
tion, are questions yet to be determined. Ithas been shown that when this germ 
is tuken inte the organism by way of inhalation they pass through the stomach 
with the food inte the lowe: section of the intestinal canal without harm, until 
they reach the lower region of the colon, where they find an enlodgment and a 
mndition suitable to their propagation, when, withina few hours, they multip|y 
and reproduce themselves to many millions. This is the real beginning or i: 




















cipient stage of yellow fey fore the absorption of these germs into the cir 
‘ tion, and toclean out tl fer tive compact with Epsom salts or castor 
oil, followed u th finely powdered charcoal, is very effective treatment tostay 
t j ‘ ‘ discane 
In conte vis « fectious disea the virulence depends upon the activily 
ot , and I ‘ ~ I for the prever 2 nh on of d 
< i int t r is lical s I rha thing is 
i bee I re t with a correctly «¢ 
i di vir will afford m ction from so grave ar yas vellowlever. It 
‘ i the i nbe the medical profession to test the virtues of this 
prophylact vithout negard to explanations whether it « res strictly with 
patholo ras to the exact ode which these results come about, and save the 
es of thousands who have been or may be exposed to this malignant diseass 
yj ve ‘ f 1 antagonist poison that is safe and harmless, it i 
on re I medical professor who inoculated 1,438 persons exposed to 
low ft tenuated adders’ poison not e of whom died, though seven 
\ attacked with the « r This is authentic, and other clinical eviden 
ive n i ory and treatment of yellow fever by vaccina 
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On Juls e accination wa mec scountry for here 
itary tubercular consumption with succ later date for other discasc 
by this method of practice 

since the discovery of the disease perm and the relation to disease enough has 


already been proved to satisfy the public mind, and nothing short of actual tests 
should be given to show the practicability of preventing yellow fever with a 

fled f of virus that may be used under certain conditions, not so much 
for a cure, but a preventive, as small-poex is prevented in man. 

Phough this fact of preventing disease with an antagonistic poison has long 
been known, the difliculty has heretofore been in the correct and safe method 
©! attenuation. 

The day is not far distant when the application of distinct viruses for differ- 
ent diseases will be generally practiced and perhaps better understood. For 
this purpose a laboratory should be established for the cultivation and distribu- 
tion of such viruses to all sections of the country, as vaccine is sent for small-pox 
It is then possible great good can be done for the benefit of mankind and the 
cause of medical science 

















W. MILLER. 


New York, September 24. 


KILL, THE VPRVER WITHA FROST—A NOVEL PROPOSITION TO CHDCK THE SCOURGE 
BY ARTIFICIAL REFRIGERATION. 

A reporter for the Star had a conversation with a gentleman who has made 
the situation at Jacksonville a study, and who has had a yellow-fever experi- 
ence of his own, and the following are some of the ideas advanced: He said that 
instead of blindly fighting a disease which, ever since its advent, had detied the 
skill and science of the medical men in every quarter of the earth, people would 
adopt the only means ever known to kill the disease and stop its ravages, frost, 
there would be a gleam of sense in their method of procedure. 

in place of importuning the rules of the universe for frost, the gentleman's 
plan is tomake that chilly disinfectant as occasion requires, and instead of us- 
ing the large relief fund now pouring in for burying the dead and ameliorat- 
ing the condition of the survivors, he would appropriate a sum of money for 
the purchase of an ice machine, which, with the expenditure of three tons of 
coal daily, would refrigerate the atmosphere of a space equal io the extent of 
the largest of our city blocks, and in it place every one who showed the first 
symptom of the disease or permit any one to enter who feared the appreach of 
the malady. 

it is a well-known fact that one of our best appointed hospitals has a “ chil! 
room ”’ for the same purpose, and there seems no good reason in the gentle- 
inan's mind why it should not be applied on a much larger scale. 


Of course I have no such knowledge as enables me to express any 
opinion upon this subject, but I think it very clear that whatever 
method may furnish, in the judgment of reasonable men, a probable 
cure or preventive for this disease, which has already caused the loss 
of so much life and threatens to extend so much further than it has 
already extended and has cost so much money to the country, it should 
be tried, and tried upon a scale that is adequate to develop its truth 
or its falsity. 


I have another letter from Mr. J. B. Read, a physician, I am told, of 


standing and attainments in Tuscaloosa, Ala. He incloses a commu- 
nicatien to me, and in inclosing it makes use of these remarks: 
TuscaLoosa, September 28, 1888, 


Dear Sim; Inclosed you will find an article of mine on prevention and cure 
of yellow fever, which I am sure you will read with interest. 

Notwithstanding the lateness of the season, the practical suggestions made 
may prove of great service to your State, especially in southern portion of it, 
where kiling frosts occurlate. Parties desiring an early return to Florida will 
receive aid and comfort from my article, and the prospect of immunity from 
future visitations of yellow fever will tend to preventdepreciation of property 
in your State from the present epidemic. Have the kindness to exhibit my ar- 
ticle to your colleague, Mr. Pasco,and to have it published where it will be 
most likely to reach the southern portion of your State, where frosts are tardy. 
Key West and Havana may yet be soon relieved, 

Very respectfully, yours, 
J. B. READ. 

Hion, W. Cau, United States Senate. 

in this article Dr. Read states as follows: 
YELLOW FRVER—SOME PRACTICAL SUGGESTIONS FOR ITS PREVENTION AND CURE. 

The exigencies of the hour lend interest to any propositions giving reason- 
able promise of relief. There is good ground for the belief that the expecta- 
tions which will naturally be excited will not be disappointed 

Some years ago one of my old preceptors, Dr. Warren Stone, of New Or- 
leans, of more than thirty years’ experience in the treatment of yellow fever, 
made the following remarks in one of his public lectures in regard to its nature. 
They will be read with interest at this juncture, and open the way for the sug- 
gestions we propose {o make. 

*‘ Nothing more definite can be said than that it (yellow fever) is a disease in- 
cident to warm climates, and induced by a peculiar poison, totally intangible, 
and diseonnected from any known cause of disease. There is no combination 
of filth, mo combination of circumstances, calculated to deteriorate health and 
excite typhoid or typhus fevers that have anything to do with the generation 
of yellow fever. * * * The fever has existed upon high and healthy locali- 
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ties, and proved as virulent there as in | 
ways been more virulent in the countrs 





w regions. Indeed the disease has al. 
when it once prevails there, than in 








fhese clear and authoritative statements form a solid foundation for the now 
prevalent opinion that this disease is not simply an aggravated form of malarial 
ever, but that it stands alone, with a cause as specific as small-pox itself. This 
conclusion encourages the hope that this specific poison may yet be counter- 


ted by some specific remedy. 











That yellow fever is gendered by poisonous germs, multiplying with fearful 
ity in the system of the patient, is generally believed, though the demon- 
tion of the germ is not yet accepted by all physicians. However this may 


is certain that for more than seventy-five years there has been in New 
Oricans, throughout all the yellow-fever epidemics by which it has been ray- 





















1, one point in the heart of the city where, d some unfavorable sani- 
nditions, no case of yellow fey l ever o d. That point is the 
se, or old city prison. Often « 1 to its utmo ucity during epi- 

Ss, its inmates always escaped the pm ling infection. Still another lo- 
in New Orlean r about filly ye njoyed the same in ity with 

be CUY prison, 
I t locality is the city gas-works, not only the employés of which have 
niy escaped yellow fever, but all the families resident in the immediate 
ty. The gas-wor n Mobile have sojexerted the same protecting influ- 
ence, The various chemicals employed in works and the very compound 
odors engendered might well leave even medical men in doubt as to the true 
lote to the prevailing yellow-fever poison. But an examination of the cal- 


se furnished clearer indications. 
been the abodes 
ute d droppings, 


he attics of this old city prison had long 
countiess bats, the dead bodies of which, with their accumu- 
; 


iad by their decay produced an annoying stench. The pre- 





dominating odor of ammonia, however, clearly demonstrated it as the success. 

intagonist of thegerm. Soon after the conclusion of the lest epidemic in 
New Orleans a very interesting article was published in the Times by Ma, J. 
Livingston, an active member of the Howard Association. 


fie gave a detailed account of the free application of ordinary aqua am- 
1onia, Sometimes mixed with equal parts of spirits of camphagto the bodies of 
. large number of patients. This was done at first simp.y with a view to the 
powerful and grateful cooling influence produced by the rapid evaporation, 
favored by the heat of the fever. After his experience in several epidemics he 
was impressed with the fact that the heat and fever once reduced by the appli 
cation of the ammonia never returned. He became convinced that ammor 

: alkaline gas penetrated the body through the pores of the skin, and as 
ver did not return, the conclusion was inevitable that the poison in the 
system was an acid poison, and that the alkali neutralized it.’ Doubtless his 
conclusion was correct; but he appears to have overlooked the very important 
fact that the ammoniated atmosphere surrounding patients thus treated was 
freely inhaled by them, and from the extended and very absorbent surface of 
the air-cells of the lungs had much more influence in destroying the fever poi- 
sen in the blood than any action through the skin. We have long been im- 
pressed with this view of the case, and some valuable expedients jor readily 
bringing into full play the absorbing power of the lungs and air passages gen- 
erally having just7oecurred to us, we hasten to make them public for the ben- 
efit of our afflicted towns and cities without waiting the slow course of the med- 
ical journals, 

The general application of ammonia to the bodies of patients,as has been 
described, should always be practiced when possible; but often from deficiency 
of materials and of nurses this plan can not be pursued. In such cases aqua 
anunonia may be sprinkled upon a cloth or handkerchief and laid upon the 
breast of the patient. In this way inhalation of the ammonia in sufficient 
quantities to neutralize the poison may readily be secured without the aid of 
any apparatus, the ammonia, of course,to be renewed at intervals. This plan 
will prove of great advantage even when free ammoniated applications have 
been made to the body. 

Our next practical suggestion is that the wards of hospitals and the reoms 
of private dwellings may readily be placed in the same safe condition against 
yellow fever as the old calaboose at New Orleans. This can readily be accom- 
plished by allowing the properamount of ammoniacal gas to escape statedly into 
the hospitals or dwellings to be pretected. The gas may be compressed into 
copper vessels, properly fitted with small adjustable stop-cocks. 

For the protection of unacclimated nurses and visitors the air of all sick- 
rooms should be ammoniated whenever possible. In this connection it is im- 
portant to remark that the volatile disinfectants, such as chlorine, carbolic acid, 
etc., will condense or decompose ammonia, and thus destroy its usefulness. 
Where ammoniacal gas is employed disinfection should be accomplished by 
non-volatile agents, as copperas and ordinary lime—not the chloride. After 
all that has been stated, it is clear there is no plan for personal protection 
against yellow fever which can be compared to that which can readily be se- 
cured by ammonia in some form. 

Sven travelers fearing infection may carry about with them small bottles of 
aqua-ammonia, so that a handkerchief may be moistened with it from time to 
time, and worn in the breast pockets of their coats. A still more convenient 
mode of securing protection will be to provide a smal! cloth bag that can be 
conveniently carried in the vest pocket, and place in it half an ounce, or less, 
of coarsely pulverized carbonate of ammonia. The warmth of the person will 

















liberate an ample amount of gas for enveloping the chest and reaching the 
lungs, exerting additional influence by inhalation. 





It is needless, perhaps, to remind the Jadies that the old-style bottles of 
smeling-salts may be well revived at this juncture,as they give off ammonia in 
suflicient quantity to be usefal, whether traveling or at home, in infected sec- 
tions. The various modes of using ammonia for antidoting yellow fever and 
the readiness and economy with which they may be employed certainly give 
promise of most beneficial results in all localities infested or threatened by yel- 
low fever, and particularly in extremesouthern or tropical sections. Carbonate 
of ammonia, in 5-grain doses, may be usefully employed internally. But it 
is the part of diseretion not to rely exclusively upon ammonia in the treatment 
of yellow fever; the use of mustard, of foot-baths, etc., should not be neglected. 

No prudent physician will, in any serious form of disease in the South, omit 
the internal use of mercury in some form, and preferably calomel. Of this use- 
ful drug a combination of 20 grains with three of bicarbonate of soda should be 
be made into five pills, and one given every hour from the outset. Quinine be- 
ing of very questionable utility in yellow fever, we propose in its stead the usc 
of quassia in solid extract or infusion. It is an admirable tonic, and, having 
little or no exeiting power, may be used without damage when the fever is at 
iis height. We would remind our professional brethren of the high reputation 
acquired by quassia long ago in relieving the putrid and malignant fevers of 
Surinam. Itis a powerful antiseptic and insecticide, and there is little room to 
doubt that its first high reputation was due toits power as a destroyer of germs 
in malignant southern fevers. It certainly deserves resuscitation. 

We would enforce ali that has been claimed for ammonia by reference to 
the facts thatthe old Morgan line of steamers that forso many years was engaged 
in the transportation of cattle to and from Indianola, Galveston, New Orleans, 
and Havana never bad a case of yellow fever to occur among its officers or 
crews. The filth of the cattle kept the vessel saturated by ammoniacal odors, 
which by inhalation preserved the health of all employed in that traffic. Let 
it bs remembered that no amount of ordinary disinfection and care will prevail 
against yellow fever. The beights of Gibraltar, guarded and cleansed with the 
utmost care by the skill of British garrisons, bas suffered as severely as any 
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Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate any farther. My object 
was to present these suggestions and put them in the RECORD from men 
who have given much thought to this subject, and whose ideas hive 
been communicated to me for the purpose ot being placed betore some 
authority capable of dealing with them. 

I call attention, belore concluding, to the remarkable features of this 
epidemic in the city of Jacksonville. With a population of probably 
not more than nine or ten thousand persons who were left there after 
the advent of the epidemic, out of 30,000 people living there and in 
the immediate vicinity of this city, there have been, up to this date, | 
think, very nearly twenty-nine hundred cases, if I read the figures 
aright, and two hundred and sixty-three deaths out of that number 
The city of Jacksonville is a place the natural conditions of which are 
remarkably healthful. It is a very sandy, open, porous soil, which 
readily dispo es of whatever may be placed upon the surtace that would 
engender a had atmosphere. It is rolling groand; itis washed by the 
tide- waters of the Atlantic Ocean, which make their entrance and their 
exit there twice in every twenty-four hours. 

It is near the coast, where the sea breezes from the open ocean, un- 
affected by any intervening land, from the coasts of Africa and Europe, 
entirely open, render it peculiarly salabrious and wonderfully healthy 
in ordinary times. This disease has by its very great fatality there 
shown what it would do if it were located in Washington City or in 


Norfolk, as ithas been, or in any great city where sanitary conditions of 


a proper character are very difficult to preserve, and it actually threatens 
the whole of this country, threatens it with a probability that can only 
be met by the most careful and eflicient methods and at this present 
time. 

That is the opinion of the most intelligent and best informed physi- 


cians who have communicated with me since the first resolution was | 


introduced asking the aid of Congress upon this subject. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator yield for a question ? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The Senator alludes to a correspondence with physi- 
cabs, 
southern extremity of Florida where the disease has already become 
seated, which is below the frost line, where we can not rely on freezing 
to extirpate the fever germs. Is that the point at which the Senator 
would direct his effort ? 

Mr. CALL. That is one point in the matter. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then, the inquiry I want to put to the Senator is this: 
whether these physicians suggest any tangible, definite thing to be 
done? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, I have a great number of communications which 
I desire to place upon the record to go before the country. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘There seems to be a vast amount of communications 
and a great deal of general talk, while the disease is continuing its rav- 
ages and spreading over the country. I thought perhaps the Senator 
had some proposition to bring this toa focus, to give them some money 
to do something. 

Mr. CALL. I have introduced this resolution asking the President 
of the United States to convene the Academy of Science. 

Mr. BLAIR. What object is there in convening the Academy of 
Science, I ask the Senator ? 

Mr. CALL, And such other learned men—-— 

Mr. BLAIR. Learned men have worked for ages and ages on this 
business and have found out nothing. 

Mr. CALL. Ido not know of any other method except to convene 
the best intelligence and the best information that can be had on the 
subject, and ask of that body to adopt the proper methods of investi- 
gation and follow it up in the most earnest and scientific method. 

Mr. BLAIR. How would it do to appoint a committee of the Sen- 
ate and let them summon experts? It seems to me to sammon the 
Academy of Science would be wild work. I never yet knew such an 
academy that could agree that two and two make four. If the Senator 
will make a proposition to do something, to spend some money, and 
find out something by a committee of the Senate or a joint committee 
of both Houses with authority to go to work and sammon people who 
are supposed to know something—two-thirds of them will know noth- 
ing, but some of them will know something—we shall get the advan- 
tage of what they have to say, and possibly shall get some information 
that will enable us to buy coffins, it nothing more. 

Mr. HALE. Allow me to suggest that the Committee on Epidemic 
Diseases, of which the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] Is chair- 
man, has taken a great interest in this matter, is now looking into the 
subject and considering what may best be done, and will no doubt re- 
port in the practical direction indicated by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. 

Mr. BLAIR. Would it not be well for them to be armed with some 
money and some instructions to bring things to a focus, call in the 
learned men of the Academy of Science and men who do not know so 
much as they do, out of whom they may get information of some value 
if they can get it from any source. 

Mr. HALE. I never knew a committee intrusted with such works 
who would not need a liberal supply of money. 

Mr. BLAIR. They might be instructed to bring their work to an 


I understand the difficulty to be that there is a portion of the | 
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end before the disease had spread everywhere and the people of the na- 
tion had died o: the disease, and do the best they can. It seems to me 
it is a better way than it is to talk so much. 

Mr. CALL. It seems to me that the proper action for the two 


| Houses of Congress to take at this time would be to pass the joint 


resolution which I have introduced and which I was in hopes the 


| Committee on Epidemic Diseases would have considered and reported 


betore this time. 
I appreciate the fact of the public engagements which will now 


ae : ; 
occupy the time of Senators and which may have prevented that 


committee from giving this subject the attention which it deserves. 
[t can not wait. If this investigation is to be had at all, and to be 


| had in the most efficient manner, it must be made within the next 


i 
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three or four weeks while this disease is prevailing with its greatest 
virulence in the States in the South. Then it will have disappeared, 
and unless a jaithful record shall have been kept, and kept upon a 
large scale, bringing in the greatest number of cases and the peculiar 
symptoms and features attending each case and the surroundings and 
the effect of the diflerent remedies used and experiments made under 
intelligent direction of all the new suggestions, we can not hope to 
develop anything new. 

This disease has existed for seventy-five years. At times it has des- 
olated the city of Havana and the city of New Orleans and the city of 
Galveston. It has only occasionally made its appearance upon the 
coast of Florida, and this year it has come in a shape and witha fatal- 
ity so widely extended as to threaten in the future very wide areas of 
country. 

The Academy of Science, as I understand, is a corporation of learned 
men who are devoted to the subject of scientific research, natural re- 
search— which Senators are not—who have given their lives to it; such 
men as Huxley, of England, and some who have not attained equal fame 
but have approximated it, like the late Mr. Proctor. There are num- 
bers of them, with whose names I am not familiar, in the United States, 

Mr. BLAIR. Thoseare not citizens of the United States. How can 
the President convene them? 

Mr. CALL. He can request their attendance. 

Mr. BLAIR. I know a doctor in New Hampshire who will find out 
more about it than any of them will if you summon him before the 
committee. 

Mr. CALL. I have not the slightest doubt of it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam in favor of exhausting the American doctors be- 
fore we go abroad. 

Mr. CALL. I have no doubt he is a very learned man; learning is 
not confined to any particular bounds. I acknowledge there are great 
men in New Hampshire; but there are some elsewhere, and le: us have 
them all, or as many of them as we can conveniently get. 

That was the suggestion that occurred to me, that we should have 
the investigation not only of medical men, but all men of natural re- 
search, men of habits, of study, and thought. and experiment. The 
great troubleof the world has been the want of that continuous scien- 
tific practical investigation which Bacon with his wonderful genius in- 
dicated so many years ago as the only solid basis of progress and prac- 
tical information as to natural science and the facts of nature, the 
order of nature. 

If this disease shall evoke and procure that action by the Congress 
of the United States of an assembly of the great scientists of America— 
of New Hampshire—of England, of France, of Germany, for the pur- 
pose of investigating and determining the true facts which will indicate 
the character of this disease and the methods of its propagation and 
prevention, and its cure, it will have accomplished a great good to the 
world and a great good to ourselves; and I am persuaded from the facts 
which are extibited by these scientific men, some physicians and some 
not physicians, but who have given attention and thought to this sub- 
ject—I am satisfied something useful will be developed. 

Mr. BLAIR. Allow me to ask the Senator one questicn before he 
takes his seat. Suppose this convocation should get together and find 
out absolutely, beyond all peradventure, a remedy for the yellow fever, 
and in some way its application would interfere with the doctrine of 
State rights, what would be the Senator’s position ? 

Mr. CALL. We can discuss that when it comes up. 

Mr. BLAIR. Now, unless the Senator is willing to start with the 
understanding that in some way we can override the doctrine of State 
rights and take this specific, if it be necessary and the only thing to 
cure the yellow fever, I am opposed to any further expenditure. 

Mr. CALL. I should he very sorry to lose the support of my friend, 
the Senator from New Hampshire, but he must not allow the doctrine 
of State rights to interfere with his present action. We can consider 
that when it comes up. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not long since the Senator brought up the subject, 
which was discussed for a long time and we were all ready to help him 
out, but when it trenched upon the doctrine of State rights he chose 
the yellow fever. In view of the prospective destruction and death ot 
this nation by reason of this epidemic, if we find the remedy, it may 
be at a million dollars’ expense, I want to know if the Senator is go- 
ing to interpose the doctrine of State rights and prevent us taking 
physic and getting well? 
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Mr. CALL. I have never found any: culty in the doctrine o1 
State rights interfering with any national purp which was re all 
natioual purpose; but I will not enter into Ul d sion with 
friend. My idea is that the National Government ii the States ou t 
to ope rate together, the one aiding the other, which the prope 
terpretation of the spirit ¢ f the Constitut ble 
discuss that now. 

Mr. BLAIR. That seem to } this, that tl s te of Flo la 
nishes the disease and we are called upon to furnish the remedy, and 
in that way to co-operate together. Now, I want to } yw whe 


the Senator will interpose the doctrine of State rights to prev t 
helping the people in the State of Florida to preven the spread 
the extension of the disease to other portions of the country? 

Mr. CALL. The trouble is that the State of Florida does n 
nish the disease. The Constitution furnishes the disease in creat 
foreign commerce of the country and placing it under the regulation 
of Congress. 

Mr. BLAIR. If that be so, why does not Congr take control o 
the whole matter? The Senator’s theory of State rights is conceded 


away, even by the Senator himself. 

Mr. CALL. I donot think so. My friend is welcome to that opin- 
ion if he thinks so. I see no difficulty in Congress taking such action 
as will secure the best possible results; and my opinion and my desire are 
that the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, or the Senate without the 
committee, will at this present time, during this week, pass this reso 
lution, or some resolution similar, providing for an organism of some 
kind to investigate at the public expense the methods of the preven 
tion and the cure of this disease which may be suggested by learned 
and practical men all over the country, and that it may be required to 
commence the investigation immediately here in the city of Washing- 
ton, and to obtain such facts as it may be possible to obtain at this 
time for the prevention of thisepidemic. That is the hope I have, and 
with that hope I have broaght the subject before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be 
read 

The Secretary. At the end of the resolution itis proposed to add: 


Resolved, That the committee do further inquire into the introduction of yel- | 


low fever into the United States during the present year,and ascertain, if pos- 
sible, by what means and through what avenues, if any, it has been brought 
into Florida and other States where it has appeared as an epidemic during th 
present year. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] wish 
to speak upon this subject? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida [ Mr. 
Pasco] offered the amendment which has just been read by the Sec- 
retary. 

Mr. PASCO. I have a few remarks to make touching the amend- 
ment I introduced, before the discussion closes, 

[ have no objection to this inquiry and investigation proposed and 


suggested by my colleague into this subject of preventing and curing | 


the yellow fever, and shall favor a full consideration of the resolutions 
and bills he and others have introduced in the Senate on the subject. 

The Committee on Epidemic Diseases and Congress and the country 
have been liberal to our people. They have contributed freely of their 
money, publicly and privately, and everything that was possible in the 
way of immediate and substantial relief seems to have been done in 
order to arrest the progress of the disease and give relief to our suffer- 
ing people. But if these investigations are to be made, and if this 
matter is to be thoroughly inquired into by the Committee on Epi- 
demic Diseases, as I hope it will be, I should like the investigation to 
commence a little further back and not simply to consider how we shall 
meet the disease when it comes into the country, how we shail com- 
bat it and stop its ravages, but to inquire further as to the best means 
of keeping it from getting into the country. 

There have been several theories with reference to its coming into 


Florida during the present year. It has been alleged that it was | 


brought in by smugglers dealing upon the coastof Florida. If so, then 
there should be an examination into that matter, and additional efforts 
should be made to protect the commerce of the country against an ir- 
regular and illegal traffic with countries where this disease annually 
appears, and the Treasury Department should be supplied with liberal 
means to prevent its coming through these avenues of an unlawful 
trade and commerce. 


It has been suggested that it has been brought in by the increase of 


commerce between Florida and the West India seaports. If that is so, 
that commerce should be guarded by a stricter quarantine, and all 
proper means should be taken to prevent the introduction of yellow 
fever into the country by that channel. 


It has been suggested, as referred to by the Senator from New Hamp- 
[ 


shire [Mr. BLarr], that the disease has been brought into the State in | 


former years and that it has remained there during the winters below 
the frost-line, ready to break out with fresh vigor when the weather 
and conditions became favorable in another season. The experience of 
our people for many years at Key West, which is the lowest point in 
Florida, where this disease makes its visitations, and the history of the 
epidemics there would seem to prove that the disease does not subsist 


in the country during the winter. But if there is any foundation to sus- | 
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Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, as the chairman ot the Committee on 
~pidemic Diseases, the Senator from Tennessee | Mr. HARRIS], is not 


I 

| present, I wish tos Ly that the C ttee on Ep demic Diseases have 
shown a disposition to grant all the money and to grant all the power 
that may be necessary to crush out this disease; and especially will I 
say that the Senators on that committee from the Northern and New 
England States have shown a liberality that is greatly to be com 


| mended in regard to their desire and di position to give all the money 
to stop this dread disease in the Southern States that they can give 
and to grant any powe! ui 
Now, in regard to the resolution of the Senator from Florida, if I 
understand it, it is a proposition to instruct that committee to do a pa 
| ticular thing while that committee is investigating the wiole subject 
I do not think the resolution ought to pass in that shape, but I think 


the resolution, with the amendment of the junior Senator from Flor- 





that may be necessary. 


| ida, should goto the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. That commit- 
| tee are now investigatingit. They are disposed and anxious todo every- 
| th ng that it is possible to do and do the correct thing, and I think it 





would not be proper to adopt a resolution instructing them to report a 
| particular character of bill when they are investigating the subject, and 


are perfectly willing and intend to report the best bill that they can 
| possibly frame. 

| Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida 
who introduced the resolution [| Mr. CALL] whether he has any ebje 
tion to modifying the first part of the resolution so as to instruct the 
| committee to consider the subject-matter of the resolution, but omit- 
ting the instruction to report. If so, there is no objection to the pas- 
sage of the resolution, and there is no objection, as it seems to me, to 
the adoption of the amendment proposed by the juni 
Florida [Mr. Pasco], which is an amendment instru: 
gation. But it does seem to me, especially in view of wh 
tor from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] has said, that after thi 
Epidemic Diseases, the chairman of which is not here : 
shown the disposition it has to give all the money and all the author 
t 





ity that may be needed in the present emergency, and has also bee 
| disposed to consider all the many propositions which hav en © 
| ferred to that committee on the motion of the Senator from la 
| [Mr. CALL], that it would not be quite wise or right to underiake to 
| limit the committee by affirmative instruction, implying that there is 
| need of the application of some particular stimulant on the part of the 
Senate to make the committee do that duty in which it has not been 
derelict, but which I believe it has been very prompt to perform. I 
hope the Senator will make that modification, and then that the reso- 
lution so modified may be adopted. If that modification is not made 


[ shall move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Ep 


idemic Diseases. 


Mr. CALL. The resolution proposes a very simple tl! t 
does not require any delay. It proposes to instruct the con tee to 
report at this session of Congress—what? Not any particular but 
some resolution requiring the investigation at this 1 it in some 


| shape, by somebody, of the proper and best methods for the suppres 
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CA ( i ] l |} e tee constantly; he told m » him 
PRESIDENT tempore. ‘The question is on the amendment. | g¢ of Senator from New Hampshire amoun 
The resolution gnd amen it will both be read, if there be no objec- | the r) » And I am surprised that th 
tion sas, when 1 a - She Senate to take action requiring 
5 yi 1 resolution and the amendment. | at this time while it can be had, should construe that into a reflection 
Mr. CALL, Mr. President, there are two ideas connected with this | upon the com mitt e. There ha s been no consideration, so far as Iam 
mi r. he one is the prevention of this epidemic, whether it be by | advised or have been informed, by any member of preventing or sup- 
pre tin duction into the United States or by sanitary con- | pressing this disease aoe the advent of this epidemic in Florida. I 
di b: tho is of affecting the peculiar enlstance of Ww hich | did appear before that committee and I did urge the passage of th 
{ consist rned men whose opinions have been communicated | $200,000 b ge dic 1 urge that it should be so expressed as to aut 





Committee on Epidemic Dise anes , of seventy-five 
years’ ¢ 7 rience of exemption, and yet this terrible plague desolated 
the city of Memphis and the Mississippi Valley, aa there seems never 
to have ok nh an invest 
here by a man of high « a I 
subject. That would be « nethod of preventing it. 

Che use of this peculiar chemical which is found to exist in that lo- 
cality, if it be true, and this seems to have the authority more or less 
of the distinguished physician who was a very learned man and a man 
of gre perience on thissubject, Dr. Stone, of New Orleans—I know 
not whether it be true or not, but I know, coming from this authority, 
it is deservingof investigation, and I know that the Committee on Epi- 
demic Diseases are not the scientific mento make that investigation. 
I know that men who are acquainted with the specific subject are bet- 
ter capable of making that investigation than are those men who are 
engage xd in political matters, and whose thoughts are constantly eccu- 
pied with other subjects than tho se which require special knowledge 
of a particular condition of thing 
Mr. President, that was the reason why I asked this action, not that 
it would be any reflection upon the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, 
buti mming nee of this plague does not await the convenience of the Com- 
mittce on Epidemic Diseases. A thousand people probably have lost 
their lives while the Committee on Epidemic Diseases have been con- 
sidering or not considering what action should be taken. I know they 
have given attention toit. Here are thesebills beforethem. Of course 
they are required to examine them and say whether they are correct 
or not, whether they ought or ought not to be passed; but I think the 
members of that committee wiil bear me out in saying that they have 
not had more than one session of a few minutes or of an hour or two upon 
the consideration of this great epidemic since it has made its entrance 
into the United ~_— 8. 

Mr. BERRY. e have had several sessions. 

. CALL. How many ? 

Mr. B ERRY. Ido not know the num! 
been more than one, I am sure. 

Mr. CALL. More than one? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question. 1 
ask whether he has not himself appeared before that committee ? 

Mr. CALL. I have. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And made as full a statement as he desired to 
make of his views on this subject ? 

Mr. CALL. I did on the first resolution. Now, I ask the Senator 
how many other meetings has that committee had pending the preva- 
— of this epidemic ? 

CHANDLER. I do not undertake to say that they have spent 
as a time in considering the measures before them as the Senator 
has consumed of the time of the Senate in talking about them, but I 
think that the action of the committee has had quite as good an effect 
in suppressing the epidemic asthe speeches of the Senator from Florida. 

If the Senator will allow me, I say he carries an implication in the 
remarks he has just made that men as been dying of this disease 
through the fault of the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I regret that the Senator should use such language. I pardon 
the Senator for his extreme zeal in this behalf, but while engaged in 
discussing this subject at such great length he should not do injustice 
to others; for he knows that from the beginning to the end of this busi- 
ness, as the Senator from Arkansas has said, the Committee on Epi- | 
demic Diseases have shown a disposition to do everything that needs | 
to be done and to give all the time that is necessary to this subject, 
and I think the Senator should refrain from casting imputations upon 
the committee, particularly when the chairman of the committee is 


acter, of learning and experience upon this 











er of sessions, but there has 


absent from the Senate. 

Now I ask the Senator what fault he has to find with the commit- 
tee? 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I have not found any fault with the 
The Senator from New Hampshire is as fond of fighting 


committee. 


tance in New Orleans, if true, which prac to | 


gation of that tact, if it be a fact, as is alleged | 
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ize and require the destruction of the woolen clothing and oth 
fected pr. used by persons who had this disease, an i paid for; 
t 





he committee refused to approve it, and the result has been that tl 

disease has been conveyed in the clothing of these people ti hroughor ut 
the country and is now prevailing in Decatur, according to the very 
best authorit ty , by the failure to do what I urg d in speeches which I 
made here when th 7 resolution was before the committee. By the 


opposition of the committee to that provision th is disease has been ex- 
tended into th " localiti es where it has gon 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to remind him that a ring 
the debate upon the resolution or bill as it passed his suggestions were 
fully considered, and the action of the Senate was based upon the un- 
derstanding that the bill as passed embraced all the Senator desired ? 
It was left in the discretion of the authorities to buy old clothes, to buy 

rpate the disease in any way whatever th 

they might deem it wise and judicious 8 to employ the money for t 
rpose. SotheSenator’s suggestion i a Chasm yard falls to the ground. 
e authorities had power to buy the clothes and stop the infection and 
spread of the dis sease, and if anything is necessary that can be said o1 
done by the Government we 
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want todo it and have the end accom- 
[ do not think, therefore, that the Senator ought to com- 


plain of unwillingness on the part of the Governm«e 
Mr. CALL, I have made nocomplaint of unw ‘Mi neness on the part 
of the Government or the committee, or any one else. I stated the 
fac — 
Mr. BLAIR. But does not the Senator understand, as I stated, that 
| under the existing legislati n the clothing can be bought and can 1 


| 








destroyed, if necessary ? 

CALL. I understand it is not so construed. I understand the 
language is the same asin the former bill, and I understand, asI stated 
then, that the construction put upon it did not authorize the purchase 
and destruction of infected clothing, bedding, and other things. 

Mr. BLAIR. Did it not authorize the destruction of the infected 

clothing, bedding, and other things, whether the purchase was author- 
ized or not? 

Mr. CALL. That was voted down in the Senate upon the motion of 
the committee. Now, I sought to make that plain. Ihave been en- 
deavoring to procure such legislation as would authorize some compe- 
tent authority somewhere to investigate this subject, to summon before 

them the men who had scientific and other knowledge upon this sub- 


ject, who had experience, to gather the evidence, to convene the best 


ability in the world, in the United States and out of it, and to give to 


| the subject the dignity and the importance and the patient investiga- 


tion which the great extent of danger with which it threatens the 
country requires. That is all; and in asking that it should be done 
immediately I did it because I knew that if the Senate does not take 
some action upon the subject now the opportunity will pass away. 

I have introduced this resolution at the request of the men who hai 
volunteered their services and endangered their lives in this work o 
charity in the city of Jacksonville, who have asked that a record unde 
publie authority ‘should be made of all the cases and of the conditions 
of the epidemic existing there, in order that it might be considered by 
the scientific intellects of the world, and some theory based upon facts 
observed and recorded which would relieve the country from the vis- 
itations of this plague. That is all. 

This resolution does not commit the committee to any form of action. 
It instructs them to act in some way, to consider and report without 
delay, and we all know, notwithstanding the remarks of the Senator 
from Arkansas and the Senator from New Hampshire, that with the 

interest the country feels in the pending election, with the preoccupa- 
tion of some, the absence of others from the Senate, and the coming 
disenssions upon financial subjects—we know notwithstanding what 
has been said that all the probabilities are that unless the ‘Senate pass 
this resolution and give this instruction this body will adjourn and 
this subject remain where it is, leaving to chance alone the preservation 
of the evidence and the facts which are important in investigations upon 
this subject, and leaving the plague to recur without the advantage of 
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local hygiene and hygienic treatment or not, I do not.know. More 
likely than not it was in consequence of the blockade enforced against 
persons from Cuba. 

My own opinion is that there is not a native case of yellow fever in 
the United States. They are all cases which are brought from abroad, 
in certain cases the fever breaking out and at other times latent and 
lurking in the system. I do not believe there is a foot of ground in 
the United States that is native to the yellow fever. It is shown that 
it is similar to the African fever, and that is found in Africa only in the 
tropical belt of the coast on the east and west of that continent. 

I desired merely to submit these observations in the hope that the 
Committee on Epidemic Diseases would look into the subject. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I had no idea when I introduced this 
resolution that anything would come of it. I knew it would he re- 
ferred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, and that would be the 
beginning and theend of it. Still I considered it my duty to doitand 
to urge it so far as I have any power. This committee has lasted here 
for years. Terrible epidemics have scourged this country, and yet no 
effective method has been provided by it for either the investigation or 
the prevention of the disease. Now, I am not blaming the committee. 
It is a difficult subject, and it is only when plague and pestilence in 
their worst forms threaten the country that general attention is directed 
to this subject. The committee have sought to provide quarantine 
regulations. They are good; but how can you enforce a quarantine 
over a country with its 5,000 and 6,000 miles of seacoast? How can 
you prevent smugglers from coming into the country ? 

You talk about investigating how this disease was brought into Flor- 
ida. The Surgeon-General says he has positive evidence that it was 
brought there by smugglers upon the coast of Florida bringing in fine 
goods, silks, and articles easily transported, cigars and the rum of Cuba. 
It has been traced with absolute certainty in other cases to woolen 
clothing brought from Havana. It was carried recently to Decatur in 
a bundle of clothes by a man who escaped the disease entirely, but left 
those clothes behind to give death to the family where he was and to 
all who came in contact with them in that community. As is stated 
by Dr. Read, giving the opinion of Dr. Stone, it is one of the most deadly 
and fatal of all the plagues that have ever affected humanity, having a 
nature peculiar to itself, as to which but little is known after seventy- 
tive years’ experience of its deadly power. 

In this condition of things, with nothing but a resolution appropriat- 
ing $200,000, and the subsequent resolution passed upon the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuUNDS], appropriating an addi- 
tional $100,000 for the relief of the sufferers from this disease, there 
has been no action taken, none whatever, looking toward the preven- 
tion of it except the bill which provided a penalty for those who es- 
cape the quarantine imposed by the Government. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] talks about the diffi- 
culty of enforcing it upon the part of national authority, but the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] and the Committee on Epidemic 
Diseases have introduced and reported favorably a bill, which has passed 
the Senate, authorizing the Governmentof the United States to establish 
alocal quarantine, and even providing penalties to be enforced in the 
courts of the United States against the citizens of a State who, in the 
interior of that State, shall have violated the quarantine prescribed by 
the Federal Government. Why talk about the subject of authority 
when this action has already been taken by the Senate? I see no dif- 
ficulty in any case of the national authority co-operating with the 
States and aiding the State authorities in any and all cases whatso- 
ever, the States consenting and requesting the aid of national au- 
thority. 

Mr. BLAIR. How would it do for the State of Florida to co-oper- 
ate and assist the National Government in this business ? 

Mr. CALL. That would be very good. Ido not see any difficulty 
about it. The States north did co-operate and assist the National 
Government in the late civil war, co-operated and aided them in their 
State organizations, provided money and provided troops. There is no 
difficulty in any case, and that is the Constitution, It is the harmony 
of National and State power, and this is a figment, an idea in the brain 
of the Senator, and has no existence in reason and can not be defended 
in argument by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

But I am talking now about the duty that I owe tothe people of the 
country, tomy own State, and all the States, not only the nine Southern 
States, including Maryland and Virginia, that have both had this dread- 
ful plague in its worst forms, this African fever, coming from Asia and 
Africa and finding a domicile in the West Indies, and from thence being 
carried to the coast of the United States; and it has been in New York 
and Philadelphia, and has even been in Quebec with wonderful fatality, 
as Dr. Stone indicated in his opinion as stated by Dr. Read. 

That is the condition, that is the position this question occupies, and 
that is the relation which the Committee on Epidemic Diseases hold to 
it. I have no fault to find with them, because I know the Senator 
from Tennessee, who is chairman of that committee, has been occupied 
laboriously and incessantly in the Committee on Finance; but there is 
only one intelligent thing todo. The Senate and the committees of 
this body are non-progressive, they have not yet arrived at that point 
of knowledge which the rest of the world ‘has reached. They have not 
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yet learned the value of the Baconian theory of the investigation of the 
order of nature and of the causes of pestilence. 

They have not yet perceived, though a disease may destroy thousands 
and millions of people, that it is of national concern that it be ascer- 
tained by scientific research and by convening the best intellects of the 
world to consider it carefully. I know that, and it isas difficult to get 
a progressive idea for the progress of science and the advancement of 
learning through a committee of this body as it is to wrest the stars 
from the heavens. But I think it my duty, and I know it should be 
done, to urge that this investigation should be had, and had not by a 
committee of Congress, but by learned men engaged in and accustomed 
to natural research; men like Huxley, men like Proctor, men like 
some of those we have in our own country whose names are not familiar 
to me, engaged in this direction of thought and experiment; men like 
Dr. Read, like these other men whose letters I have read; men some 
of whom perhaps are low down on the ladder of science, but yet are 
giving their time and their observations to the discovery of some pro- 
tection for humanity against this great plague. 

Mr. President, there is but one thing to do, and I am well aware 
that the Senate will not do that. It is to pass this resolution, and, if 
necessary, create a special committee that will have time to investigate 
and consider this subject, or, at all events, pass this resolution instruct- 
ing that committee, not merely to refer it to them, for referring means 
killing it, to refer it means to say that there shall be no investigation 
and no action by Congress on the subject. That is all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dour in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the motion to refer the resolution and amendment to the 
Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LANDS IN DENVER. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to make a conference report on the bill (H. 
R. 3300) to amend an act to enable the city of Denver to purchase cer- 
tain land for cemetery purposes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, It ought not to be read now, as the papers are not 
here. It should be laid on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received, and lie 
on the table for the present. 

SUNDAY OBSERVANCE. 

Mr. BLAIR. I submit the following order: 

Ordered, That the petitions filed in support of the Sunday rest bill, referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor, and for the better observance of the 
Sabbath by the Post-Office, the Army and Navy Departments, be permitted to 


be taken from the files of the Senate to be arranged and classified and returned 
to the Senate. 


The Woman’s Christian Temperance Union are obtaining a very large 
number of other petitions. These are disarranged, and they wish to 
arrange the whole together and have them presented tothe Senate. It 
is a matter of convenience, and I suppose nobody will object to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the order 
will be made. 

DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. HALE. I present the conference report on the deficiency ap- 


propriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriatidns to 
supply deficiencies in the apprgpriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, 
and prior years, and for other Ei sposes, having met, after full and free confer- 
ence have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 10, 13, 14, 19, 23, 26, 28, 
34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 40, 43, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 64, 66, 67, 78, 79, 81, $2, 84, 85, 86, 90, 91, 93, 
103, 116, 117, and 137. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 22, 24, 25, 27, 30, 31, 32, 33, 
44, 45, 46, 47, 53, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 65, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77,80, 83, 
87, 88, 89, 92, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 101, 102, 104, 105, 106, 108, 109, 110, LIL, 118, 119, 120, 
121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 139, 140, 141, 142, 
1438, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 162, 163, 
164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173, 174,175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 180, 181, 152, 183, 
184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 199, 200, 201, 202, 
203, 204, 205, 206, 207, 208, 209, 210, 211, 212, 213, 214, 215, 216, 217, 218, 219, 220, 221, 222, 
223, 224, 225, 226, 227, 228, and 229, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Se>ate numbered 1!, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ‘*$1,000;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment, insert 
** $6 000; ” and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: 

‘To refund to the heirs of C. A. J. Flemister the balance of the proceeds of a 
sale of certain real estate of said Flemister, covered into the Treasury over and 
above his indebtedness to the Government, $475.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: ‘‘To enable the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia to employ counsel! in special cases during the fiscal year 1889, $2,500, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 


The report will be received and read. 
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Amend bered 54: That the House recede f 1 its d i ent to 
t amen of the Senate imbered 51, and agre to the ‘ : 1 
amendmentas follows: In] 7 of said amendn t strik the word “ sixty- 
ven” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ sixty-six nd the Senate agre¢ 
to the sam«e | 
Amendment numbered That the House recede n its disagreement to | 
he amendment of the Senate numbered 63, and agreo to t Sal wit n 
dmentas follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert | 
1,328.07;’’ and the Senate agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 107: That the House recede from its disag tto 
the nendment of the Senate numbered 107, and agr« he same wit : 
amendment as follows r the matter proposed to be ir y said ame | 
ment insert the following 
To provide for the payment of the claims enu rate nate Executive | 
Document No. 270. Fiftieth Congress, first session, for fee [ strict attorr 
as follows, namely: Fiscal year 1886, $32 f fiscal year I $4,744 I | 
$5,064.90 
And the Senate agree to the sam« 
Amendment numbered 115: That the House re rom its disag ne 
é mendment of the Senate num 1 115 a e to s wit \ 
f im e@ < yosed to be inserted by sa 
t idime € l, the following 
l'o pay ide t reference to the s 
of } ty ' of nese Governmel 
lemnity for all losses and injuries sustained by Chinese sub : | 
l 1 States at the hands of residents ther 
And the Senate agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 130: That the House recede 1 its disag ent | 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 130, and agree to the same with an 
amendmen follow After the matt proposed to sert said 
I sert ollowing: i 
lo reimburse the Official Reporter of the § te for 1 vs paid for « 
cal hire during the first session of t I ieth ¢ es ind f extra 
; i nses occasioned by the pro oat 1 of the sess ; 
» acree to the : : 
bered 138: That the House recede from its d 
the Sena i 1 138, and agree to the s ‘ 
owing 
m employ ‘ Hlouse Ret tatives } 
priat sfort gislatiy executive, and ! ul « 
1 Mar 18s att several ra f p { 
h day « t lof 3 S ( 
to the : 
ed 231 rhat t! He its - 
t Senate ni red 23 ind ag > to t 
ul lows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said ams 
I iOWing 
yr the payment of the following claims certified to be d 
everal accounting officers of the Treasury Department under appré 
the balance of which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus f i 
r the provisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, and under appro 
} ons heretofore treated as permar eing f the service of the fi 
year 1886 and prior years, and which have been certified to Congress ur 
tion 2 of the act of July 7, 1384, as fully set forth in House Executive D 
No r i n, there is appropriated as f ws 
ALLOWED BY THE SE a, rOoR A 
PTROLLER 
inteers, 1 rior 3 
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$0, and ry 8, $4,52 
1d prior Q 
A> 2) 
- TERIOR DEPARTME? CLAIMS ALLOWED PY TI I iD A x 
COMPTROLLER 
I pay « lian agents, 1886 and prior S 7 
yy DEPARTM I MS ALLOW! E IRD AUDITOR 
COMPTI 
‘ For transportation of the Army an plies, 1886 and prior 3. $64.8 
“For regular supplies, Quartermaster’s Department, 1886 and prior 
$59.2 . 
‘“‘ For incidental expenses, Quartern s Depart nt, 1886 and y 3 
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the Senate for the ration—not, I hope, at great length—of the history 
of the movement which is represented by the amendments of the Senat« 
to the an: deficiency appropriation bill which have thus far failed to 
receive the assent of the other branch of Congress. 

Previous to the year 1886 the National Woman’s Home Missionary 
i ty became interested in the condition of indigent, distressed, and 
dependent women in Utah, and especially in Salt Lake City, who were 
seeking to withd: from polygamous union in the Mormon Church, 
but who were prevented from so doing by the fact that poverty and 
want stared them and their children in the face whenever they sought 
to dissolve their relations with polygamy in the Mormon Church. 

The efforts of benevolent women and men in Utah to aid and en- 


ourage the women and children who were seeking to escape from po- 


co 
lygamy were found to need organized effort, and therefore, under the 


act of the Utah Legislature of March 13, 1884, there was organized 
upon the 1 day of March, 1886, at Salt Lake City, Utah Territory, 


a@ voluntary association under and bearing the corporate name of ‘* The 
Industrial Christian Home Association of Utah.”’ 
Under the articles of agreement of incorporation the place of busine 


L 


of this association was located at Salt Lake City. It was provided 
with a board of thirteen directors or trustees, a president, eight vice- 
presidents, a recording secretary, a corresponding secretary, and a 
treasurer. 

‘The names of leading business men of respectability and responsi- 
vility are found in the list of the board of directors well as the 


—<— 


) 
1ames of earnest, philanthropic women. 
Elaborate provisions are found in the articles of incorporation, cov- 
ring in detail provisions regulating the meetings of the incorporators 
and of the directors, and the manner of doing business. 
Che objects, pursuits, and business of the association are set out 


article 5. They are, in short, to found, build, equip, provide 





for, maintain, and regulate in all necessary and proper ways industrial 
homes, schools, hospitals, and places of instruction for dependent 


women and children in Utah; to relieve distress and ameliorate suffer- 
ing among them, and, generally, to enable such classes, through the 
industrial pursuits taught by said association, to better maintain for 
themselves an honest livelihood. 

The act of orporation is formal and explicit, in compliance with 
the laws, and when organized ‘‘ The Industrial Christian Home Asso- 
ciation of Utah’’ was ready to engage in its great work. 
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The applications for relief, from women seeking to escape from polyg- 
amous union and representing their own and their children’s hard con- 
dition, at once became so numerous that the association felt justified 
in applying to Congress for aid in its work. 

Here is a copy of the first memorial which it addressed to the Forty- 
ninth Congress, setting forth its need for aid and the objects which it 
sought to acc omplish: 


To the honorable the Se 


We, the undersigned, officers of the Industrial Christian Home Association of 
Utah Territory, by the authority of the board of trustees of said incorporation, 
beg leave to present for the consideration of your honorable body the following 
m rial and petition 
great philanthropic movement for the relief of the dependent classes of Utah 
Territory has been in formative operation among civil and ecclesiastical authori 
ties in Utah and the States for the past three years. 

On the Lith of March, 1886, a permanent organization was formed in Salt Lake 


vate and Tlouse of Representatives of the Forty-ninth Congress : 





City under the name of the “ Industrial Christian Home Association of Utah.’ 
The association was incorporated under chapter 45 of the laws of the Territory 
of Utah of the year 1884 





r) yflicers of the association are Christian women of established character 
and executive ability 

The board of trustees are 
cial strength. 

The object‘of the association isthe establishment of an educational institution 
in Salt Lake City, where industrial pursuits shall be taught upon a basis which 


gentlemen of known business integrity and finan- 


shall qualify for self-support. The institution will be divided into three dis- 
i PI} 
tinct departments. 

In the first, domestie industries, such as cooking, dress-making, tailoring, 
cutting and fitting children’s clothing, etc., will be taught 


e-writing 


In the second, mechanical industries, including ty} g, telegraphy, 
stenography, silk-reeling, etc. 

In both of these departments competent instructors will be employed. 

4 bureau of information will be established who shall furnish information as 
to positions available to graduates in adjacent States. 

The graduates in the mechanical department may perform remunerative labor 
in the institution to the extent of funds for transportation to the positions se- 
cured 

Pupils from the dome 
gentile homes of Utah. 

The third department will offer temporary shelier to the homeless women 
and children whose cases are accepted by the board. For this class the bureau 
may furnish employment in the Territory or adjacent States of such character 
as the capacity of the individual indicates or opportinity furnishes. 

The demand for such an institution is found— 

1. In the anomalous social condition of Utah Territory under Mormon ré- 
gin 

2. In the fact that there is not asingle benevolent institution in the Territory 
for the dependent classes. 

Moreover, it is hopeless to expect a Mormon Legislature to appropriate funds 
to meet a condition of things which the Mormon leaders declare does not exist 
or to establish an institution which shall contribute towards the disintegration 
of the Mormon Church 

Hence national obligation is apparent. 

The principle is fundamental in a republican government to protect its help- 
less minorities, especially so when these minorities are women and children. 

The question of self-support is basal in the solution of the problem of the dis- 
ruption of polygamous households, 


stic department will find immediate employment in the 


1e 
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It is a well-known fact that there are many who would voluntarily abandon 
polygamous relations if facilities for self-support were provided. 
l'urthermore, it is futile to legislate against existing relations and make no 


vision for the terrible exigencies which arise in the execution of law. 
Fathers and mothers whose moral nature has survived the wreck of polyg 
mous life will at least hesitate to impose upon their children immediate 


disas- 






ter by either voluntary or enforced obedience to national law. 
rherefore it is with confidence in that justice which is the apotheosis of mercy 
that we, your petitioners, in behalf of those who can not speak for themselves, 


except by their silent appeal to the nation’s God, ask of your honorable body 
the appropriation of $100,000 to the Industria! Christian Home Ass tion for 
the construction and equipment of such an institution as is herein specified. 
Respectfully submitted. 
JEANNETTE H. 





FERRY, President, 
Park City, Utah 
D. ZANE, Vice-President 
Salt Lake City, Utah T 
DOCK, Sec etary, 
Salt Lake Oily. 


Terri 7 
MARGARET 


CORNELIA A. PAI 


.YONS, 


ii “y 
AN, Vice-P1 lent at Large, 


Trustees, Salt Lake City. 


The subject was brought directly before Congress in a hearing before 
the Senate Committee on Education based upon this memorial, which, 
with accompanying facts, were presented by Mrs. Angie F. Newman, 
who represented the Utah association, as is shown by the following 
resolution of the board of directors: 


At a meeting of the board of directors of the “ Industrial Christian Home As- 
sociation of Utah,” held upon due notice at the place of business of the corpo- 
ration, in Salt Lake City and County, Utah Territory, on Monday, the 22d day 
of March, 1886, a majority of the whole number of directors composing said 
board being present, it was by the unanimous vote of the meeting, in substance 
and effect, 

Resolved, That Mrs. Angie F. Newman, of Lincoln, Nebr., one of the vice- 
presidents of this corporation, be, and she is hereby, appointed and authorized 
to represent this corporation at Washington, D. C.,and at other Eastern places, 
as its aid and assistant in forwarding all matters pertaining to the business of 
the corporation; and, among other matters, she may take measures to raise 
by private subscription for corporate pufposes, and may for such purposes re- 
ceive contributions, moneys, and funds, and may solicit and seek, and adopt 
and carry out measures to secure, in all proper ways, Congressional action and 
assistance by way of appropriation, or other measures looking tothe pecuniary 
betterment of the affairs or other advancement of the business of the corpora- 
tion 

Attest: 

H. M. SCOTT, 


S tary pro tempore of the Board of Directors 


cre 


0 show that other important influences outside of the association 
yyvement, I cite the following 


I 
s 
were aroused to the importance of the m 
testimonials: 

The foregoing and within is approved by the unders d, a majority of the 
board of directors, said corporation having no seal. 
EMMA L, MILLER, 

President 3 

CLARA A. HUSE, 
G, S&S. ELLIS, 
MARTHA M. CAMPBELL. 
H. W. LAWRENCE, 
MARTHA A. LOCKE. 
MARGARET D. ZANE. 


gn¢ 


ro lemj 


The following paper is addressed to the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations of the House of Representatives, but was sent to 
this committee: 

OFfrFricre OF THE UTAH COMMISSION, 
Salt Lake City, March 12, 1886. 

Sir: An organization under the general incorporation laws of this Territory 
has been perfected by Christian women of Utah for the establishment of an in- 
dustrial home for the helpless and dependent of their own sex and their chil- 
dren at or near the city of Salt Lake. 

The trustees of the association are prominent business men of known ability, 
integrity, and good financial standing, resident of this city. The executive 
officers are representative Christian women, also residing here. We vouch for 
their high character and cordially indorse and commend the philanthropic 
movement they have inaugurated. 

It is proposed to establish an institution upon a basis broad enough to meet 

he exigencies that may arise from the exceptional social conditions of this 
Territory. ‘ 

It is contemplated not only to provide homes for the indigent and distressed, 
but to furnish gratuitous domestic and mechanical instruction which shall qual- 
ify those who receive it for self-support. 

We believe that such a beneficence, supplemental to the enforcement of the 
laws for the suppression of polygamy in Utah, will effectively aid in accom- 
plishing the result sought through Congressional legislation. — : 

It may be reasonably hoped that this provision for the maintenance and in- 
dustrial education of polygamous wives and children will induce the withdrawal 
of many who are now held through fear of the distress and suffering that would 
inevitably result to them from such separation. : 

Considering the undoubted usefulness of an institution of this character in 
aid of the effort of the Federal Government to eradicate the polygamiec evil, we 
believe that it could properly and should receive financial assistance through 
liberal appropriations by Congress, We desire, therefore, to second the appeal 
of the association in this behalf. 

Very respectfully, 





A. B. CARLTON. 
J. R. PETTIGREW. 
A. 8. PADDOCK. 
+. R. GODFREY. 


Iion. W.S, Hotman, 
Jhairman Appropriations Committec, 
Hlouse of Representatives, Washi 





ngton, D. C, 





will be 
istrial 
yugh wl 


nent and means of s 
renounce polygamy, and the el 
aid Territory, with a view 


managemen 


+ ay : 
Au «bis ; s 
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>» of a board of control consisting of the govern 


and district attorney in said Terr 


this appropriation Congress embarked in the work of ai 


pendent women and children seeking to escape from polygam 
tions and added the important words that it 


aid in the suppression of poly ny in the J 


The menace found in these words was sufficient to arouse th 
ity of the Mormon leaders, and when the officers and memb 
industrial association in Utah ight to have the money 


such a way as would most clearly accomplish the object st 


gress they were met and thwarted in every direction 





YU92 


Largest number of loaves of bread baked during any month 
Smallest number of loaves of bread baked during any month... 
Number of days of washing and ironing (10 months) pengendenss 

Alithe home work has been done by the inmates under the supervision of 
the housekeeper. All the sewing has been done by the household, excepting 
five days’ work at a cost of $8. 


Total expense for 10 months . $6,550, 25 


Total expense provisions for 10 MmONthS ...........00cccceesceccedesesesesseceeres 1,019. 65 

Total expense average 4 sopestvnidVeeringpencbtereneteeitaenes ; 5 ' 31.56 

Total expense for clothing, 10 months ‘ sincndihniaiesamanieaies 744.55 

Total expeu average 26 clothed punvesecevecesesecnuspssbantentons 23.63 
Respectfully submitted 


j 
RUTH M. WOOD, Director 
I can not, Mr. President, so well state the difficulties under which 
this most needful work was prosecuted, in fuller detail, as by having 
read at the Secretary’s desk the memorial of ‘‘ The Industrial Christian 
Home Association of Utah Territory,’’ addressed to the Senate Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, during the present session of Congress, which 
forms the basis of the provision inserted by the committee and adopted 
by the Senate and now antagonized by the House of Representatives. 
It is the same provision which I had read at the beginning of my re- 
marks: 
To the honorable the Senate Committee on Appropriations: 

GENTLEMEN: The Industrial Christian Home Association of Utah Territory 
authorize me, as their representative, to ask of the national Congress through 
your committee 

First. An additional appropriation of 375,000. 

Second. An expansion of the law to the status defined in the original memo- 
rial of the association to the Senate, namely, *“‘the dependent classes of Utah 
Territory.” 

Third, That the law shall specify through whom the funds shall be drawn 
from the national Treasury. 

Fourth, That special provision be made in the law for the “ contingent” ex- 
penses of the association to the amount of $5,000, for use in the transportation 
of applicants to the home, to the States on leaving the home, for advertising, 
and such other expenditures as are necessarily incurred “in the cstablishment 
of the home.”’ 

That the basis of appeal for such aid may seem valid to your committee, I beg 
leave to submit the following data, which I have endeavored to limit to such 
facts as are necessary to a correct judgment as to the failure of the association 
to execute its original purpose. 

On the 6th of August, 1886, $40,000 was granted by Congress to “aid in the es- 
tablishment of an industrial home”’ in Utah Territory. As the representative 
of the association, on the adjournment of Congress I devoted six weeks’ time 
to visiting the institutions of the East to ascertain the cost of mechanical ap- 
pliances, plans for building, to secure teachers, specialists in the various depart- 
ments. I went to Utah in October, 1887, to lay these plans before the associa- 
tion, and assist them to proceed at once to the erection of a suitable building. 
Ata joint meeting of the board of control and the association, I was met by the 
ruling of the chairman of the board of control, Governor West, that the appro- 
priation was made to the board of control, that the work of the association 
ended when the appropriation was secured. 

Under this ruling the chairman of the board of control rented and furnished 
a temporary home. 

Determined to do what was possible under existing conditions, the associa- 
tion met monthly and attempted to win the board of control to the recognition 
of the provisions of the law for industrial education and to the purchase of 
property and the erection of buildings. We attempted the impossible. To 
this date both the spirit and letter of the law and intent of the association have 
been violated by the board of control, in that neither industrial nor mechanical 
arts have been taught in the home. 

‘The appeal of the association for funds to furnish such facilities has been de- 
nied. The intent of the association is defined in the letter of the law, ‘to pro- 
vide means of self-support,’’ notto support the pauper element, which alone has 
been done. 

The better element of Mormon society—those whom it would be of value to 
lift to the grade of intelligent citizenship—will not accept charity. Yet only 
charity has been provided. 

The association have furthermore been most seriously embarrassed by the 
ruling of the chairman of the board of control that a law to “aid in the suppres- 
sion of polygamy ’’ could be applied only to thosealreadyin polygamy. Hence 
only plural wives and their children have been admitted to the home, 

The first annual report of the president of the association, made October, 
1887, states: ‘‘ One hundred and fifty-four women and children, within the last 
nine months, have come for help to the doors of the home. Twenty children 
have gone out well clothed to the best schools of the city. The number of ap- 
plicants for the benefit of the home which were not admitted, because not 
strictly in conformity with the letter of the law relating to admission, although 
all were victims of the evil of polygamy is, during the named nine months, as 
follows: Forty-eight, besides these sixty-three women, have applied for a tem- 
porary home while seeking employment. Among those, were ‘first,’ or legal 
wives abandoned by their husbands for other and younger wives; women and 
girls unwilling to be coerced into polygamy; girls of polygamous parentage 
anxious to escape from the influences of Mormonism ; women and children who 
are Mormons and came to Utah unaware that polygamy was an established 
practice here, and who abhorred its adoption, becoming impoverished and 
needing the very necessities of life, and thus applied for admission: all these 
have been rejected, although needy applicants.” (See list of rejected cases.) 

Under these conditions the association delegated me to go to Washington in 
February, 1887, and get the law amended so as to define the duties of the board 
of control and the status of the incorporation. 

Senator EpMunpDs draughted the fulboeriner new bill, which passed the commit- 
tee, and only failed of becoming a law by the failure of the deficiency paneer 
tion bill (of which it was a part) for want of time in the closing hours of the 
second session of the Forty-ninth Congress: 

‘Industrial Christian Home: To aid the Industrial Christian Home Associa- 
tion of Utah in carrying on, under its articles of incorporation, the work of pro- 
viding employment and means of self-support for the dependent women who 
shall have renounced polygamy, and their children of tender age, $40,000; and 
the unexpended balance of the appropriation for aiding in the establishment of 
an industrial home in the Territory of Utah, contained in the act of Congress 
approved August 4, 1886, entitled “‘An act making apprepriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and 
for other purposes,” shall be deemeda partof this appropriation; and the board 
of control mentioned in said former appropriation shall audit the expenditures 
under this appropriation, and report yearly to the Secretary of the Interior.” 

The eurly passage at the present session of the amended bill, lost in the Forty- 
ninth Congress, restores the management of the home to the association. 

Immediately upon the passage of the law I went to Utah and remained a 
month. The association attempted, during that period,to purchase land and 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SS essere 
LLL LL CL CCC ts 
os 


OCTOBER 2 


’ 


264 | prepare for the immediate erection of suitable buildings in which mechanical 
57 | anc industrial pursuits could be taught, for the home is no longer an experi- 
154 | 


ment. 

By the non-action of the board of control as to the purchase of property, in 
this interval of eighteen months,rcal estate has quadrupled in value in Salt 
Lake City, and the appropriation is entirely inadequate to the needs of the pres- 
ent hour, $10,000 having been expended inthe temporary home, which is, in 
the language of the committee (see report), ‘totally inadequate and deticient in 
room for the successful or otherwise opening and conducting of any one of the 
departments,’’ 

In view of these facts the association authorize me to ask of your honorable 
body the additional appropriation. 

‘The expansion of the law to the ‘‘ relief of the dependent women and children 
of Utah Territory” would most highly conserve the interests of all women who 
seek the protection of the institution. 

‘The Mormon press has constantly charged that the Christian men and women 
of the association have been actuated by bitter hatred of the Mormon people, 
and only desire to get them within the home to execute vengeance. 

I have had personal interviews with editors and leaders of the church, and 
they insist when we appropriate money for those who renounce polygamy we 
are buying disloyalty at a price. The same end will be subserved by specify- 
ing ‘dependent women and children whose cases shall be accepted by the 
board,” since the gentile population is only a fraction and that fraction not in 
the list of ““dependents.”’ 

For the gracious services of your committee, gentlemen, in the past the asso- 
ciation returns, most grateful thanks, but begs you to believe polygamy is no 
more a surrendered tenet of faith or practice than it was two yearsago. One 
lady missionary, in a town of 6,000 inhabitants, last year visited in four hun- 
dred polygamous families. 

On the second Sunday in March I visited the penitentiary in Salt Lake City 
and addressed a great host of polyezamous brethren. These men are mostly in- 
carcerated for a term of six months, and therefore many such groups have come 
and gone since the famous Rudger Clausen case, of which Jonn T. CAINE had 
the temerity to declare before the committee ‘‘it was the last of which he had 
knowledge.”’ 

I found in one cell, 10 by 13}, without flour, six women, three of whom had 
babies under six months on whe were incarcerated for ‘‘ contempt of court’’ 
in refusing to acknowledge the paternity of their children. When I plead 
with them to answer the court and be released, they said, ‘*If we do, there are 
many wives and children to suffer the loss of a father.”’ 

In another cell were two girls, one fourteen, one sixteen, each married to her 
own father, both with babes, and yet polygamy is a lost art! 

The editor of the Salt Lake Tribune, Judge C. C. Goodwin, than whom no 
man has more accurate knowledge of existing facts, states in an editorial May 
27, 1888: “Quite 25 per cent. of adult Mormons in Utah are in polygamy, and 
very many of the best informed believe that 33} per cent. are thus involved.”’ 
Gentlemen of the committee, as long as helpless women and innocent babes 
are in this hellish bondage let us asa nation never declare ourselves a free 
people until we have offered them possible liberty, through a national me- 
dium, which is beyond the control of the hierarchy which enslaves them. 
Long years of suffering under the most helpless conditions are before thou- 
sands such as I have noted. Let us be as willing to liberate them by humane 
methods as to deliver them by the sword, which may be the sequel if we trifle, 
and I sometimes think a just God will ask this Christian nation to pay with its 
own blood the price of its indifference tothe death groans of innocence through 
the last half century. Confidently do we ask, gentlemen of the committee, that 
you will strengthen our hands by an appropriation, by the expansion of the law, 
by the appointment of a disbursing agent from the association, if so your judg- 
ment concurs, for reasons which Governor West assigns in his report to the 
President. (See excerpt.) 
We ask, furthermore, your careful attention to the accompanying records of 
the association in evidence of statements rendered, and to the list of accepted 
and rejected cases, in which lies the argument for the development of this enter- 
prise, 

Respectfully submitted. 





ANGIE F. NEWMAN, 
In behalf of the Association. 


A list of some of the rejected cases referred to in the memorial of the 
association presented by Mrs. Newman is as follows: 


REJECTED CASES, 
Cases rejected by Governor West on the ruling of the law that only plural 
wives were included in its provisions: 
First case.—Dolly Mitchell, fifty-third child of Bishop Mitchell; daughter of 
his seventh wife; mother had died; Dolly living in a polygamous family; was 
twelve years of age; on being rejected was employed as doorkeeper by the 
matron. 
Second case.—Application made by Judge Henderson, Democratic judge of 
the Federal court, by letter, in substance as follows: 

Mrs. David May; five children; Mr. May was employed in the silk factories 
of Glasgow, Scotland; was induced by missionaries of the Latter Day to come 
to Zion; arriving in Salt Lake found things at variance with the representa- 
tions which had been made by the missionaries; was urged to gointo polyg- 
amy; then resolved to leave the Territory. 

The wife secured employment at the Continental Hotel, Salt Lake City; hus- 
band started East on foot by the Denver and Rio Grande Railway. The wife’s 
health failed; took her five children and went to Provo for lighter work ; found 
none; applied to the Morman Church for help; was refused; appealed to 
Judge Henderson, exclaiming: “ Must I starve, and my little ones, in this land 
ofliberty?” Judge Henderson attempted to find the Bishop of Provo. The 
bishop took the underground, lest this woman had given information concern- 
ing his plural relations. Judge Henderson then made application to the Indus- 
trial Home for the woman and her five children; case rejected by Governor 
West. 

Third case.—Mount Pleasant—Application made by Grace Murphy, Presby- 
terian school-teacher. Girl fourteen years old whom I wish to get into the 
Home,and also a younger sister; have kept them both in my home three 
months, I sent Emma away with the weight of her soul resting upon me, but 
I could not keep her longer; I still have the sister. The mother of these girls 
was left an orphan in her infancy; was brought up by the bishop, a polyga- 
mist, who made her marry a sixty-year-old polygamist when she was twelve 
years old. She now has four husbands. 

Fourth case.—Springville.—Application made by Hannah Breckinridge. Case: 
Second wife, sixty-three years of age, helpless in bed; no one to bring her a 
drink of water. No liberal has dared to help her but me, for they dread the at- 
tacks of the Mormons. 

Iam a widow, living alone withtwo daughters, and I am seriously threatened 
for the service I have rendered her. The Mormons have cut down my wood 
and drawn it away; they have fenced out the public road so I could not go to 
town to get supplies-—all because I have given help to this Mormon woman. I 
know three or four other Mormon women for whom my heart is weeping. I 
wish the governor would send a detachment of soldiers tohelp them away. My 
home should shelter them. Ask the governor to assist me now and send com- 
missioners to open the road, 


hae 


Sena 














1885. 





This letter was taken to the g« I i hed ! to ha : t y 
about it. and rejected the cases 

Fifth case.—Pileasant Grove Ay ation ma y postmistress. 
Old lady eighty-three years of ag came to Utah three y s azo by’ 
Mormon relatives; has been al ed and persecuted because ri 
adopt Mormon practices a ant 
lady came to the home ‘ 
must take her sneisa w ihe t 
to Bishop Brown and ask ‘ A 
Brown Che bishop is in i't : he I 
turned tor Phe te wh resource ‘ 
childrer I ean not take said she 
over night in tl home and 1 
odist Church are paying ! 





To show further, Mr. President, the 
stitution, and the imperative need of sustaining it 
extending its work, I give here a list of some of the cases admitt 
the home, and the circumstances attendant upon them 


kind of work done by this 
and furthering and 


l to 


ACCEPTED CASES—INDUSTRIAL HOME rAll 





First case.—Amelia Chatterton 
mi y to Engiand in 1854 


dren Amelia was married at 





is the daughter of Bish itchell, who was 
Mitchell had seven wives and fifty-three 
fifteen years of age, by command of her fat 
to Jonathan Chatterton, as his second plural wife. Chatterton was living \ 
his third wife,to whom he had never been married until after the pass 
the Edmunds law; he was then married in order to evade arrest for adultery 
Amelia, the second wife, was many times whipped by both Chatterton and the 
first wife. Chatterton struck her in the face so she bore blackened eyes for 
days. Just before Lossi« iatterton stood over her with a pick-ax and 
threatened her life 

Second case.—Mrs. Bross, second wife of William Bross 
three living; first wife living; brought three children to the home 

Third case.—Mrs. Lorrenson, first wife, lived two months with Lorrenson after 
he went into plurality, then left with her four children During the years she 
lived with Lorrenson she had to wash, beg, herself and her children go bare 
footed in cold weather, while he paid the most he could earn tothe chur 
When he took his second wife he mortgaged the home 
wife rebelled against his going into polygamy 

After leaving Lorrenson she lived for weeks on one m«¢ 
children—and often put her three boys to bed cr 


sobbed all night because another wife 

















8 birth ¢ 


Had eight childre: 





to her because the first 


la day —herself and 
And then she 





ying for food. 
had her home 

Fourth case.—Helen Larsen; twenty-four years of age; plural wife 
Q. Cannon performed the marriage ceremony Mrs. Larsen earned her own 
living for nine years, and Larsen appropriated to himself a large portion of he 
earnings. When Mrs. Larsen was sick in bed Larsen left her alone in the hous« 
for days 

Fifth case Mrs. Neilson; three children; married 
by Brigham Young Can neither read nor write 
more than one r dest child fourteen; never 
which he was born. 

Sixth case.—Lizzie Littgon ; third wife ed by 
endowment-house after the passage of the Edmunds bill 
dren to the home, one nin ] Live ith Lit 
ond day before she left. Gave birth to two children in ceiest 


George 





in the endowment-ho 
Never been in a hous 
out of t 





OM; « been 


Daniel H. Wells in the 
srought three « 
n until the s« 


ial marriage before 


Was nar! 





teen months old iw 





the legal marriage 
Seventh case.—Mary K. Peterson; came to Utah in 1885 from Sweden witl 
band of one hundred and fifts Married in plurality January 1, 1886. Se« 


wife entered the home June 
was sent to friends in W 
Eighth and ninth cases.—|! 


wighter born in the 


home August l4. Later 
ynsin 
lizabeth Clawson 


Bell, both second wives 





were assisted with money and sent to friends in Chicago and Denver 

Tenth cas Mrs. Jennie Hitche converted to Mormonism in St. Louis in 
1883. Came to Utah and was entertained in the homes of President Taylorand 
Apostle Woodruff; here the only conversation heard was, in substance Marry 
marry in plural marriage, and become a high priestes Was taken in p 
rality by Hudson. He made application for her admittance to the home, and 






being 
ein 





questioned, said he bad never n 





To come now, Mr. President, more closely to the 


let me 


points in 
state what further the 


contro 
versy between the two Houses, associa- 
tion has been doing. 

In the fi approved 
February 1, 1888, Congress made the following provision, intending to 
meet the difficulties under which the ‘‘ Industrial Christian Home 
Association ’’ was laboring in prosecuting its work. 

The provision is as follows: 


rst deficiency bill passed by the present Congress 


INDUSTRIAL CHRISTIAN 
ro aid the Industrial Christian Home Association of Utah in carrying on, ur 
der its articles of incorporation, the work of providing employment and means 
of self-support for the dependent women who shall have renounced polygamy 
and their children of tender age, $40,000; and the unexpended balance of th« 
appropriation for aiding in the establishment of an industrial home in the Ter 
ritory of Utah contained in the act of Congress approved August 4, 1886, entitled 
“‘An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes,”’ shall be deemed 
a part of this appropriation ; and the board of control mentioned in said former 
appropriation shall audic the expenditures under this appropriation and report 

yearly to the Secretary of the Interior 


HOM! 








It will be noticed, and this is important as bearing upon the present 
controversy, that by this provision Congress entirely changed the di- 
rection of its appropriation, and, in terms, adopted the ‘* Industrial 
Christian Home Association of Utah’’ as the agency through which its 
appropriation should be expended. 

The work of the association is recognized as the fundamental move- 
ment, and the appropriation of money is made to further that work 
and that movement. 

Under this appropriation the association has gone on and purchased 
land upon which to erect a permanent building, to be occupied as a 
home for the persons received into it, has made a contract for the main 
building three stories in height, at a cost of $18,000, which contract is 
now being executed, the foundations of the building already, I think, 
completed, and the whole structure is expected to be finished by the 
close of the year. . 
The work is being prosecuted with a dispatch that is characteristic 
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work can be seen the association will make, through tl yoard con- 
trol, detailed reports of its work, and will be able to p 
estimates for future expenditures 
It will be noticed that in the present provisi which I ha 1 
ad, a change is made covering language wh u t to 
| e all classes of women and children who are « ( f n 
their relations with the Mormon Church 
Chis particular language is not essential, an oth ‘ 
gs could be agreed upon, other words could be adopted to covet 
the needs of the case. 
In a late report made by Governor West, chairr 1 of the | i of 
control, the following statement is made 
ird of control unanimously | l S and 
» the ird can and ought to be selected as disbursing agent of t ! 
e chief-justice and district attorney residing at the capital | et 
occu] i with the duties of their respective offices 
» other judges hold their courts away from here, and are com} i 
sent themselves from and close their courts or 1 A e att 
i meet The board of cont recommend that ve 
e of t oman’s Christian Industrial H e Ass ’ Utah | 
ted alt 
} cordan¢ at 1endments now b ( 
te provide for a new board of control, and the committee Ss 
lected the Utah commission as the 1 uitable organization to 
isted with this power. 
I have thus given, Mr. President, t ; fashi 
uware, the history of this important enterprise upon wl t 
ssociation referred to, sustained in its wo! I indreds of thou 
ioble American women, has em i 
I do not pretend to deny that the amount of money required by this 
appropriation may seem large to some persons it when the magn 
tude of the work is considered the amount appropriated is n¢ too 
large. Indeed, Mr. President, if the su vere d e I should b } 
avor of giving it. 
rhe United States Government has in its charge the inhabitants o 
rerritory of Utah in some respects as wards of the nation 
propriates large sums of money annually for the government « t 
people of that Territory. It pays for its executive, its judicial officers 
s Legislature. It has permitted for years the monstrous evil of 
gamy to fast he predot ating fi upon the social 
itions of the 1d when to-day Congress is asked to 
provide money for the relief of the victims of that institution, it can 
not shirk the responsibility, and is in duty bound to give money and 
to give freely. 
1 do not claim or pretend that this institution will in any ¢ 
cree be self sustaining 
After itshall have been fully established, and its work know: g 





it the Territories of Utah and Idaho, which are embraced in its pro 

ions, the women and the children who will apply to it for 1 f and 
for protection and for aid to enable them in time to bec é f-suy 
porting will be numerous 


{ notify the Senate that unless hostile influences imped: 
nd break up this great work Congress will be called upon from yea 
to year to further appropriate in aid of the associatio1 
For one, I shall not turn back the hand that I 1 t to this work 
so long as I remain here or so long as a single woman, new held in po 
lygamous relation, desires to be encouraged and helped in } effor 
to escape from that condition. 
Mr. President, I have been stating the actual difficulties that 
arisen in conference with the gentlemen who represent the Ho ( 
Representatives, gentlemen of large experience, competent every 


way, of the highest character, and our conferences have 


in the most amicable manner notwithstanding the differences we hav 
found; and now I want to state what the real point of trouble 

1 do not know that we can agree as toamount. The House 
the proposition covers too much money. I do not believe 


I hope the Senate will 





believe 
and the Sen- 
ite conferees do not believe it. insist upon tl 


amount, and I believe it is all needed. 


But an attempt is made here—and that is the vital controversy that 
stands now between the two committees—to take the manave nt of 
this fund, the disbursement of the moneys appropriated by Congress, 
ind the work that is going on in the erection of this | ’ way 

om this institution The House conferees proposed and offered a 


proposition to take this away from the institution, to put it imto the 
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control of the Treasury Department, and have this building completed 
under plans to be devised by that Department, by the Supervising 
Architect’s oflice, I suppose, and built and completed as a Government 
work. 

Mr. President, that means, first, an indefinitedelay. Ihaveadverted 
to the rapidity with which the work of constructing this building is 
going on under such influences as surround a private enterprise, and 
the difference between that and all governmental work in erecting 
buildings; and I venture to say that if Congress should take away the 
completion of this building from this institution that has dedicated it- 
self to this noble work, and has but one object in view, the speedy com- 
pletion of the building—if Congress should take it away from that in- 
stitution and put itintothe Treasury Department, setting aside all thein- 
ducements that would be offered for delay, all the attempts of the leaders 
of the Mormon Church to aflect the work ofthe Department, with an hon- 
est purpose under the machinery by which the work is done in that 
Department, it would be from two to three years before a single person 
could be admitted into that institution, and I for one, and the Senate 
conferees, stand on that ground, and will not agree to any such prop- 
osition, 

It is proper that I should state it, because the Senate wants to know 
what the real point in controversy is. I should be willing to go to this 
extent : We furnish the appropriation, as Congress has already done, 
and the additional appropriations needed, and that this association, 
with its treasurer under bonds, as is provided here, shall disburse the 
money and complete the building to be used for this purpose, and that 
then, upon condition that this association shall go on and do this work 
and occupy and control the building, the title shall be vested in the 
Government. That I have no objection to. If the Government is ap- 
propriating for it, I have no objection to the title being vested in the 
Government. But to take away the work now begun by this associa- 
tion and transfer it to any Department of the Government, I do not 
care what it is, is, in effect, striking a blow in the face of this great 
enterprise and putting it under the ban of Congress; and every forlorn, 
woman in Utah fluttering in the bars of her cage, seeking to emerge 
into the light and protection to be given by this institution, may give 
up at once any hope of anything being done at present. 

Therefore it is, Mr. President, that [ask that the Senate in this mat- 
ter shall agree to the report and insist upon its amendment, in order 
that a further conference may be had upon this important subject- 
matter, 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to 
the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, it is due, I think, that I should 
state a fact which may not have appeared in the remarks of the Sena- 
tor from Maine, and that is that the Mormons, the Mormon Church, 
the Mormon organization, or whatever else it may be styled, had no 
influence, directly or indirectly, in any shape, manner, or form, upon 
the discussion of this question which took place in the committee of 
conference, in my judgment-—not a particle; and I do not believe that 
any member of the conference committee on the part of the House or 
on the part of the Senate was influenced by any such consideration. 

Mr. HALE. Has the Senator any doubt that the Mormon authori- 
ties are bitterly hostile to this whole movement? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not know whether they are or not. That 
they may be hostile to it may be true. If they are, I have no infor- 
mation in regard to that, nor have I ever had any information from any 
Mormon authority, directly or indirectly, that there was any hostility 
to it. 1f they have manifested any hostility to the movement, the in- 
fluence has been exerted upon others than myself. Even their publi- 
cations, if any such have been made, have not been furnished to me. 

As I understood, the principal grounds of difference were as to how 
this money for the public buflding should be expended—whether it 
should be placed in the hands of this corporation, this benevolent in- 
stitution, this charitable institution, or whether it should be placed in 
the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury, to be expended by him in 
completing-the building. As I understood, that was the point of dis- 
agreement; and, further, I understood that so far as the amount of the 
appropriation for that building is concerned there would be probably 
no disagreement; and then so far as the management of the institution, 
the support of the institution after this building is completed under 
the Treasury Department, there would probably be very little differ- 
ence of opinion. 

I merely state this as a matter of justice and right in the premises. 

Mr. TELLER. I would like to ask the Senator from Missouri what 
he understands the controversy is in this matter? 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator can not understand from what I 
have stated, and from an hour’s speech by the Senator from Maine, I 
must confess that I despair of enlightening him. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not. I confess I have listened with a good deal 
of attention; but I do not know whether the words which I find here, 
‘* who desire to sever their allegiance to the Mormon Church,”’ consti- 
tute the objection. 

Mr, COCKRELL. 
made an objection. 

Mr. TELLER. That might be amended, I suppose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No doubt of it, and as I understand that was not 


That I consider as an objection. Yes, that was 
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a ground of absolute difference in the end. I will say to the Senator 
that that matter could be adjusted as far as that was concerned; butso 
far as the placing of the money to erect this building is concerned, I 
understood that there was a direct disagreement. ‘The Senate conferees 
wanted it in the hands of this institution and the House conferees 
wanted it in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. TELLER. Then the question, according to that, is as to who 
shall control this fund after it is appropriated ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. As to the building. 

Mr. TELLER. As to the building? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam in full sympathy with this movement to assist 
these people in Utah. I can not say that I am in full sympathy with 
the words of this amendment, and it seems to me that it should be so 
changed that it would be less objectionable than it may be now to some. 
I confess that I have such a prejudice, if I may say it, against what I 
consider the interference with the freedom of religious belief in this 
country, that I do not care myself about seeing in a statute a provision 
that says we will enable somebody to leave or go into any church. 

Iam quite willing and quite anxious to vote for some provision of 
this kind that shall protect this class of people. Since I have been in 
public life there have been two very important bills passed with refer- 
ence to the people of Utah. The last one I thought at the time of its 
passage, and I think now, trenches upon constitutional grounds. I 
thought it was harsh, cruel, and wicked, and I so said, and I withheld 
from it my vote. I complained then, as I had years before when the 
other bill passed, that we were breaking bonds that were existing be 
tween these people not rightfully, but actually, without any provision, 
without any attention being given to the protection of them when they 
were broken. For instance, a man has several wives, and each wife 
has several children. He is maintaining as best he can the relation of 
father to all these children and husband to these wives, and is enabled 
to maintain them perhaps in comfort. The moment that relation is 
broken it may not be possible for him to do this, and if itis, the chances 
are a thousand to one that he has no inclination to sustain the relation 
of a protector to those people who have parted with him. 

There was every inducement held out to the women to adhere to the 
man, because there was nothing left for them but poverty and want. 
Everybody understands that in any country, no matter where, a woman 
with a few small children is the most dependent and helpless creature 
in the world. The very necessary care which she must give her chil- 
dren precludes her from earning a living, and we have made no pro- 
vision whatever for her.. Other nations that have dealt with this ques- 
tion, I believe, have always made provision for such a case, but we 
have made none. We insisted that the relation should be severed; we 
made it a crime not only for the man, but we made it a crime for the 
woman, and then we made no possible provision by which the woman 
could break this connection without meeting starvation and want or 
something worse. 

So I am in favor of this, which I think is the first real—no, I will 
not say that, because I think 'the act of 1862 was a proper act; I think 
the act usually known as the Edmunds act passed later was a proper 
act, except that it did not go far enough; it ought to have contained 
some such provision as that; but this is a provision which supplements 
the other in such a way that I think it will be effective and at the 
same time merciful and right. 

I should much prefer to see those words to which I have referred 
stricken out. 

Mr. HALE. Perhaps the Senator was not present when I was dis- 
cussing that part of the amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwas notin. Iwas called out, and did not hear it 
all. 

Mr. HALE. The words to which the Senator refers, ‘‘ who desire to 
sever their allegiance to the Mormon Church,’’ were not insisted upon 
by the Senate conferees; in fact, I may say that other words, which I 
think are these— 

Dependent women and children of Utah and Idaho Territories— 
can be agreed upon, and if there is any agreement between the two 
Houses can be used as the basis instead of the words referred to by the 
Senator. So there is nothing there that need prevent the Senator giv- 
ing the amendment his hearty and complete support. 

Mr. TELLER. I was about to say that I should vote for the amend- 
ment even with these objectionable words in it, but I should prefer 
not to put them in, because I think the words in a statute of this kind 
are not good. Still, rather than see this appropriation fail, which, as I 
said before, I think is a proper step, a right step, and a righteous step, 
I should vote for it as it is; but if the committee would strike those 
words out and leave it ‘‘ the dependent women and children of Utah 
and Idaho Territories,’’ and leaveit to the discretion of this charitable 
institution, I do not believe there would be any trouble aboutit. I 
should be very happy myself to see this amendment adopted, for I be- 
lieve with the Senator from Maine that this is the true method of pro- 
ceeding, and one which is in accordance with our ideas of justice and 
right. 

‘These people, many of them, have formed these connections under 
circumstances that are quite different from what we usually under- 
stand such connections to be formed, and some of them that we do not 
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appreciate ind that make them almost, 1f not entirely, excusable so 
far as they are concerne tox ey e people who have been brought 
up to believe that it is a religious ity, and we know very well that 
people can believe the most absur i things in the world, that men have 
gone willingly and committed murder, supposi they were doing a 
very meritorious act in the intere ol religion; and so We can not at 
count for the religious fanaticism of any people. 

I should be very glad to see this amendment adopted, but I should 
also be very glad to see the words stricken out which I have suggested. 

Mr. CALI I voted for this appropriation, not only as a member o1 


it was first considered, 
on Appropriations and of the 
to and vote against the 


the Committee on Education and Labor when 
but also as a member of the Committee 


Senate. I objected to and would now object 





legislation of this body persecuting these people because they had ce 
tain religious views or views on the subject of religion which were op- 
pos d to my own and to those of our } yple gene rally. I consider t { 
in all that legislation we not only violated the Constitution, but 

violated all the principles of civil liberty upon which our institu 3 
are founded. I have never chat that opinion. 1 think we t 





back eighteen hundred years progress of the world to the days 
of barbarism, to use the court l power of the State, to com- 
pel by force a change in the opinions of men upon the subject of faith 


or of their religion. 

The Constitution says we 
power of Government respecting 
the and dire 
leave the Mormon Church. We have a 
power to legislate upon the subject of a man’s belief on t 
religion, whether it be true or untrue, and so in all th 
which we have prepared a prejudiced jury, in which we have prepared 
a prejudiced judge, ar try men of 
different opinions on the subject of religion from himself, we have vio- 
lated not only the principles of the Constitution, but we 
all the institutions upon which our present civilizat 
we only need to go a few steps further to introduce the power of the 
State to punish in direct terms a man for being a Methodist or a Cat 
olic or a Presbyterian, or for holding some different form of faith fi 
that which the dominant party in the State may profess. 

But, Mr. President, 
appropriation. If the Mormonsare to be converted, or any other set of 
people, it is to be in accordance with the divine religion of Christ, by 
persuasive methods, and not by the exercise of power. 
of this body has done more to perpetuate polygamy and establish it by 
making martyrs of them than any and all other causes and instru 
talities that could have been brought together 

We live in an age in which the principles of Christian tolerance, the 
teachings of Christ that the sword is not the power to create opinion, 
to produce conviction, but it is argument, it is the preaching of the 
divine word, it is the missionary, and not the power of the sword and 
the power oi the civil law. The law by which these courts are estab- 
lished and vested with unusual powers can not be distinguished from 
the exercise of the power of the state in creating the Spanish Inquisi- 
tion as an arm of civil power to compel observance of a particular faith. 
The two are precisely the same, and no argument can distinguish be- 
tween the legislation of Congress in respect to the Mormons and the 
exercise of the civil power of the state in the shape of the Inquisition 
to suppress another religion or faith, either by delegating it to an eccle- 
siastical body or exercising it directly. 

rhe constructions of law under which these people have been tried 
and punished, if correctly reported, are a lasting shame and disgrace to 
our country and to the administration of the law, and to ourselves for 
permitting it to continue. 


shall take no action whatever, exercise no 
the establishment of religion, and yet 
language of this bill is plain t, offering ments to 


iInauce 


he subject of 


3 legislation in 


d selected him for the purpose of tryin 


oO 
£ 
have violated 
) } scl 
ion is founded, and 
m 


I approve the principle of the legislation in this 
P} 1 I 


The legislati n 


men- 





I have seen it stated by persons said to be 


reputable in characterand truthful that men and women have been con- | 


victed and sentenced for unlawful cohabition upon proof alone that they 
had contributed to the support of the families, the women and children 
toward whom they had at some former period of time sustained the po- 
lygamous relation, and that in other cases women had been sentenced and 
imprisoned because they thought it properto refuse to disclose the name 
of the man towards whom they had sustained these relations. 

But this legislation providing a home for the people who may be con- 
vinced that they are pursuing a wrong method of life and a criminal 
one, of providing a home for the women and children who may be left 
destitute in consequence of a change of life, met the approval of my 
judgment. It was in the line of persuasion, in the line of the only 
possible suecessful policy, of the policy convincing the moral sentiment 
which the Almighty has provided as the means of reformation for all 
men everywhere. Itcan not be that you can change opinion, thought, 
by power, by oppression, by persecution, by the sword, by compelling 
men to believe. This is the method of the stake, the iron boot, the 
fearful implements of the cruelty and crime of the Dark Ages, and 
these we adopted in place of the gentle persuasion of the divine Christ. 

Mr. President, if the statements of the Senator from Maine are true, 
it is the severest arraignment of this body that could possibly be made. 
Can it be that the Senate of the United States and the House of Rep- 
resentatives have sat here and allowed such a condition of things to 
exist as the instances described by him represent? Is it true that peo- 
ple convinced of the error of their lives and subjected to extreme cruelty 


forgotten even that we have no | 
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e never seen a Mormon except thos ho have been here be 
» Houses of Congress i y t ) say t i 
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inity to all who wish to leave the polygamous life to do so, basing t 
iw to be enforced against the practice of polygamy amongst them 
amongst other people in the spirit of fairness and justice, in gent 
yess and in mercy, and not with the cruelty and violence of either t 
eligious or the political bigot. I have more faith in the persua 
ower of the gospel of Christ the ¢ in ministry than m 

s of the law, when en | with t thaumb-sers 
tl ike, the dagger of St. Bartholon 5 iSSacre id Colig 
n, or all the thousand cruelties which stain the pages o I 
ui which we are beginning to repeat. 

Mr. President, we had better enact some legislation in this d et 
We had better ascertain the facts. Iam in favor of an appropi 
however large it may be, to provide a home and subsistence and ¢ 

| ployment for any of these people who may be convinced that the 
| methods of life are improper and unlawful. Opposed as I am to pi 
} secution and disgracet li persecut iA, Li vd the ywer I would re 
judges and the civil of been 1ilty of crime then 
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would not reveal the ian with whom she had 
led into this improper rel eringand d , the memo t 
| and there was no chari ‘ m t ju or t ma 
or any onet ywards this poor young mother conlined there | 4 CO 
| mon felon, a disgrace to civilization and a disgra » humanity a1 
| to those who have the power to correct it. 
i But, Mr. President, the question here is whether the public mon 
| shall be placed in private hands with no responsibility except by a bon 
for carrying out these purposes. In the English la was found 





| essary to provide a system of visitation « 
} arity. 


ven ol private ioundation 
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It was found that the abuses which followed thes« 


| tions in private hands were so great as te pervert and defeat 
| poses of the founder until a power of visitation was exer l 
| courts and prescribed by the statutes. 
Why, then, should we depart from that course and t 
disbursement of this money in the hands of thes us with 
| any authority on the part of the Treasury t pervise or dl 
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rect it? It seems tome that the answer isclear to those who sincerely 
desire the conversicn of these people, who desire to furnish protection 
to those who wish to leave, who recognize the power of the Christian 
religion (which the legislation upon this subject denies) to convert and 
persuade those people who believe in Christ and Christ’s religion and 
not in the persecutions which this*body and the other House have es- 
tablished against these people. Those who believe as I do in Christ’s 
commission ** Go ye into all nations and preach the Gospel,’’ and who 
desire the success of this charity and to protect these people when the 
power of the Christian faith may convert them, as it willconvert them, 
would have the Government retain its control over the expenditure 
of this money. 

if you choose to give this building or the use of it to this charitable 
organization, I shall have no objection, and should support a provision 
of that kind, provided they exercise that charity in the spirit of love 
and not of denunciation, not of hatred and bitter reproach; provided 
they remember that the evil of which they complain is not now for the 
first time known to the civilization of the world, that the Christian re- 
ligion has been fighting it successfully for eighteen hundred years, not 
with the sword and the stake, but with the teachings of Christ, and 
that the religion of Christ alone has reclaimed hundreds of millions 
of people from the practice of the greater part of the world who have 
lived in polygamy and with whom it has been an institution—England 
and those who derive their civilization from her. 

Mr. President, there has been too much of political persecution in 
this matter and too little of Christian faith and Christian practice. Let 
the Government appropriate its money, let it build this house, let it 
make ample provision for all who shall be convinced that the Christian 
system is the true one, and make it ample for the industrial education 
and subsistence of these people for a reasonable time, that this experi- 
ment may be promptly tried, but let it be done by the Government and 
under the supervision of bonded officers of the Government, and then, 
if we choose, give the management of this charity to these people whose 
purposes, | have no reason to doubt, are correct, and those of philan- 
thropy and of good to mankind; but let it be required to be done in the 
spirit and according to the precepts of the religion of Christ. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I much fear that if for any reason, 
good or bad it may be in itself, the Senate should yield the point which 
their conferees hold to in the pending report, the assured and prolonged 
delay that will result in the completion of this building, whether upon 
the present plans or upon such new plans as the public architect may 
see fit to devise, will result in great advantage to Mormonism, and the 
American people wiil think this whole movement to be merely a device 
to accomplish that delay in the interest of the Mormon Church, I 
think it unnecessary that Congress should place itself at this time in a 
position which would be open to that misconstruction. 

The scheme now being wrought out was adopted with great deliber- 
ation and consideration. This association, charitable to be sure, but 
under the control of as discreet men and women as any in the country, 
has been intrusted with the construction of thisbuilding. Plans have 
heen made and the process of construction has been entered upon. 
Money has been expended upon these plans and upon the foundation— 
how many thousands of dollars I do not know, but some portion of the 
public money has been expended in the execution of the legislation of 
previous years. 

There does not appear to be any reason why this building should be 
devised by the public architect, and the money expended under his 
supervision, which did not exist originally. We are but revising the 
action of a Congress as intelligent as our own, I take it, with the scheme 
partially perfected, well-nigh approaching completion, after having been 
long delayed by reprehensible opposition from the Territory of Utah, 
stimulated by Mormanism, but, as I believe, carried out very largely 
by the Government ofiicials themselves; and there are many facts which 
will come to light if the discussion of this matter is prolonged, which 
will, perhaps, need explanation in the direction of what I suggest. 

It seems to me that if we now arrest the progress of what we have 
entered upon it will come to be understood as done, and will be in fact 
something done, in the interest of Mormonism. It is what the Mor- 
mons want done at all events, and it is the only way in which they 
can delay the active and efficient operation of this all-essential means 
of extirpating their erroneous belief and their still worse practices in 
this country. 

The honorable Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs] for years has 
labored until we have upon the statute-book as efficient legislation op- 
erating by force upon the institution of Mormonism as we can possibly 
devise. At least I assume that if anything more efficient could be 
devised the Senator from Vermont would have had it brought to the 
attention of Congress. But in addition to that measure, supplement- 
ing it and indispensable in operation with it, the moral means, the in- 
tellectual processes which are absolutely indispensable for the extirpa- 
tion of the powerful and injurious establishment of Mormonism, we 
find embodied in the institution which is now being considered by the 
Senate, Shall we arrest the prosecution of this institution and the 
benefits to be derived from it? 

The Senator from Maine has given us some account of the earlier 
steps connected with the establishment of this institution. From the 
first time that I ever saw that great woman, Mrs. Newman, and list- 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





OCTOBER 2, 


ered to her exposition of the nature of the problem of Mormonism 
and of the institution which these women had devised and its relation 
to the problem and its eradication, it seemed to me that it was after all 
the great means which we must rely upon for success in the end. After 
the appropriate hearing before the committee to which Congress sent 
the resolution a report was made which was placed before the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. The cause was placed in the hands of the 
Senator from Vermont and the Senator from Maine, and since then un- 
der their care and direction it has proceeded thus far on its beneficent 
mission. 

I entreat the Senate not to abandon this movement at the present 
time, not to consent to the proposition of the House, which, however 
plausible it may be on the surface, is, as I think, a direct measure of 
the Mormon Church to defeat the good that is to be accomplished by 
the destruction of Mormonism through the beneficent and efficient op- 
eration of this institution. 

It is worth while for the Senate to adhere to its amendment, if need 
be, till the commencement of another session of Congress. Itis better 
to lose the deficiency bill than to lose the appropriation for this insti- 
tution. I hope that the Senate will adhere, and I hope that it will 
make such modifications as will be satisfactory to the Senator from 
Colorado, such as will enlarge, if need be, the scope of the operations 
of the institution, making whatsoever amendments in that direction 
anybody may see fit to suggest, but still adhering to the present plan 
of the construction of the building in order that it may be soon com- 
pleted. 

We know when Congress sets out to do anything in the way of pub- 
lic architecture the interminable delays which occur in every instance, 
the changes of plans, the insufficiency of appropriations, the additional 
appropriations, the controversies and frauds and difficulties of every 
description that arise. I believe it would be impossible to erect by 
public architecture a sanctuary in the city of Washington without there 
being some public scandal connected with it. When will the Library 
building be done? Is there any certainty that this building, if under- 
taken by the public architect and under public supervision, will be 
completed before the Library building will be done ? 

There is some necessity for the use of this building greater than the 
necessity for a building for the storage of our books. These destitute 
women ‘fleeing as to a city of refuge to this institution need that it 
should be at once enlarged for their accommodation. Polygamy, I be- 
lieve, is in no such danger from any other source as it is from the efli- 
cient operation of the institution that is now asking a slight additional 
appropriation. 

I do not desire to consume the time of the Senate, but I feel earnestly 
upon this subject. I know that there are millions of the women of 
this country and of the men of this country who understand this whole 
problem and the relation of what we are now considering to its solu- 
tion, who will feel more deeply any thrust at its progress by Congress 
than almost any other ill thing that we could do. 

Mr. CALIx I ask the Senator from New Hampshire and the Sen- 
ator from Maine to explain why it is and how it is that the cisburse- 
ment of this money by this particular association is so important and 
so necessary to the objects of charity. 

Mr. BLAIR. Because it would take some time; it might take five 
years’ more time to complete the building by arresting the present 
plans and the work that is being done and turning it over to the pub- 
lic architect, who may have friends who want him to give them some- 
thing todo. Who knows anything about the motive that may be at 
the bottom of this nonsensical proposal to make the change now, when 
we have got half through with our plan of action? What occasion is 
there for it? Is this business in the hands of people who are after 
money? Is there any fraud among these women and these benevolent 
gentlemen who are devoting their time without pay to the accom- 
plichment of this great purpose? Is there a suspicion of it? There 
was time earlier to have suspected it. Are there any developments or 
any accusations or charges or suspicions which induce the suggestion 
of this change of plan of operations at this time? There can be no 
earthly cause for it except the delay desired by the Mormon Church 
and in the interest of the Mormon Church, possibly in the hope that 
future complications may arise and the whole institution be frittered 
away and this great effort, born of the purposes of the angels of heaven, 
may be defeated in furtherance of the purposes of these devils from 
hell. I do not see any use in it. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. Presidenat—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. Before the Senator commences, I should like to 
ask him a question. Has it not been quite usual here in the District 
of Columbia to make appropriations, to make grants or subventions, to 
organize private charitable associations, which have been expended by 
the officers of these associations without intervention on the part of the 
Government, and why is it that my friend in this case desires to make 
an exception ? 

Mr. CALL. I do not think that it ever has been the policy of the 
Government to appropriate large sums of money and put them in the 
hands of individuals for the purpose of erecting buildings for charity. 
There have been a few exceptions; but it is not the policy of the Gov- 
ernment to put the public money in the hands of private and irrespon- 
sible persons to execute any great public work. 
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Mr. PADDOCK. These are not private persons. This is an incor- 
porated association similar to those to which subventions have been 
made in the District of Columbia. The cases are exactly parallel. 

Mr. HALE. I can furnish the Senate with forty instances where 
the Government has appropriated moneys to institutions organized and 
incorporated like this for benevolent and philanthropic purposes, to 
maintain them, to keep up their establishments, to repair buildings, 
and to erect Weir buildings for them. That has been done repeatedly. 
Before the discussion closes, and before this subject is ended, if any 
Senator requires it, I will see that the instances are produced. 

Mr. CALL. I agree that that has been done; and I have voted for 
some instances of repairs and for the maintenance of charities. W 
give an annual appropriation to the Providence Hospital for taking so 
many patients and taking care of them, and there are various other 
institutions in the District of Columbia where that is done. But still 
I insist it is not the custom nor is it a good practice. When it can be 
avoided the Government should not establish a public work by putting 
a large sum of money in the hands of a private corporation. It is not 
the method in which the Government is usually administered. 

I wish to ask the Senator from New Hampshire why is there a ne- 
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Treasury Department. Why can not the same plans goon? Why can 
not the work progress withouta moment’sdelay? Because you change 
the hands through which the money is disbursed, that has no connec- 
tion with changing the plans. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwas led to make that suggestion because I have been 
informed that this change is desired to be made in order that the pub- 
lic architect may make a new plan, and that this business may be 
done by friends of other parties, and not by this institution. I do not 
care to be more specific unless forced to be. 

Mr. CALL. I do not know anything about that 
Mormon, I believe, out of the whole number. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not say anything about the Mormons. 

Mr. CALL. Ido not know what they desire or what they do not 


I know but one 


desire, but I wish to suggest that every proposition must have some | 


reasonable conclusion to it; it must relate in some kind or degree to 
the subject under discussion. If it be true that the transferof the dis- 
bursement of the fund for the construction of this building to the 
proper officers of the Treasury Department will have the effect of post- 
poning this reliefand this protection of the converted Mormons who de- 
sire to abandon their method of life, why not modify the provision so 
as to make some of it applicable to the lease and renting of houses in 
the present before the construction of this building, so as to afford the 
relief'without interruption and without delay? 

This building may be constructed according to the plans of this cor- 
poration by law, if you see fit to do so, and yet the money may be dis- 
bursed by the proper officers of the Government. I submit that there 
is nothing in the advancement of this work or its continuance in the 
hizhest state of efficiency that is in any manner whatever connected 
with the fact whether the money shall be disbursed by the officers of 
the Government or by private individuals. There is no connection be- 
tween those propositions. 

Mr. HALE. I have here a very late instance of partially completed 
legislation, precisely in the direction which the Senator from Florida 
declares Congress has not hitherto gone. I ask the Secretary to read 
what has just come to the Senate from the House of Representatives, 
a bill making an appropriation for the Girls’ Reform School of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 10873) making an appropriation for the Girls’ Reform School of 
the District of Columbia. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $30,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
benefit of the Girls’ Reform School of the District of Columbia, a corporation 
incorporated by act of Congress of July 9, 1888. 

Sec, 2. That the sum herein appropriated, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary, shall be used for the purchase of a site and purchase or erection of a 
suitable building for the Girls’ Reform School of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE. It would not be possible to furnish an instance more 
completely in point than this, of a bill just passed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, a body that objects to the proposition of the Senate upon 
the bill we have been discussing, and which has just passed a bill for 
an incorporation like this, for a benevolent purpose like this, appropri- 
ating a large sum of money for the specific purpose of buying a lot and 
erecting a building. 

Mr. DAWES. 
propriations. 

Mr. HALE. This proposed act was this morning taken from the 
desk and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

There is not any doubt that Congress has done this repeatedly. It 
never has done it in an instance where there was so much need and 
cause for action as the present condition in Utah discloses. 

Let me say a word on this proposition that the House of Represent- 
atives urges to defeat this provision. Without in any way claiming to 
know what the motives of the conferees are, or laying any imputation 
upon them in the least, I may say that there can be but one object in 
diverting the appropriation of money from this association that has 
already embarked in the work which Congress has committed to it in 
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the construction of this building, and that purpose is delay. It is not 
med that there is any reason why Congress should interpos« Itis 
not claimed that there is any scandal by this association in the expend 
e of the money already appropriated. It is not claimed that it 
1andering the money. It is not claimed that every stroke of work 
ne under it is not hein yr done in good fashion id that out of it an 
1omical and suitable building for the purpose is not to be erected. 
No word of complaint of that sort has been uttered anywhere. Out of 
t clear sky, because i not dared or ventured to oppose this appro 
priation in terms, in order to kill it comes this proposition which has 
thing in it but delay. I want the Senate to understand that 
Mr. CALI As far as I am concerned I have no particular objection 


to the provision passing in the shape in which the Senator from Maine 
desires it, but I wish to state that I did not say there was no precedent 

1 appropriation of money. I say it is not the custom of the 
Government. I say it is not a good, wise public policy. It has been 
done in the District of Columbia, which is under the immediate super- 
There is some difference between this District and 
a remote Territory, which has a Territorial government and an auton- 
omy of its own, even though it be subject to the super 


gress. But be it a precedent or not, except in the case of an es- 
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ion of Congress, 
ising authority 


lished charity it is a bad precedent to appropriate a sum of money 
and put it in the hands of private indi 
ldings foracharity. The plan should be prescribed by the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. In whom is the title? 

Mr. CALL. The title, I understand, is in this corporation; but i 

proposed to place the title in the Government if 
that as it may, it is surely not a wise public policy, without limita 
tions and conditions, to put a large sum of money in the hands of any 
number of persons or any corporation, however meritorious they may be. 

Che point in this matter is that the advancement of this work, this 
charity, the rescuing and protection of these people, the continuance 


viduals for the construction ol 


so desired Be 


of the charitable purposes of this corporation in its highest possible ef 
ficiency, granting all that is said for it, has nothing whatever to do 
with the disbursement of the money. The mere hands through which 
this money shall pass are immaterial to the purposes of the charity. Ii 
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the building is constructed, and constructed with proper speed and dil- 
igence, and ina proper style and with proper conveniences, that is what 
the charity demands. It is not required that the money shall be dis- 
bursed by A or B or any one else. The singular part of it is that it is 
so insisted, not for the efficiency of the charity, but for the disburs¢ 

ment of the money by particular individuals, and the proposition man 
ifestly has no connection whatever withthe purposes of thecharity. I 
mvself am in favor of the charity, and I have no great objection to th« 
provision passing in this shape. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator allow me a single word? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 


Phere has not been a single dollar of the funds 


that have been used for this charity expended by the association. 
Every dollar of the money appropriated has been received, controlled, 
nd paid out by the board of audit and control, specially designated 
by law to perform this duty, which is composed of the governor, the 


judges of the supreme court, and, I think, the marshal and district at- 
torney of the Territory of Utah, all officials appointed by the Federal 
power and its representatives in Utah in respect to such duties as may 
be imposed upon them. Moreover, it is proposed by this amendment, 
this proposition, that the Utah Commission, which is within its juris- 
diction as defined and fixed by law the accredited agency of the Fed- 
eral Government there, shall hereafter have entire supervision of all 
‘ontracts and all disbursements for and on behalf of this charity, in re- 
spect not only to the construction of the building for the use of the as- 


| sociation in furtherance of the objects for which it was organized, but 


The bill has been referred to the Committee on Ap- 


also as to whatever may be done afterwards in the conduct and the op- 
erations of the same. Certainly very few, if any, of the appropriations 
of a similar character in this district to which reference has been made 
have been more carefully guarded as to their expenditure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist upon its amei 
which have not been disposed of by the conference report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate insist upon its remaining amendments disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to ask the Senator from Maine a question. I 
understood the conference report to retain for further conference the 
provision for the widow of Lafayette Dancy ? 


Mr. HALE. 


we 


That is one of the items still in conference. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A messagé from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 

| Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Ho on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 32300) to amend an act to 





enable the city of Denver to purchase certain land for cemetery pur- 
poses, 
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The message also announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
ports of the committees of conference on the amendments of the House 
of Representatives to the following bill and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 3234) to abolish circuit-court powers of certain district 
courts of the United States, and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 110) in aid of the sufferers from yellow fever. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 3559) to amend section 2304 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States to allow persons who have abandoned or relinquished their home- 
stead entries to make another entry, with an amendment; in which the 
concurrence ef the Senate was requested. 

‘The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (H. 
R. 9874) for the relief of administrator of Alfred Alcorn; in which the 
concurrence of the Senate was requested. 

YELLOW-FEVER SUFFERERS. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask the Chair to Jay before the Senate the mes- 
sage of the House of Represe:tatives on Senate joint resolution 110. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
resolution of the House of Representatives; which was read: 

In THE Hovusr oF REPRESENTATIVES, October 2, 1888. 


Resolved, That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House of 
Representatives to the joint resolution (8S. R. 110) in aid of the sufferers from 
yellow fever. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I submit from the Senate conferees the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 110) in aid of the sufferers from yellow 
fever, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House of Representatives reeede from its amendment to the resolu- 
tion of the Senate, and agree to the same amended as follows: 

In lines 5, 6, and 7 strike out the words ‘in the relief of the suffering caused 
by yellow fever now prevailing in the State of Florida, or elsewhere in the United 
States,’ and insert the words: “* whenever, in his opinion, such expenditure will 
tend to the eradication of the epidemie of yellow fever now prevailing in the 
Tnited States, or its spread from State to State.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 





GEO. F. EDMUNDS, 

W. B. ALLISON, 

FP. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


JAS. N, BURNES, 
J. CO. CLEMENTS, 
THOS. RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It is proper to explain that the representatives of 
the other House in this conference insisted that the House could not 
and would not agree to the use of the phrase adopted in the Senate res- 
olution in direct aid of the sufferers from yellow fever, upon the ground, 
as they supposed and understood, that it was beyond the constitutional 
authority of Congress to do a thing of that kind, particularly as illus- 
trated and illuminated and set forth in a message of the President of 
the United States to the last Congress, sending back without his ap- 
proval a resolution providing for the distribution of seeds in a certain 
part of the State of Texas which had been suffering from a drought. In 
order to aceommodate the solicitudes of the House of Representatives 
upon that subject, the conferees agreed to a paraphrase which means 
precisely the same thing, if the President of the United States possesses 
the discretion that we all impute to him. So we think we have accom- 
plished the end without wounding the constitutional sensibilities of 
anybody. 
‘The report was concurred in. 
CIRCUIT COURT POWERS. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. [I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the mes- 
sage Irom the House of Representatives concerning Senate bill No. 3234. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
resolution from the House of Representatives; which was read: 
In THE Hovss or REPRESENTATIVES, October 2, 1838. 


Resolved, That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House of 
Representatives to the bill (S. 3234) to abelish circuit-court powers of certain 
district courts of the United States, and for other purposes, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I submit the report on that bill. 
The Secretary read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votesof the two Houses on the 
bil! (S. 3234) to abolish circuit-court powers of certain district courts of the United 
States, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their peapective Houses as fol- 
lows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the House 
of Representatives, and agree to the same amended to read as follows : 

‘That there shall be, and is hereby, established a eireuit court of the United 
States in and for the western district of Arkansas, for the northern district of 
Mississippi, and for the western district of South Carolina, ively, as the 
said districts are now constituted by law. And terms of said circuit courts, re- 
spectively, shall be held at the times and places now —— by law for the 
holding of the district courts in said districts, respectively, and terms of the 
cireuit court shall be held also at Helena, in the eastern district’of Arkansas, at 
the same times the district court is now required by law to be held; and also at 
the times and places in West Virginia where the district court is now provided 
by law to be held. 

“Sno. 2. That said circuit courts, respectively, shall have and exercise, within 
their respective districts, the same original and appellate jurisdiction as is or 
may be conferred by law upon the other circuit courts of the United States. 
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And all suits, causes, and proceedings now pending in the said several respect- 
ive district courts, and also in the district court of the district of West Virginia, 
and also in the district court of the eastern districtof Arkansas, held at Helena, in 
and concerning which the said district courts exercise cireuit court powers, shall 
be transferred to and belong to the jurisdiction of said circuit courts, respect- 
ively, and shall be proceeded with accordingly. 

“Suc. 3. That there shall be appointed for each of said circuit courts in this act 
mentioned, by the cireuit eourt judge of the circuit in which said districts are 
respectively embraced, aclerk, who shall take the oath and give the bond re- 
quired by law for clerks of cireuit courts, who shall discharge@)! the duties and 
be entitled to all the fees and emoluments prescribed by general law. And the 
marshals of the United States in and for said respective districts shall act as 
marshals of said circuit courts, and the district attorneys of the United States 
in and for said respective districts shall discharge the duties of district attorneys 
in said cireuit courts. Hereafter all appointments of clerks of circuit courts of 
the United States shall be made by the circuit ju of the respective circuits 
in which such eireuit eourts are or may be hereafter established ; and all pro- 
visions of law inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 

“Se. 4, That said circuit courts, respectively, shall have power to make such 
orders and directions as shail be proper for the transfer from said district courts 
of all cases, proceedings, matters, records, files, and papers as by force of this 
act shou!d belong to the said circuit courts. 

“Sec.5. That the provisions of the act entitled ‘An act to amend sections 533, 
556, 571, and 572 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to courts 
in Arkansas and other States,’ approved January 31, 1877, conferring upon the 
district courts named therein circuit-court powers, and section 571 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States as amended by said last-mentioned act,and 
all provisions of law inconsistent with any of the provisions of this act, be, and 
the same are hereby, repealed. 

““Sec.6. That hereafter in all cases of convietion of crime the punishment of 
which provided by law is death, tried before anv court of the United States, the 
final judgment of such court against the respondent shall, upon the application 
of the respondent, be re-examined, reversed, or affirmed by the Supreme Conrt 
ofthe United States upon a writ of error, under such rules and regulations as 
said court may prescribe. Every such writ of error shall be allowed as of right 
and without the requirement of any security for the prosecution of the same 
or for costs, Upon the allowance of every such writ of error it shall be the duty 
of the clerk of the court to which the writ of error shall be directed to forth- 
with transmit to the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United States a certified 
transcript of the record in such ease, and it shall be the duty of the clerk of the 
Supreme Court of the United States to receive, file, and docket thesame. Every 
such writ of error shall during its pendency operate asa stay of proceedings 
upon the judgment in respect of whieh itis sued out. Any such writ of error 
may be filed and docketed in said Supreme Court at any time in a term held 
prior to the term named in the citation as well as at the term so named; and all 
such writs of error shall be advanced to a speedy hearing on motion of either 
party. When any such judgment shall be either reversed or affirmed the cause 
shall be remanded to the court from whence it came for further proceedings in 
aecordance with the decision-of the Supreme Court, and the court to which 
such cause is so remanded shall have power to cause such judgment of the 
Supreme Court to be carried into exeention. No such writ of error shall be 
sued out or granted unless a petition therefor shall be filed with the clerk of 
the court in which the trial shall have been had during the same term or within 
such time not exceeding sixty days next after the expiration of the term of the 
court at which the trial shall have been had as the court may for cause allow 
by order entered of record. 

“Seo. 7. This act shall take effect and be in force from andafter the Ist day of 
November, A. D. 1888.” 

And that the title of said bill be amended to read as follows : 

“ An act to abolish ecircuit-court powers of certain district courts of the United 
States, and to provide for writs of errer in eapital cases, and for other pur- 


oses. 
. And that the House agree to the same. 
GEO. F. EDMUNDS, 
JAMES F. WILSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JNO. H. ROGERS, 
WM. E. FULLER, 
E Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 3559) to amend section 
2304 of the Revised Statutes of the United States to allow persons who 
haveabandoned or relinquished their homestead entries to make another 
entry; which was read. 

On motion of Mr. DOLPH, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate disagree to the said amendments of the House of 
Representatives. and ask a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 
President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. DoLpu, Mr. PADDOCK, 
and Mr. BERRY. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 9874) for the relief of administrator of Alfred Al- 
corn was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

LANDS IN DENVER. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
message from the House of Representatives. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, October 2, 1888, 
Resolved, That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (HL. R. to amend an act to enable the city of Denver to purchase 
certain land for cemetery purposes. 


Mr. TELLER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the di g votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H, R. 3300) to amend an act to enable 
the city of Denver et een | certain Iand for cemetery purposes, having met, 
after full and free co nee have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their ctive Houses as follows: 

That the use recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered | and 3, and agree to the same, 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Ser 
numbered 2, and agi me with amendments as follo vs 
In line 9 of said amendment s <e the word “any” and insert in leu 
thereof the words *‘*t xt nears 
In line 25 of said amendment, aft yrd ‘‘respects,’’ insert as folk 
* saving the rights of any settlers « under any of the general land laws 
of the United States, who may be 1 at the date of the passage of this 
act 
And the Senate agree to the sa 
H. M. TELLER 
FP. M. COCKRELL, 
M . s on the part of the Senate. 
L. E. PAYSON, 
J. McK ENNA, 
M t s on the part of the House 


‘the report was concurred in. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in answer to a 
resolution of August 17, 1828, a report of the amount of lands of the 
Puyallup Indian reservation, in Washington Territory, that have never 


} 
been pate nted to any of tl 


milies or individuals of the Puyallup In 
dians; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ANDREW J. SMITH 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceea to the considera- 
tion of executive business 

Mr. HAMPTON I ask the Senator from Ohio to withhold that 
motion for a moment while I make a report from the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2579) authorizing the President to appoint 
and retire Andrew J. Smith, late colonel of the Seventh United States 
Cavalry and a major-general of volunteers, reported it without amfiend- 
ment. 

T 
endar. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Senator from Ohio to withhold his motion 
for a moment until I can get the bill just reported put on its passage. 
I think there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If it does not require debate I will withhold my 
motion. 

the PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from [linois asks unan 
imous consent that the bill just read may be taken up for considera- 
tion. It will be read at length, subject to objection. 

The bill was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. BERRY. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed om the Cal- 
endar. 








s PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


The Senator from Ohio now moves that the Senate proceed to the | : 


consideration of executive business. 

Before submitting that motion the Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business the title of which will be read. 

The SecRetary. A bill (H. R. 9151) to forfeit certain lands granted 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, and for other purposes. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 


eration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in executive | 


session the doors were reopened. 
CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, submitted the following resolution: which 
was read: 

Resolved, That, in view of the fact that the presence of Chinese laborers on th: 
North American continent is incompatible with the welfare of the laboring 
masses of the white race, and inconsistent with the progress of modern civili 
zation, and in view of the international difficulties and embarrassments likely 
to arise from the entrance or attempted entrance of Chinese Iaborers from con 
tiguous countries into the United States in contravention and defiance of our 
laws, the President be requested to negotiate treaties with the Government of 
Her Britannic Majesty and with the Republic of Mexico respectively, which w 
secure the co-operation of those governments in exeluding such laborers from 
the North American continent and im preventing their entrance inio the terri 
tory of the United States from the territory of either of such governments or of 
dependencies thereof. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nevada de- 
sire the present consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I ask that it be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. It will be so referred. 

INVESTIGATION BY FINANCE COMMITTEE. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I am instructed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom 
was referred the resolution of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Har- 


RIs] of September 19, 1858, to report the same with an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute. 


nimi iM ily 


fhe PI 


> amendn 
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At the end of the resolution itis proposed to add: 
of such committee shall be paid out of the contin- 


The SECRETARY. 

And all necessary expenses 
gent fund of the Senate 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would like to ask what investigation is referred to 
in that resolution ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion again. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr, BLAIR. I did not want the resolution read. 
the investigation was, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ished business, 

STEAM-PRESSES IN ENGRAVING BUREAU. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would like to inquire of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance what progress is being made with the bill coming 
from the House of Representatives touching the removal of steam print- 
ing-presses from the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘That is under examination by a subcommittee, 
and they are taking testimony constantly. No doubt the investigation 
has been somewhat delayed by the constant attendance of the members 
of the committee on the tariff investigation, but a great deal of testi- 
mony has been taken pro and con. 

Mr. BLAIR. As the Senatdr is aware, there are reasons why as early 
a conclusion as possible on that subject-matter should be reached. The 
subject came to the Senate several months since in the form of a reso- 
lution, and now the bill is here and I hope it will be disposed of as 
soon as possible. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That matter was placed in the charge of the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee [ Mr. HARRIs]. 

Mr. HARRIS. The subject referred to by the Senator from New 
Hampshire is the one that was intended to be covered by the resolu- 
tion just passed providing for an investigation. 

The matter has been referred by the Committee on Finance to a sub- 
committee composed of the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
and myself, for investigation. We have heard a large number of wit- 
nesses on one side of the question and are intending to hear at the earliest 
moment possible such other witnesses as we are informed it is desired to 
bring before us. The investigation is progressing as rapidly as the time 
and engagements of the Senator from New York and myself can pos- 
sibly admit of. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator whether it may not be hoped 
that the investigation will be concluded and a report of the bill made 
to the Senate during the present session ? 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall not be able to answer the Senator until I as- 
certain something as to the probable number of witnesses that it is de- 
sired we should hear. I do not know how many, nor do I know what 
length of time it will take to hear them. I can only say that the sub- 
committee will proceed as rapidly as it can, consistent with the duties 
that devolve on the members of that committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope that it will doso. I thinkit will be a subject 
of general regret if that bill should not be acted on at the present ses- 
sion of Congress. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the un- 
finished business. 

The SEckRTARY. A bill (H. R. 9151) to forfeit certain lands granted 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Pending that bill, I move that the Senate ad- 
ourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 4 o’clock and 38 min- 
utes p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, October 3, 1888, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


The Secretary will read the resolu- 


I only asked what 


The Secretary will report the unfin- 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate October 2, 1888. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL. 

James Petigru Lesesne, of South Carolina, to be consul-general of 
the United States at Melbourne, Australia, vice James M. Morgan, re- 
signed. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Medical Inspector Michael Bradley, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be 
a medical director in the Navy, from the 19th of June, 1888, vice Med- 
ical Director Edward Shippen, retired. 

Surg. Theoron Woolverton, a resident of New York, to be a med- 
ical inspector in the Navy, from the 19th of June, 1888, vice Medical 
Inspector M. Bradley, promoted. 

Passed Assist. Surg. Howard Wells, a resident of Pennsylvania, 
to be a surgeon in the Navy, from the 19th of June, 1888, vice Surg, T. 
Woolverton, promoted. 

Medical Inspector Adrian Hudson, a resident of the District of Co- 
lumbia, to be a medical director in the Navy, from the 10th of July, 
1888, vice Medical Director George Peck, retired (subject to the exam- 
inations required by law). 


| ical inspector in the Navy, from the 10th of July, 


Surg. Charles H. White, a resident of Massachusetts, to be a med- 
1888, vice Medical 
Inspector A. Hudson, promoted. 

Passed Assist. Surg. James H. Gaines, a resident of Maryland, 
to be a surgeon in the Navy, from the 10th of July, 1888, vice Surg. C. 
H. White, ‘promoted. 

Medical Inspector Newton L. Bates, a resident of New York, to bea 
medical director in the Navy, from the Ist of September, 1888, vice 
Medical Director James Suddards, deceased (subject to the examina- 
tions required by law). 

Surg. George W. Woods, a resident of California, 
inspector in the Navy, from the Ist of September, 1888 
Inspector N. L. Bates, ‘promoted. 

Passed Assist. Surg. Daniel N. Bertolette, a resident of Pennsyl- 

vania, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from the 1st of September, 1888, 
vice Surg. G. W. Woods, promoted. 

Surg. Frank L. DuBois, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be medical 
inspector in the Navy, from the 15th September, 1888, vice Medical In- 
spector John C, Spear, retired. 

Passed Assist. Surg. Ezra Z. Derr, a resident of Maryland, to be a 
i, on in the Navy, from the 15th September, 1888, vice Surg. Frank 

DuBois, promoted. 

“‘— George H. Cooke, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be a medical 
inspector in the Navy, from the 15th September, 1888, vice Medical In- 
speetor A. C. Rhoades, retired (subject to the examinations required by 
law). 

assed Assist. Surg. Frank B. 
chusetts, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from the 1 
vice Surg. G. H. Cooke, promoted. 

Paymaster George A. Lyon, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be a pay 
inspector in the Navy, from ‘the 15th September, 1888, vice Pay In- 
spector Charles F, Guild, retired (subject to the examinations required 
by law). 

Passed Assistant Paymaster John W. Jordan, a resident of Florida, 
to be a paymaster in the Navy, from the 19th June, 1888, vice Pay- 
master George R. Watkins, dismissed, and Charles D. Mansfield, re- 
tired. 

Assistant Paymaster R. T. Mason Ball, a resident of Virginia, to be 
a passed assistant paymaster in the Nav y, from the 19th June, 1888, 
vice.Passed Assistant Paymaster William C. McGowan, deceased, and 
Passed Assistant Paymaster John W. Jordan, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander John K. Winn, a resident of Massachusetts, to 
be a commander in the Navy, from the 3ist of March, 1888, vice Com- 
mander W. 8S. Schley, promoted. 

Lieut. Clifford H. West, a resident of New York, to be a lieutenant- 
commander in the Navy, from the 31st of March, 1888, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander J. K. Winn, promoted (subject to the examinations required 
by law). 

Lieut. Frank J. Milligan, junior grade, a resident of Tennessee, to 
be a lieutenant in the Navy, from the 31st of March, 1888, vice Lieut. 
C. H. West, promoted. 

Ensign Philip V. Lansdale, a resident of Maryland, to be a lieu- 
tenant, junior grade, in the Navy, from the 31st ‘of March, 1888, vice 
Lieut. F. J. Milligan, junior grade, promoted. 

Lieut. John P. Merrell, a resident of Michigan, to be a lieutenant- 
commander in the Navy, from the 28th of May, 1888, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander G, M. Totten, deceased. 

Lieut. Albon C. Hodgson, junior grade, a resident of Sores | be 
a lieutenantin the Navy, from the 28th of May, 1888, vice Lieut. J. P. 
Merrell, promoted. 

Ensign Horace W. Harrison, a resident of the District of Columbia, 
to be a lieutenant, junior grade, in the Navy, from the 22d of May, 
1888, vice Lieut. % W. Piepmeyer, junior grade, deceased. 

Ensign William 8. Benson, a resident of Georgia, to be a oo IY 
junior grade, in the Navy, from the 28th of May, 1888, vice Lieut. 

C. Hodgson, junior grade, promoted (subject to the examinations re- 
quired by law). 

Lieut. James M. Helm, junior grade, a resident of Tennessee, to be 
a lieutenant in the Navy, from the Ist of June, 1888, vice Lieut. Ham- 
ilton Perkins, resigned. 

Ensign William V. Bronaugh, a resident of Kentucky, to be a lieu- 
tenant, junior grade, i in the Navy, from the Ist of June, 1888, vice Lieut. 
J. M. Helm, junior grade, promoted. 

Lieut. Joseph G. Eaton, a resident of Massachusetts, to be a lieuten- 
ant-commander in the Navy, from the 19th of June, 1888, vice Lieut. 
Commander Socrates Hubbard, retired. 

Lieut. William G. Cutler, junior grade, a resident of Nevada, to be 
a lieutenant in the Navy, from the 19th of J une, 1888, vice Lieut. J. 
G. Eaton, promoted (subject to the examinations ‘required by law). 

Ensign Frank M. Bostwick, a resident of Wisconsin, to be a lieuten- 
ant, junior grade, in the Navy, from the 19th of June, ‘1888, vice Lieut. 
w. G. Cutler, junior grade, promoted (subject to the examination re- 
quired by law). 

Lieut. Cameron Mc.R. Winslow, junior grade, a resident of Massa- 
chusetts, to be a lieutenant in the Navy, from the Ist of July, 1888, 
vice Lieut. Emory H. Taunt, resigned. 

Ensign Walter M. Constant, a resident of Indiana, to be a lieutenant, 


to be a medical 
, vice Medical 


Stephenson, a resident of Massa- 
5th September, 1888, 
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junior grade, in the Navy, from the Ist of July, 1885 Lieut. ¢ 


MeR. Winslow, junior grade promoted. 


Lieut. Charles Laird, junior grade, a resident of Ohio, to be al 
tenant in the Navy, from the 28th of September, 1888, 1 Lieut. 
Robert H. Mx Lean, re ned 

Ensign James H. Oliver, a resident of Georgia, to be a lieu i 
junior grade, in the Navy, from the 2 September, 1588 Lieut 





subject to the examinations 


Charles Laird, junior grade, promo 
required by law). 

Passed Assistant Engin Tower, a resident of New York, 
to be a chief engineer in the Navy, from the 30th of June, 1887, t 
Chief Engineer William J. Lamdin, retired (subject to the examina 
tions required by law). 

Passed Assistant Engineer Hugh H. Cline, a resident of Maryland 
to be a chief engineer in the Navy, from the 2d of December, 1887, 
Chief Engineer William S. Stamm, retired (subject to the examina- 
tions required by law 

Assistant Engineer Theodore F. Burgdorff, a resident of New Jersey, 
to be a passed assistant engineer in the Navy, from the 22d of June, 
1886, vice Passed Assistant Engineers H. L. Harvey and W. B. Boggs, 
deceased. a 

Assistant Engineer William R. King, a resident of Maryland, te be 
a passed assistant engineer in the Navy, from the 17th of March, 1887, 
vice Passed Assistant Engineers F. M. Ashton, deceased, and B. C. Gow- 
ing, promoted (subject to the examinations required by law). | of 

Assistant Engineer Frank H. Eldridge, a resident of Ohio, to be a 


passed assistant engineer in the Navy, from the 30th of June, 1887, vice | yy; 


Passed Assistant Engineers A. Kirby and George E. Tower, promoted | s 
subject to the examinations required by law). 

Assistant Engineer Charles C. Kleckner, a resi t of I 
to be a passed assistant engineer in the Navy, from the 30th June, 1887, 
vice Passed Assistant Engineers C. H. Manning and G. 8. Gates, re- 
tired. [NorTe: The retirement of Passed Assistant Engineers C. H. 
Manning and G. S. Gates entitled Assistant Engineer George W. Sny- 
der to be promoted, and he was nominated by the President in Decem- 
ber, 1884, to fill the vacancy, subject to the examinations required by 
law. Snyder died before qualifying and the vacancy was held for As- | 
sistant Engineer W. O. Chrisman. This offi nable to app 
for his examination on account of illness, and he was finally retired from 
active service on the 29th June, 1887. Assi LDgi 
is now entitled to fill the vacancy. ] 

Assistant Engineer Edgar T. Warburton, a resident « 
to be a passed assistant engineer in the Navy, from the 

Passed Assistant Engineers L. W. Wooster, retired, an 


e, promoted. } 
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istant Engineer William B. Dunning, i re lent of New York, to 
be a passed assistant engineer in the y, from the 2d December, 
1887, vice Passed Assistant Engin 3N Towne and H. H. Cline 





promoted. 


Assistant Engineer Robert I. Reid, a1 





a passed assistant engineer in the Navy, f June, 1885 
Passed Assistant Engineers T. J. W. Co <d, and John ¢ 
Kafer, retired (subject to the examinatio1 la 


Nore ’ J } ‘ > 

TUESDAY, October 2, 1888. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to ord by H 
JOHN B. CLARK, Clerk of the House, who sa The Clerk is in 


( 
ceipt of a telegram from the Speaker of the 
Va., stating that he missed a railroad conné 
therefore unable to reach the city in time for the meeting of the ] 
to-day. Under these circumstances it is the duty of the Clerk to « 
the House to order. Th ness now before the House is t} 


House dated Lynchbur 
yn this morning, and 


’ 















e only 





















el ction of a Speaker j ro tempore to preside during the temporary : 
sence of the Speaker. 
ELI OF SPEA PRO TEMPORE 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I offer the resolution which I send 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as folloy 

Resolved, That Hon. J.B. McCr ty, a R esent ve from the State o 
tucky, be, and he is hereby, elected § aker 3 ’ luring the a 
t yeaker, 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. McCrREARY, on taking the chair as Speak WwW 
greeted with applause. 

Prayer was offered by Rev. J. H. Curuni D. D 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE. 





Mr. TURNER, of G I ! m which I ask t 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to notify the Senate that the I 
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The statement of the House conferees, submitted in accordance with 
the rule, was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House upon the disagreeing votes of the Sen- 
nate and House on Senate bill 3234, make the following statement of the effect 
of the report agreed upon by the conference committee 

The effect of the agreement of the conference is to combine the bill of the Sen- 
ate with the amendment of the House, thus presenting a bill which provides 
that circuit courts shall be held at Helena, in the eastern district of Arkansas, 
Fort Smith, in the western district of Arkansas; for the northern district of 
Mississippi, the western district of South Carolina, the district of West Virginia 
at Charleston, Cla irgh, and Wheeling, at all of which places district courts, 
with cireuit court powers, are now held, and at Clarksburgh, where a district 
courtis now held, but which has no cireuit court powers, whereby all these courts 
are put on the same footing with all other courts, and the judicial system in this 
regard rendered uniform throughout the United States. It also provides for 
writs of error, in capital cases, tothe Supreme Court of the United States, and 
preseribes the practice in suc 

A section is added, providing that the act shall go into effect from and after 
th t day of November, A. D. 1838, 


n cases, 


JNO. H. ROGERS, 

JOHN 8. HENDERSON, 

WM. E. FULLER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, the conference report is unanimous, 
although one member of the Senate and one member of the House was 
not present at the time it was concluded, and could not sign it. If 
there is any matter requiring an explanation which is not embraced in 
the statement accompanying the report, which I do not think is the 
case, [ shall be very glad to answer any question which gentlemen 
may desire to propound. If not, I move the previous question on the 
aioption of the report. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that let me ask a question. 
this is a unanimous report. 

Mr. ROGERS. It is, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have no objection. 

Mr. ROGERS. It is the unanimous report, although the gentleman 
from North Carolina |Mr. HENDERSON] and Senator VEST were tem- 
porarily absent and did not sign the report; but it is agreed upon by 
all the conferees, and the statement of fact is signed by all of them. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which the 
report was adopted. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

he latter motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the follow- 
ing title; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and 


ior other purposes, 


I understand 


AMENDMENT TO LAND LAWS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (S. 3559) 
to amend section 2304 of the Revised Statutes to allow persons who 
have abandoned or relinguished their homestead entries to make an- 
other entry; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. McRAE,. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to consider 
that bill now. I will state that this is substantially a part of the gen- 
eral land bill already passed by the House, and there is no objection 
toit. It has passed the Senate in this form, and I ask that it be taken 
up and considered now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
right of objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

That any person who has not heretofore perfected title to a tract of land which 
he has made filing upon under the pre-emption law or entry of under the home- 
stead law, may make a homestead entry of not exceeding one quarter-section 


of public land subject to such entry, such previous filing or entry to the con- 
trary notwithstanding; but this right shall not apply to persons who rfect 


>? 


title to lands under the pre-emption or homestead laws already initiated. 


Is there objection to the present con- 


The bill will be read, subject to the 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McRAE. For the purpose of an amendment I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. TURNER], retaining the floor except to per- 
mit him to do so. He desires to make an amendment, which was also 
passed upon by our committee, and seems satisfactory to everybody. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. I move the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add as section 2 of the bill: : 

Chat whenever it shall be made to appear to a register and receiver of any 
publie land office, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may 
- scribe, that any settler upon the public domain under existing law is unable 

»y reason of drought, whole or partial destruction of crops, siekness, or other 
unavoidable casualty to secure a support for himself, herself, or those depend- 
ent upon them, then such register and receiver may grant to such settler a leave 
of absence from the claim upon which they have filed for a period not exceed- 
ing one year at any one time; and such settler so granted leave of absence shall 
forfeit no rights by reason of such absence, provided that the time of such actual 
absence shall not be deducted from the actual residence required by law. 


Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say simply to 


the House, in order that it may understand the purport of this amend- 
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| ment, that Congress has recognized from time to time in the past, by 





the adoption of similar measures of a temporary character, the ne- 
cessity for granting leave under such conditions as this amendment 
prescribes. Several times in the past leave has been granted to the 
homesteaders upon the frontier to be absent from their claims for a 
certain length of time on account of drought or other casualties. The 
trouble, however, with temporary measures is that frequently the dry 
weather comes upon one section of the frontier, which the House will 
remember extends from the British possessions to the Gulf, when Con- 


| gress does not meet until the following December; and when dry weather 


strikes any portion of the frontier and the crops are necessarily de- 
stroyed, the homesteader is compelled to abandon his settlement for 
the time being in order to secure a living. ‘The object of this amend- 
ment, therefore, is to give the registers and receivers of the public land 
office permission to grant these leaves of absence on account of drought 
or other casualty to the homesteaders; but it also provides that any 
such time during which the leave of absence is granted shall not be 
taken from the time that they are required to live upon the homestead 
before final proof. I apprehend that there is no objection to the pro- 
vision. It is a permanent instead of a temporary measure. 

Mr. MCRAE. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. DOKSEY. I would like to ask the gentleman this question: 
Does not the bill which has passed the House and is now pending in 
the Senate, the public-land bill, provide for leave of absence ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. In reference to that 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Kansas. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HERMANN. I offer the following as section 3. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That all public lands heretofore designated as double minimum under the 
homestead and pre-emption laws are hereby reduced to the uniform price of 
$1.25 per acre. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. PEEL. I desire to offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Thatfrom and after the passage of this act any homestead settler who has en- 
tered less than one quarter-section of land may enter otherand additional land 
lying contiguous to the original entry, which shall not, with the land first en- 
tered and occupied, exceed in the aggregate 160 acres; or if such person so 
elect he or she may surrender the lands so entered to the United States for can- 
cellation and thereupon be entitled to enter lands under the homestead law the 
same as if the surrendered entry had not been made; and any person who may 
make said additional entry, or the new entry after surrender and cancellation 
shall be allowed todo so without payment of fees and commissions; and the 
residence and cultivation of such person upon and of the lands embraced in the 
original entry shall be considered residence and cultivation for the same length 
of time upon and of the land entered in hisadditional or new entry, andshal! be 
deducted from the time of residence and cultivation required by law: Provided, 





entry when the additional or new entry is made, then no further proof shall be 
required and patent shall issue, 

Mr. PEEL. I only desire to say that this amendment has been ap- 
proved by the committee. 

Mr. McRAE. This amendment is substantially one section of tl 
general bill. It is just and proper and I hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. NELSON. I should like to ask a question of the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. PEr.]}, who introduced this amendment, and also 
of the gentleman who called up the bill [Mr. McRA&], and that is, 
does this allow an additional homestead to be made of land by the 
homesteader ? 

Mr. MCRAE. It does not unless contiguous or the other is canceled; 
it gives those outside of the railroad limits the same privilege as those 
inside. 

Mr. NELSON. 
the land-scrip. 

Mr. McRAE. It does not allow scrip at all. The substance of the 
amendment has had the approval of the committee. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. McRAE. I move the previous question on the passage of ihe 
bill. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the bill’ was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McRAE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McRAE. Iask that aconference with the Senate on the amend- 
ments be requested. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consent. 

Mr. DUNN. I think that is scarcely in order at this time. The 
Senate may agree to these amendments. 

Mr. McRAE. I withdraw the request for a conference. 


BRIDGE ACROSS COOSA RIVER, ALABAMA. 


Mr. FORNEY. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Commit- 
tee of the Whole from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11338) to 


3ecause if it does, ii would require an addition to 


That can only be done by unanimous 
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AID TO SUFFERERS FROM YELLOW FEVER. 


Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the joint resolution (S. R. 110) entitled “Joint resolution in aid of sufferers from 
yeliow fever,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment to the resolution of the Senate, 
and agree tothe same amended as follows: In lines 5, 6, and 7, strike out the 
words *' in the relief of the suffering caused by yellow fever now prevailing in 
the State of Florida or elsewhere in the United States” and insert the words 
“whenever in his opinion such expenditure will tend to the eradication of the 
epidemic of yellow fever now prevailing in the United States, or its spread 
from State to Stat and the Senate agree to the same. 


JAMES N. BURNES, 

J. C. CLEMENTS, 

THOMAS RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


GEO, F. EDMUNDS, 

WM. B. ALLISON, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker-—— 

Mr. KILGORE. I ask the gentleman from Missouri to yield tome 
fora moment. I am not going to make any fight against this resolu- 
tion, but I want to submit a point of order. If gentlemen have not 
chosen to pursue the proper rule to get this report before the House, 
then of course they must take the consequences, and my point of order 
goes to that question. It will be remembered that the Senate passed 
a joint resolution authorizing the President to expend $100,000 for the 
relief of the yellow-fever sufferers. That resolution came to the House, 
but it was not considered by the House; on the contrary, the House 
refused to consider it. Subsequently a resolution entirely different 
in terms and for an entirely diflerent purpose, appropriating $100,000, 
did pass the House and was sent to the Senate. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Texas is in error as to 
the facts, and probably I had better correct him at this point. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would rather the gentleman would wait until I 
get through. 

Mr. BURNES. Perhaps you had better let me make acorrect state- 
ment of the facts now. 

Mr. KILGORE, Let memake mystatementand then you can make 
yours. 

Mr. BURNES. All right. 

Mr. KILGORE. ‘That resolution, I say, went tothe Senate, and the 
Senate, on motion of Senator EDMUNDS, I believe, refused to concur in 
the House resolution and asked for a committee of conference. 

Now, the point I desire to submit is that that was not an amendment 
to the Senate resolution. The Senate could, of course, reject the House 
resolution; but it was not competent for them to appoint a conference 
committee upon it, because it was not an amendment to the resolution 
passed by the Senate. It may be contended that it was in the nature 
of a substitute, but it was for an entirely different purpose from the 
Senate resolution, and I raise the point of order that it was not prop- 
erly before a committee of conference, because there was no disagree- 
ment between tlhe two Houses upon any proposition. 

Mr. BURNES. My friend from ‘Texas is in errorsimply with regard 
to his facts. I presume that his point of order would be good if his 
facts were good. ‘The Senate resolution came over to the House and 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 'The Committee on 
Appropriations, after considering the joint resolution sent here from 
the Senate, reported a resolution as a substitute which was in the 
nature of an amendment to the original Senate resolution, and the 
substitute, or the amendment—because it was nothing but an amend- 
ment of the joint resolution sent over here by the Senate—was consid- 
ered in the House and passed, and was sent back to the Senate as an 
amendment to the Senate joint resolution. Hence the necessity for 
the conference. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Do 
I understand that the Senate non-concurred in the substitute adopted 
by the House and asked for a conference? 

Mr. BURNES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] also 
stated that the House refused to consider the Senate resolution. If 
my memory serves me right, the gentleman from Texas himself was 
the only objector to its consideration. I merely suggest that objectors 
ought to have long memories, 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Speaker, the position of the joint resolu- 
tion and the circumstances attending its passage through this House 
have been correctly stated by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Burnes]. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] is mistaken in 
his statement that the resolution was not considered by the House. 
The Senate joint resolution came into this House and, upon a request 
made by me for unanimous consent for its consideration, the gentle- 
man from Texas objected; whereupon the joint resolution, under the 
rule, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. That com- 


mittee reported back an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 
That substitute passed the House and was sent to the Senate. The 
Senate non-concurred in the amendment, and hence the conference. 
So that the resolution is now properly before the House, and the ques- 
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tion is upon the adoption of the conference report. 
this opportunity 

Mr. BURNES. I suggest to the gentleman from Florida that he wait 
until the Chair rules upon the point of order. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Kir- 
GORE] insist upon the point of order? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Then I will wait for the ruling of the Chair, 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I want to make some observations in 
reply to what has been said here before the Chair rules upon the point 
of order. I donot disagree with the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BuRNES] nor with the gentleman from Florida [Mr. DouGHERTY] as 
to the facts in this case, but the understanding was that the Senate reso- 
lution was objected to because it was not thought to be in conformity 
to the Constitution of the United States. 

The gentleman from Florida [Mr. DouGHERTY] has stated the facts 
as lremember them. The matter went to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and that committee reported an original 1esolution which 
was supposed to be in harmony with the Constitution—a resolution 
completely ignoring the proposition contained in the resolution which 
came from the Senate. 

Now, I wish to submit this view of the question: Suppose this reso- 
lution had been considered and defeated in the House, then the resolu- 
tion which was reported by the Appropriations Committee and which 
passed the House would have been in order, because it was an entirely 
different proposition from that which came from the Senate. If the 
Senate resolution had been defeated, and it had been competent to pre- 
sent the resolution reported by the Committee on Appropriations, and 
it had been found to be in order, then, I submit, it would not have been 
in order for the Senate to non-concur in it as an amendment or a sub- 
stitute and ask for a conference committee. I therefore submit that 
this matter is not properly before the House. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I hardly think it necessary to oc- 
cupy the time of the House in discussing thissubject with reference to 
the understanding as to what transpired when this bill was before the 
House on a former occasion. 

My recollection is very clear that the circumstances have been very 
accurately stated by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BurNEs]. 
That gentleman had charge of the bill, was specially careful to adhere 
to the rules of the House, and I feel justified in asserting that he does 
not often make parliamentary mistakes. 

I am surprised that any member of this House should attempt to 
enforce such a point of order at such a time as this, and for the pur- 
pose of defeating a bill which I am confident has the approval of the 
entire country. There can be no doubt that the point of order is not 
well taken, and should be and will be overruled. 

Mr. BURNES. I beg to submit to my friend from Alabama that if 
he will suspend his remarks upon the merits of the proposition until 
the point of order shall be settled he shall then have time for discussion. 

Mr. WHEELER. Iam quite confident the point of order will be 
overruled, and was afraid I would not have a chance. [Laughter. ] 

I presumed that after the point of order was settled the gentleman 
in charge of the resolution would call the previous question, and I de- 
sired before that was done to express to the House my views of the 
great importance of the immediate passage of the measure. 

Mr. BURNES. [I assure my friend he shall have a chance. 

Mr. WHEELER. I shall detain the House but amoment. I wish 
to disabuse the minds of some gentlemen who appear to regard this 
measure as solely for the benefit of the locality where yellow fever now 
exists. 

The scope and purpose of the bill is more far-reaching. Itis to pre- 
vent the spread of this deadly disease. It has for its purpose the pro- 
tection of the people of New York and Pennsylvania in the East as 
well as the people of California in the West. 

It is to protect the people of all the States, especially including those 
of the State of Texas. 

The sentiment of the country demands immediate action, and I feel 
confident our constituents will neither countenance nor sahction any 
further motions of a dilatory character. 

I think the resolution should pass by the unanimous vote of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the point of order could be raised, it comes too late; it should have 
been raised before the committee of conference was appointed. The 
committee has been appointed on the part of the House and the Senate, 
and has made its report. It is now too late to make a point of order 
upon the report of the committee. Therefore the Chair overrules the 
point of order. The question is upon agreeing to the report. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I yield such time to my friend from 
Florida [Mr. DoUGHERTY ] as he may desire. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Speaker, I merely desire to express to this 
House the thanks of the people whom I have the honor to represent 
for the liberal spirit exhibited here by the representatives of the coun- 
try in amply providing money for combating, as far as possible, the 
scourge of yellow fever in the State of Florida. Like most of the 
gentlemen here, I do not know when Congress intends to adjourn—— 


I desire to take 





The Chair is of opinion that, even if 
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Mr. WHEELER. After w iss the tariff bill. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY I wi hows , consult with the thorities 
of the Government and ascertain whether or not sufficient oney has 
been appropriate Ll to carry out d ne a recess of Con ~ f there 
should be such a thing) the intentio the ¢ ernn re ence 
to this subject it the amount ol! n hould 1 t eemed st 
cient, I will, by bill, resolution, or wise, bring the tter again 
before this House. I feel sure that this body is not disy 
gardly on this question; that it appreciates the importa! 
ing as far as possible the spread of yellow fever and al! 
ferings {rom it, not only in the State of Florida, but in the 
of the country which are re« ported to be infected. 

I again return thanks, on behalf of the people I have the honor to | 
represent, for the liberality exhibited by Congress in this matter. 

Mr. BURNES. I call the previ question on agreeing to the 
port. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation th 


the report was adopted. 

Mr. BURNES moved to reconsider the vote by which the report wa 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. WARNER, for ten days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. FoRAN, indefinitely. 
To Mr. KELLEY, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. KERR, indefinitely, on account of important business 





CEMETERY LAND IN DENVER, COLO. 
Mr. PAYSON. Irise to make a privileged report. I presenta con- 
ference report upon the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3300) toamend ‘An act toenable 
the city of Denver to purchase certain land for cemetery purposes,”’ having met 


after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Ser 
numbered 1 and 3, and agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat« 
numbered 2, and agree to the same with amendments as follows 

In line 9 of said amendment strike out the word ‘‘any’’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “the next nearest.”’ 
In line 25 of said amendment, after the word “respects,” insert as follows 
Saving the rights of any settlers claiming under any of the general land laws 


‘ 


of the United States who may be in possession at the date of the passage of this | 


act.’ ss 5 
And the Senate agree to the same L. E. PAYSON, 
JOSEPH McKENNA, 
Managers on the part ef the House. 
HENRY M. TELLER, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
e Managers on the part of the Senate 

The statement of the House conferees, submitted in accordance with 
the rule, was read, as follows 

rhe effect of the report of the conference committee herein will be: 

The first amendment: Strikes out the words ‘and for such other legitimate 
and proper purposes,’’ thus limiting the use of the land covered by the section 
to park purposes if it shal] cease to be used as a cemetery. 

The second amendment: Perfeets method of selecting indemnity lands so 
they are in harmony with other States 

The third amendment: Merely amends the title. 


Mr. PAYSON. I do not care to make any explanation of this mat- | 


ter unless it is called for. The measure has been unanimously recom- 
mended by the Committee on Public Lands. I move the adoption of 
the report. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from 
Illinois make a brief explanation of the object of the original bill? 
Mr. PAYSON. It was to correct an error in the grant of about 40 
acres by a prior Congress to the city of Denver for cemetery purposes. 


A misdescription of the land was made, and this is to correct that mis- | 


description. It was provided in the original bill that the land should 
be used for cemetery or other proper purposes under the city council 
of Denver. It was thought in the Senate that in the !apse of years 
and by the growth of the city they might not want it for cemetery pur- 
poses, and that it might be disposed of to private individuals. The 
Senate struck that out and provided in its stead that the land should 
be used for cemetery or park purposes and for that alone. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is there any provision re- 
quiring this property to revert to the General Government in case it 
is not so used—that is, for cemetery or park purposes? 


Mr. PAYSON. As I have stated, the original act provided that it | 


should be for cemetery purposes. This bill provides, if not used for 
that purpose it may be used for park purposes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is there anything in the bill 
providing for the forfeiture to the Government in case it is used neither 
for cemetery nor for park purposes ? 


Mr. PAYSON. Not in terms, but it is restricted to those two uses | 


by the terms of the bill. The original bill provided this land should 
be used for cemetery purposes, and this is only an amendment of that 
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Mr. PA I do not know whether an amendment can be ac- 
cepted i But I will ask how much money this resolution 
carries? hould like me 2 mber who knows to tell me. 

AKER j »t Is the amendment objecte d to? 

Mr. PAYSON. How many policemen are there and how much will 
it carry? jAfter a pau a No one seems to know. 

} I wish to submit an observation { have never voted for one of | 
the lutions sit I have been in Congress, and do not propose | 
to. | 

Mr. LAWLER. I lerstand there are thirty-three policemen at- 
tached to the Capitol. 

Mr. PAYSON. Ho ich salary do they get? 

Mr. LAWLER, even hundred and fifty dollars, I think, each. 

Ir. PAYSON. Why notincludethe policemen? A number of gen- 
tlemen about me have been kept here for a long time, and they, too, 
ld be glad to have their salaries increased in the same way. 


Mr. MILLIKEN Mr. Speaker, I wil! say in response to my friend 
from Illinois that the members of Congress of the United States have 
at least some mileage to pay their way home. ‘This the employés of 
this body do not get. In the second place, this is a most protracted 
session, extending already over some ten months. These men have 
been in attendance here for seventy-three night sessions, and the mem- 
bers of Congress, and not the employés who are to be paid for this serv- 
ice, are responsible for the duration of this session and for the extra 
work that these men have had imposed upon them. 

Now, sir, it has long been a custom, ever since I have been a mem- 
ber of Congress at least,and I do not know how long before, up to the last 
Congress, to pass a resolution like this to pay an extra month’s salary | 
to the employés of the House and Senate, and I believe also to the 
Capitol police. There are extra reasons now why this should be done 
the same that I have already suggested. Most of these men have but 
$1,200 a year, some of them much less; and as I stated before in my re- 
marks, they have been kept here for ten months, have been in attend- 
ance here on seventy-three night sessions, and I think it no more than 
just and equitable that we should pass this resolution in the usual form, 
such as has been passed by the House in years gone by up to the last 
Congress, 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I am aware that the position I occupy 
is one that will not commend itself to a goodly share of the audience | 
about me, particularly those who are designated as the beneficiaries of | 
this gratuit: I have never voted for such a resolution since I have 


been in public life, and I do not intend to vote for this one. I do not 
intend, however, to pl 


ace any obstruction in the way of its passage if | 
it is the sense of the House that it should be adopted; but I do not 
hink it should pass. 

‘There is not a man who will be benefited by it who does not receive 
® greater salary under the existing law than any one of them could se- 
cure in private life or anywhere outside of the publicservice. Theem- 
ployés of this House, as well as those at the other end of the Capitol, 
are paid to-day more as a rule than any persons in any of the constit- 
uencies of the gentlemen who do me the honor to listen to me in any 
walk of private life. Besides this, I have not heard of any of these of- 
fices going begging because of the insufficiency of salary. On thecon- 
trary, when the Republicans were in power in this House it was one of 
the chief troubles to get rid of applications foremployment. The very 
little boys who sit about me here draw, as I understand it, $2.50, oris 
it $3, a day ? 

A MEMBER. Two dollars and a half a day. 

Mr. PAYSON. A larger sum than mostof the laboring men in my | 
district get, outside of the skilled mechanical trades. Plenty of them 
all over the country, thousands of able-bodied men, support their fam- 
ilies on a salary of from $18 to $20 and $25 a month; and simply be- 
cause in the performance of a public duty which does not devolve upon 
them a more protracted attendance than is required of members we are 
asked to give this gratuity in the shape of one month’s extra pay. 

The argument that the gentleman from Maine makes has no force in 
support of this matter, that the duties that these men perform are ex- 
cessive; because, I repeat, the session does not devolve upon them the 
necessity for greater attendance upon the House than it does upon the | 
gentlemen who sit around me now, and who are responsible for the | 
legislation of Congress. 

Nor is it any argument with me that former Congresses have seen | 
proper to grant such a gratuity. I remember one occasion, if not two, 
at least, in my own experience when it was not done. It does not 
meet my approval; it is not right; and there is not a man listening to 





me now who represents an agricultural or laboring constituency who 
can go home before his people and justify the vote that he will give in 
favor of it. 

The gentleman from Maine will probably rise in his place and say 
that he is glad to do it; but I say that it ought not tobedone. How- 
ever, I will content myself with the protest I make here, not wishing 
to set myself up in opposition to the wishes of the House in this re- 
spect. I reserve the remainder of my time, if I shall find occasion to 
use any portion of it in reply to what may be said. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, permit me to say that it is a notori- 
ous fact that our good friend, Judge Payson, who has just taken his 
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eat, with other members of Congress, bas voted for bills here con- 
stantly that carry millions of dollars for the compensation of employés 
drawing immense salagies as officers of the United States Govern- 
ment, 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, but to carry out existing laws and to pay the 
alary fixed by law. Not as a gratuity. 

Mr. LAWLER. And I do not know whether the Judge ever got up 


and protested against the payment of any large salary or not to men 


| who have not very much todo. Butit isa strange fact that just as 


soon as a provision is made to pay a little sum to some of the hardest 
vorked men in the Government, he is the first to rise on this floor, and 
I hope will be the only one, in opposition to it. 

I say that this has been a long-protracted session, and you can not 
draw @ comparison, as the gentleman seeks to draw, between the cost 
of living in a little country town and the cost of living here. These 
little boys, to whom the gentleman has referred, are broughthere. It 
has been the custom both under Repubiican and Democratic Houses 
to bring them here, and they are paid a compensation which is some- 
what approximate to the cost of living in the city as compared to the 
country. They have traveling expenses to pay besides, many of these 
people; and they have all cheerfully attended all of the sessions of the 
House night after night and day after day, and have as cheerfully 
sought to do their duty, notwithstanding the fact that a great deal of 
extra labor has devolved upon them. It has been the usual custom to 
give this pay, and I think the House owes it to itself and to its em- 
ployés to make this provision in their behalf for the two months. 

\ MEMBER. Tor one month. 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, why not make it fortwo? There is no use of 
being small about it. 

Mr. LAWLER. But let us recognize the fact that these men have 
done a great deal of hard extra work. I thought it was for two 
months. It ought tobe. Iam sure the Judge’s constituency will not 
kick against a vote in behalf of such a proposition. I do not think 
the press or the people of this country will find fault with him or any 
objection to this small pittance. I did not think there would be ob- 
jection to this little matter, in view of the fact that we are in the habit 


| of paying large salaries to people who do not perform half the labor 
| that is done by these few and faithful servants employed by the House 


and the Senate in their work here day after day and night after night. 
Mr. PAYSON. I still have some time at my disposal, and I desire 
to yield to the gentleman from’Iowa [Mr. Krrr] as much time as he 
may require. 
Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the servicesof the employés 


| of this body as much as any one. I think they perform their duties 


worthily; but I think we ought to establish a definite line of policy in 
this matter. We should not vote money to any of the employés of the 
House; and they should not be employed without knowing in advance 
just what they are to receive. The law fixes their compensation, and 
they. accept and serve in their respective positions knowing exactly 
what the law says they are to receive. The@abitof voting additional 
amounts, dependent upon the whim of this body, is certainly a very un- 
wise policy, which should be stopped. It should be understood that 
the pay provided under the law shall be the amount that they shall 
receive, so that they will not be asking for additional pay. 

There is a very strong feeling in the agricultural districts in regard 
to paying unreasonable salaries. ‘The officers of my county, men equal 
in talent to the majority of the members of this body, work faithfully 
twelve hours a day for the sum of $1,200 a year—men equal in ability 
with the average members of thisbody. [Laughter.] Menof asgood 
talents as the men employed in this House, and who have as good edu- 
cation as the average of the men employed by this House are receiving 
for their labor $1.50 a day; and out of that salary they are asked to 
pay taxes to keep boys of twelve and fourteen years of age employed 
here at $2.50 a day, and other employés at $1,200 a year, who are not 
expected to work on an average half of the time. 

I wish further to say that the ‘‘salary grab’’ which passed in 1873, 
or a number of vears ago, had more to do with putting the Republican 
party out of power in the House of Representatives than any other one 
thing; and while it did not hurt the Democratic members who voted 
for it, it nearly ruined every Republican who voted for it. These facts 
ought to be borne in mind. I know that gentlemen who have been 
here for years and have voted for measures of this kind are expected to 
vote in the same way now, so that they may keep up an appearance of 
consistency. But those of us who are new members are not forced to 
do so and onght not to be hampered by their records. [Laughter and 
applause. ] 

Mr. PAYSON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. SowDEN]. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of asking the 
author of this resolution what amount of money is involved in his prop- 
osition to pay the employés of the House an extra month’s salary. I 
think this information ought to be furnished us before we should be 
called upon to vote upon a question of this character. It is absolutely 
nevessary in order that we may be enabled to vote intelligently upon 
this subject. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. When I get the floor I will make that statement, 
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laving taken oecasion to say m reference to myself that he had never 
nown the time when the gentleman from Illinois had voted against 
any increase of salary to persons who were receiving large amounts of 
money from the Treasury, I desire to say to him, through the san 
medium, that there has never been a time since I have been a membe1 


of the House of Representativ yhen I have voted for an 


salary to any person in any instance where, at the 1 
was asked, the man was performing the same duties that were imposed 
upon him when he entered upon the office. I have always opposed 


earnestly and vigorously as I could all such propositions. 
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the benefit of the people of the whole Union; and I have never voted 
for an increase of the salary Or ol any perg 
office. Although, as I have said, I believe that every member of the 


House ought to have the assistance of a clerk just as much asthe gen 


uisite connected with th 





tlemen at the other end of the Capitol, I have always opposed it, and I 
oppose it now for the reason I have stat So, when these employés 
about me undertook the performance of the duties that devolve upon | 
the n, they did it with the knowledge that the were expec ted to do 
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I should receive mileage at the rate allowed between the little town in 
which I live and the city of Washington for coming here and returning 
once a year. If the mileage is too large I will vote for a resolution to 
cutitdown, If the salary paid to members of Congress is deemed too 
large-—I do not believe it is—gentlemen who may think so can vote to 
cut it down. I hope my colleague understands the distinction. The 
law existing at the time of our election fixed the salary andallowances 
of a member of Congress, and the people, when they voted for him and 
me, understood precisely what was the compensation we were to re- 
ceive, 

Wiy should we not vote ourselves double the mileage already al- 
lowed by law? My colleague and I have had to go to L!linois two or 
three times for the good of the country during the present summer. 


[Laughter.] ®Why should we not vote for a resolution doubling the | 


mileage? Because the statute of the United States has fixed this al- 
lowance; and for the further reason (let me be understood) that no 
member of Congress, if he is a candidate for re-election, dares to vote 
himself money that is not allowed him by existing law. That is the 
reason. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman from Dlinois{Mr. PAYsoNn] as- 
sumes it is not honor but fear which keeps members from so voting. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman may take whichever horn of the di- 
lemma he chooses. Iassert again that no matter how many trips mem- 
bers may make on business or pleasure between this capital and their 
homes, no member of the House would dare to vote himself additional 
mileage, because the law fixes our compensation. The law also fixes 
the compensation of these Congressional employés and of the Capitol 
police. Why should we vote an extra month’s salary to these officers 
simply because this has been a protracted session? Will any gentle- 
man tell me the logic of it? The’gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLI- 
KEN] is willing to accept the amendment in favor of Capitol police. 
Now, whyshould the policemen about the Capitol have an extra month’s 
pay because this Congress has been in session sixty days longer than 
we expected when we came here last December? These employés are 
paid by the year. ‘They are all anxious to hold their positions. The 
salaries are remunerative. The places are considered desirable; and 
plenty of men would gladly take them at the present salaries. Why, 
then, should extra compensation be voted? Nobody can state any rea- 
son except simply that we have the power to do so; that is all. 

But in voting away the people’s money, with reference to this as with 
reference to everything else, I insist (I speak for myself only) that it is 
my duty to see that legislation here is prudent and careful, such as my 
constituents would approve. I believe the judgment of my people would 
be that these salaries are sufficient. If the performance of duty by 
these employés is not onerous, and no one can assert that it is 

Mr. LAWLER. It has been this session. 

Mr. PAYSON. Oh, no; it has not been. 

Mr. LAWLER. Yes, it has. 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not want any one to tell me that the duties of 
these gentlemen who sit about these doors opening and shutting them 
as members and visitors enter or leave, or that the duties of these boys 
engaged here as pages, are onerous. It is all wind; it is all stuff. 
[Laughter.] If that is not parliamentary, I withdraw the expression. 
| Laughter. ] 

It does not seem so tome. It is not what I called work when I was 
engaged in making a living by the sweat of my brow and the labor of 
my arms. Ido not regard the work here as laborious. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. How long ago was that? 

Mr. PAYSON. Up to when I was twenty-one years of age. 

But the point I wish to make, and I am not to be diverted from it 
by pleasantries, is this: Why should we change existing law as to these 
salaries, which are said to be sufficient for the duties performed and for 
the labor, which is not laboriousor excessive? No gentleman can give 
any reason except that in past years it has been done in some instances. 
It is a bad precedent and ought not to be followed, and particularly on 
the meager information we have of how much will be required to carry 
out the provisions of the joint resolution if it becomes a law. 

I hope it will be voted down. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I have always had great admiration 
for gentlemen who seem to be loud in announcing their efforts to save 
the country and to save the Treasury by economizing on the pay of 
clerks and pages—that is, by saving at some little spigot while they 
let it run out at the bung. [Laughter. ] 

I have no interest politically in this joint resolution. There is not 
a beneficiary in the House under it I have an interestin. I believe 
they are all on the other side of the House in politics. I have not in- 
troduced the resolution because my constituents would look on it in 
one way or the other, because I had anything for home consumption in 
my district, or because I hoped to get votes by doing it or not doing it. 
But, sir, I have done it because it is a just and proper thing to do. 

Mr. LAWLER. And you are right, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman from Illinois has iterated and re- 
iterated and reiterated over and over again one single point which he 
attempts to make before this House, and that is that these clerks, that 
these employés, who are to be the beneficiaries under the resolution, 
knew when they accepted their places what their salaries were to be. 
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I said when up before, Mr. Speaker, that ever since I have been here, 
and for a good many years before, such a resolution has been passed 
except at the last Congress, and it has been done so many times it has 
become a custom, and a custom for so longa time it has almost become 
alaw. And these employés, when they accepted their places, had as 
much right to believe the custom which has existed so long would be 
carried out in their cases as that their fees as established by law would 
be paid to them. So far as that is concerned, therefore, the gentle- 
man’s point goes to the wall. As hesaid, there is nothing but wind in 
| it. [Laughter.] But I will retract that expression, as the gentleman 
| said he would if it were unparliamentary. But, sir, there is nothing 
| in it at all. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it has been done by past Congresses, because it 
was believed by them to be jast and proper, until it has become a prec- 
edent established by long usage, and I repeat that these employés had 
the right to expect under that precedent which was established’ they 
would have the same allowance made to them as was made to those 
who have preceded them. 

My friend talks of how cheaply these places might all be filled by 
somebody up in his district. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have not said that at all. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. He said for how little we could get others to 
come here to take these places and receive the pay established by law. 
You can not fix any man’s salary on that theory or on that principle. 
i can find many gentlemen in this country who would be glad to serve 
as President of the United States without charging one dollar in the 
way of salary. They would like the honor of it. Shall we therefore 
say, because of that fact, the President of the United States shall serve 
without pay? Shall we say that, because some one would be glad to 
serve simply because of the honor of the office and charge nothing for 
salary? I have no doubt my friend has some one in his own district 
who would be glad to come down here and fill his place on this floor 
without charging $5,000 a year or any mileage at all. 

But shall we on this account abolish the pay of members of Con- 
gress? ‘The gentleman would reduce the whole Government service 
to this point, that no man should fill a Government office unless he 
had wealth enough to enable him to fill it without charging any sal- 
ary at all. The question is what is just, what is right in regard to 
these men. 

I have further to say this: The gentleman talks about what a mem- 
ber dares to do and what he does not dare to do. I can say truthfully 
that I have never yet given a vote in this House under fear of what 
penalty might be inflicted upon me by my constituency or by anybody 
else. 

I am satisfied to vote here in this House for what I believe to be 
right, sensible, and just, and then submit to my constituents and take 
the results. 

I now move the previous question on the adoption of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Pending that, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON). Pending the mo- 
tion to adjourn, the Chair desires to lay before the House certain re- 
quests of members. 

3y unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. STONE, of Ken- 
tucky, to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
papers in the case of Logan N. Dishman. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. WICK- 
HAM indefinitely, on account of important business, 


YANKTON AND MISSOURI RIVER RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, pending the motion to adjourn, I ask 
unanimous consent to make a report from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will withdraw the motion for 
that purpose. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Iam instructed by the Committee on Indian A ffairs 
to report back the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7547) 
granting the right of way to the Yankton and Missouri River Railway 
Company through the Yankton reservation in Dakota, and to ask unani- 
mous consent to non-concur in the Senate amendments, and agree to the 
conference asked thereon. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and ona division there were—ayes 38, 
noes 27. 

Mr. LAWLER. Let us have tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 56 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


SS sts 


an ancora 


aA ee 





ai 
ek 


Be 


ee 





ee 








Also, a bill (H. R. 11543) for tl f William T. Hopkins—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 11544) for the relief of the Standard 
Under-ground Cable Company, of Pittsburgh, Pa.—to 1 Cor ‘ 
on Appropriations 

By Mr. McSHANE: A bill (H. R. 11545) granting a pension to 
James M. Simeral—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R, 1154 for the reliet of the St 
Louis and Mississippi Transportation Company—to the Committee on 


Claims. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule. and referred as follows 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Henry T. 

County, Maryland, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORAN: Petition of Local Assembly No. 9353, 
Labor, of Cleveland, Ohio, to protect free labor from convict labor—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

] vy Mr. LANDES: Petition of Eunice J. 
for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Oftice and Post- 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of Elizabeth Hoffacker, mother of William 
Hoffacker, for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ry Mr. WARNER: Petition of the St. Louis and Mississippi Valley 


Transportation Company, for relief—to the Committee on Claims, 


Deaver, of Frederick 


Knights of 






Smith, of West Salem, I] 
'> 
toads, 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, October 3, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS MEMORIALS. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of J. Nelson Trask, of Massachu- 
setts, praying for the total repeal of all naturalization laws; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of 11,088 citizens of Massachusetts, pray- 
ing for an amendment to the Constitution of the United States wh‘ch 
will prohibit the appropriation of public funds for the support of sec- 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and 


AND 


tarian schools; 
Labor. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 

H. Res. 181) accepting the invitation 

of the Imperial German Government to the Government of the United 
States to become a party to the International Geodetic Association, : 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1959) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
issue to the governor of the Territory of Montana military stores for 
the the regularly enlisted, organized, and uniformed act 
militia, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
thereon. 


He also 


> 


was referred the joint resolution 


use ol 


report 


from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
36) authorizing the Secretary of War to issue to the governor of 
the Territory of Montana military stores for the use of the regularly 
enlisted, organized, and uniformed active militia, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10023) to authorize the Cairo and Tennessee River 
Railroad Company to construct bridges across the Tennessee and Cum 
berland Rivers, reported it with an amendment. 

lie also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally withoutamendment, and sub 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5403) granting a pension to Emma F. Read; 

A bill (H. RK. 4649) granting a pension to Daniel Tanner; 

A bill (H. Rt. 10109) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Leach; 

A bill (H. R. 7928) granting a pension to Samuel M. Reese: 

A bill (H. Rt. 10769) granting a pension to John M. Krunk; and 

A bill (H. R. 8735) granting a pension to Mary A. McCool. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, t 
whom was referred the bill (H. RK. 5349) for the relief of James Trabue 
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materials at a higher rate than on the finished article, and many other 
incongruities and uncertainties necessarily involved in the framing of 
the bill owing to the manner in which it was framed, however honest 
may have been the intention. These will all be pointed out fully in 
the report of the committee. 

The Republican member 
essary to provide for an entire revision of the revenue law. They 
therefore, as a foundation for that, took the testimony of a great num- 
ber of witnesses. Over 2,000 printed pages of testimony in the form 
of statements or representations or petitions will be laid before the 
Senate to guide their action, to inform them upon the various interests 
involved in this proposed tariff law. Among this information are sonie 
very able and instructive treatises, I may say, upon different branches 
of the subject-matter. 

The bill is thus reported after this examination. If there are defects 
in the bili they will no doubt be pointed out. As I shall show here- 
after, in my judgment there will be but few defects except differences 
of honest opinion in regard to what duties ought to be levied upon dif- 
fers 9 articles; but so far as the frame-work of the bill is concerned it 
will be found to be a very perfect bill. 

The general merits of this bill as compared with the Mills bill, I 
shall not gointo in detail. I will briefly state that the bill contains all 
there is left and all that is needed of laws regulating the rates of duty 
and providing machinery for the collection of both internal and ex- 
ternal taxes. Although in a much less mass than one would suppose, 
it isa substantial compendium of every provision of law made neces- 
sary for the collection of either internal-revenue or customs duties, so 
that it is practically the revenue laws of the United States. It is the 
only one that I know of that has ever been made, for it not only con- 
tains the rates of duty, but the manner in which the duties shall be 
collected. 

With this mea 
himself of every provision of law which 
the United States derived from these sources, exclusive of the public- 
land laws 

Not only that, but this bill for the first time provides safeguards 
against frauds and undervaluations, remedies for which have been 
sought by committees of the Senate and of the House without respect 
to party These have been formulated by a committee composed of 
members of both parties into a bill early re ported to the Senate, which 
passed the Senate without a division, receiving every vote of the Sen- 
ate, a bill framed, as I say, by a committee of both parties, who went 
to New York and examined there the machinery and method of col- 
lections, and that has become a part of this codification. 

In my judgment that alone and the legislative provisions thus re- 
ported will do more te secure a fair and just collection of customs than 


sure a custom-house officer or any citizen may inform 


affects the public revenue of 
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y other provisions in this bill, or in any bill that has preceded it. It 
wn cle rly to the committee that extent of 1 ndervaluations 


) 
t, im many cases, to 30, 40, and 50 per cent. ; tha it it was habitual 








ersal, especially in the larger ports; that custom-house oaths 
irded without juestion or in juiry, : and | tha rangements 
yn binations were made by which goods were introduced into this 
ntry at an undervaluation through commission merchants and by 
t proj 1] has been f n the 
) nn I f ) 
a t .¢ » OO t te it? e cl ) 
few items, ¢ thers 1 abou 
[ ! g : sthe re ( fa yu 000 
i eis an entire repeal « 1 on I ll l leaving 
1 duty on « to rtain ext I I red n of duties 
? 000 I re is a rr l t l 1 alcoho! 1 in 
irts, wl i further est Lt : the re $7,000,000 
I tb ve I ch whether v 1 7 ent ! i I 
ily occur in pretending to in t i 
lrink purposes. I have n i I W 
pre ions Of iaw that can made upon t > 
che scheme 18 a just O1 igi d ) hat ou > b ) 
( ilcohol used Ol lary met 1d for! l ury 
Whe it is used, sometimes as a lubricator and sometimes as asi 
times for one purpose and sometimes for another, no one quest 
he pr are Ph: ling the tax if it can be « l it Id 
y much whether it can be done. 
Chere is also an addition to the free-list of articles h tol 1 
to duty which will reduce the revenue $6,428,000; and there are chan 
c tes of duty, the reductien of duties on other articles, reducing 
the revenue $8,100,000, making the total of $73,668,000 
his is a positive, certain reduction of taxation. The objection to 
the Mills b - is that no man can say with any cert ainty that it is a re- 
duction, except so far as that bill adds articles to the free-list. Eve ry 


effort here tofore since the close of the war to reduce taxes by reducing 
duties on imported goods has resulted in an increase of the revenue 
unless the repeal of the duty made the article duty free In my judg- 
ment, the Mills bill, the main object of which as set out is to reduce 
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the revenue, will in some portions of it, at least in those portions which 





| reduce the duty on imported goods, rather increase the revenues than 


otherwise. 
Che substitute bill contains another novel device. and I give the com- 
ittee great credit for it. It groups all the articles subject to duties 
on imported goods into fifteen different schedules, properly headed, as 


| the iron or metal schedule, cotton manufactures, and woolen manu- 


s, the majority of the committee, felt it nec- | 
| arate and distinct. 


There are fifteen different schedules, each of which is sep- 
Besides that, it divides the whole into seven hun- 


factures. 


| dred and ninety-five paragraphs, each paragraph relating to a single 





article, thus dissipating the idea which is so common in ‘this country 
that the tariff affeets three thousand or four thousand articles, because 
seven hundred and ninety-five paragraphs describe every article, not 
only on the dutiable list, but on the free-list as well, and they are 
grouped in paragraphs so that they can be referred to, and one can be 
repealed or modified without changing others. Hitherto the trouble 
in changing our revenue laws was that any modification made might 
affect a great many different subjects-matter not intended by the 
framers of the law. This classification and division will avoid that 
difficulty. 

This bill also enlarges, as I said a moment ago, the free-list by add- 
ing certain articles to the free-list, but unlike the Mills bill it only adds 
those articles which can not be produced in this country, to which ou 
country by reason of climate or otherwise is not adapted. All such 
articles, therefore, without exception, on the dutiable-list, except some 
articles of extreme luxury that can not with ordinary care and skill be 
produced in this country, have been placed on the free-list. 

The Mills bill, as it is called, or the House bill, went upon a differ- 
ent principle. It did not regard the principle that is acted upon by 
the committee of the Senate, but put on the free-list some of the most 
important articles which come directly into competition with the most 
valuable American productions. For instance, the Mills bill put wool 
upon the free-list, so that the wool from all the countries of the world, 
from the uncivilized plains, I may say, from new countries occupied by 
savage tribes, the wool grown on native or wildsheep, would be brought 
into competition with our own people, and thus endanger, as I think, 
the most important industry of mankind, the one necessary to provide 
varm clothing for the people. 

The Mills bill did select a multitude of articles that can be and ought 
to be produced in this country and placed them on the free-list, thus 
compelling our people to a sharp and hard competition with all classes 
of labor and with all classes of people in foreign countries. But this 


bill puts nothing on the free-list except it isan article that can not be 
produced here, and it puts on the free-list every article that can not 
be produced here by ordinary means and facilities. 

Not only that, but this bill is impartial in its dealing with sections. 
There is no discrimination, and I challenge gentlemen to show any dis- 
crimination in rates of duty on account of the sectional locality of the 
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those of the finer grades, where the great 


manufactured in this country. 
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ht increase of duty on two or three grades of these coor 











in order to induce our people to en in the finer manufactur 
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requived an absolute revision of the ts 
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Senator, which have been adopted not only th yuntry 

< tries, in n y cases steel is cheay Tl l 

( necessary to entirely revolutionize the whole metal schedul 

a ven rule iron and slk el would have about the same value . 2 





they are classified together instead of being classified at different an 


distinct rates. It was the necessity of making this classification th 





was one of the strongest arguments in favor of the passage of any 
reducing the tariff. This has been done, and I think it has been don: 
satisfactorily even to both sides of the Chamber. I think if Senat 
will examine the iron schedule they will see that it has been don 
justly and fairly, in some cases reducing the duty, in a very few « 


increasing it, and classifying it in such a way that I believe it will 
tisfactory to the people of the country without respect to party. 
pl 


rhere is also a slight increase on wool, and there has been some p1 
vision made to prevent frauds in the importation of wools, frauds t! 


are confessed on all hands. Under one pretense or another yarns, nm 
waste, worsteds, ete., were classified at a different rate from w 


: 

These were admitted to be evasions of the intent of the law 
inequality and injustice. 

rhere was another r 
plete revision of the ta 
made during the present Administration, since the passage of the 
of 1883, and probably grew out of the uncertain language of that 
but still they had to be corrected. 
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it. I saw that great care had been taken, but, as a matter of course, | 


sugvestions arose and were always fairly considered, and they ought to 
be here when they are made in the Senate. 

if this bill could be considered without respect to the election and 
its influence on party politics, I have no doubt it would, with very slight 


changes, be made the basis of a permanent system of revenue, changed | 


only from time to time as the value of articles changed, and would then 
become something in the nature of a permanent system of revenue. 
‘The issue now is fairly made before the people of the United States. 


{do not wish to engage inthatnow. I thought it was necessary for me | 
to make these statements in regard to this bill. The issue is to be tried | 


by the people, a plain, fair, square issue between a tariff for revenue 
only and a tariff for revenue and protection. It is a question whether 
the articles necessary for human life in our country shall be made by 
American labor or by foreign labor, whether the wages of American 
laborers should depend upon the wages of European laborers or should 


depend upon the American policy of protecting all forms of labor and | 


production. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BLODGETT introduced a bill (S. 3607) for the relief of Harry §, 
Kellogg; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3608) for the relief of Mary E. Johnson; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pens ions. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3610) to provide for the issu- 
ance of coin certificates to circulate as money; which was read twi_e 
hy its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SAWYER (by request) introduced a bill (8S. 3611) granting a 
prnsion to Anna W. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 11107) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
across the Poteau River, in the Choctaw Nation, near FortSmith, Ark. ;’’ 
aud 

A bill (H. R. 11338) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Coosa River at Gadsden, in the State of Alabama. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the following bill and joint resolution: 

A bill (H. R. 10633) for the relief of John B. Read; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 101) providing for the printing of decis- 
ions of the Department of the Interior regarding public lands and pen 
sions for sale. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
S. 3390) to create the Lincoln land district in the Territory of New 
Mexico. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 122) granting a pension to Samuel Lane; 
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A bill (8. 249) to prevent the manufacture orsale of adulterated food | 


or drugs - the District of Columbia; 

A bill (8. 317) for the relief of William A. Bevens; 

A bill ‘s. 544) to authorize the construction of a highway bridge 
across that part of the waters of Lake Champlain which separates the 
islands of North Hero and South Hero, in the county of Grand Isle, in 
the State of Vermont; 

A bill (S. 602) for the relief of James Millinger; 

A bill (S. 654) granting a pension to Caroline Motz; 

A bill (S. 1766) granting a pension to Stephen Butler; 

A bill (S. 2321) granting a pension to John V. Hennessey; 

A bill (S. 2519) to make enlisted men of the Signal Corps responsi- 
ble for public property; 

A bill (S. 2563) to compensate Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer for important 
services rendered the military authorities in 1864 at Deer Creek Sta- 
tion, Wyoming; 

A bill (S. 2606) granting a pension to John B. Timberman; 

A bill (S. 2613) to amend an act approved June 15, 1882, changing 
the boundaries of the fourth collection district of Virginia; 

A bill (S. 3098) concerning the settlement of the boundary lines be- 
tween Connecticut and Rhode Island; 

A bill (S. 3168) regulating admissions to the Institution of the Asso- 
ciation for Works of Mercy in certain cases, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 3208) granting a pension to William S. Bradshaw; 
bill (S. 3306) granting a pension to Mary K. Richards; 
bill (H. R. 200) granting a pension to Walter O. Watson; 
bill (H. R. 201) granting a pension to Edward Waters; 
bill (H. R. 508) granting a pension to Sarah F. Hawkins; 
bill (H. R. 968) granting a pension to H. 8. Sayre; 
bill CH. R. 1085) granting a pension to Thomas Rains; 
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A bill (H. R. 2073) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Will- 
borg; 

A bill (H. R. 2120) granting a pension to Elizabeth Evans; 

A bill (H. R. 2139) granting a pension to George khody; 

A bill (H. R. 2471) granting a pension to Anna M. Noyes; 

A bill (H. R. 2472) granting a pension to Lydia A. Eaton; 

A bill (H. R. 2474) granting a pension to Joseph Lincoln Young; 

A bill (H. R. 2566) for the relief of Phillip Kopplin; 

A bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Johanna Geyer, widow of 
Gustav W. Geyer; 

A bill (H. R. 2716) granting a pension to J. W. Leight; 

A bill (H. R. 2788) granting a pension to Lieut. George T. Russell; 

A bill (H. R. 3152) for the relief of Arlington M. Harrington; 

A bill (H. R. 3504) for the relief of John German; 

A bill (H. R. 3801) granting a pension to Nelson J. Crook; 

A bill (H. R. 3908) increasing the pension of Jesse L. Garrett 

A bill (H. R. 4038) granting a pension to Victoria, Gertrude, Marga- 
ret, and Helen, minor children of Lieut. George R. McGuire; 

A bill (H. R. 4039) granting a pension to Mary A. Pfeiffer; 

A bill (H. R. 4102) granting a pension to Mary A. Car; 

A bill (H., R. 4820) granting a pension to Edwin Keliy; 

A bill (H. R. 5174) granting a pension to Statira Young; 

A bill (H. R. 5193) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Franklin; 

A bill (H. R. 5740) granting a pension to Anson Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 6022) granting a pension to Smith Bodkins; 

A bill (H. R. 6201) granting a pension to John Robeson; 

A bill (H. R. 6309) for the relief of Mary A. Covey; 

A bill (H. R. 6409) for the relief of Perry R. Nye; 

A bill (H. R. 7185) granting a pension to Samuel Neikirk; 

A bill (H. R. 7457) granting a pension to Eleanor D. Heath; 

A bili (H. R. 7485) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan V. Wilcox; 

A bill (H. R. 7657) granting a pension to Mary Woodworth, widow 
of Ebenezer F. Woodworth; 

A bill (H. R. 7912) for the relief of Frances P. Vernon; 

A bill (H. R. 8200) granting a pension to Lydia Ann Wilber; 

A bill (H. R. 8553) granting a pension to Arabella Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 8748) to increase the pension of Richard Jobes; 

A bill (H. R. 8993) for the relief of Shadrack W. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 9106) granting a pension to Peter Liner; 

A bill (H. R. 9148) to grant a pension to Jane Robinson; 

A bill (H. R. 9169) granting a pension to Tempy M. Johnston; 

A bill (H. R. 9182) granting a pension to Ransom Riley; 

A bill (H. R. 9341) granting a pension to Duicena Noel; 

A bill (H. R. 9358) to increase the pension of Rosalie O’Sullivan; 

A bill (H. R. 9370) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Bates; 

A bill (H. R. 9371) granting a pension to Betsey Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 9719) for the relief of Thomas Shackeliord; 

A bill (H. R. 9862) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Bair; 

A bill (H. R. 9935) to increase the pension of Isaac Hurd; 

A bill (H. R. 9975) granting a pension to Joseph Welsh; 

A bill (H. R. 10007) for the relief of Henry Rose; 

A bill (H. R. 10017) granting a pension to Samuel Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 10103) granting a pension to William Fairbanks; 

A bill (H. R. 10106) to place the name of Matilda Spangler on the 
pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 10112) granting to the Daluth and Winnipeg Railway 
Company the right of way through the Fond du Lac Indian reserva- 
tion, in the State of Minnesota; 

A bill (H. R. 10121) granting a pension to Sarah A. Mason; 

A bill (H. R. 10122) granting a pension to Margaret Quinton; 

A bill (H. R. 10159) granting a pension to Jenny Buell; 

A bill (H. R. 10171) granting a pension to Rachel Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. 10173) granting a pension to Catharine Mulligan; 

A bill (H. R. 10210) to inerease the pension of Philip Thomas; 

A bill (H. Rk. 10124) granting a pension to Elias H. Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 10241) increasing the pension of Richard Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 10245) granting an increase of pension to Hannibal 
Kimball; 

A bill (H. R. 10256) to place the name of Lucy Wagor on the pen- 
sion-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. 10258) to place the name of Cyrus Millins on the pen- 
sion-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. 10274) granting a pension to Joseph W. Filler; 

A bill (H. R. 10342) granting a pension to John Dauper; 

A bill (H. R. 10504) granting a pension to Mary Hooper; 

A bilk (H. R. 10563) grantinga pension to William S. Latham; 

A bill (H. R. 10629) granting a pension to Washington Ryan; 

A bill (H. R. 10661) granting a pension to Mrs. Sophia Vogelsang; 

A bill (H. R. 10672) granting a pension to Mighill H. Patten; 

A bill (H. R. 10687) granting a pension to Charles Junot; 

A bill (H. R. 10705) granting a pension to Mary O. L. Tanner; 

A bill (H. R. 10708) granting a pension to Jane E. Knoble; 

A bill (H. R. 10738) to increase the pension of George C. Quick; 

A bill (H. R. 10824) granting a pension to Mary A. Van Buskirk; 

A bill (H. R. 10827) for the relief of Catharine Teegardin; 
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Che Secretary read a low 

Resolved by the Senate the Un tates (the Hea Rep: esentatir 
ring), That there be printed, for the use of Congress, I badditional copies of 
the work known as “ Progress of Industrial wl i i) shall be for 
use of the Senate and 6,500 for the House of enta es 





By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move toamend the resolution by strikin 
the word ‘‘ Progress’’ and inserting ‘ 
title of the work. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


*Growtn that being the correct 





MAP OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 104) to print addi 
tional copies of the United States map of the edition of 18-7, prepared 
by the Commissioner of Public Lands, to report it without amendment 
and ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution. It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Interior to 
cause to be printed 7,500 copies of the United States map prepared by 
the General Land Office of the edition of 1887, at a rate not exceeding 
$1 each; 2,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 4,00U 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 5U0 copies for 
the use of the Commissioner of the General Land Office; and 1,000 conies 
printed and mounted, to be sold under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior, at $1.25 each. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 








COMMITTEE ON ADDITIONAL LIBRARY ACCOMMODATIONS. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on Additional Accommodations for th« 
Library of Congress be, and it is hereby, authorized to sit during t e ec 
recess of Congress, and any necessary expenses shall be paid out of the con! 
gent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers to be approved by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate 


pi 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resoluti:n will be referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of th 
Senate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That, I think, has not been the usage hereto 
fore. Ido not know what the necessity may be, but I prefer that the 
committee have power to sit during the recess, however short it may 
be under the present circumstances. Heretofore resolutions of th 
character have been acted upon without reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would state to the Sena 
tor from Indiana that the rule required expressly that all resolution 
imposing : charge upon the contingent funds of the Senate must be 1 
ferred to that committee for action. 

DR. JOHN B. READ. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to enter a motion to reconsider the vote 
of the Senate taken day before yesterday—so that I am exactly in 
time—by which it passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 106 ‘ 
the relief of Dr. John B. Read, and I make a motion at the same t 
that the House of Representatives be requested to return the bill to 
the Senate. I think we have been acting under a misapprehensior 
about that bili. We ought to look at it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The n 
tion to reconsider the bill will be entered and the order requesting th 
return of the bill from the House of Representatives will be made, if 
there be no objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered 





ELECTORAL MESSENGERS. 
Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3609) supplementary to the act ap- 


» ~ 


proved February 3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to fix the day for the meet- 
ing of the electors of President and Vice-i’resident, and to provide f 
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requested the concurrence of the Senate 















































bers of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, t ntrodu 
the bill and have it put upon the Calendar and printed without being 
erred, and have it examined by the individual members of 
ttee and by individual Senator f an n t i 
o it after it has been p ed an ned, it will be of course a 
upie matter to have it referred to and considered by the com tt 
» objection shall be found to it, I i] the course of a 3 
a week, perhaps, call it up for passage. I move that the bill be 
I ed and placed on the Calendar without referen 
the PRESIDING OFFICER It will be so ordered if the no 
n The Chair hears none 
MESSAGE FROM TI 
4 message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.CLA its ( 
announced that the House had passe 1 the following bills; in i Lit 








A bill (H. R. 6782 Ballard 
A bill (H. R. 8557 vid Bell; and 
A bill (H. R. 10098 Richard H. Parham, ad- 





nistrator of George Robert S. McbD« i to 
e Court of Claims. 
Che message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
857 granting the right of way Pensacola and Memphis 
Railroad Company over and through the public lands of the United 
States in the states of Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, and Tennessee 
nd granting the right of way to said railroad company over and thi 
| 
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ited States naval and military reservations near Pensacola, in 
he State of Florida, with an amendment, in which it requested the 
oncurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House 
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imendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 754 
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way to the Yankton and Missouri River Railway through the 
I vation in Dakota, agreed to the conferen 
ite m the disagree ing votes ol the two House thereo!r D lad 
inted Mr. PEEL, Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi, and Mr. NELSON managers 
it the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the H to the fo ving 
the Senate 

\ bill > { ; di the re Cl ol t > c » t ? I t 
United States steamer Tallapoosa; and 

\ bill (S. 2742) to incorporate tl i Ka ( n 
the D of Colu Dl : 

POLITICAL REMOVALS FROM ARMOI ) ARSENALS 

The PRESIDENT ; tem é The Chair la ‘ t ! : 
resoiution coming over irom a previous da Ww i L be st 1 bY 
the Secretary. ; 

The SECRETARY. A resolution in relation to political ren ils from 
armories and arsenals, 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore Che Chair calis the attent 1 ott 
Senator from Maine | Mr. HALE] to the resolution that been 
stated by the Secretary 

Mr. HALE rhe Senator from Missouri desired that the resolution 
should vo over. 

The PRESIDENT prot npore. Shall it yw b idered or go ove! 
intil to-morrow 

Mr. HALE, He esked that it go over on the day it was offered I 
lo not know whether the Ser itor desire to make anv rema on the 
resolution 

Mr. COCK RELI I under t good f i | iD- 

t {r. ¢ I va j is t ks 
upon tl resolution d I def ! ( ‘ 

I er the 
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ed v1 ents; but tl enator from Mi y our management of J ana during the next fort t On what I 
; : : sha ry Mair 1 September 
to an appeal from me said, ‘‘ If there i ‘o- see tended ta tec - oi 
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Hon. Ne Aldrich, Hon. Frank J ck, A re M. BR on, Hon, wave I . 1.000 ‘ 
\ ickKinley, jr., Hon. George R. Davis, Hi ratio G. Fisher, Hon. Hor- | $5,000 more to Senator Bila who was in ~ 
e l. Pare, H W.H. ¢ *, Hon. Thomas Ryan, Hon. William D. Wash- | * * ‘ * % 
l fi L.C.1 c, ion ’. Van Horn, Hon. Orlando Hubbs. | Y y trul 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE ; L. P. MORTON, 
I? ry . . 22TONAT OM. 1a@Q9 j : ; . 1 . 1 - at 
. BLICAN ¢ — cAL, VOMMITTER, 2005, _ I 3a very familiar name—Levyi P. Morton, the nominee of t 
est, Washington, D. C., May 15, 1882 ; ae Rea: ; ee 
; : sia : ,,.. | Republican party for Vice-President of the United States in the con- 
cae eee eee tr nests OF the “e- | test of 1888. This is a very affectionate letter to ‘‘ Dear Mr. Dorsey,”’ 
1 , ‘ the Congressional districts of the Union. In order | test ol ° his 18 a very allectionate letter to Vear Mr, Dorsey, 
t print leir able documents illustrating the issues | ex- Senator Dorsey of somewhat ‘‘star-route notoriety. his was 
: : ‘ ' n party fro 70 rs may meetall proper | tee er . 1 . 
: h the Republican party from any other, and may meet all proj | a very liberal contribution, and the name of some gentleman, Mr. 
r - lent to the camp n, the committee feels authorized to apply to : : hie ] : . 
princely © interests are involved in the struggle. Under | New, seems to be brought into this letter. I believe he was anothe1 
{ circumstances in which the country finds itself placed, the committee be- | distinguished citizen of Indiana, and he must have money for Indiana 
| ‘ i 1 té T i> t} ‘ ri leg »s ‘ } e1re r a . Phan , 7 'r - al 
, that you will esteem it both a privilege and a pleasure to make to itsfund | and Dorsey had laid out the plan of operations. Here I will read a 
t itien which, it is hoped, may not be less than $—. The committce is ; — oe . ; at hi. Wh 
orized to state that such voluntary contribution from persons employedin | letter from the private secretary of Mr. Morton 
the service of the United States will not be objected to in any oflicial quarter, | i880—Nerw YORK STATE COMMITTER, 
I labo f the cor will affect the result of the Preside: lection REPUBLICAN CAMPAIGN, STATE OF New YorK 
i {, as well as the Congressional struggle; and it may therefore bly (Fifth Avenue Hotel), 
to have the sympathy and assistance of all who look with dread New York, September 30, 1830, 
With dread !’’ Dear Srr: Mr. Morton desires me to inform you that he arrived this morning 
; and has had conferences with Senator ALLIson, Mr. Hubbell, and other 
the norsibil of thet ration of t} lemox ie party ea olor | #2 3 ; oe 
; . . ‘ uty of rem ion of the Democratic party to the control He does not see any prospect for securing any money in time for your use from 
phage aap reget me Mr. Gould— 
Vicase make prompt and favorable response to this letter by bank check or ae. nae : . 
draft, or postal money-order, payable to the order of Jay A. Hubbell, acting That is rather a familiar name. 
j , I 3 
treasurer, post-office lock-box 589, Washington, D. ¢ | Mr. EDMUNDS. Very, just now 
By order of the committee. =e. anaes . he 7 
, D. B. HENDERSON, Secreta Mr. COCKRELL. Jay Gould. 
r 1 , ‘es To} Mr. ALLISON. What is the Senator quoting from now 
Mr. President, we find that there was a session of the Cabinet of ge eee : ; Senator quoting fre Lo ge 
Preside hur on the 25t} Tuly. 1882: Mr. COCKRELL. I am quoting from a letter of Mr. W. F. Ped- 
esident Arthur on the Zoth of Jwy, e: toss : : na 
drick, private secretary to one Levi P. Morton. 
The session of the Cabinet of July 25 wasan unusuallylongone. Allthemem- | ¢ 
l re present except Secretary of War Lincoln, and the question of parti- | He does not see any prospect for securing any money in time for your u 
s ibutions was pretty thoroughly canvassed. President Arthur gave his | from Mr. Gould, but as he has a telegram from Senator CAMERON : ut 
j ti the matter. He said, in effect his father goes to Philadelphia to-day, and that he goes to Pittsburg! if 
No person in any one ofthe Executive Departments declining to contribute | Mr. Morton feels confident that we shall beable to certainly send you altogether 





ahall, on that account, be subjected to discharge or criticism, and no attempt to | $100,000 (including the $10,000 he sent from Cleveland), and he hopes to increase 
£ I 4S I 


injure him, on this ground, will be countenanced or tolerated.’’ These conclu- | this amount. 

sions are in accordance with the views expressed by him in his letter of accept Very truly, yours, 

ance of July 15, 1880, in which he says: “I will add that by the acceptance of | W. F. PEDDRICK, 
publie office, whether high or low, one does not, in my judgment, escape any of Private Secretary. 
his responsibilities as a citizen, or lose or impair any of his rights as a citizen P. S.—Mr. Morton was assured by Mr. Bosler that he would collect and send 





d that he should enjoy absolute liberty to think and speak and act in political | jim $20,000 or $25,000, in which expectation Mr. Bosler has been disappointed. 
matters according to his own will and conscience, provided only that he hon- | W.F P.P.SB 
orably and faithfully discharge all his official duties.”’ , 
General James A. Garfield is often quoted by the so-called civil-service reform- | 

‘ s opposed to or reprobating —- coneeneens for partisan purposes Here is a letter from General Garfield to ‘‘ my dear Dorsey:’ 
gi juotation is a characteristic fraud of the bogus reformer. To arbitrary ot ng : 

> a ( > “tol * yy - 

pulsory assessments General Garfield was no doubt opposed, asare Jay A MENTOR, Ox10, October 14, 1880 

H ell and D. B. Henderson—as indeed are all Republicans. But the general [his was after the State election in October, 1880, in Indiana— 
was too sensible a man, too exp rienced, prac tical, and just, to oppose or repro- 


Please address care Morton, Bliss & Co., 25 Nassau street, New York, 





Mentor, Onto, October 14, 1880, 











MrnTor, On10, August 23, 1830 


ceeded my expectations. I especially congratulate you on your mast ul man 
.wement of the campaign and the thoroughness with which you have watched 
the details and incidents of the fight. Let me counsel you now to take some 


} voluntary contributions, or requests from responsible organs of the party 

f contributions, in support of the cause he himself so ably sustained. Were My Dear Dorsey: I have waited till the dispatches leave me no longerin doubt 
there any doubt in the matter t f ing letter from General Garfield during | of the result in Indiana. I have firmly believed in the effectiveness of our or- 
the te President election, when he was himself a candidate, would authori- nization and work in that State, and have expected good results, but the crush- 
tatively settle it | ing defeat that has been inflicted upon the Democracy at all points has far ex- 


My Drar Hvuerrews..: Yours of the 19th instant is received. Please sa; 







jrady ,xope he will give us all the assistance possible I think he ean h . ; . ; 
: “se ap Please te)] me } : the Departme at are generally a. i = much needed rest and save yourself for the final struggle soon to comeon. We 
ive \ ii as Ci iM at PALS "s é rat . . . - . 
; 4 + = 7 ™ shall need all our powers during the last two weeks of the contest, but just now 
‘ t is, 


go to bed and sleep two or three days and when you are sufficiently rested come 
here and make me a visit, or, better still,come here and sleep. Swaim joinsme 
in kindest regards. 

Very truly, yours, 


“J. A. GARFIELD 


Commitice, Washington, D. C." 


J. A. GARFIELD. 
Ion. S. W. Dorsry, 


Lrady was Assistant Postmaster-General, from Muncie, Ind., a con- : 
Indianapolis, Ind. 


stituent of the distinguished Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHess] 
ig near mé This refers back to the contest of 1880. Here is Mewxror, Ouro, January 28, 1881, 
another letter from General Garfield at that time, addressed to Gen- My Dear Dorsry: Yours of the 15th came while I was away. Believe me, I 
eral Arthur, the nominee for Vice-President: am glad ‘clear down in my boots” at the fitting and merited compliment you 
MENTOR, O1 { st 30, 1880. are to receive, and were it not simply impossible we would be there. The dis- 
MENTOR, OITO, August 30, 1850. appointment was as great at this end of the line as that when the general had 
DEAR GENERAL: It is clear to me that we are now at the mostcritical point of | to say ‘“‘no.”’ I am still hanging in the Senate,as you see. When that is over I 
the campsign, and the vietery will be made certainly possible or seriously im- | will run on East and havea chat with you. What a mess our people made in 
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Mr. TELLER. I think not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Was liberal and not partisan in the administra- 
tion of his offic He succeeded shortly—I believe there was one 
incumbent between theni—Carl Schurz, and probably a more liberal 
rule existed in the Interior Department than in any other. Now, | 
say frankly that I know the widows of Confederate soldiers were ap- 
pointed in several instances; there is no doubt about that; but the 
question was, upon whose indorsement were they appointed? Was 
it not npon General Mosby’s? Was it not upon General Longstreet's? 
Was it not upon General Wickham’s? Wasit not upon Mr. Orr's 
And was it not upon the recommendation of Republican ex-Cuntederates 
who solicited these appointments, and were they not practically Ke 
publican appointments just as much as if they had been made upon 
the solicitation of a Republican who had been in the Union Army? 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator desires that I should answer him I 
would like to do so at once. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Go on. 

Mr. TELLER. I would like to say that none of the distinguished | 
gentlemen the Senator has spoken of ever recommended anybody to ime. 

Mr. COCKKELL. I believe they had all been turnished with posi- 
tions elsewhere at the time the Senator was Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. TELLER, I do not remember that any ex-Contederate who 
was a Republican ever recommended anybody to me, although that 
very likely may have been true. I do remember that many ex-Con- 
federates and Democrats were recommended to me on the score of hu- 
manity, not of politics, and that such appeals always found a ready re- 
sponse. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No question about that. I am not doubting 
that. I give the Senator credit for what he did. 

Mr. TELLER, I will say, without naming the Senator, that one 
Senator, not the Senator from Missouri, but another member of this | 
body, put in while I was there at least a dozen people whose politics 
I never asked about, except to say, jokingly, to him one day, ‘‘Of 
course I suppose all these applicants are Republicans,’’ and they were 
not confined to women. 

I believe myself when the Republican party was in power that a 
sprinkling, and a considerable sprinkling, of the other political party 
was no more than fair and right. I never have insisted myself that 
all the public officials should be of one political faith; but I have in- 
sisted, and I believe that now, and I yield that to the party in power, 
the officials who shape the policy of the Government should be in 
harmony with the head of the Government; but the clerk who does 
simply the work that is assigned to him in the way of copying, or mat- 
ters of that kind, ought not to be selected, in my judgment, because of 
his political affiliations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We all know that the Senator was kind and lib- 
eral, and he acknowledges the principle, which I shall discuss very 
soon, that all the subordinate positions should not be filled by ap- 
pointees from one political party. 

The civil-service law was approved January 16, 1883, when, as I | 
maintain, nearly all the subordinate offices were in the hands of the 
Republican party. The President referred to this in the quotation I 
have read from his message. The President says: 


! 
' 





The scope and purpose of the reform have been much misapprehended; and 
this has not only given rise to strong opposition, but has led to its invocation 
by its friends to compass objects not in the least related to it. Thus partisans of 
the patronage system have naturally condemned it. Those who do not under- 
stand its meaning either mistrust it or, when disappointed because in its pres 
ent stage it is not applied to every real or imaginary il), accuse those charged 
with its enforcement with faithlessness to civil-service reform. Its importance 
has frequently been underestimaced ; and the support of good men hasthus been | 
lost by their lack of interestin itssuccess. Besides ail these difficulties, those re- 
sponsible for the administration of the Government and its executive branches 
have been and still are often annoyed and irritated by the disloyalty totheservice | 
and the insolence of employés who remain in place as the beneficiaries and the | 
relics and reminders of the vicious system of appointment which civil-service 
reform was intended to displace. 


Yes, sir; one of the greatest hinderances to thesuccessof true, genuine 
civil-service reform has been the mutinous conduct of those who were | 
appointed under the spoils system and appointed upon mere political 
intiuence as rewards for imaginary service. 

And yet 


The path of civil-service reform has not at all times been pleasant nor easy. | 
| 
| 


these are but the incidents of an advance movement, which is radjcal and far- | 
reaching. The people are, notwithstanding, to be congratulated upon the prog- | 
ress which has been made, and upon the firm, practical, and sensible foundation 
upon which this reform now rests. 


| 
' 
| 
The President says— | 
} 
j 


I say no gnan living could have more faithfully and efficiently en- 
forced the civil-service law in its spirit and meaning than has Grover | 
Cleveland, President of the United States. 
Now, I want to go a little further. As I said awhile ago, the num- | 
ber of persons who were brought under the operation of the civil- | 
service law depended upon the rules and regulations made by the De- | 
partments and submitted to the Civil Service Commission, approved by 
them, and then approved by the President. The service had to be | 
elassified by the heads of Departments, that classification reported to | 
the President and approved by him, and then they could be included | 
within the civil-service law. As 1 have said, and I want to put par- | 
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ticular stress on this fact, the civil-service act became a law on Janu- 


| ary 16,1883. When was that law extended tothe Departments by the 


Republican administration? This is a very important point. There 
are some very strange things connected with the administration of the 
civil-service law by the Kepublican party. ‘The Senator trom Maine 
would make the country believe that all that was necessary for the 
millennial administration of the civil-service law would be the restora- 
tion of the Republican party to power. It was passed undera Repub- 
lican administration, and what did they do? 

When did the election occur? In November, 1884, when it was 
known that Grover Cleveland was elected President of the United States, 
and scarcely had that fact been settled when the Kepublican Secretaries 
under a Republican administration began the extension of the classi- 
fied civil service. Let ussee. I read trom the fourth annual report 
of the Civil Service Commission, on page 107: 

On November 19, 1884— 


Just on the heels of the election, just after the election— 





the Secretary of War revised the classification made by section 163 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, by declaring in a “circular order,” issued on that day,that the 
classification for the purposes of the civil-service act 1» the Department of War 
inclnded all ec vilian employés subordinate to the Secretary, except those em- 
ployed merely as laborers or workmen, messengers and watchmen being con- 
sidered as so emploved, By this *‘ circular order” the classification of the De- 
partment of War was revised su that all employés embraced therein would be 
classed as follows: 

(jvss A, those having an annual compensation exceeding $2,000. 

Class B, those having an annual compensation of $2,000, 

Class 4, those having an annual compensation of $1,800, 

Class 3, those having an annual compensation of $1,600. 

Class 2, those having an annual compensation of $1,400, 

Class 1, those having an annual compensation of $1,200, 


Class C, those having an annual compensation of $1,000 

Class D, those having an annual compensation of $900 and under, 

On November 25, 18s4— 

Five days afterwards— 
the commission received from the Secretary of the Navy, in a communication 
dated November 22, 1854, a revision of the classification of that Department, 
dated November 1, 1884, 

Keceived on the 25th of November, but dated November 1, 1884. 
That is remarkable, is it not? Both the Secretary of the Navy and 
the commission were right here in this city, and yet it took twenty- 
tour days to get notice of this requisition from the Secretary of the 
Navy to the Civil Service Commission. 

In this revision the Secretary gives the number of “‘ clerks and employésin the 
Department of the Navy and bureaus” classified (subject to examination), clas- 


| sified (exempted from examination), and notclassitied under the law and the reg- 


ulations ofthe United States Civil-Service Commission. The classitied as subject 
toexamination and the classified as excmpited from examination are as follows: 

Subject to examination: 

Clerks of class 4, $1,800 per annum, 

Clerks of class 3, $1,600 per annum, 

Clerks of class 2, $1,400 per annum, 

Clerks of class 1, $1,200 per annum, 

Clerks of $1,000 per annum. 

$900 per annunecopyists. 

$720 per annum copyists. 

Exempted from examination: 

Chief clerks, 9; 1 at $2,500 and 8 at $1,800 per annum, 

Disbursing clerk, at $2,2~0. 

Stenographers, 2; Lat $1,400 and 1 at $1,€00, 

Chief draughtsman, at $2,250. 

Draughtsmen, 23, at from $1,000 to $1,800, 

Assistant draughtsmen, 2, at $1,400, 

Telegraph operator, at $1,000, 

Carpenter, at $1,000. 

Plate printers, 2; 1 at $1,252 and 1 at $1,560; apprentice, at $600, 

Engravers, 10. at from $1,200 to $1,800. 

Assistant engravers, 10, at from $1,000 to $1,600. 

Assistant astronomers, 3, at from $1,500 to $1,900. 

Instrument maker, a $1,500. 

The unclassified were 111, including messengers, assistant messengers, mes- 
senger boys, janitor, office attendant, watchmen, firemen, skilled laborers, la- 
borers, elevator conductors, and charwomen, 

Ry what authority the Secretary classified certain employés of his Department 
and then himself exempted them from examination is not stated ; but the re- 


| vision thus made was then accepted, and is now recognized by the commission 
| in making examinations forthat Department. Under this classification only 84 


places in the Department of the Navy are covered by the civil-service act. 
On January 2, 1885— 
Only a little over two months before the inauguration of President 


Clevelan!— 


On January 2, 1885, the Secretary of the Treasury revised the classification of 
the onicers, clerks, and employ¢s of that Department. This was done bya 
‘circular order” addressed ‘*To whom it may concern.” 

The ‘circular order’’ is printed in the appendix. 

The existing classification of those in the Treasury Department under the 
civil-service act, as heretofore construed and applied in all cases, includes all 
officers, clerks, and employés with annual salaries fixed by law. except those 
subject to confirmation by the Senate, and those merely employed as laborers 
or workmen, messengers and watchmen being considered as so employed 

After making this sweeping declaration, the Secretary arranged the following 


| classes: 


Class 4, $1,800 or more, annual salary, fixed by law. 
Class 3, $1,600, annual salary, fixed by law. 

Class 2, $1,400, annual salary, fixed by law. 

Class 1, $1,200, annual salary, fixed by law. 

Class B, $1,000, annual salary, fixed by law. 

Class A, $900, annual salary, fixed by law. 


On February 6, 1885-- 
Nearly a month preceding the inauguration of President Cleveland— 
On February 6, 1885, the Postmaster-General, by ‘Order No. 83,”’ revised the 
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sen pr ictical men, what was the o ject of that extension of the civil << Zz 
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the present Executive has had all the rules examined and made to 
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tions of the rules and regulations of the Civil Service Commission and 
he number of persons who are brought within the purview of that lav V rk you ] e the total appoin mac 
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through this country by the resolution of the Senator from Maine, and la nistration and ten anda half 1 t le 
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also by his Senate select committee examining the civil service. H I on, to January 15, 186 rth l 
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tion under Grover Cleveland has disregarded the civil-service law, has eceding, under a Republi ulm ration, it ’ e ap- 
} } f } . } ' c 
turned ont employés without any cause, and at the same time he wu: ointments not apportioned by the com sion Wwe 65, whereas dur 


dertakes to make the country believe that this civil-service law wa ¢ the year 
intended and does hold in position the old employés, and that to dis- | to was 23 
; 

Ci 


nations voluntarily or involuntarily, is a violation of the civil-service n admin 


law. Why, Mr. President, according to his views and his efforts in ler the ci‘ 
this behalf it would almost be a violation of the civil-service law for | appointed 23 


the Democratic administration to acknowledge the death of a Repu! Phe appoi 
lican incumbent in office and put somebody else in. | 367 (apporti 


Let us analyze this matter and see whether these great violations have | to June 30, 
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and 5 (not apportioned), making a total of 155, so that the total result | 


is 1,266. ‘Take the 45 
1,218. 
lican administration for one year, while under the present Administra- 
tion in two years and a half, or nearly three years, only 786 have been 
appointed, a much less ratio than under Republican administration; 


appointed prior to January, 1884, and it leaves 


Of that number of 1,218, 432 were appointed under a Repub- | 


and yet we are told that the Democratic administration is trampling | 


under its feet the civil-service law! 

Mr. President, the Democratic administration, coming into power 
when all the office 
in the first year of its administration appoint as many persons under 
the civil-service law as the Republican administration had the pre- 
ceding year; and mark you, Mr. President, under the civil-service law 
wherever there was an appointment there must previously have been 
a death, resignation, or removal, so that the appointments under the 
civil-service law represent deaths, resignations, and removals. 

J could quote much more extensively from this report of the Civil 
Service Commission, giving facts and figures about which there can be 
no controversy. 


OCTOBER 3, 


that within the existence of a single administration of four years—to 
say nothing of its repetition if it should be re-elected—every office in 
the four years’ class (which covers the great mass) would have termi- 
nated in respect to its particular incumbent by the lapse of time, and 
the new man, other things being equal, as the famous circular of the 
War Department says, was to be chosen on account of a different polit- 
ical faith. So, other things being equal, we will put it in its best pos- 


| sible light, following out the principle, if this administration had shown 
| that fairly and truly and naturally—and I make no observation whether 


comparatively were filled by Republicans, did not | 


it has or not—a Democratic gentleman coming into office as marshal 
or collector or postmaster or district attorney for Missouri or Vermont 
or wherever would hold on his four years whether the Administration 
in its political character changed by the election of General Harrison 
or not; and then when the time came when his time was out, he of 
course had no further claim on the office. 

But upon the principle of the Benét circular the choice of the new 


| Administration, other things being perfectly equal, would be to find 
| somebody of a different creed to take the place. 


They are statements every one of which can be veri- | 


fied by the record and about which there can be no question at all, and | 


I say that the comparison is decidedly in favor of the administration 
of Grover Cleveland. 
an emergency; it isin a trying position; and it must, if possible, make 
those who are sneeringly stigmatized as the Mugwumps believe that 
Grover Cleveland has violated the civil-service law; and therefore ever 


picking, picking, picking at the Administration and attempting to show 
that the Administration has violated the civil-service law, and there- 
fore is no longer entitled to the confidence and support of the inde- 
pendent voters or what he calls Mugwump Republicans. 
whole of it. 

{ have brought before him and before the country a comparison, and 
shown that under the Republican administration of President Arthur 
from January 16, 1884, to January 15, 1885, four hundred and thirty- 
two places under the civil-service law were filled by new appointments, 
and for every one of these places a vacancy had to be made by death, 
resignation, or removal; and I have shown that under the Democratic 
administration of Mr. Cleveland for the first year, from January, 1885, 
counting that time as under his administration, to January, 1886, 
only two hundred and thirty-nine such changes were made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to ask 
a question ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 





Certainly. 
I wish to ask my honorable friend from Missouri 


as a friend of real civil-service reform, what he would think of, I will | 


not say a device, but an arrangement by which inspectors of customs, 


being in the classified service, were dismissed because they were no | 


longer necessary, and deputy collectors of customs who were not in the 
classified service were immediately appointed and more to fill their 
places? While it would not be a violation of the civil-service laws, if 


fam right in my supposition that the inspectors are within it and | 


deputy collectors are not, I wish to ask the Senator whether it would 


not be a rather grave abuse of the spirit and intent of that law and | 


open to fair criticism, however improper the conduct of some previous 
administration had been? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not believe in any system of mere avoidance. 
In my judgment the best interest of genuine civil-service reform in the 
administration of this Government requires that the departmental and 
subordinate positions shall be filled in somewhat equal proportion by 
the two great political parties of the country; and I believe that if 
when this Administration came into power the Republicans, instead of 
attempting to stigmatize it every time a Republican official was re- 
moved or resigned or anything of that kind happened, had said to the 
country, ‘‘It is just, it is fair, it is honest, it is right that one-half of 
these positions as nearly as practicable shall be in the hands of the 
Democratic party, and let removals be made until that equalization is 


brought about,’’ it would have been far better than it is to-day. The 
Republicans have held on to the offices with adeath-likegrasp. They 


have held on to them as if they did not believe anybody else was enti- 
tled to fill an office. High officers have been forced to resign, and when 
they would not resign they have had to be removed. I do not think 
the precedent has ever occurred under any former administration of any 
political party. No, Mr. President, every office that has been taken 
from the grasp of a Republican holding office when this Democratic 
Administration came into power, has been taken, as it were, by force. 
Such men did not resign, or very few of them did so, and removals had 
to be made to place the chief offices in friendly hands to co-operate 
with the Administration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will allow me to say that I do not 
know whether that is true or not; but upon the principle of the civil- 
service reform or improvement, whatever you callit, the idea was that 
the largest part of the officers of the United States being limited for 
terms of four years, excepting mere clerks, every person in position 
would be allowed to serve out his term without regard to the question 
of his religious creed or his political creed, if he behaved himself and 
did his duty. The consequence would be, as there are four-year terms, 


But the Republican party is in a strait; it is in | 


How much that would amount to in the end it is not necessary to 
take up my friend’s time to say. But in reference to what he has just 


| now said—if I do not interrupt him too much—which ought to be borne 


in mind, I think that before any of these high officers, or many of them, 
so far as I know or believe were asked even to resign, a famous confi- 


| dential circular was issued by the then Postmaster-General as the chief 
; | manager of that part of the affair, inviting everybody who wished to 
since the beginning of this session the Senator from Maine has been | 


That is the | 


| whether it is taken at chambers or in term time. 


} 





get into office or wished his friends to get into office, or to get out some- 
body who was in office, to get up proofs of misconduct in the form of 
affidavits to be sent forward to the proper department as furnishing the 
ground of making a change. That may be all very well on the face of 
it; but an aflidavit is a public thing. It must be taken before a mag- 
istrate, or in a public court of justice, or in a publie character certainly, 
Those affidavits were 


| to be forwarded. 


Now, I wish to ask my friend from Missouri, supposing he were a Dem- 
ocratic or Republican, or whatever political creed he had, office-holder, 
and he was asked to resign on charges of misconduct in office based upon 
affidavits furnished and sworn to by somebody, whether he would not 
think it was a fundamental right of his to know who swore to such an 
affidavit and to show, if he could, that he was innocent of that particu- 
lar charge, whether he might resign the next day or not, and if the 
man who signed such an affidavit and swore to it had committed per- 
jury to see to it that he was punished? I know what the answer of 


| my friend would be, for every honorable man must answer it one way. 


In a great many cases that have come to the knowledge of the Sen- 
ate—and how many more there are I do not know—aflidavits thus ob- 
tained and thus filed were refused to the Senate of the United States 
called upon to assist in the removal of the man charged, and he was 
never permitted to know who was the maker of the affidavit or what 
the precise thing that was stated in the affidavit was. Can that be 
called civil-service reform ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, Mr. President, the letter of the Postmaster- 
General only referred to a few holders of post-offices. It did not refer 
to the general body of the offices. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was a universal scheme. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It only referred to the offices under his Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was instantly applied everywhere, as I happen 
to know personally, to collectors of customs and everybody else. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all. It was not a general order. The 
Postmaster-General had nothing to do with other Departments in any 
shape, manner, or form; and I say that letter was issued long after the 
time when the heads of bureaus and the important offices of the coun- 
try should have been placed in the hands of Democratic officials under 
a Democratic President. 

These things do not break the force of the facts I have given. They 
have nothing to do with them. There may have been some misman- 
agement, there may have been some dereliction of duty here and there. 
These are incidents to fallen humanity. But the Senator from Ver- 
mont tries to take particular exception to the customs service, as he 
says. I want to read about the New York custom-house from page 73 
of this report of the Civil Service Commission: 

As stated above, no other amendments of the rules than those specified were 
made during the period covered by this report, but the regulations governing 
promotions in the customs service of New York, promulgated by President 
Cleveland on January 4, 1887, were in effect an important addition to those 

ules, and led to the amendments, that relate to promotions, of Rules LV, VI, 
XIX, and XXI, of May 5, 1887. 

After quoting many facts in regard to the custom-house there, the 
Civil Service Commission say: 

Besides, promotion examinations were conducted in an uncertain manner. 
For these reasons the registers of persons eligible to promotion were not well 
supplied. Many of the vacancies in the higher grades could not therefore be 
filled; and persons in the lower grades had to be detailed to do the work of the 
higher grades, and these persons were compelled to do this work without re- 
ceiving the compensation attached to those grades. During the investigation 
made under the commission's order of December 9, 1586, Collector Magone 
stated that up to that time only three persons had been promoted in regular 


manner since the passage of the civil-service act in 1853, and that the office ofthe 
collector had, in consequence of this condition, come to his hands utterly dis- 
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Mr. TELLER. Under the civil-service law. That was, I suppose, 
in the first year of the Administration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was the testimony of what officer? 

Mr. TELLEI I am not criticis- 


ik. That was in the Pension Office. 
ing it. Iam simply stating the fact. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What officer was it? 

Mr. TELLER. The Commissioner of Pensions. There was a state- 
ment of that kind which came out in some examination. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope it was true in that office. 

Mr. TELLER. It never was doubted. Nobody doubted it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope it was true. There were, I think, 150 
who had to be appointed, and the Commissioner of Pensions aimed to 
divide them, and he did divide them, and from 70 to 80 Democrats 
were appointed. 

Mr.TELLER, Eighty-five were appointed, and, as I recollect, 82 
or 43—I am not certain which—Demucrats were appointed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I expect that was true. I hope it was. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator, as he has been en- 
gaged in examining the service of the Government in the Departments, 
if he can tell me how, without a plain violation of that law, the appoint- 
ing power would know whether a man was a Democrat or not until 
after he was appointed ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must cénfess that I am perfectly astonished 
that a former Secretary o! the Interior, a distinguished Senator prior to 
his service as Secretary, and now again on this floor, should ask such a 
question as that. I think if he will go home and ask any of his chil- 
dren they can explain it to him very easily. 

Mr. TELLER. 1 ask the Senator to explain it. 
go home for that purpose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I said on the floor of the Senate when I was ad- 
vocating the passage of the civil-service law, that I could go in as Sec- 
vetary of the Treasury under that civil-service law, and I could turn 
out every solitary Republican in the Treasury Department, and I could 
appoint only Democrats, and not violate the civil-service law; and I 
can do it. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say, if the Senator will yield to me, 
after nearly two years of administration under this law, that could not 
be done without a plain violation of the law. Of course it is possible 
under the stimulus the Senator mentions that the Democrats, knowing 
they had a friendly administration, may have come in such numbers 
to the examining committee that they have got in, but no officer is 
justified in inquiring or knowing what the politics of the man is who is 
certified to him. 

I never heard during my administration a suggestion from any liv- 
ing person as to the politics of those who were certified. I should my- 
self have regarded it as a great breach of public duty if anybody had 
come to me and said, ‘‘ Mr. So-and-so is certified to you, and he isa 
Refiblican,’’ or ** he is a Democrat.’’ I do not charge that now upon 
any oflicer of this Administration. I am bound to give the reason the 
Senator did, that knowing it isa Democratic Administration the Demo- 
crats are all now making a rush to get in, and in that way they get 
through the civil-service examination, and then of course, the Admuin- 
istration never looking to ascertain their politics, they having gone 
through the examination and been certified to, they go into oflice. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend is mistaken about that. 

Mr. COCKRELL, ‘The innocence of the Senator from Colorado is 
truly commendable and refreshing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 think it is, too, in his last statement. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Missouri wants to dispute my 
last statement, I shall be prepared to hear him do so, and very likely 
I may give some credence to his objection to that statement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The ideathat the Departments can not know any- 
thing about whom the appointees are, or anything of the kind! 

Mr. TELLER. Oh,I donot say the Departments can not know, but 
I say the Departments under the law ought not to know, and noofficer 
who properly administers the law will know or allow himself to know. 

Mr. COCKRELL. _I say frankly for myself that I believe in a genu- 
ine practical civil service reform. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Such as we now have. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COCKRELL. If I had been at the head of one of the Executive 
Departments I would have felt it to be my duty to see that the De- 
partment was weeded out and cleaned out of all those who had been 
appointed under the spoils system and were ineflicient and inattentive 
and negligent; and I would have done my best to see that honest, com- 
petent, and well-qualified persons, examined by the Civil Service Com- 
mission and certified, were appointed to their places; and I would have 
prayed that ninety-nine out of every one hundred of them might be 
Democrats until there were as many Democrats in the Department as 
there were Republicans; and then, when there was an equality, I 
should have disapproved of any discrimination; and I should have hoped 
and prayed that thereafter the scrvice might be maintained for all time 
to come in that proportion. 

Mr. HALE rose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 


I do not want to 


The Senator from Missouri has not answered my 


question yet, and if I may be pardoned I will ask my friend again the 
question, because he is familiar with this modern reform, 


| 


| and find there were only 239 appointed. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator refers to his question about the 
number of appointees. I thought I bad answered it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; only as to one Departinent, eighty-thre » to 
eighty-five, or whatever the number. What proportion in the last four 
years of pew appointments under civil-service examinations out of the 
three certified have been Democrats and what proportion Republicans? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I thought I had answered that 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I did not undersiand it. Verhaps the Senator 
did. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Of the 432 apnointed in the last year of Mr. Ar- 
thur’s administration, from January 16, 1ss4, to January 15, 1885, 
my judgment is that over 400 of them were Republicans. We come to 
the next year, or the first year under the Democratic Administration, 
My judgment is that half of 
them were Republicans. Then we come to the second year of the 
Democratic administration. From January 16, 1836, to January 15, 
1887, inclusive, there were 392 appointed. I should say that three- 
fourths of them, and probably more, were Democrats. From January 
16, 1887, to June 30, 1857, the same proportion, 155. I take this from 
what I know has occurred in regard to the certification of the eligibles 
from the various States, and the length of time their names remain 
on the eligible roll betore they have to be examined a second time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I think three are certified. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Four were certified under the Republican ad- 
ministration, but the present Administration has reduced the number 
to three. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, if I understand the Senator, under the 
present Administration, about three-quarters of those selected from the 
three certified are Democrats. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In the last eighteen months I should say from 
one-half to three-fourths. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then it would happen either that one Democrat 
out of the three certified, standing at the foot of the three, was sclected, 
or that two out of three certified were Democrats, and so the selection 
might fall naturally on the Democratic side; or how did it work out? 
How did it happen that this difference of selection should have occurred ? 
Was it from the high moral purpose that my friend advocates, of in- 
troducivg an equality of political opinions among the people who are 
doing the work of the Government, or was it mere accident of circum- 
stance in some way ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam astonished that the Senator did not catch 
the answer I made to that. Isaid that during that time probably from 
three-fourths to four-fifths of the applicants for examination, and of 
those who passed the examination and had their names placed upon 
the list of eligibles for certification, were Democrats. Therefore, neces- 
sarily that number of Democrats had to be certified in proportion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That would of course naturally follow, brt how 
is it, under a civil-service reform administration, that a large and hun- 
gry part of the community, of Republicans, as it has been stated al- 
ready by my triend, should decline to submit to a competitive exam- 
ination, which they had been submitting to before in order to get into 
the public service, and that all the persons who applied should be 
Democrats? Ican not understand that. 

I think in the State of Vermont, where of course the appointments 
are very few and much less from the circumstances that I referred to 
a little while ago, the inspectors of customs were dismissed because 
they were supposed not to be needed, and tieir places were immedi- 
ately supplied by deputy collectors who did not need to be examined 
atall. Among those who have applied in the State of Vermont I am 
under the impression (but I am not speaking by the book, as the 
phrase is) that young persons who felt themselves able and wanted 
employment, without regard to their politics, would apply and would 
be examined, and some three at the top of all of course would be cer- 
tified, if they got up to a certain standard, as they alwaysdid. But 
I have never yet heard—it may be that such a case exists—of anybody 
employed in the service of the United States in the State of Vermont 
under the civil-service law since this Administration began who was a 
Republican. Perhaps their knowledge, school information, etc., have 
suddenly diminished. 

Mr. COCKRELL. At the time the Senator awhile aco asked me the 
question about the inspectors, I did not catch the exact point lie was 
making. In my judgment the inspectors to whom he refers cid not 
come under the classified civil service. I have not examined care/ully, 
but the inspectors of the internal-revenue service did not, I know, and 
my judgment is, and I think I am right, that the inspectors in the cus- 
toms service did not come under the regulations of the civil service. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With great respect to my friend, if ke will allow 
mne-- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not believe in interrupting a Senator with- 
out his consent and going on before I getit. That is why I waited. 

With the consent of my friend I will say that I think the Depatt- 





It is reduced now to three? 
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dividuals who were called inspectors before, who did not fail within 
the civil-service rnles and were never examined That m 
right. I only speak of it as a historic fact. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I think the Senator is mistake I é 
quite confident that the customs inspectors and the internal-revenue in 
pectors did not come within the civil-service law and regulations 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam notspeaking of the internal-revenue insp¢ 
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fore, there were not as many Democratic applications for examinatio 
as have been made since. ‘This is perfectly plain. 
I only regret that more Democrats have not succeeded. I think 





would have been far better for the pu ervice, as I have stated 
frankly and candidly. I think there ought to be a greater equaliza- 
tion than now exists 


I think it would be for the interest of all polit- 
cal parties and of every patriot citizen in this land if the subordinat 
positions were nearly equally divided between the great political pai 
ties, and then leave them open to the honest, fair competition of Dem- 
ocrats and Republicans, Republicans and Democrats, under a Demo 
cratic or a Republican administration, and let them beselected because 
of their qualifications and fitness for the position, and let them under- 
stand that once being selected under the civil-service law does not give 
them a life tenure to that office, and that they may be removed, as the 
law does not guard the exit fron lice. It leaves that door wide 
open, justly so and properly so, because then the appointees under the 
law always have some incentive to the performance of their duties 
They know that there is no law to hold them in places which they un 
worthily fill. 

I do not believe in retaining employés in the Government service fo1 
life and pensioning them on the Government. I do not 
civil pension-list in any shape, manner, or form. I believe that the 
Government pays its employés a full equivalent for all the service they 
render to the Government, and that the Government is in no manner 
in debt to them; that it is under no obligation tothem. They volun- 
tarily seek the office; they voluntarily take the office; they voluntarily 
and gladly take the salary; and when their Jength of service is com- 
pleted by being turned out or being disabled, or in any other manner, 
they have no claim upon the bounty of the Government for pensions or 
any other kind of remuneration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend will pardon me—— 









believ e€e ina 


XIX——571 








' 
\ COCK 
‘ | MI ‘ ly ‘ 
| 
} 
( } 
‘ 
¢ 
t Ae i ts 
( A 
t i i 
1) 
Y 
i I 
‘ I » Sena 
‘+ 
| é ‘ 
ness é 
t x lg oO rt 
Te 
+ Ol n 
ft a act 
Vv t l« 
n ¢ sto 
Oo i) or 
‘ eY 
t 
’ 
\ 1m 
‘ é art! 
r + + 
I e | nt 
TT ) — { 
; 
1 toe ¢ i 1! 
v 1 its tru 
é Ss ineve 


} per { these m 
Mr. COCK RELI 
t x 
it | 
i I € 1 Cal ot or 
th L I ist I 
“¢€ t vo the 





been a good one or a 


fied. hat is a mere 
1 ‘ 











ely in the power: 
Rey blican or Demo 
agree to that Chen i 
ers S par 
stration of our s¢ 
Mr. COCKRELL 
+} Ay 








£ es I i 

names for the place 

wo i 

cert at y hi 
] ) the 


ptates, 1 
yuld not kn 
om what 


+} f 


know, the Civil Service Comm 


son (I s} 


the whole thing 





ould not te 
ild not control 





ow who were 
State they 


ur names that were cé 


mrenans STAM T Ril HM = i A ha 






CONGRESSIONAL 


9122 


on Lh list of « ible itnelr books. There fore the Secretary do¢ snot 
have before him all these names; he has the three and only the three, 
and there are sent to the Department in a great big beautiful squar 


paper box all the papers showing theexamination. There is the grad 


ing; there is the classification. The Democratic Administration has 
reduced the number to three; now there are three names. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator that I think they do not 
send the examination grading except upon the call of the appointing 
olhcer 

Ir. COCKRELI ‘They always call for them, necessarily. 

Mr. TELLER. I think not. 


Mr. COCKRELI A 


pointing power want 


rule, 1 appre hend they do, because the ap- 
to know the grading in the different branches of | 


the examination in order to determine which one to take. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that they 
niust certify the highest in that study. Consequently the appointing 
officer knows he will get no higher grade. 

Mr. COCKRELI I have gone over it all, and I understand it tho 
oughly. The highest may be the best in one branch of the service and 


he may be the lowest in another. The grading is given, and the aver- 


age is given. A man may be in history 100; he may be in mathe 
matics 60; he may be in some other branch only 75; but the average 
is above the limit of 65, as it used to be; I believe it is 70 or 75 now; 
it has been increased However, his average gradingisabovethat. It 
is this average grading that is sent. It is absolutely necessary for the 
appointing power to know the grading in order to make an intelligent 
selection. He might just as well cast heads and tails if he does not 
have the grading before him. He must know the relative standing in 
the different studies in order to determine the fitness of the applicant 
for the particular place. For example, you want a clerk in an audi- | 
tor’s oflice where there are constant calculations being made from day | 
today. The work required is a mere matter of calculation. Whom | 
do you want? You want a man who writes a good hand and who is 


anadeptin figures. You have acertification of three names. One man 
; 90 in his average, another stands 80, and another one stands 70, 
supposing that 65 is the minimum of the standard. When you ex 
amine these three you find the man whose average is only 70 is bett« 
in mathematics and writes a fairer hand than either of the other tw 
lor your purpose he is the man you want, although his grading is 2U 
below the highest one. Therefore you select him. It is for that pur- 
pose that the papers are sent to the head of the Department. You 
may in another place want simple writing, where there are no great 
intellectual qualifications called into play. You make your examina- | 
tion and you find that a man who stands very low yet writesa beauti 
ful, legible hand. He is way below, he is only 50, or he may be only 
60 in mathematics; but he is very high in writing. You take him be- 
cause that is the kind of work you want him for. This is absolutely 
necessary in the selection. 

Mr. President, I have detained the Senate much longer than I in- 
tended when I rose. I intended simply to show these laws, but I have 
been gratified at the great interest my Republican friends are taking 
in this matter, and I am gratified that I have had the opportunity of 
laying the subject before them in the light that others see it, and in the | 
light that the country sees it. President Cleveland has redeemed and 
sacredly kept every pledge ever made in regard to the civil service and 
its administration, and this constant picking here and there by this one 
and that one is only to divert attention from the great cardinal policy 
which he has pursued in the matter, and from the great contrast of his 
administration with the previous Republican administration under the 
civil-service law. 

Think of it, Mr. President. A Republican President, in possession 
of all the offices, having everything in his own hands, and operating 
under the civil-service law which he has approved, turns out and dis- 
charges 432 Republican incumbents during the last year of his admin- 
istration, and a Democratic successor coming in and following him dis- 
places only 239 in the first year, only 392 in the second year, and in 
the second half of the third year only 155. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt bim? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. He should bear in mind that about that time there 
was a very large number of new appointments made by an act of Con- 
gress, especially with reference to the pension laws. One hundred and 
fifty were appointed at one time, which must come out of the number | 
stated. They were new offices. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Butthese were not removals where the vacancies 
were not filled. These were removals where the appointments were 
made of those certified under the civil-service law. They were not 
removals made because the officers were nolonger needed. They were 
removals made and the vacancies filled. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘To what year does the Senator refer now ? 

Mr, COCKRELL. I refer to the period from January, 1884, to Jan- 
uary, 1885. 

Mr. TELLER. In that year there was a very great number of ad- 
ditional clerks provided for, and they are included in the Senator’s 
statement. 

Mr, COCKRELL. four hundred and thirty-two was the number 
removed in the last year of the Republican administration. 
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Mr. TELLER. Those we Vv appointment 


Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Maine m 
about the Secretary of War. 


re 
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ney 


ikes a great parad 
I do not know whether the Secretary 
if War ever gave such instructions o 


‘ r not. This is all hearsay. [ 
have no objection in the world to the passage of the resolution. I hope 
| the Secretary of War will answer it, as he doubtless wiil, fully and 
fairly. The complaint is made that he directed General Benét to tell 
the officers in the various armories and arsenals that on the dismissal 
of Republicans he wanted Democrats given the preference in appoint- 
ments. Mr. President, that was right; it was morally right; it was 
| polit cally right. I see no crime, I see no wrong in turning out a Re- 


publican soldier and putting in a Democratic soldier. I see no wrong 
in a Democratic administration finding twenty Republican soldiers in 


office in a certain bureau or Department and turning out ten of them 
and putting in ten Democratic soldiers just as deserving and meritori- 
ous. I fail to see any crimein that. I do not understand the law 


that requires preference to be given to the ex-soldiers of our country to 


that preterence is to be given to Republican soldiers. The Demo- 
cratic soldier is just as much entitled to precedence and recognition a 
the Republican. If Republican soldiers under Republican adminis- 
trations have been placed in all these positions, it is right and just and 
the duty of a Democratic administration to displace enoughof them to 
equalize the offices and to give one-half of them to Democratic soldiers 

Mr. BLAIR. May Lask the Senator a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
vield ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. What would the Senator think of the propriety of ap- 
pointing some of these Democratic soldiers instead of ex-Contederate 
soldiers ? 


Mr. COCKRELL. 
Mr. BLAIR. I did not 
o with it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
n himself so much about the ex-C 
of themselves. 


Mr. BLAIR. 


Oh, that has nothing to do with this case. 
know but that it rht have something to 


IN mi! i 


] 
The Senator from New Hampshire need not con- 


I ederates. They will take care 


I nf 


Being in control of the Gove rare likely 


*\ 


to do SO, 
Mr. COCKRELL. They will take care of themselves 
Mr. BLAIR. But it does seem to me that if the Senator is anxious 


about the men who were soldiers, and Democratic soldiers, it would 


| be well to consider their claims when they come in competition with 


the appointment of ex-Confederate soldiers. That was simply the sug- 
gestion I made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I state again that when the Democratic adminis- 
tration came into power and found in a certain Department twenty Le- 
publican soldiers it was the duty of the Democratic administration to 
turn out ten Republican soldiersand put in ten Democratic soldiers so as 
It is 
a matter of justice and fair dealing and right. The preference is given 
to Union soldiers, soldiers of our country, soldiers who bore the heat 
and burden of the greatest conflict that was ever waged in this world; 
and when they are Democrats and Republicans, because the law requires 
preference to be given to the soldier, is no reason why preference should 
be given to Republican soldiersalone. The Democrats are entitled to 
their full recognition and share in these matters. 

Even if the Secretary of War directed that circular to be issued and 
directed that preference should be given to Democrats in the Depart- 
ments, he simply did what I believe was his duty. There is no apol- 
ogy necessary for it. As a matter of course, the Secretary of War, in 
my judgment, never directed any confidential cireular to be issued. 
How did that confidential circular get out if there are so many Demo- 
its in these Departments? How do all these things leak out? How 
do the confidential papers of the Assistant Postmaster-General and othe1 
heads of Departments get into the newspaper press of the country i! 
all the employés in the Departments are Democrats? How did this 
confidential circular find publicity in a Republican newspaper if all the 
employ(s in that Department are Democrats? 

No, Mr. President, there is no harm in the even distribution of the 
, and it is right and fair and just. It is right and fair and just 
under the civil-service law, and I have no apologies to make, no ex- 
cuses to offer for any Democratic official who has tried to equalize the 
appointments of the subordinates under him between Democrats and 
Republicans, and who therefore always gives preference to Democrats 
in the appointments. 

Mr. HALE obtained the floor. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator from Maine yield to me fora 
noment that I may submit a report from the Committee on Printing ? 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 
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PRINTING OF REVENUE BILL. 
Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following resolution, reported it without amendment, and 
it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed 2,000 additional copies of the bill (H, R. 9051 
*to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the 
revenue,” as reported to the Senate; 1,000 for the use of the folding-room of the 
Senate, and 1,000 copies for the use of the Committee on Finance. 
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To-day, thr 


ghout the country, this army of office-holders thus ap 


pointed by the President is doing its political work, fighting its bat- 
tles and taking charge of its local organizations and leading, being the 


captains of tens and the captains of hundreds and of thousands in the 
great political battle 

As the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] has suggested to me, 
take the offices which ar , Which ought not to be political, and 
the same clean sweep in the Territories of the United 


e judicial 
there has been 
States, 

Let it be understood once for all that I am not complaining of this 
as a Republican. I am not complaining of this as a civil-service re- 
former. I have never posed in any way as a civil-service reformer. 
What I am seeking to do, and what it is legitimate and right to do, is 
to arraign the Administration for its hypocrisy with regard to these 
things. Had the President come in and not begun to preach of his 
superior virtue, had he not begun to set up a standard that no other 
residential candidate or President has ever set up, he would not have 
subjected to these strictures; but from the beginning, from the 
day of his nomination down to the present time, he has been preach- 
ing his own superior virtue, and has been claiming that his adminis- 
tration is run better, and more justly, and more fairly, and more upon 
civil-service rules, than any other Administration. It is because every 
one of those things has been violated that I have arraigned the Ad- 
ministration. 

No Republican complains that he has been turned out of office; but 
when it has been said that he shall not be turned out, and on some 
pretense and on some charge which he has never been allowed to see, 
he has been removed from office and a Democrat put in his place, and 
in that way he is attacked in his personal character, it may be, he has 
a right to complain. 

It is notsurprising to me that this army of office-holders is to-day en- 
gaged in fighting the battles of the President. “It has excited no won- 
der. It is nothing more than what has been expected. But what 
should be kept before the American people constantly, and whata great 
many of the American people are thinking of a good deal, is that another 
thing has been promised; that it has been declared that this isa reform 
administration; that it is proceeding under different rules and under 
different principles, and that, to use the language of the Senator from 
Missouri, Grover Cleveland is a true and sincere reformer. If he is, and 
if the declarations that he has made and the claims that are set up for 
his Administration are true, somebody ought to be punished under his 
Administration for violating every single principle that he has advanced 
as the guide and ruleof his Administration. I have waited and I have 
lnoked forward and expected to see somebody disciplined. No punish- 
ment has been visited upon anybody thus far. 

I have here an instance of the present campaign in the State of New 
York of the kind of circulars that are sent by the Democratic commit- 
tee to office-holders who have been appointed by the President. I do 
not believe that we shall hear that anybody has been punished for 
writing a letter like the following: 


been 


DEAR Sir: You will kindly contribute §25 towards the expense of the Demo- 
gratic campaign this fall. Remittances should be made to the undersigned on 
or before October 1, and will be duly acknowledged. 

Yours, truly, 
8. A. BEARDSLEY, Chairman. 

It is said that in the same kind of a circular the sum demanded is 
increased to $40 in the case of railway-postal clerks and from thirty to 
fifty-five dollars for the clerks in the city office. 

A great deal has been said about voluntary contributions. The 
Senator from Missouri has read an old circular issued by a Republican 
committee long before the civil-service act became a law, in the days 
when all parties were engaged in such things. That circular, which I 
knew something about, was submitted to no less an authority on civil- 
service reform than Carl Schurz, who approved it, declaring that it 
simply called for voluntary contributions if anybody sent anything 
under that notice. But here is something imperative. Here is the 
declaration that ‘‘you will contribute $25 towards the expense of the 
Democratic campaign.’’ 

Every man who receives a circular of that kind from the authorities 
of the Democratic party knows what it means. It will be seen that 
if any man holding office, after getting a circular of that kind, refuses 
or declines or fails to pay, he will be the man who will be disciplined. 
The committee that sends out this circular will not be disciplined. 
‘The national committee, composed partly as it is of members of the 
House and Senators, will not in any way be disciplined. Why should 
the head of the Administration, who has himself contributed, as every- 
body says and nobody denies, $10,000 to the national committee, made 
up in part of office-holders, discipline others for contributing in reply 
to acircular of that kind ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Maine yield ? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I wish to ask just one question. Where was 
that circular published, and what is it? I did not catch the name. 

Mr. HALE. It is dated 87 Genesee street, Utica, September 19, 
1888—two weeks ago. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. What is the date of the paper? 

Mr. HALE. I have not the date of the paper. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In what paper was it published ? 

Mr. HALE. Ido not know that, even. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the date of the letter itself? 

Mr. HALE. September19. Itis evidently a genuine document be- 
cause the date and place are given, 87 Genesee street, Utica, September 
19, 188s, 

Mr. COCKRELL. By whom is it signed? 

Mr. HALE. §8. A. Beardsley. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘To whom is it addressed ? 

Mr. HALE. It was sent toall the mail-carriers in that city. 
is the statement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In the city of Utica? 

Mr. HALE. In the city of Utica. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was sent to the letter-carriers ? 

Mr. HALE. It was sent to the letter-carriers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Whois Mr. Beardsley? 

Mr. HALE. That Idonot know. He signs his 
“‘chairman.’’ I never heard of him before. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He is chairman of what? 

Mr. HALE. Ido not know that, even. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is he chairman of the Republican committee up 
there? 

Mr. HALE. It isthe Democratic committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How does the Senator know that? 

Mr. HALE. The circular is headed ‘‘ Democratic county committee- 
room.’’ I am notidentifyingthesemen. Here appearsin public print 
a circular with a date, the location, with the signature. Ido not know 
that any such man as this Beardsley ever lived, but I am quoting from 
the records as they appear in the public newspapers, where the names 
and date and everything are given. If the Senator believes that some- 
body has made this up, he is at liberty to investigate it. I have no 
doubt that it is true; that any investigation will show it to be true; 
and not only that, but ifanybody cared to rake and haul over the things 
that are now being done under this civil-service reform Administration 
in the way of circulars that are being sent around to clerks, both women 
and men, the applications that are being made in person, showing that 
the whole army is to be taxed and tithed over and over again, evidence 
enough would be accumulated to take up the rest of the time of this 
session of the Senate. 

Everybody knows it, Mr. President. I have seen the circulars my- 
self. I have seen the cards that are distributed here in Washington. 
Some of them have come to Senate employés by the order of the Dem- 
ocratic national committee that has taken an office here and announced 
it by advertisements in Washington. I have seen those circulars here to- 
day, sent to Senate employ¢s. There is nothing surprising in it. The 
surprising thing is that a candid man like the Senator from Missouri 
dares to get up here and declare that Grover Cleveland is an honest re- 
former and that the Administration is a better reform administration 
than any preceding administration has been. 

The order that is now the subject of this controversy in the Senate 
is only a natural emanation from all the things that are going on. The 
War Department could not stand the pressure, conservative as that De- 
partment is, outside largely of political currents, with a Secretary who 
has not been engaged in active politics either here or in the country 
or in his own State, as the Senator from Massachusetts knows. He 
could not stand the pressure. 

What is the foundation of the order as shown? Not that it was de- 
clared that removals were needed, not that women and children were 
not performing their duty, but the Secretary told the Chief of the Bu- 
reau of Ordnance that the pressure upon him was so great for new 
Democratic appointments that he had to make this war upon women 
and children; nothing else would satisfy the Democratic party in its 
eager search for more places. 

That is all there is in this circular. The country should know it; 
and it has been brought forward only that it may be an additional 
piece of evidence to show that the pretenses of the Administration are 
nothing but pretenses; that the whole thing is conducted in the old- 
fashioned Democratic way, and will be until after the election. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, when the cireular which is the 
subject-matter of the resolution now before the Senate was shown to 
me several days ago, I refused to believe that it was genuine, and ad- 
vised the correspondent of the Indianapolis Journal to call upon Gen- 
eral Benét and ask him whether it was genuine or a forgery. It was 
not until I was informed that General Benét acknowledged the circular 
and stated the circumstances under which it was issued that I believed 
it possible that even the partisanship of this Administration had sought 
out the women and the children at work in the arsenals of the country 
in order to drive them from their employment. 

The Senator from Missouri justifies thisorder. Ie doesit with vigor 
and with boldness, and asserts that it is legitimate politics to inquire 
whether the women engaged in the arsenals are Republicans or Demo- 
crats, whether the children engaged in the arsenals of the country are 
Republicans or Democrats, and to turn them out if the character of Re- 
publican can be attributed to them, and to seek out other women and 
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ofan election. The law was passed with especial refere: 


appointing of hundreds of new men in the navy-yar 
tion as a bribe to secure their votes 

Owing to tardiness in the preparation of requisit 
basis of appropriations, it was found this ye 
ployed two months before the election, and fora time 





ir that 





[Certificate. 


In compliance with an act of Congress, approved 


















consolate at losing such a powerful lever as the 
etary Whitney was appealed to, and the following notice 


June 30, 1876, I hereby « 


fy that the needs of the public service make it necessarv to incres 
me the force of the navy-yard, Brooklyn, N.Y., for the 


t 
1 
work upon the Yantic, Galena, Miantonomoh, and 
sary purposes. 


lerror, and for other nex 


“W. C. WHITNEY, Seeretary 


Secretary Whitney’s order is, of course, a mere ev 
the sixty days’ law. The law upon whici the order 






ion of the prov 
s based has 





never bee 


utilized before, and was placed upon the statute-books s 
possible trouble with foreign nations which would necessitate the ra; 


out of war vessels. 


imply to antic 






While the intention and effect of the order was and will be to fill the nav 
yard with Democratic voters, the local Democratic gang has already served 
notice that no one who has been identified wit? the labor movement need ap- 
ply. The latest victim to the rapacity of the gang is Daniel Downey, of 75 Duf- 
field street, Brooklyn, who was discharged from the navy-yard a 
because of his active participation in the labor movement 


year. 

It is said Alderman Divver and s 
fifteen tickets each, by which that n 
the navy-yard. 


mber of men 














few days ago 
n Brooklyn last 


all the other ward bosses have bee 
u will obtain I 


In the Standard-Union, of Brooklyn, of the 29th of September 
the following statement is made in connection witl 
Daniel Downey, mentioned in the extract from the Press whi 


read: 
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| considered by the officers of the la 


} + + mr * y , +7 
Tt is to hoped tha retary of the Navy will, when he makes 

; . , : 
such di irges, at least then regard the provisions of the statute, and 
di »! } 0 political opinion. 

Pre i not only » reason to fear that the laws in 
reference to emplo t of men in the navy-yards are being disre- 
garded by t ration, but I think it is very clear that the 
ci fi ‘ contributions from one public officer to 
anotl pu ‘ being openly and boldly violated. The statute 
of ! ‘ 1883, concerning which the SSenator from Mis- 

. . ; oe 

yuri | 1 reat deal to say, contains three tions to which I 
‘ the I senato ind also Democratic officials. 
thi | f of political committees and those who 
ma y ¢« mul oO il « eC i Ne ections 
14 dl the t of Ja if ihe law 1 ind int 
ol 

i 
no Se pre tative, or Terr rial Delegate of the 

Congress, o stor, Rey ve, or Delegate elect, or any oflicer or em 
pl of eith < 1 He Il no « cutive, judicial, military, or naval 
ofl r of the United ale lr erk or employe of any Department, branch, 
or bureau of t exer e, jud r military or naval service of the United 
Stat , Shall, directly idirectiy, solicit or receive, or be in apy manner co:- 
cerned in soliciting or re y assessment, subscription, or con on 
for any political pury rom any oflicer, clerk, or employé of the 
United States, ora anch, or bureau thereof, or from any per 
son receiving any sal r con ion from moneys derived from the Treas 
ury of the United Sta 

i4. That no officer, clerk, or other person in the service of the 1 
States shall, directly o1 lirectly, give or hand over to any other officer, clerk, 
or person in the service of the United States, or to any Senator or Member of 
the House of Representatives, or Territorial Delegate, any money or other val 
unable thing on account of or to be applied to the promotion of any political ob- 
ject whatever 

Sno. 15. That any person who shall be guilty of violating any provision of the 
four foregoing sections shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, on 


conviction thereof, be punished by a fine not exceeding $5,000, or by imprison 


ment for aterm not exceeding three years, or by such fine and imprisonment 
both, in the discretion of the court. 
The meaning of this law is very clear. No Senator or Representa- 


tive can solicit or receive or be in any manner concerned in soliciting 
or receiving any contribution for political purposes from any ofiicer, 
clerk, cr employé under the Government of the United States. No 
officer, clerk, or other person in the service of the United States can 
give a contribution to any Senator or Member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives for the promotion of any political object whatever; and 
offenses against these two sections are made penal. They are punish- 
able by fine and imprisonment. 

I wish now to place upon the records of the Senate a statement of 
the view taken of this statute by Republican officials and members of 
Republican committees. I first read the circular to which the Senator 
from Maine has referred, two copies of which have been handed me 
to-day, addressed to clerks of the Senate. It must be admitted that 
in making these solicitations of employés of the United States in vio- 
lation of law the Democrats who are sending out the circulars are im- 
partial, for they appear to have sent them to Republican and Demo- 
cratic employs of the Senate alike. I ask the Secretary to read the 
circular and also the communication of Edward McPherson, secretary 
of the Republican Congressional committee, published in the Wash- 
ington Post of September 20. 

‘The Secretary read as follows: 

COMMITTEE. 


NATIONAL DEMOCRATIC 


) ns of the advisory committee and treasurer for the District of Co- 
lumbia are at 939 F street northwest, second floor, 
Maj. Charles 8. Jones will be in attendance from 8 a, m. until 11 p. m., and 
has authority to receipt for all contributions made to him. 


Remittances by mail should be addressed to James L. Norris, advisory com- 


mittee and treasurer, lock drawer 322, Washington, D. C., and will receive 
prompt acknowledgment, 

LETTERS FROM THE PEOPLE— POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS, 
To the Editor of the Washington Post: 


Mr. James L. Norris announces himself in your paper of this date as the “ au- 
thorized representative in Washington of the national Democratic commit- 


tex As such he states that he will be glad to receive contributions of encour- 
agement from Democrats and all citizens and office-holders wishing Democratic 
Bu ss, and the same shall be promptly remitted to the national committee. 
So far as this invitation applies to oftice-holders of the United States itis a 
tran tion forbidden by the laws of the United States. Section 11, civil-service 
suary 16, 1883, forbids any officer or employé of the United States from 
directly or indirectly soliciting or receiving or being in any manner concerned 


in soliciting or receiving contributions for any political purpose whatever from 


any other officer or employé of the United States. 

Section 14 of the same act prohibits any person in the service of the United 
States from directly or indirectly giving to another person in the service of the 
United States any money ‘to be applied to the promotion of any political ob- 
} wl ate ve ae 

tion L5 makes a violation of these provisions a misdemeanor, punishable 
< nviction by both fine and imprisonment, at the discretion of the court. 

What the Democratic national committee can not do by itself it can not law- 

o by 1er. Upon the national committee as members there are both 
s rs and Representatives in the Congress of the United States. A gift to 
the committee is a gift to each member of the committee, and itis clearly within 
the prohibition of the law, and was so intended 

Undor y officials of the United States have a right to contribute their 
funds toy al purposes, but they can not lawfully do so to committees com- 


posed in whole or in part of persons in the service of the United States. The 
plain object of the act was to break up and forever prohibit all political com 
United States officials. 





mperce between classes of 
Mr. Norris further states in the interview that “Government officials and 


some others of very high position have given liberally.”’” This may refer to the 
announced contributions of the President and certain members of his Cabinet. 
If these officials have made such contributions to the Democratic national com- 
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tte by rendered t} 
y requires tha 


in this District 


1emselves liable to punish- 
t this flagrant case shall be 
If this law is fit only to be 


, it is plain that they have there 
nt under this act, and public dece 















t ought to be re pealed. If it is fit to stand upon the statute-book it 
oug! ) iaith Uy enforced. 
EDWARD McPHERSON 
YN rox. Sentemher 19 
y sil : i € s 
Mr. CHANDLER. I also desire the Secretary to read a subsequent 
} rof Mr. McPherson, published in the Capital of September 30. 
Secretary read as follows: 
ON POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS BY UNIT FATES OFFICIALS 
7 
t I > of th t of 1883 I have in every way discour 
‘ t ls ment to the contrar i uw the 23d i 
rect 
» Clapp committee of 1884, to which you refer, was t nt of a commit- 
1 which there wer o oflice-holders of the United States, and which, there- 
id a right to receive contributions, This year both of the national com- 
mittee ontain United States offlice-holders,and contributions can not be lawfully 
made to either by any officials of the United States. Private citizens have, of 
rse, the right to contribute to either. The Republican Congressional com- 
mittee, of which Ihave been secretary for many years, has to my certain knowl- 
edge not received one cent from any oflice-h he United States since the 





passage of the act of 1883. Upon the other 
contributions when tendered, as they somet 
Your point that Senators and Repres 


save uniformly refused such 
mes were in ignorance of the law. 
are not included in the prohi- 








ntatives 








bitions of the civil-service act is met by the fact that in the eleventh and four- 
teenth sections they are specifically brought within them. This is a marked 
point of difference between the act of 1876 and » act of 1883. The eleventh 


ection of the act of 1883 provides that o Sk r or Representative or Terri- 








torial Delegate of the Congress, or Senator or presentative or Delegate elect 
shall, directly or indirectly, soli or receive contributions or subscriptions.,”’ 
rhe fourteenth section prohibits ‘‘any offi clerk, or other person in the serv- 
ice of the United States fron iving or! over to any other officer, clerk, 









or other person in the service of the States, or to any Senator, Repre- 
sentative, or Territorial Delegate any money or other valuable thing to be ap- 
plied to the promotion of any political object whatever.’’ These provisions are 
very searching and sweeping, and reach every executive, judicial, military, or 
naval officer. They are more searching than met the views of the Democratic 
Senators, who wanted to restrict the prohibitions to “executive officers, clerks, 
and employés of the United States.” The act of 1876 did not include Senators 
or Representatives, but the act of 1883 does distinctly include them. 

Personally, 1 care not whether the President or | net, or his subordi- 
nates give or do not give tothe Democratic national e¢ 
care to see the law regarded by those charged with its enf 

As for indictments, you appear to have forgotten that it required one convic- 
tion to vindicate the act of 1876. That act was sneered at as the act of 1883 is 
sneered at. General Curtis, of New York, an office-holder ofthe United States, 
became, while it was law, the treasurer of a political committee. To that 
committee another United States office-holder made a payment. General Cur- 
tis did not receive the money, and did not personally know of the payment. A 
subordinate, acting for the treasurer, received the money and gave the receipt. 
But General Curtis was indicted for the act; and he was convicted, on the grou: 
that the act of his agent was his act, and that the payment was in violation of 
law. He was fined $1,000, The Supreme Court of the United States on appeal 
volume 106, page 371) held the statute to be constitutional, and General Curtis 
paid the fine. It may require an example like unto this to vindicate in the 
District of Columbia the act of 1883. 

Very respectfully, yours, 








iis Cx 











EDWARD McPHERSON. 

WASHINGTON, September 28. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, in order to ascertain whether or 
not members of Congress or Government officials are members of the 
Democratic National Committee, I purchased at Brentano’s, in this city, 
yesterday, ‘‘ The Campaign Text-Book of the Democratic Party of the 
United States for the Presidential Election of 1888,’’ which states upon 
the title page that it is ‘‘ prepared by direction of the National Dem- 
ocratic Committee.’’ I invested $1 in this publication, largely at- 
tracted by the headline on the first page, which identifies it as a Dem- 
ocratic document: 

‘* Public office is a public trust.” 

On thesecond page is given the list of the Democratic National Com- 
mittee, headed: 

William H. Barnum, chairman; S. P. Sheerin, secretary; Edward B. Dickin- 
son, assistant secretary and official stenographer; Charles J. Canda, treasurer. 

And as members of the committee are the following, who will be 
recognized as members of the Fiftieth Congress: 

Florida, SAMUEL Pasco. 

Maryland, A. P. GORMAN. 

North Carolina, M. W. Ransom. 

Pennsylvania, WILLIAM L, Scorr. 

On the executive committee, also, are the names of Messrs. PAsco, 
GorMAN, and Scott. Upon the campaign committee there are the 
names, GORMAN, RANSOM, and Scorr. nd Mr. Canda, the treas- 
urer, in a slip, which is pasted within the book headed ‘‘National 
Democratic Committee, Campaign of 1888, 10 West Twenty-ninth 
street, New York City, William H. Barnum, chairman, Calvin 8. 
Brice, chairman campaign committee,’’ asks that the person receiving 
this book will remit to him $1 by mail, which will cover the cost of 
the same and postage. 

Now, Mr. President, if Government officials of any character have 
been contributing money to this national Democratic committee, I un- 
derstand they have been violating the statutes to which I have called 
attention. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I ask the Senatorif the Mr. Canda referred to 
is the United States treasurer at New York? 

Mr. CHANDLER. He is the treasurer of the committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is he in charge of the subtreasury in New York? 

Mr. CHANDLER. That I am not able to say. 
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ve the immediate ques- .Y of 1841: 
senator from Maine, which has 
given rise to a very desultory discussion. 
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removed fre ollice + the 4th of March, 1841. The Whigs in 1840, asin the 
spubsequt ca ws of 's id professed a purpose to abolish the system of 
oflicial re I t of] tical opinion, but immediately on coming 
into power had commenced a pre ption infin y beyond the example of the 
Den 1 pa 1 Cor ‘ 1 ari of otiice-seekers besieging the 
{x rt “ 1 t t to avoid, and perhaps, on the whole, 
not des to i ! 

But it rend ia i I turdy effrontery with which the ge 
t} n in i ed that their present practice had falsified any of their 
j few of closing paragraphs of Senator Pierce’s highly 
effec p 1, being t ‘ ly separable than the rest, may here be cited, 

Or rd me 1 le thi < a painful one to me from the begin 
I the ! he rom North Carolina, in the course of his remarks | 
th er « wked j i expect that their friends are to be retained 
in « © apn tihe w of the nation? Are they so unreasonable as to expect 
what the circums ( d th i ty of the case forbid?”’ 

Then Senator Pierce said: 

What our expectations were is not the question now; but what were your 
pledges and promises before the peopl Un @ previous occasion, the distin- 
guished Senator from Kentucky made a similar remark: ‘‘An ungracious task, 
but the nation demands it! Sir, thisdemand of the nation —this plea of state 
necessity—let me tell gentlemen, is as old as the history of wrong and oppres- 
sion, It has been the standing plea, the never-failing resort of despotism, 


I also wish to quote from yet another distinguished Democratic Pres- 
ident of the United States, Mr. Buchanan, who made a speech on Mon- 
day, February 4, 1828, attacking the administration of President Adams, 
and I beg the Senator from . issouri, who justifies the spoils system 
of President Cleveland, notwithstanding the pledges and promises by 
means of which he « into power, to consider Mr. Buchanan’s de- 
scription of the extent to which the possession of power changes men. 

Mr. Buchanan said: 


The very possession of power has a 


strong—a natural tendency, to corrupt 
the heart. The lust of dominion grows with its possession, and the man who 
in humble life was pure, and innocent, and just, has ofien been transformed by 
the of power into a monster. In the Sacred Book, which con- 
tains k sdom for the politician, as well as for the Christian, we find 
stration of the corrupting influence of power upon the human beart. 

When Hazael came to consult Elisha, whether his master, the King of Syria, 
would re rer from a dangerous illness, the prophet, looking through the vista 
of futurity, saw the crimes of which the messenger who stood before him would 
be guilty, and he wept. Hazael asked, why weepest my lord? The prophet 
1 recounted to him the murders and the cruelties of which he should be 





long possession 
ssons of W 
i happy illu 


1e 


the 


ruilty towards the children of Israel. Hazael, in thespirit of virtuous indigna- 
tion, replied: “Is thy servant a dog that he should do this great thing?”’ And 
lisha answered, the Lord hath shewed me, that thou shalt be king over Syria. 
And Mr. Buchanan adds: 
This man afterwards became king, by the murder of his master, and was guilty 
of enormiti the bure recital of which would make us shudder. 


I] commend to all Democrats when studying the civil-service conduct 


of the administration of President Cleveland the warning words of Mr. 
Buchanan. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 373) for the relief of women enrolled as Army nar: 

ir. HALE. Let us have the pending resolution disposed of. 

Mr. BLATR. Iam willing to let the vote be taken on the resolu- 
tion 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Maine 

Mr. HAL! I offer an amendment in the form of an additional 


I ask may be read. 
The 


resolution, which 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. amendment will be reported. 


The Srecrerary. It is proposed to add the following as an additional 
resolution: 
Resolved, That the Secreta f War is further directed to transmit to the Sen 
CO} of any furt r orders o1 ulars relating to the enployment of per- 
ons in any part of said Depariment since March 4, 1885, together wi th copies of 
all corresponden between the Department and any of its officers or sub ordi 





utes or any other person relating to the politics of ar 

The PRESIDENT 
the amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President,so much has been placed upon record 
in this matter, taken from letters, public and private, newspapers and 
public documents, that I wish to add just a few words of testimony. 

I beg, by the way, in the first place, to invite the earnest attention 
of our Democratic friends to the facts disclosed at length with great 
particularity by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] 
concerning the President’s pecuniary contribution to the campaign. 

The civil-service law does not pretend to interfere with contributions 
made by any civilian to any other civilian. It does not forbid any 
civilian to ask an oflice-holder for money, provided he does not go into 
any navy-yard, arsenal, or other public building or ground to do it. 
The discriminations of the law are made with very great care. It does 
forbid with particularity any person holding any office of any descrip 
tion under the United States, any person drawing a salary from the 
United States, to solicit or receive, in any way, directly or indirectly, 
from any other such person holding any office or drawing a salary, a 
subscription or contribution for political objects. It gets at them a!l 
by its sweeping clauses. It forbids the one from asking or receiving 
in any form anything for political purposes from the other. This is 
the eleventh section. 

The fourteenth section forbids any person in the service of the United 
States to give to any other person in like service, or to any Senator or 
Member of the House or Territorial Delegate, any money or other valu- 
able thing for any political object whatever. 


y of its employés 


The question is upon agreeing 
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I do not know the facts in this case, but if it be true, as is alleged 
papers, that the President of the United States has 
ent $10,000 to a political committee, upon which committee are promi- 
nent and eminent oflicers of the United States Government, or mem- 
the Senate or House, it is inevitably to be concluded that he 
ymmitted an offense punishable by a fine not exceeding $5,000 or 
isonment for not exceeding three years, or both. So the fifteenth 
ion of the act says, and says constitutionally. That precisely was 
decided in the famous General R. M. Curtis case, which was carried 
to the Supreme Court, and the constitutionality of the judgment below 
was affirmed by said court. 

Now I ask Senators who believe in the civi!-service-reform profes- 
sions of this Administration to make a feeble endeavor to explain this 
matter. I say if the President has sent his $10,000 to that committee, 
unquestionably the other terms of the problem are there. There are 
United States Senators upon that committee. It may be saidthat Mr. 
GORMAN and others who are membersof the committee were not aware 
of this contribution. Neither did Mr. Curtis know that his subordi- 
nate received the money inquestion. Yet he was convicted and he paid 
his fine of $1,000, 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will allow me to suggest that Mr. 
Curtis never received the money. It was some subordinate who re- 
ceived the money. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
employé, I think. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 


bers of 
h 
imp! 


sec 
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It was paid in to thecommittee by acustom-house 


Mr. Curtis knew nothing of it whatever. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And yet he was convicted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Beinga member of the political committee, the 
organization which received the money, he was held to be guilty un- 
der this statute. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
poses. 

One thing more. I do not ask the Senator from Missouri to accept 
my judgment that the Democratic party has proved unfaithful to the 
civil-service law. The judgment of the country is that it is not only 

infaithful to that law, but there is nothing that will provoke a louder 
roar of laughter ina Democratic conference than to pretend that it is, 


He indirectly received the money for political pur- 


It is only in the Senate that a man makes that pretense w ithont its 
being received with unbounded ridicule—receive d either with pity for 


his 
But the Senator from Missouri need not 


credulity or contempt for his audacity. 
take my evidence at alf upon 


the matter. I can not give him higher evidence than I am now about 
to present. 
Four years agoa class of honorable and cultivated and able gentlemen 


' . mn 


attained the title of Mugwumps, otherwise Big Indians. They were 
among the best men in our party, but they were greatly di <agcenne sd 
with a certain nomination, and they supported the Democratic ticket. 
Many of them being in reality free traders, stay with the Democracy 
but some of them assume the title of Independents. 

There were no more valuable champions of Mr, Cleveland four years 
ago than these same gentlemen. ‘They carried, no doubt, a consider- 
able number of Republicans with them. They pledged themselves to 
the men they brought to accompany them that Mr. Cleveland was de- 


. 


vote d heart and soul to this law and would enforce it entire, in letter, 
spirit, and truth. 
This is the famous Christmas-gift letter of Mr. Cleveland to Mr. 


George William Curtis, and it is printed day by day in many Repub- 
lican newspapers. I will read it: 

I know that they (abuses in the civil service) are deeply rooted, and that the 
spoils system has been supposed to be intimately related to success in the main- 
tenance of party org nization, and I am not sure that all those who profess to be 
the friends of this reform will stand firmly among its advocates when they find 
But fully appreciating the 
ition on 





it obstructing their way to patronage and place. 
t committed to my charge, no such consideration shall cause arelaxs 
my part of an earnest effort to enforce this law. 


Mr. Curtis called that— 
a Christmas gift of the best omen to the American people, a new emancipation 
proclamation of the freedom of the people from mere partisan enslavement. 
In the address of the Independents of July 22, 1834, is this: 
His— 
Mr. Cleveland’s— 


personal convictions proved by his official acts, more decisive than any plat- 





form declaration, are the guaranty that in its spirit and in its letterthe reform 
| would be enforced in the national Administration. 
The famous Evening Post, a valuable champion of that party, nomi- 


nally independent, but with unexampled persistence and I may say 
ferocity attacking the Republicans and supporting the Democrats—the 
Evening Post of February 6, 1385, said: 

No President since the era of emancipation has hada grander opportunity to 
be useful in his day and generation, and no one has formed a clearer conception 
of the duty which he owes to his country. 

Presto, change, in two and three years. 
The following is from a resolution of the 
League passed in August, 1887: 

The change in the unclassified civil service is so great as to forebode its 
plete partisan reconstruction by the close of the Administration. 

I leave it to Senators generally, of either party, to say whether it is 
not true that outside of the twelve or fourteen thousand reached by the 


National Civil Service 


com 
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ind Iw add that that same Postis to-day, nevert ess. s por sha : 
Mr. Cleveland, having frankly owned within six months that to all t 
othersubjects of great importance besides civil-set erefor The Pest thea 
is a determined free-trader. sins 
Harper’s Weekly of September 17, 188 iv refi ng to eae ; 


holders in the Democratic State convention of Pennsylvania i lians on t 











This defiance (by offic rs int I sy tnia Democra ‘ n 
like the notorious conduct of Higgins, Rasin, and 7 is B 
: : ' th serva 
should pass without notice or reproof from the P: ; 

33 haa never | eT \ . hnked : 

And, sir, it has never been reproved or rebuked y 

could be interpreted but in one way as show ya want of the ver i l 8s ‘ 
d courage, be l t € 


ch not « 
public con lence, 


= 
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are telling the truth about 


m great 
friends of Gove r Clevela 


his abandonment of their t doct: 








civil-service reform,and I believe they telling the truth as it ay 
to them when they say tl in the lyment, after all, there are « Oe 
matters of as much or more consequence, and they will continue tosny . by the Commis 
port Cleveland. 
CHIPPEWA INDIANS 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate do now adio irn, ca 

Mr. SABIN. I beg the Senator to withhold the motion sta : ! 
ment while I ask leave to call up Order of Business 2 ] o H 7 
bill 7935. it is a short 1 and I ask its consideration now, as I s t 
be ol ged to leave the city 
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the committee and the Depar ! ed I 
on and reported. I want to get it into the House of Repres ve 
for < il possible. I 
i YDS. If the Senator from Minnesota is obliged to 
away to-1 v, L suppo I can hardly object, but it is nota sg i en 
time of day to passa bill. I withdraw the motion to adjourn subject 
to objection to the bill when we hear it read Re ae 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the b 4 5. surveya. and 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and will be read at e register of 
length, subject to objection. coe ee 
Mr. DAWES. I suggest that, instead of reading the original bill, | ¢ Fi d Off € 
the amendment, which is a substitute for the whole bill, be read. i mpensation of t 
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soon as practicable after their appointm negotia l the diff t h, and Crookeat M 
ba or tribes of Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota for the « t I ide! phia and 

cession and relinquishment in writing of all their title and interest in and t } at public auctic to t 

he reservations of said Indians in the State of Minnesota, except the Wh / t witl \ said 
Earth and Red Lake reservations, and to all and so h of these two reser . i te ofs i 
vations as in the judgment of said commission is t tired to make and fil 3, except 

the allotments required by this and existing acts, and shall not have been re- sha e sold er e 
served by the commissioners for said purposes, fi ' yoses and 1 » the ts apt d I 
terms hereinafter stated; and such cession and r shment shal! be dee: i offering shall ther 
sufficient as to each of said severa] reservations, except to the Red Lake r« | value of the same 
ervation,if made and assented to in writing by two-t sof th ts twhena 
over eighteen years of age of the band or tribe of Indians « ipying and belong act nor i 
ing to such reservations: and as tot Red Lake reservation the ceasion and 1 Secretary ] 
relinquishment shal) be deemed suffi if made and assented toin like man st e newspaper pu 
ner by two-thirds of the male adults of all the Chippewa Indians in Minnesota sota, and, at the expirat 
and provided that all agreements therefor shall be ratified by Congress before ed shall be osed of 
taking effect. And for the purpose of ascertaining whether the proper number | pro’ of tead 
of Indians yield and give their assent as aforesaid, and for the purpose of mak : with the visions of 
ing the allotments and payments hereinafter mentioned, the said commission- or the land so taken b 

ers shall, while engaged in securing such cession and relinquishment as afore- | equal ial payments, ¢ 
said and before completing the same, make an accurate census of each tribe or | expiration of five years frot 
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laws, and after the full payment of said $1.25 per acre therefor and due proof of 
Occupancy said peri five ea i ar ‘ eyanee of said lands so 
taken as a homestead, or any contract touching the same, prior to the date of 
final entry, shall be null and void: Provide Phat nothi in this act shall be held 
toa iorize the sale or other disposal under its provision of any tract upon 
which there is a subsisting v: { emption or homestead entry, but any 
puch entry shall be proceeded with unde regulations and decisions in force 
at the date of its allow ‘ lif { 1 regular and valid patents shall issue | 
thereon: P r hat any person who has not heretofore had the benefit of 
the h est ! or pi iption ind who has failed from any cause to px 
fect | title to a tract of land heretofore entered by him under either of said 
la wit e a second | estead ent under the provisions of this act 

} I al) mx f ry from the disposal of said landsin conformity 
with the p ons this a ll, after deducting all the expenses of making 
the «« is, of ‘ the « mand relinguish nt, of making the removal 
and allotments, and ‘ ! g the surveys and appraisals, in this act pr 
vided, be p ‘ n the usury of t United Stetes to the credit of all the 
Chip a India the State of Minnesota as a permanent fund, which shall 
dra ter { rate of 5 per cent. per annum, payab! ually for the period 
of fifty yea ifter the allotments provided for in this act have been made, and | 
Which interest and 5 nanent fund shall be expended for the benefit of said In- 
dian i manner follov xr: One-half of said interest shall, during the said period 
of fifty years, except m the cases hereinafter otherwise provided, be annually 
paid ‘ Lin e i ires to the heads of families and guardians of orphan 
m f do fourth of said interest shall, during the e | 
period and with the like exception, be annually paid in cash in equal shares p 
capita to all other classes of said Indians; and the rer ning one-fourth of said 
interest shall, during the said period of fifty years, under the direction of th« 
Secretary of the Interior, be devoted exclusively to the establishment and main 
tenance of a system of fi schools among said Indians, in their midst and for 
their benefit; and at the expiration of the said fifty years, the said permanent 
fund shall be divided and paid to all of said Chippewa Indians and their issue 
then living, in cash, in equal shares: Provided, That Congress may, in its dis 
cretion, from time to time, during the said period of fifty years, appropriate, for 
the purpose of promoting civilization and self-support among the said Indians 





a portion of said principal sum, not exceeding 5 per cent. thereof. The United 
States shall, for the benefit of said Indians, advance to them as such interest as 


aforesaid the sum of $90,000 annually, count ng from the time when the removal 


and allotments provided for in this act shall have been made, until such time 


as said permanent fond, exclu 


ive of the deductions hereinbefore provided for, | 


shall equal or exceed the sum of $3,000,000, less any actual interest that may in | 


the mean time accrue from a 
ments of such interest to be made yearly in advance, and, in the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Int rior, may, as to three-fourths thereof, during the first 
five years be expended in pro aims, farrning implements, and 

ir shares as are fit and desire to 


seed for such of the Indians to the extent of th 
engage in farming, but 3 to the rest, in cash; and whenever said permanen 


fund shall exceed the sum of $3,000,000 the United States shall be fully reimbursed 
out of such excess for ail the advances of interest made as herein contemplated 
and other expenses hereunder 

Sec, 8 That the sum of $150,000 is hereby appropriated, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to pay for procuring the cession and relinquishment, making the censns sur- 
veys, appraisals, removal and allotments, and the first annual payment of inter- 
est herein contemplated and provided for, which money shall be expended un- 
der the direction of the Secretary of the Interior in conformity with the provis- 
ions of this act. A detailed statement of which expenses, except the interest 


aforesaid, shall be reported to Congress when the expenditures shall be com- 


pleted 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs to explain this bill. It seems to me to be a very important one. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. 8A BLN ] reported it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwas asking the chairman who I knew had charge 
of the Indians, the head mugwump, to tell us what he knew about it. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, this is quite an elaborate bill. It is 
an attempt to bring into one enactment plans that have been under- 
taken in different ways to manage and finally dispose of the Chippewa 
Indians of Minnesota, one of the greatest bodies of Indians that remain 
on the continent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How extensive are these lands? 

Mr. DAWES. These Indians oceupy at the present time quite a 
number of reservations in Minnesota. The White Earth reservation 
is thirty-six townships. The Red Lake reservation is about 3,000,000 
acres. The other reservations are one million and odd acres. The 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN] says there are in all 4,010,000 
acres. 

The greatest value of all these reservations, except the White Earth 
reservation, isin the pine timber, which has become of immense value. 
The land upon which this pine timber grows is of scarcely any value 
to anybody, least of all to Indians. 

The idea of the bill originally was to bring these Indians down on 
to the White Earth reservation, which is in the central part of Minne- 
sota, and contains, as I said, thirty-six townships, which is as fine a 
tract of land, I suppose, as there is in all Minnesota. 

Mr. PLATT. Have the Indians in any way signified their willing- 
ness to go there? 

Mr. DAWES. ‘That is embodied in the bill. There was an attempt 
two years ago by a commission authorized by act of Congress and ap- 
pointed by the Interior Department, to go out and negotiate with all 
these Indians for this ultimate purpose. They made an agreement 
with them, all except the Turtle Mountain and another band of In- 
dians, small bands, who held by such a peculiar title that they could 
not be negotiated with successfully. 

The agreement which was brought here was reported to both Houses 
of Congress for ratification. It did not meet the approval of the Rep- 





live-stock, 
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resentatives and Senators from Minnesota, nor of either committee for 
different reasons, the committee of the Senate having objections to it 
for one reason and the committee of the House for another reason. 

In the mean time there sprang up in one or two of these reservations 
I thought 


opposition to this agreement which had been entered into. 


imulations of said permanent fand; the pay- | 
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myself it was a good agreement, although it did not cope with the mai: 
trouble, the disposition of the pine lands, but as far as it went I though 
it wasa goodagreement. One of the Senators from Minnesota, the Sen- 
ator not present, the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], and myselt 
went there, and we found these reservationsin a very dem ralized state. 
Out of this grew a bill reported to the House of Representatives from 
1e Indian Committee, drawn by a member of that committee from Min- 
ota, which passed the House of Representatives and was referred to 
ie Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate; but it did not meet the 
iews of the Indian Committee of the Senate. 
They have been trying to devise a measure all along; they have been 


enaceavol 





ing to get some method to dispose of the pine timber upon 
these reservations for the benefit of the Indians—in other words, to 
capitalize it—and they have brought into this bill a plan for that pur- 
pose, which is the result of consultations with lumbermen of the West 
who have no interest in this matter, and who could not possibly in any 
way derive any benefit from the sale of this timber; but their expe- 
rience in the lumber business and the contidence the committee have 
in the authorsof that part of this bill have led them to adopt it as it has 
been mapped out by those to whom the committee appealed for their 
That is a part of this bill which involves probably fiveo 
< and it may be ten million dollars’ worth of pine timber. If it can 
be capitalized honestly, it will provide a fund for these Indians prob- 
ably larger than any fund ever provided for any Indians heretofore. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Where are the Indians to go in case of giving up 
ese lands? 
Mr. DAWES. I was going tosay that in the meantime this measure 
provides for the removal of all the Chippewa Indians to the White 
arth reservation and to the Red Lake reservation, not being able to 
bring them all down to the White Earth reservation, and also provides 
for the allotment to all these Indians of agricultural lands under the 
severalty law upon these two reservations, and then provides for the 
sale, for the benefit of the Indians, of the balance of the agricultural 
lands upon these two reservations which the commission provided for 
shall deem not necessary for the future use of the Indians. ‘That is the 
general plan. Then the whole of this plan is to be submitted to all of 
these Indians for their approval; two-thirds of the Indians upon the 
White Earth reservation and all the other reservations but the Red Lake 
to signify their assent to it in writing. 

As to the Red Lake reservation, which the Indians of Minnesota 
claim that all of them have a right to, although that is not admitted 
by the Indians upon the Red Lake reservation, it is required that there 
shall be the assent of all the Chippewa Indians to the transfer of that 
property to the United States for this purpose. 

The plan is, first, to transfer the title of all this land to the United 
States, except so much as is to be allotted, and then the United States 
are to take it and capitalize it as pine land for the benefit of the In- 
dians. That is the general plan. There is a great deal in it. 

I will say, as the Senator from Minnesota reminds me of it, that, 
after all, these agreements are to be approved by the Secretary of the 
Interior and proposed to Congress for ratification before they take effect. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That I notice; but we find that these ratifications, 
the first step being taken, go almost as a matter of course. What I 
wish to ask is whether these Indians are to be removed from where 
they are now to these two reservations except by their consent? The 
Senator used the word ‘‘ meantime.”’ 

Mr. DAWES. They are notto beremoved until they consent to this 
general arrangement, part of which is that they shall go to these res- 
ervations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask further what is the nature of the title 
which these Indians now have to these lands? 

Mr. DAWES. The title to the White Earth reservation is an act of 
Congress setting apart for the sole use of these Indians thirty-six town- 
ships of land. The title to the Red Lake reservation is the old original 
title of the Indians, the title of occupancy, recognized by Congress and 
supplemented by treaties in which, without using words of grant, it has 
been covenanted that they shall forever have the use or forever occupy, 
free from disturbance by white men, these lands, which is equivalent 
in point of fact, substantially, to a fee, though not exactly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then doI understand my honorable friend from 
Massachusetts to mean that, according to his observation of acts of Con- 
gress and treaties and so on, the title of these Indians is merely a cor- 
porate title in the whole body of them as a band or tribe, or whether 
there is anything in any of these acts of Congress which gives the in- 
dividual members of these tribes a property right in the land? If the 
answer is affirmative to the first inquiry, then, of course, it would be 
competent for Congress to provide that these tribes in their corporate 
character, by a majority or two-thirds or whatever Congress may think 
fit, may dispose of them. If, on the other hand, any individual In- 
dian of these tribes on any of these reservations is in the attitude of 
having a private property right, then it would seem to be somewhat 
difficult for Congress to say that two-thirds of his neighbors may take 
it away from him. I should like to know how that is. 

Mr. DAWES. The treaties with all these Indians contain a stipula- 
tion that any Indian may have an allotment in severalty on these lands 
and shall havea certificate—they do not call it a patent, but a certifi- 
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Mr. SABIN. They are not included in this. 

Mr. PLATT, I think they are all included. If they get the worth | 
of the timber this fund will ran up toa very considerable sum. It 
will be more than $5,000,000, I think. 

Now, I believe the very worst thing that can be done for these In- 





dians is to sell their land and put the proceeds into a fund and have | 
them paid the interest regularly on that fund for fifty years, and pos- 
bly, as the bill provides, 5 per cent. of the principal in an emer- | 
gency. | 
Mr. SABIN. ake it S per cent., then. | 
Mr. PLATT. the result will be that at the end of fifty 
years these Indiaus will not be a particle more advanced toward civ- | 
ilization than they are to-day. The truth is that the hardest Indians 


in the United States to civilize are the richest ones, and in proporti 
to the amount of their riches You can not break up the tribal rela- 
h tribe of Indians with one-half the ease that you can 
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an 1” Indians that have no money. 


Riches bring a kind of aristoc- 
racy among them, and they maintain their manners and their customs 
and resist every po le attempt to civilizethem. You may take their 
children and send them to school at Carlisle, and when they go back 
to the tribe they have either to be driven out or to go and adopt the 
eustoms and submit themselves to the regulations of the tribe. 

Mr. DAWI I should like to ask the Senator a question. Admit 
uli that to be true, and then admit that this pine timber belongs to 
the Indians, and I ask the Senator what is he going todo? Is he 
going to let this timber lie until the solution of this question, or is he 
going to take this money upon the principle that it is going to hurt its 
owner and do something else with it? Whatwould he do with it? It 
he will enlighten me on that subject, he will help me in this business. 

Mr. PLATT. I know the difficulties of this problem, I think. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will my friend from Connecticut yield to me? 

Mr. PLATT. I will, if you will permit me to say one other word. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will. 

Mr. PLATT. Lsay this, Mr. President, as my judgment of a gen- 
eral principle, you are never going to elevate any human being in this 


world very much or advance him very far along the road to social de- 
velopment unless he has the spending of his own money. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This bill is very important, and the Senate is 
thin, and as I am not ready at this present moment to vote for it, 

(hough I may be when I consider it more, I think I ought to insist 
on my motion to adjourn; but I will state, as my friend from Minne- 
sota wishes to go away to-morrow, that I will vote, if he wishes it, im- 

liately after the morning business to-morrow morning to take the 
| up and we can consider it with a full Senate. And now, subject 
to the Chair’s desire to lay some papers before the Senate, I renew my 
motion to adjourn. 
PENSACOLA AND MEMPHIS RAILROAD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before submitting the motion the 
Chair will lay before the Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. 3573) granting the right of way to the Pen- 
sacola and Memphis Railroad Company over and through the public 
Jands of the United States in the States of Florida, Alabama, Missis- 
sippi, and Tennessee, and granting the right of way to said railroad 
company over and through the United States naval and military res- 
ervations near Pensacola, in the State of Florida. 

The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 22, strike out 
insert ‘‘ three.’’ 

Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate concur in the House amend- 
ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What does that amendment mean, Mr. President? 
I wish to hear it explained. 

Mr. CALL. The original bill as passed by the Senate gave to the 
Pensacola and Memphis Railway Company, a corporation organized 
under the States of Alabama and Tennessee, which is now building a 
railroad to Pensacola, the right of way through the naval reservation, 
or rather the use of 1,800 feet of the water-front for their wharves, 
subject to its value to be appraised by the Secretary. The House amend- 
ment limits it to 300 feet. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison concurring in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


‘eighteen ’’ and 


‘ne following bills from the House of Representatives were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce: 

A bill (H. R. 11107) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to authorize 
the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
across the Poteau River, in the Choctaw Nation, near Fort Smith, 
Ark.;’’ and 

A bill (H. R. 11338) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Coosa River, at Gadsden, in the State of Alabama. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 6782) for the relief of James Ballard; and 
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A bill (H. R. 8557) for the relief of Dr. David Bell. 

The bill (H. R. 10098) to refer the claims of Richard H. Parkam, ad- 
ministrator of George Gorman, deceased, and Robert S. McDonald to 
the Court of Claims, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions that were not con- 
cluded to-day, if there be no objection, will be considered as in the 
order of current business for to-morrow morning. The Chair hears no 
objection. The Chair announces the unfinished business, being the bill 

H. R. 9151) to forfeit certain lands granted to the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 32 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, October 4, 1888, at 
i2 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, October 3, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

PUBLIC-LAND DECISIONS, ETC., INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the Senate amendments to the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 101) providing for the printing of decisions 
of the Interior Department with regard to public lands and pensions 
for sale. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimous consent to consider the Sen- 
ate amendments now and concur in them. They are only formal 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read, subject to objec- 
tion. 

The amendments were read at length. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It does not require any money eventually, for 
it goes back into the Treasury. It is simply to sell the decisions. 

There being no objection, the amendments were considered, and 
agreed to. 

DR. JOHN B. READ. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 10633) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to concur in 
the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read, subject to objec 
tion. 

The amendments were read at length. 

There being no objection, the Senate amendments were considered, 
and agreed to. : 

LINCOLN LAND DISTRICT, NEW MEXICO. 

The SPEAKER also Jaid before the House the bill (S. 3390) to create 
the Lincoln land district in the Territory of New Mexico; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, in behalf of the Delegate from New 
Mexico, who is temporarily absent, I ask Jeave to consider that bill now. 
It has been favorably reported upon by the House committee. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all that portion of the Territory of New Mexico em- 
braced within the boundaries of the county of Lincoln shall be constituted a 
separate land district, to be known as the Lincoln land district, the office of 
which said land district shall be located at the town of Roswell, Territory of 
New Mexico. 

Sro. 2. That the President shall appoint, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, a register and receiver of the public moneys of the United States 
for said district ; and said officers shall reside in the place where the land office 
is located, and they shall have the same power and receive the same emolu- 
ments as are or may be prescribed by lawin relation to other land officers in the 
Territories of the United States. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before consent is given, I would like to inquire if 
a similar bill has been reported by the House committee ? 

Mr. MCRAE. It has. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And meets the approval of the Secretary of the 
Interior? 

Mr. MoRAE. It has the approval of the Land Commissioner. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have no objection to its consideration. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading; and it was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MCRAE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. Speaker, I ask t mend that l, in ace 

ance with instructions from the Committee on Naval A rs, by st 

ing out, in line 22 of the first section, the words ‘‘ eighteen hundred 

and in lieu thereof inserting the words ‘‘ three hundred i 
300 feet.’’ 


[ will 





state that the purpose is to give the railroad company as 


ciency of water front, but not to authorize them t nopolize all t 
front. There is room enough for several other railroads if they desir 
r The amendment was agreed to. and t as amended was « 





to a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third t 
passed. 





Mr. HERBERT moved to reconsider the vote by w h the bill 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
table. 

The latter motion was ayreed to. 

HENRY LECOMTI 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House joint resolution (S. R. 1 
authorizing the Secretary of War to receive for instruction at the } 
itary Academy, at West Point, Henry Lecomte, of Switzerland ] 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on M 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
RETURN OF BILL TO SENATE 
‘ The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following request 
the Senate: ; 


Resolved, That the Secretary be requested to ask the H« 
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A bill (H. R. 3504) for the relief of John Geeman: 

A bill (H. R. 3152) for the relief of Arlington M. Harrison: 

A bi li. Kt. 2788) granting a pension to Lieut. George T. Russell; 

\ bill (HL. R. 2716) granting a pension to J. W. Leight; 

A bill (Hi. R. 2689) granting a pension to Johanna Geyer, widow of 
Gustave W Creve 

A bill (H. R. 2566) for the relief of Phillip Kopplin; 

A bill (11. R. 2474) granting a pension to Jose ph Lincoln Young; 

A bill (HI. RR. 6201) granting a pension to John Robeson; 

A bill (H. R. 6022) granting a pension to Smith Bodkins; 

\ bill (H. R. 5740) granting a pension to Anson Ward; 

A bill (H. R, 5193) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Is mnklin 

\ bill (HI. R. 7457) granting a pension to Eleanor D. Heath; 


| 
11 (Hi. It. 9935) to increase the pension of Isaac Hurd; 
bill (H. R. 9862) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Bair; 
bill (H. R. 9719) for the relief of Thomas Shackelford; 
bill (H. R. 7485) granting a pension to Mrs. V. Wilcox; 
bill (H. R. 7657) granting a pension to Mary Woodworth, widow 
»benezer F. Woodworth; 


2. 


bill (H. R. 7912) for the relief of Frances P. Vernon; 
bill (H. R. 8200) granting a pension to Lydia Ann Wilber; 
bill (H. Rt. 8553) granting a pension to Arabella Davis; 
bill (H. R. 8748) to increase the pension of Richard Jobes; 
bill (H. R. 11222) granting a pension to Elizabeth Heckler; 
bill (H. R. 11243) granting a pension to Mary E. McQueen; 
bill (H. R. 10738) to increase the pension of George C. Quick; 
bill (H. R. 10708) granting a pension to Jane E. Knoble; 
bill (H. R. 10705) granting a pension to Mary O. L. Tanner; 
bill (H. R. 10687) granting a pension to Charles Junot; 
bill (H. R. 10672) granting a pension to Mighill H. Patten; 
bill (H. R. 10661) granting a pension to Mrs. Sophia Vogelsang ; 
bill (H. R. 10629) granting a pension to Washington Ryan; 
bill (H. I 

I 


2. 10563) granting a pension to William 8S. Latham; 
t. 6309) for the relief of Mary A. Covey; 

bill (H. R. 10210) to increase the pension of Philip Thomas; 
bill (H. R. 10173) granting a pension to Catharine Mulligan; 


bill (H. R. 10171) granting a pension to Rachael Rogers; 


bill (H. 


* 
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bill (H. R. 11030) granting a pension to Susan E. Latture; 
bill (H. R. 10159) granting a pension to Jenny Buell; 


bill (Hf. R. 10342) granting a pension to John Dauper; 
bill (H. R. 10274) granting a pension to Joseph W. Filler; 
bill (H. R. 10258) to place the name of Cyrus Millins on the pen- 
sion-roll; 

\ bill (H. R. 10256) to place the name of Lucy Wagor on the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (HI. R. 10241) increasing the pension of Richard Porter; 

A biil (H. R. 10224) granting a pension to Elias H. Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 5248) for the relief of the American Grocer Associa- 
tion; 

A bill (H. H. 2696) for the relief of John J. Crooke; 


R 
R 
bill (H. R. 9975) granting a pension to Joseph Welsh; 
R 
R 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 210) authorizing the printing of the third | 


annual report of the Commissioner of Labor; 
Joint resolution (S. R. 110) in aid of the sufferers from yellow fever; 
A bill (S. 317) for the relief of William A. Bevens; 


A bill (S. 544) to authorize the construction of a highway bridge | 


across that part of the waters of Lake Champlain which separates the 
islands of North Hero and South Hero, in the county of Grand Isle, in 
the State of Vermont; 

A bill (S. 602) for the relief of James Millinger; 

A bill (S. 654) granting a pension to John Motz; 

A bill (S. 1766) granting a pension to Stephen Butler; 

A bill (S. 2321) granting a pension to John V. Hennessey; 

A bill (S. 2519) to make enlisted men of the Signal Corps responsible 
for public property; 

A bill (S. 3168) regulating admission to the institutions of the As- 
sociation for Works of Mercy in certain cases, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2563) to compensate Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer for important 
services rendered the military authorities in 1864 at Deer Creek Station, 
Wyoming; 

A bill (S. 2606) granting a pension to John B. Timberman; 

A bill (S. 3098) concerning the settlement of the boundary lines be- 
tween Connecticut and Rhode Island; 

A bill (S. 3208) granting a pension to William 8. Bradshaw; 

A bill (S. 3306) granting a pension to Mary K. Richards; 

A bill (S. 122) granting a pension to Samuel Lane; 


\ bill (S. 2613) to amend an act approved June 15, 1882, changing | 


the boundaries of the fourth collection district of Virginia; 

A bill (S. 249) to prevent the manufacture or sale of adulterated food 
or drugs in the District of Columbia; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 10) relating to the inclosure of certain points 
of special interest on the battle-field of Gettysburgh. 


RICHARD H. PARHAM, ADMINISTRATOR. 
Mr. MORGAN. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
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| 
Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
H. R. 10098) to refer the claims of Richard H. Parham, administrator 
of George Gorman, deceased, and Robert S. McDonald to the Court of 
Claims. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
te led, etc., That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court of 
Cl ns to hear and determine the claims of Richard H. Parh 1, administrator 
of George Gorman, deceased, and of Robert S. McDonald, of Marshall County, 
Mississippi, for stores and supplies taken and used by the Army of the United 


States during the late war. 
The SPEAKER, 
this bill? 
Ir. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I would like to know whether any com- 
mittee has reported this bill? 
| Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir; it has been reported by the Committee on 
| War Claims with a favorable recommendation. ‘The claim involves 
| only nine or ten thousand dollars, and the bill simply provides for a 
reference of it to the Court of Claims for inquiry and ascertainment of 
the facts. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to reserve the right to object until I hear 
| the report read. 
| The report (by Mr. Crouse) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bills (H. R. 825and 





Is there objection to the present consideration of 


| for the relief of Richard H, Parham, administrator of George Gorman, de- 
} ceased, and Robert 8. McDonald, report as follows: 

It appears from the proof submitted that the Committee on War Claims of 
| the Forty-ninth Congress transmitted these claims to the Court of Claims fora 


| finding of facts under the provisions of the Bowman act. The loyalty has been 
| favorably determined by the court, but the cases were dismissed by that tribu- 
nal for want of jurisdiction. 

Your committee are of opinion that the court should have jurisdiction so as to 
pass upon the merits of the claims, and report herewith a bill conferring au- 

| thority upon the Court of Claims to adjudicate the claims, and recommend its 
} passage. 

| Mr. DINGLEY,. I should like to have the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MorGAN] explain why these cases were dismissed by the 
| court for want of jurisdiction. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not know exactly, but I think there was some 
statute intervening. I believe the claim was not presented in time, 
through some inadvertence on the part of the attorneys employed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Simply a statute of limitation? 

Mr. MORGAN. Simply a statute of limitation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Can the gentleman state whether these supplies 

| were furnished by order of the proper officers? 

Mr. MORGAN. The supplies were furnished to the Army, but I 
can not say by whose order. All these questions, however, will be 

| investigated by the court. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand the gentleman to say that the bill 
only provides for a reference of the claims to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN. Simply a reference for the ascertainment of the 
facts. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
| Mr. MORGAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
| passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

’ DR. DAVID BELL. 


Mr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of tha 
Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
8557) for the relief of Dr. David Bell, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed, out of any money not otherwise appropriated,to pay to 
Dr. David Bell, of Limestone Cove, Unicoi County, Tennessee, his pay as as- 
sistant surgeon of the Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry, from the 15th day of May, 
I-64, tothe Ist day of January, 1865; he having discharged the duties as such 
surgeon by the request and direction of the colonel of said regiment and Gen- 
| eral Gillem, commander of the brigade in which said regiment belonged. His 
| serviees were required on account of an unusual amount of sickness in said 
| regiment. 
| The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
| from Tennessee [Mr. ButLER] ? 

Several MEMBERS. Let the report be read. 
| The report (by Mr. BRoweER) was read, as follows: 
| The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred House bill 8557, report 
as follows: 

This is a claim for services as assistant surgeon of the Thirteenth Tennessec 
Cavalry from the 16th of May, 1864, to Ist of June, 1865. 

Your committee report back the bill and recommend that it do pass, 
| Mr. KILGORE. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 
| Tennessee [Mr. BUTLER] why it is that this claim has never been pre- 

sented before. Twenty-five years have elapsed since it accrued, and it 
| seems to me it ought to have been presented and disposed of long ago. 
| Mr. BUTLER. I do not know the reason. The claimant has made 
| efforts here through his Representatives for years, but I suppose he 
could never get anybody to attend to it. (Laughter. ] 
Mr. KILGORE. I believe I shall have to object. 
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The amendments recommended by the cor 

The bill as amended was ordered to be « 
time; and being ossed, it ¥ accord}! 
passed. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carol mo 


bill as amended was passed; 


motion to reconsider be laid on the tabl 


by which the 


The latter motion was agre ed to 


YANKTON AND MISSOURI RIVER RAILW 
TheSPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. PEEL, 
of Mississippi, and Mr. NELSON as conferees on the part of 
upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
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granting the rightof way to the Yapkton and Missouri River 
Company through the Yankton reservation, in Dakota. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, annou 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of confe1 


MESSAGE FROM THE SEN 


on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amen 


ficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June: 
and prior years, and for other purposes; also that the Senate 
7 “—) TA 

8 yy 11 a, 


to the said bill, disagreed to by the House of Representatives. 


insisted on its amendments numbered 41, 100, 


The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to rep 
of committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two H 


1) 
i 


on bills and joint resolution of the following titles 


A bill (S. 3234) to abolish circuit-court powers of certain dist: 


courts of the United States, and for other purposes; 
A bill (H. R. 3300) to amend an act to enable the city 


purchase certain land for cemetery purposes; and 
Joint resolution (S. R. 110) in aid of sufferers from 
The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed t 

amendment of the House to the bill (S. 3559 

the Revised Statutes of the United States to allow persons who 


abandoned or relinquished their homesteads 
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BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY. 
Mr. HWEARI I submit the following privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The Lee conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the anv ol the House tothe bill (8S, 2742) to incorporate the ghtwood 








Railw Cor y of the District of Columbia, having met, after full and fre« 
confer: have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses ax f y 

That ti te recede from its disagreement tothe amendment numbered 1, 
and agree toth ime with an amendment as follows: After the words “ single 
or,” in line insert th the approval of the commissioners of the District 
a;"’ so usto read And by that name may sue and be sued, implead and le 
implea 1, with authority to construct and lay down a single or, with the ap- 
proval «of ec commissioners of the District,a double track, ete.”’ 

That Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbere ? erting fter the words ‘‘ cents,’ in line 12, page 2, the word 
* Prov electric wires or cables are used, the same shall be placed under 
grounc 

That ennte ist on its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 5 aud the Ilouse recede from the same, the amendment being to in- 
sert, alt yord irisciction,”’ in line 7, re 6, the words “* Provided, That 
the full ount of the eapital stock subscribed shall be paid in full in cash be- 
fore said company shall operate said road.’ 

: That t House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 1, 
inserti f tae word ‘instruction,’ in line 16, page 9, the words ** Provided 


That it ill exercise ne owers not herein « xpressly grant da,”’ 
B. COMPTON, 
JOHN T. HEARD 
M. S. BREWER, 


on the part of the Howse 
I. G. HARRIS, 
Cc. B. FARWELL, 
JOHN C, SPOONER, 
Managers on the part of the Senat 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the statement of 
the House conferees, which, under the rules, accompanies the conference 
report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Managers 


STATEMENT OF CONFEREES. 

Mr. Speaker, the conferees on the part of the House, appointed to confer with 
the Senate conference committee on the disagreeing votes of the two Houseson 
the amendments of the House to Senate bill No. 2742 to incorporate the Bright 
wood Railway Company of the District of Columbia, respectfully submit the 
following statement relative to said conference, and in explanation of the re- 
port herewith presented: 

The Senate recedes from its disagreement to amendment numbered 1, and 
agrees to the amendment with an amendment. The amendment of the House 
proposed to strike out the word “double,” in line 8 of section 1, so as to limit 
said company to the privilege of building a single track. The amendment to 
the amendment qualifies the restriction so that with the approval of the District 
commissioners a double track may be laid. 

Amendment numbered 2, the disagreement to which is receded from by the 
Senate, requires said company, in case it uses electric wires or cables, to place 
the same under the ground, which the House conferees regarded.as important, 
and successfully urged its adoption. 

Amendment numbered3,from which your conferees recommend that the House 
recede, was designed to compel the stockholders to pay in full the par value of 
the entire capital stock authorized to be issued by the company before said com- 

many should operate said road. This amendment is not regarded as important, 
ce the reason that said company is not authorized to issue any bonds or other 
obligations in which the public could become interested, and while the amount 
of the capital stock authorized to be issued is just what your committee thought 
necessary, if paid in full, to build said road, Still, if the road can be built for 
less, we see no reason why any more money should be paid into the treasury 
of said company than would be necessary to construct the road, which is the 
ouly thing in which the outside public is really interested. 

Amendment numbered 4, from which your conferees recommend that the 
THouse recede, is in the nature of a proviso, which reads as follows: ‘‘ Provided, 
That it shall exercise no powers not herein expressly granted.”’ This being 
considered surplusage by your conferees, and it being objected to by the Senate 
conferees on the ground that the absence from other similar charters of any such 
language, and its »ption here, might be held by implication to be intended to 
curtail in an unusual measure the powers and privileges of this company, and 
your conferees being of the opinion that it is entirely unnecessary to protect the 
public, they therefore make the recommendation to recede 


The report was adopted. 

Mr. HEARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 








DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. BURNES. I submit the following privileged report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations 
to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1888, and prior years, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free con- 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 10, 13, 14, 19, 23, 26, 28, 
4, 35, 36, 87, 38, 40, 43, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 64, 66, 67, 78, 79, 81, 82, $4, 85, $6, 90, 91, 93, 
103, 116, 117, and 137. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 22, 24, 25, 27, 30, 31, $2, 33, 
44, 45, 46, 47, 53, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 65, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 8C, 83, 
87, 88, 89, 92, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 101, 102, 104, 105, 106, 108, 109, 110, 111, 118, 119, 120, 
121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 139, 140, 141, 142, 
143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 154, 185, 156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 
162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 180, 
J8l, 182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, 194, 195, 196, 197, 195, 199, 
200, 201, 202, 203, 204, 2056, 206, 207, 208, 209, 210, 211, 212, 213, 214, 215, 216, 217, 218, 
R19, 220, 221, 222, 223, 224, 225, 226, 227, 228, and 229, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its disagreement to 


APPROPRIATION 
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the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ‘$1,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum propo-ed in said amendment, insert 
**6,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: 

lo refund to the heirs of C. A. J. Flemister the balance of the proceeds of a 
sale of certain real estate of said Flemister, covered into the Treasury over and 
above his indebtedness to the Government, $475.”’ j 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the ar.endment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said aimend- 
ment insert the following: ‘‘To enable the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia to employ counsel in special cases during the fiscal year 18389, $2,500, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 42: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
theamendment of the Senate numbered 42,and agree tothe same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: 

Increase of water supply, Washington, D.C,: That all work heretofore per- 
formed upon the Washington Aqueduct tunnel, together with the provisions of 
any contract made for the same or any portion thereof, shall forthwith be fully 
ifvestigated by a joint select committce of six members, of whom tliree shall 
be members of the Senate, to be appointed by the President of the Senate, and 
three shall be members of the House of Representatives, to be appointed by the 
Speaker. Said committee shall have authority to employ a clerk and stenog- 
rapher and such experts as it may deem necessary for the investigation ; it 
may sit during the sessions of Congress or in recess, and shall have full power 
in full committee or subcommittee to administer oat nd send for per- 
ind papers and to conduct its investigation either in W gton orin such 
places as may be deemed necessary; it shall make full report of its proceed- 
ings and the conclusions arrived at, with such recommendatiens as it may 
deem proper, to Congress on or before January 1, 1889; and for these pu 
the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is horeby approy 
to be disbursed on vouchers approved by said committee. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 54: That the Ilouse recede from i\s disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 54, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line7 of saidamendment strike ont the word “'sixty- 
seven’ and insert in lieu thereof the word “sixty-six;’’ and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 63: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 63, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieuof the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
**$1,328.07;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 107: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 107, and agree to the same with an 
amendmentasfollows: Afterthe matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: 

‘To provide for the payment of the claims enunicrate Lins 
Document No, 270, Fiftieth Congress, first session, for fees of district attorneys, 
as follows, namely: Fiscal year 1886, $320; for fiseal year 37, $4,744.90; in all 
$5,064.00.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 115: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 115, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment and insert after line 2, page 2, of the bill, the following: 

lo pay out of humane consideration, and without reference to the question 
of liability therefor, the sum of $276,619.75 to the Chinese Government as full 
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| ind,emnity for all losses and injuries sustained by Chinese subjects within the 


Un ted States at the hands of residents thereof.’ 
And the Senate agree to the same. ‘ 
Amendment numbered 130: That the House recede from ils disagreement to 


| the amendment of the Senate numbered 130, and agree to the same with an 


amendment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: 

‘To reimburse the Official Reporter of the Senate for moneys paid for cleri- 
eal hire during the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, and for extra clerical 
services and expenses occasioned by the prolongation of the session, $5,000."’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 138: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 138,and agree to the same with an 
amendment asfollows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following : 

‘To pay all session employés of the House of Representatives authorized by 
the ‘Act making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for other 
purposes,’ approved March 3, 1887, at the several rates of compensation therein 
allowed from the 5th day of July, 1888, to the end of the present session of Con- 
gress, $45,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 230: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 230, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: 

“Sec. 7, That for the payment of the following claims certified to be due by 
the several accounting officers of the Treasury Department under appropria- 
tions, the balance of which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus fund 
under the provisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, and under appro- 
priations heretofore treated as permanent, being for the service of the fiscal 
year 1886 and prior years, and which have been certified to Congress under sec- 
tion 2 of the act of July 7, 1884, as fully set forth in House Executive Document 
No. 455, Fiftieth Congress, first session, there is appropriated as follows: 


“WAR DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE SECOND AUDITOR AND SECOND 
COMPTROLLER. 
“ For pay of two and three year volunteers, 1871 and prior years, $27,708.15. 
‘For bounty to volunteers and their widows and legal heirs, 1871 and prior 
years, $20,069.46. 
** For bounty, act of July 28, 1886, 1880 and prior years, $4,525.89, 
“ For pay, etc., of the Army, 1886 and prior years, $369.47. 
‘‘ For pay, ete., of the Army, 1887, $606.20. 
‘For pay, ete., of the Army, 1888, $225.75. 
‘‘ INTERIOR DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE SECOND AUDITOR AND SECOND 
COMPTROLLER. 


“ For pay of Indian agenis, 1886 and prior years, $206.75, 
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On amet ts numbered 108 and 109: Appropriates $10,016.81 for expenses 
of Territo purta in Utah during the fiscal year 1887. 

Or e1 1ents numbered 110 and 111: Appropriates $25,000 for support of 
Un 1 States prisoners, fiscal year 1587, 

On amendment numbered 115: Provides for payment, out of humane consid- 
era and without reference to the question of liability, the sum of $276,619.75 
tothe Cl eGovernment as fullindemnity for all losses and injuries sustained 
by Chinese su cts within the United States at the hands of residents thereof. 

Or end nt numbered 116: Appropriates $125 to refund to David Day a 
port 1 ofa ft remiited by pardon of the President. P 

On amendment numbered 117: Strikes out provision that the benefits of ex- 


tra pay to printers on the CoNGRES*#IONAL RECORD shall be extended to the 


< ; ” ointed by the foreman 

Or nendment numbered 118; Appropriates $10,000 to pay 15 per cent, addi- 
tional to emp és of 1 Government Printing Office employed on the night 

r 

On amendment numbered 1! Appropriates $25,000 to enable the Public 
Printer to comply with the law granting fifteen days’ annual leave to employés 
of the Government Printing Office for the fiseal years 1887 and 1888 

On amendments numbered 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130,131, 132, 
133, 134, and 1 Provide for certain deficiencies on account of expenses of the 


ate, and appropriates $5,000 to reimburse the Official Reporter of the Senate 
for moneys paid for clerical hire during the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, 
and for extra clerical services and expenses occasioned by the prolongation of 
the session 

On amendment numbered 136: Provides that hereafter a statement of all ap- 
propriations made during each session of Congress, including new offices created, 
iries of offices increased, offices the salaries of which are 
ted, together with a chronological history of the regular appro- 
priation bills, shall prepared under the direction of the Committees on Ap- 
iteand House of Representatives, and appropriates $1,200 


salaries of each, and sal 


reduced or ¢ ‘ 
propriations of the S« 
for doing the work 
} itnumbered 137: Restores the provisions proposed to be stricken 
out by the Senate, to reimburse the five Official Reporters of the debates of th« 
House of Representatives tor moneys paid by them during the present session 
for clerical hire and extra clerical service. 

On amendment numbered 138: Appropriates $500 to pay Alexander Van Geu- 


On amendm« 





der as extra compensation for services as assistant clerk to the Committee on 
invalid Pensions; and $45,000 to meet a deficiency on account of the pay of 
session employés of the House for the present session of Congress. 

On amendment numbered 139: Appropriates $19.30 to pay foreign postage on 
account of the Library of Congress 


On amendmenst numbered 140, 141, 142, 143, 144, and 145: Corrects an error in 


the spelling of a nan provides for the payment of the following additional 
judgments of the Court of Claims, namely: Francis E. Green, $545.20; Sarah M. 
Burge, $576.99; the New York Central and Hudson River Railroad Company, 
$144,002.92; and strikes out the provision to pay judgment in favor of Martin E, 
Hall, for $316.71 

On amendment numbered 146: Authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to loan 
acientifie instruments in possession of the Navy Department to persons taking 





observations or making investigations for the use of the Signal Service. 

On amendment numbered 147: Strikes out proposed appropriation of $38,861.18 
to reimburse Kentucky for expenses incurred in suppressing the rebellion, the 
same being provided for elsewhere in the bill. 

On amendments numbered 148 to 230, inclusive: Appropriates for the payment 
of claims audited by the accounting officers of the Treasury and certified to 
Congress in Senate Executive Documents Nos, 255 and 269 of the present session, 
and in House Executive Document No. 455, this session. 

Che committee of conference have been unable to agree on the following 
amendments, namely 

On amendment numbered 41: Appropriating 32,500 to enable the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to employ and pay special counsel to repre- 
sent the District in the case of Samuel Strong, authorized to be submitted to an 
arbitration board under a joint resolution of Congress approved July 10, 1888, 

On amendmentnumbered 00: Appropriating $8,745 to pay to the widow of the 
late Chief-Justice Morrison R. Waite, being the balance of salary for one year. 

Onamendments numbered li2and 113: Appropriating $80,000 to further aid the 
Industrial Christian Home Association of Utah Territory. 

On amendment numbered 114: Appropriating one year's salary to the widow 
of Lafayette Dancey, an employé of the Internal Revenue Bureau, who died 
of yellow fever in Florida while inthe discharge of his duty in the public service. 

On amendment numbered 231: Extending the laws of the United States over 
the unorganized territory known as **No Man's Land,” and authorizing the 
entry of public lands therein under the homestead laws. 

rhe bill as it passed the House appropriated $3,227,518.32. 
Senate it appropriated $5,165 ,048.65, 

rhe bill, so tar as it has been agreed upon by the conference committee, ap- 
propriates $4,983,223 57, being a reduction under the amount as it passed the Sen- 
ate of $231,825.08. 

Phe items of appropriation involved in the Senate amendments upon which 
the conference committee have been unable to agree aggregate $91,245. 

JAS. N. BURNES, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
THOS. RYAN, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


As it passed the 





During the reading, 

Mr. SPINOLA said: 
ment? 

The SPEAKER pro te 
20t. 

Mr. ROGERS. I did not hear read or it escaped my attention what 
provision has been made in reference to the investigation of the aque- 
duct construction, or, in other words, what appropriation has been made 
for that work? 

Mr. BURNES, I will take that up the first item. 

Mr. HOOKER, I heard something read in reference to No Man’s 
Land, and as this matter is akin to the Oklahoma question, I wish to 
know whether the committee has given any attention to that matter. 

ir. BURNES. I will refer to it before I get through. 

Mr. HOOKER. I do not feel justified in calling up the Oklahoma 
question during the absence of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER]. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. ROGERS 
I should ask him now tostate precisely what was done with the Utah 
matter, 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, the amendment numbered 42 is a pro- 
vision legislative in its character, extending the time provided by law 


Is this the proper time to object to an amend- 


pore (Mr. RicHARDSON in the chair). It is | 


it would annoy the gentleman from Missouri less if 
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for the completion of the aqueduct to supply water to the city of Wash- 
Pending the consideration of that amendment in conferen 

it was suggested that instead of extending the time for the completion 
of the work we should provide for a thorough, full, and complete inves- 
tigation of all the facts concerning the entire work done under the 
War Department by the Corps of Engineers. So the Senate amend- 
ment was changed in conference to a provision simply to raise a com- 
mittee to consist of three Senators and three Members of the House, to 
be appointed by the respective presiding officers of the two Houses, to 
make the investigation. The condition in which the work now is, its 
character, and the conduct of all parties engaged in it we think should 
be rigidly investigated, including, of course, all the contracts that have 
been made and reported to Congress by the 1st day of January next. 

That is all we have done with regard to the aqueduct. 

Mr. ROGERS. No appropriation whatever? 

Mr. BURNES. Yes; an appropriation to pay the expense of the in- 
vestigation—o, 000. 

Mr. ROGERS. But nothing further? 

Mr. BURNES. Nothing further. 

Mr. OATES. I do not understand whether this is to be investigated 
by a commission or by a committee. 

Mr. BURNES. By a joint committee of Congress. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Has the work been discontinued? 

Mr. BURNES. I think not. 

It is a well-known fact, Mr. Speaker, that the Congress of the Unite 
States and the department of the Government most interested in th. 
control and management of*this work have been fully and duly ad- 
vised of the fact that the work needed careful executive attention and 
administration. It is not for me to say nor do I believe there will be 
found any material cause of complaint against the officials of the War 
Department—I mean the head of the War Department and the head 
of the Engineers—unless, indeed, they have been negligent or careles 
in regard to the administration of the iaw. But that wrongs unpar- 
alleled almost in publie works have been allowed to be perpetrated 
or perpetrated without observation on the part of those whose duty i 
is to observe, is beyond question. Therefore this investigation has been 
provided for. As giving information now that will be of service to th« 
public and perhaps of service to every member on this floor, I will have 
read and published in the RECORD, as a part of my remarks, not only 


ington. 


| the facts and figures relating to the appropriations for the work, but all 


of the facts with reference to its continuance and completion as the, 
have come to the Committee on Appropriations of this House; and | 
ask the Clerk to read from a report made by the committee on 
urgent deficiency bill making the final appropriations. 

Before that is read, however, I wish to say that appropriations hav- 
ing been doubled beyond the estimates originally made, and there being 
still a demand for more money to complete the work, the Appropria 


| tions Committee determined to make a finish of it and for that purpose 


called before the committee all the parties engaged in the work, o1 
nearly all, and consulted them with reference to the estimates which 
had been submitted for its completion. The estimates were $320,U0U. 
After a full examination and cross-examination and re-examination, 
the last dollar and the last cent that anybody asked for was $355,000 
to make the final completion of the work. 

Mr. SAYERS. In that connection, my colleague should state that 
we also had Major Lydecker before us. 

Mr. BURNES. Yes, sir; Major Lydecker was before the committee. 

Now, with reference to the time, it was provided in the law that this 
vork should be finished by the Ist day of November. I find nothing 
on record with regard to the fact, and I can only bear personal testi- 


| mony as to my own recollection, and as we were particular with regard 


to the final appropriation, so we were particular in giving more time 
than was demanded by any one in connection with the work, as I rec- 
Therefore, to my mind there is no justifiable reason in depart 
ing from or for extending the time for the completion. 
I ask the Clerk to read from the report of the committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
INCREASED WATER SUPPLY, WASHINGTON CITY, 


The bill appropriates $355,000 to complete the work of increasing the water 
supply of the city of Washington. The estimate submitted in the annual Book 
of Estimates for 1889 for this object was $320,000, but upon examination it was 
deemed necessary to increase the amount asked for to the sum which is given, 
and to place the appropriation in this bill in order that the work, which is now 
suspended for the lack of funds, may be resumed at the earliest moment practi- 
cable. The engineer officer in charge of the work, Major Lydecker, gives posi 
tive assurance that the sum recommended, $355,000, will complete this work 
without further delay, and that there will be no further application to Congress 
for appropriations, 

In this connection it is proper to call attention to the fact that the origina! 
estimates for this work have been largely exceeded, The original act author 
izing the extension of the water supply, passed July 15, 1882 (vol. 22, Statutes 
at Large, page 170), appropriated for the work $1,485,279.50. Since that time 
Congress has made the following additional appropriations: 





July 7, 1884...... Sitesi sbeavcthapelaiiiaeids Srivnbietds panies ssidubbtitastiien ous ; $87,509 
March 3, 1885.......... @ q 87,500 
March 26, 1886. eee .. 6,000 
DRE, BIE calicivecive dads cede tgs th dite evtviininntevenddediocactistere sévoneven . 555, 000 


Making the aggregate appropriations to date $2, 220, 279.30, which, added to 
the sum now asked for and recommended, make a total of $2,575, 279. 30, or 
$1, 090, 000 over and above the amount originally appropriated for the work, and 


based on estimates of its entire cost. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

In this supplementary report the committee ‘ s 
of the report already made, accom} ying said l 64 ers to 
‘increased water supply, Washing ( itoa ita Ses 
of the Forty-ninth Congress the subcommitte u he Distr 
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“WATER SUPPLY, WASHI »N 
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and I do not know, but I presume that these contractors 
are under bonds with a penalty for its completion by that time. 
Mr. Will the gentleman state whether or no Major Ly- 
decker is still in control of this work? 

Mr. BURNES. Undoubtedly he is; and perhaps I ought tosay that 
he seems now to be taking some interest in it. [Laughter. ] 

wr. DINGLEY. That is a very pleasant announcement. 

Mr. ROGER [ wish to ask the gentleman trom Missouri [ Mr. 
EURNES| upon whose testimony it was that the report was made re- 
flecting so severely upon Captain Hoxie? Who were the witnesses ? 

Mr. BURNES, I will say to my friend from Arkansas that it would 
be impossible for me to tell now exactly with certainty who the wit- 
nesses were, or What were the sources of the information upon which 
the report was based 

Mr. ROGEKS. Was Major Lydecker one of them ? 

Mr. BURNES, He was before us, and gave his views freely. 

Mr. ROGERS. Was he one of the witnesses ? 

Mr. BURNE Hie was before us; but I can not say he was there 
in the capacity of a witness 

Mr. ROGERS. 
ashotathim. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BURNES. Well, I will say that I hope the Government of the 
United States will so profit by these lessons that no contract for any 
public work shall be hereafter sublet by the contractor. These con- 
tractors have perhaps done no more with reference to this work than 
to sublet it and profit by the margin between the contract price and 
that at which it is done by the actual workmen. They took the con 
tract and sublet it for the margins they could make. They have 
taken the place of the Government, and let the work to the men who 
ure actually doing it; and although it may be said that they are re- 
sponsible upon their bond, yet, on the other hand, penalties in bonds 
ol this character are most generally valueless. Every sort of claim to 
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money, but the officers seemed very solicitous lest he should lose money. They 

lso told him that the contract required that the bidder should havea plant 
worth $50,000 with which to prosecutethe work. Colonel Dewees acknowledged 
that he had no plant, but said that he had $50,000 cash with which to buy a first- 
class plant. 

THE FIRST PROTEST. 

IIe soon learned that the Secretary of War wasabout to award the contract to 
Beckwith & Quackenbush, and that this award was to be made upon the ad- 
vice of Major Lydecker, concurred in by General Wright, then Chief of Engi- 
neers, though General W right had cautioned Major Lydecker that he assumed a 
grave respoasibility in not awarding the contract to the lowest bidder. Colonel 
Dewees, upon receipt of this information, wrote a letter to the Secretary of War, 
vigorously protesting against the award of the contract to any bidder other 
than himself. This letter is on file in the office of the Chief of Engineers of the 
Army It reads as follows: 

““WasninctTon, D. C., October 19, 1883. 
‘Str: Weare bidders for work on the new water supply works of Washing- 

ton, D.C., to the amount of $464,900. We made this bid in response to a public 
advertisement, and we have a right to assume that the object of the advertise- 
ment was to secure the lowest responsible bid. Our bid is, as we are informed 
and believe, $33,200 lower than thatof Beckwith & Quackenbush, of New York, 
and $7,093 less than that of Eugene Robinson, of Detroit. We learned some 
days since by the public newspapers, and yesterday by information orally com 
municated to our associate, Louis E. Johnson, by General H.G. Wright, Chief 
of Engineers of the United States Army, that the contract is about to be awarded 
to Beckwith & Quackenbush, at their bid of $83,200 higher than ours 

‘Against this we protest. It is neither just to us nor to the Government. It 
favors private parties at the public expense, andfor no reason, Weare respon- 





| sible bidders, and are prepared to convince any one of that fact who is willing 


defeat a recovery is usually made, and too often with success. If the | 


contractor of a public work were required actually to perform it with 

hisown employés he could not escape responsibility for neglect or fraud, 

which his system of subletting almost invariably causes. As it is, he 
makes his gain, the subcontractor is generally the loser, and upon his 
head the odium is cast, when it rightfully attaches to his principal. 

J sympathize with the suggestion of my friend from Arkansas [ Mr. 
RoGgers |, and I hope this committee which is to be raised will give 
Captain Hoxie an opportunity of presenting his side of the case. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Before the gentleman from Missouri leaves this 
subject I ask him to yield to me to have read from the desk some 
charges and statements that have been made in the public press in re- 
vard to the letting of this contract. 

Mr. BURNES.  Lyield to my colleague on the committee all the time 
he desires. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. 
desire to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HERE IS MORE RICHNESS—HOW BECKWITH & QUACKENBUSH OBTAINED THEIR 
CONTRACT—MAJOR LYDECKER’S FRIENDLY REPORT-—-HOW THEY WERE $83,200 
HIGHER THAN THE LOWEST BIDDER, BUT THIS MADE NO DIFFERENCE TO THE 
MAJOR—WAS IT DUE TO FAMILY INFLUENCE? 

When the Congressional inquiry into the construction of the Aqueduct tun- 
nel is made some very interesting facts will be brought to light in regard to 
the letting of the contract to Beckwith & Quackenbush. In pursuance of an 
nivertixement, bids for the work were opened October 5, 1883. There were, in 
all,seven bids for the construction of the tunnel,and of these that of J. H., 
Dewees & Co., of this city, was the lowest, at $464,900, on the amount of work esti- 
mated for in the first estimates of the engineers in churge. Next came Eugene 
ftobinson, of Detroit, at $540,908, and Beckwith & Quackenbush were third, at 
£548,100, or $83,200 more than J. H, Dewees & Co., and $7,197 more than Eugene 
Robinson. The bids in detail were as follows: 

‘J. H. Dewees & Co., excavation of tunnel at $6.74 per cubic yard, $431,360; 
carth excavation in shafts at $6.25 per cubic yard, $9,875; rock excavations at 
$12.40 per cubic vard, $14,880; brick masonry at $12 per cubic yard, $3,000; con- 
crete masonry at $ per cubie yard, $3,300; dry packing at $2.50 per cubic yard, 
£1,000; air shails complete at 4.75 per linear foot, $1,995. (Total amount of bid, 
e164 WO) 


I send to the Clerk’s desk the matters which I 











ic Robinson, excavation of tunnel at $7.78 per cubie yard, $497,920; 
earth excavation in shafts at $5.60 per cubie yard, $8,400; rock excavation in 
shafis at $16.24 per cubic yard, $19,488; brick masonry in shafts at $16.70 per cubic 
yard, 4,175; concrete masonry at $15.75 per cubic yard, $9,075; dry packing at 
$2.25 per cubic yard, $900; air shafts complete at $2.25 per linear foot, $945. (Total 
amount of bid, $440,903 

‘Beckwith & Quackenbush, excavation of tunnel at $8 per cubie yard, $512,- 
009; earth excavation in shafts at $6 per cubic yard, $9,000; rock excavation at 
$10 per cubie yard, $12,000; brick masonry at $18 percubic yard, 4,500; concrete 
masonry at $ per eubie yard, $3,400; dry packing at $2.50 per cubic yard, $1,000; 
air shafts complete at $15 per linear foot, $6,300, (Total amount of bid, $548.150.)”’ 

rhe advertisement for bids reserved to the War Department the right to re- 
ject any or all bids, but it is not often that a contract is let to a bidder who is 
over $80,000 in advance of the lowest bidder unless there is some very good rea- 
son for rejecting the lower bid. In this case there were two bids below that of 
Beckwith & Quackenbush, and it will be for the Congressional committee to 
ascertain why they were thrown out and the work given to the present con- 
tractors, under whose subeontracts all the frauds that have been discovered 
were perpetrated 

Col. J. H. Dewees, of J. H. Dewees & Co., did not allow the contract to go to 
Beckwith & Quackenbush without a vigorous protest. The bids were opened 
October 5, 1883, and it was at once apparent that J. H. Dewees & Co. were the 
lowest, and on October 9 Major Lydeckersent Colonel Deweesa note asking h'm 
tocallat his office the nextday. Colonel Dewees said yesterday to a Post reporter 
that he called in respouse to the note, and found Major Lydecker and Lieutenant 
Hoxie in the office. He had a long conversation with them, in the course of 
which every item of the bid was gone over, and Colonel Dewees says the two 
oiticers argued to convince him that he could not do the work atthe amount of 
his bid. Mr. Dewees, however, was satistied that he could do it and make 
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| 
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| 


to see the lowest responsible bidder prevail. We shall not rest under the im- 
putation of having made a bid we could not execute, and shall not forego the 
profits we are entitled to make by the proposed work without a vigorous pro- 
test wherever the same can be heard, Withthe highest respect to you, we ven- 
ture to remind you that you are responsible for any acts of your subordinates, 
and that the engineer department of the District government is in this matter 
under yourcontrol. Weask you tostay the award of the contract to any bid- 
der higher than ourselves, and assure you that our bond will be ready to secure 
the performance of the contract, to which we are entitled. We will add that 
neither Major Lydecker nor Lieutenant Hoxie have any right to favor other 
parties on the pretense that as professional experts they believe we can not 
profitably do the work under our bid, Thatis our affair. We havea right to 
the contract whether we make or louse by it if we give you satisfactory security. 
Appealing to your sense of justice and to your official obligation to see that the 
Government is served in preference to private persons, 
We are, very respectfuily, your most obedient servants, 
“J. Wi. DEWEES & CO. 

‘Hon. SECRETARY OF WAR,” 

In order that Major Lydecker would have no reason to allege that their bond 
would not be satisfactory, they at the same time addressed him the following 
note: 

‘“ WASHINGTON, October 19, 1883. 

“Sim: Having reason to believe that we are the lowest bidders upon the bulk 
of the work upon the Washington Aqueduct, we hereby respectfully not 
that we are prepared to furnish all necessary bonds and money as per our bids 
and specifications, which you in your wisdom may require. 

‘Very respectfully, 





“J. H. DEWEES & Co. 
“Maj. G. J. LYDECKER, 
** Engineer-in-C hief.”” 
WAS IT A FAMILY AFFAIR® 
Colonel Dewees said yesterday that he never received the desired information 
from Major Lydecker, but his two letters had the effect of delaying the award of 
the contract. ~Soon afterward, however, Major Lydecker’s father and a num- 
ber of New York gentlemen came to Washington and called on President Arthur, 
and immediately thereafter the contract was let. He then wrote the fo 
letter to the Secretary: 
‘*No. 1701 BouNDARY STREET, Washinglon, D. C., October 22, 1883. 


“Sir: I learn through the daily newspapersof thiscity that youhaveawar ed 
the work of construction of a tunnel for increasing the water supply of Wash 
ington, D.C., the bids for which were opened October 5, 1883, to Beckwith & 
Quackenbush, of Mohawk, N. Y., and have assigned as the reason thereof that 
they are the lowest bidders for said work. I am surprised that you have per- 
mitted yourself to fall into so grave an error, inasmuch asfrom the information 
that I have obtained, and which I deem reliable, | am satisfied that I and my 
associates are the lowest bidders by many thousands of dollars, and we are 
able to respond to the conditions of the letting in all other respects. May ], 
therefore, ask that you will re-examine such bids and reconsider the action you 
have taken, and thereupon award the said work to the parties found to be in 
fact the lowest bidders. 

“Very respectfully, yours, 








“J. H. DEWEES 
“For J. H. DEWEES & CO. 
“Pp, S.—Will you please advise us of the amount of our bids and the bids of 
Beck with & Quackenbush, also of the amount of the bonds required, aud the 


time within which the same is required to be executed. : a 
“J. H. DEWEES & Co. 





“To the Hon. Secrerary or WAR.” 

The reply of the Secretary was as follows: 

“War Department, Washington City, October 27, 1853 

“GENTLEMEN: The Department is in receipt of your /etter of the 22d i nt, 
in which you assert the claim that you were the lowest bidders for the w of 
tunnel construction for increasing the water supply of Washington, D. © 
contract for which you understand has been awarded to Messrs. Beck w 
Quackenbush, of Mohawk, N. Y., and request that the subject of the award of 
such contract be reconsidered, and that you be furnished with certain specified 
information in regard thereto. 7 

“In reply I beg to inform you that your bid for the work in question was re- 
jected under the provisions of a clause in the advertisement for proposals by 
which the right was reserved to reject any and all bids or parts of bids, and upon 
the recommendation of the Engineer officer in charge of the work, concurred 
in by the Chief of Engineers. 3 : - ; 

** Although the Secretary of War is under no obligation to explain to private 
individuals the reasons which governed the rejection of bids, there is no objec- 
tion to stating that among the reasons which governed the action of the De- 
partment in rejecting your bid in this case were the facts that your bond was 
fatally defective and that you failed to comply in essential particulars with the 
instructions to bidders. 

“ Very respectfully, 






“ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 
** Secretary of Was 
* Messrs. J, H. Dewees & Co., 
**1701 Boundary street, Washington, D. C.” 
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groul d. ' 

Mr. RYAN. The gentleman from Arkansas will permit me to call 
his attention to the language of the amendment. While I think his 
criticism is not altogether inappropriate, that is to say, the object might 
be more clearly expressed than it is, I desire to call his attention to the 
language of the amendment, and ask whether in his judgment it is not 
sufficient? It is as follows: 


That all work heretofore performed upon the Washington aqueduct tunnel, 
together with the provisions of any contract made for the same or any portion | 
thereof, shall forthwith be fully investigated by a joint select committee of six | 
members, of whom three shall be members of the Senate, to be appointed by 
the President of the Senate, and three shall be members of the House of Repre 


sentatives, to be appointed by the Speaker. 

Mr. ROGERS. My criticism is entirely just, that the language of 
the amendment goes to the performance of the work and provides noth- 
ing in regard to the letting of the contracts. 

Mr. BURNES, I will say in reply to the gentleman from Arkansas, 
there is but one mind, as I understand it, in the House and that i 
hat the investigation should be full and complete, and should cover 
1e letting of all contracts, as well as the work done and the character 
of that work and the conduct of those connected with it, officially or 
otherwise. 

Mr. ROGERS. I do not think the gentleman has observed the full | 
force of the suggestion I make. It is manifest the organization of this 
committee is unusual. The committee is to be composed of three Sen- 
ators and three Members, six in all. Suppose the committee should 
divide equally on the question as to the proper construction of the 
amendment, who would decide? 

Mr. BURNES. Iam advised by others better informed than my- 
self in reference to these matters, that this is the usual method in ref- 
erence to the appointment of joint committees of the two Houses. 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘The committee might find itself divided equally, 
on one side and three on the other; who then shall decide? 








SPEAKER. The hour of the gentleman from Missouri has ex- 


I wish to say to my colleague on the committee, from 
Missouri, that in my judgment there is considerable force in the sug- 
gestion made by the gentleman from Arkansas. Ifthere is any doubt 
as to the sufficiency of the scope of this amendment, in my judgment 
the report had better be disagreed to and sent back to the committee 
for further consideration. It is too important a subject for any doubt 
whatever to exist in regard to it. 
Mr. ROGERS. If I am recognized—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Arkansas. 
Ir. ROGERS, I will yield the floor to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri | Mr. BuRNEs] 


Mr. BURNES. 1 thank my friend from Arkansas, to whom I would 








say, in answer to his inquiries with regard to the matter, that at the 
time the last appropriation was reported there was no question raised, 
no thought and no suspicion of fraud or fraudulent practices either in 
the War Department or before Congress. Late revelations have come 
upon us entirely without previous notice or warning. We were pre- 
pared for the great expenditures, but we did not anticipate the care- 
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Mr. BURNES. Certainly 

Mr. SOWDEN. I unde: 1d amendment 107 as modified includes 
the claim of one of the Bell telephone attorneys, named Grosvener 
Lowrey, for $911.20. I should like to know just exactly what the 
tatus of the matter is, and the difference between the original amount 

and the sum agreed upon in the modified agreement. 
Mr. BURNES. The amendment to which the gentleman from Penn- 
nia alludes was placed upon the bill in conference, on the faith ot 
a paper presented from the Department of Justice, showing certain bal- 
ances due to certain assistant district attorneys in South Carolina, and 


perhaps in other States. They were regularly certified by the Depart- 





| ment, and we appropriated for them because of that certification. 


Mr. SOWDEN. I would like to know whether the sum of $911.20, 
an alleged deficiency or balance claimed by Grosvenor Lowrey, a special 
counsel in the Bell telephone cases, is included in the sum of $14,957.72 
provided for in this amendment? 

Mr. BURNES. Yes, sir. I see in this list furnished from the De- 
partment of Justice the following: 

Fee: of district attorneys of the United States courts, etc 

And among the names that of Grosvenor-Lowrey, of Massachusetts, 
appears for $911.20. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Is that included in the $14,957.72? 

Mr. BURNES. Yes, sir. That sum was added tothe amount of the 
bill. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Does not the gentleman know that there is a pro- 
test pending against the payment of this additional allowance to this 
attorney on the ground that he had charged exorbitantly and extortion- 
ately for his services ? 

Mr. BURNES. I have heard a good deal of criticism upon some at- 
torney for charges for expenses, etc., but I was not aware that this item 
of $911.20 had relation to that individual, but it is blended with other 
items, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania may be correct in his 
statement. I donot know. I never heard of any protest against it. 
[t came to us duly certified by the acting Attorney-General. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Does not the gentleman know that thisman Lowrey 
charged at the rate of $15 an hour to study up and acquaint himself 
with the intricacies of the law involved in the question he was called 
upon to assist in trying, and that he not only charged that, but charged 
$100 a day, too, while traveling from New York to Cincinnati and 
return, and charged while there actually engaged in the service of the 
Government $500 for his services and $171 more for traveling expenses 
there and back, not including a board bill of $70, and $100 for each day 
detained there; and that the Government itself protested against the 
exorbitancy of the charges, in consequence of which his services in the 
case were dispensed with? And does not the gentleman know further 
that the present Acting Attorney-General has protested against the pay- 
ment of asingle cent more in addition to the exorbitant amounts already 
exacted and paid to this attorney? In view of these facts I would like 
to know why it is that this sum of $911.20 is included inthis amend- 
ment or modified agreement on the part of the conference committee, 
which covers the sum of $14,957.72. 

Mr. BURNES. I thinkif the gentleman will look at the report from 
the Department of Justice upon which this appropriation is made he 
will find that it is sent tous by William A. Maury, Acting Attorney- 
General. But I did not stop to inquire whether Mr. Maury or Mr. 
Jenks or Mr. Garland signed it. I took it for granted that in the 
auditing of this $911.20 the Department of Justice had followed the 
law and that there was no question about what was due. Surely the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania is mistaken in his statement of the ex- 
traordinary amount charged for by the hour. The Department of Jus- 
tice would not audit such a claim, 
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very fact of the extension of the laws of the United States 
rip would have atendency to check the commission of crimes 
and would also have the effect to break up the rendezvous of horse- 
thieves and other criminals that now exists there and can continue to 
exist in defiance of law. In an hour’s ride they can go up into Kansas 
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and steal a horse and get back into this strip, and there is no power be- | 


neath the flag to go in there and arrest them, 
Mr. DUNN 
there and steal a horse, too. 
Mr. PETERS. But they do not want to do it. 
Mr. RYAN. And if any one should dothat, the moment he brought 
the stolen property into our State he would be arrested and punished. 
Air. PETERS. Yes, if a horse was stolen there our State law would 
punish the thief, and it gives jurisdiction to punish him in any county 
into which the property is taken. 


{ Laughter. ] 


sire to be attached to the State of Colorado. 


the other. 

Mr. RYAN. Nota straw. 

Mr. PETERS. They do not care whether the jurisdiction is given 
to Colorado or to the Territory of New Mexico or to Arkansas, or to 
any other State. What the people of Kansas desire is that this strip, 
which is now the rendezvous of horse-thieves, murderers, and scalawags 
of every class from all over the United States, may be placed under the 
law so that that nest of thieves may be broken up. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Why not bring ina bill for that purpose? 

Mr. PETERS. A bill was passed in the Forty-ninth Congress pro- 
viding for this very relief. It went to the President two days before 
the close of the session and for some reason or other he did not have 
time to examine it, or at allevents it did not meet Executive approval. 

Mr. SOWDEN., Is there nota bill pending now in this Congress for 
the same purpose? 

Mr. PETERS. There is a bill now pending for substantially the 
fame purpose, but there is no possible chance to secure any legislation 
of that kind at this session unless it be secured on an appropriation bill. 

And I may say, in answer to the gentleman from Missouri, that I 


presume one of the reasons why the Senate put this amendment on the | 


bill was the necessity of some provision of this kind, and the belief 
that no other relief could now be afforded. 

Mr. HOOKER.  Isthe bill to which the gentleman has referred the 
one which was reported by the yentleman from Indiana, Mr. HOLMAN ? 

Mr. PETERS. I allude to that bill. 

Mr. SOWDEN. The Oklahoma bill would also give the people this 
relief. 

Mr. PETERS. 
of No Man’s Land and the citizens of Kansas the relief they desire; 
but it is apparent that neither of tnose bills can possibly pass at this 
session. UpontheOklahoma bill, as wellas upon the bili reported by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] the question of ‘‘no quorum”’ 
has been raised, consequently the only hope for relief is through some 
measure of this kind attached to an appropriation bill. This, asI have 
suggested, was undoubtedly the motive which actuated the Senate in 
placing this provision on the bill. 

Mr. SYMES. Does not this provision also extend the land laws of 
the United States now in force to No Man’s Land and attach it to the 
southwestern land district of Kansas; and would not that resultin the 
acguirement of pre-emption titles to the whole of that Public Land 
Strip, although the policy of this House, as evidenced in connection 
with Judge Holman’s bill, and particularly in connection with the 
Oklahoma bill, is that only homesteaders shall acquire title there ? 
Are we not therefore by this provision proceeding to revolutionize a 
policy in favor of which the House has declared itself? 

Mr. PETERS. That is a rather long question. 

Mr. SYMES. I knew the gentleman had a long head, which I 
thought could hold a long question. 

Mr. RYAN. Does the gentleman want an answer? 

Mr. SYMES. I do. 

Mr. RYAN. If my colleague [Mr. Perers] will allow me, I will 
say it is true thata part oftheamendment does extend the Jand laws of the 
United States over that territory and attach it to the southwestern dis- 
trict of Kansas for entry purposes. But I think it proper to state that 
the Senateconterees intimated to the conferees on the part of the House 
their perfect willingness to surrender that feature of this amend- 
ment, 

Mr. SYMES. Is it understood that the conferees on the part of the 
House desire the Senate to surrender that portion of the amendment ? 

Mr. RYAN, I think that at least a majority of the House conferees 
desire them to surrender the whole amendment. 

Mr. PETERS. I wish to state in this connection that so far as No 
Man’s Land is concerned I would not favor any provision which would 
be at all in conflict with the policy of this House as evidenced by the 
discussions here in connection with the Oklahoma bill and on other oc- 
casions. I am opposed to the pre-emption feature; I am opposed to any 
other policy in this respect than that which has been foreshadowed by 
the Oklihoma bill, But that is a matter which could be agreed upon 


So far as that is con- | 
cerned, I do not believe the people of Kansas care about it one way or | 


I suppose that people from Kansas could go down | 





Yes, sir; either of those bills would give the people 


| while this does no such thing. 
Now, the objection is urged that these people in No Man’s Land de- | 
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in conference. What I am pleading for is simply that this question be 
permitted to go back to the conference committee, so that this amend- 
ment may be changed in such a way as to conform to the policy of the 
House as expressed upon this subject. 

Mr. HERBERT. I wish to inquire whether there is any difference 
between this provision and the provision on the same subject contained 
in the bill reported by Judge HOLMAN ? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, sir; there is quite a difference. 

Mr. HERBERT. I mean do they not agree in respect to the exten - 
sion of the jaws of the United States over the region of country re- 
ferred to? 

Mr. PETERS. The provisions of thisamendment do not go as far as 
the provisions of the Holman bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. The.Holman bill provided for local government, 
It simply extends the laws of the 
United States temporarily over the territory and attaches it to Kansas 
for jurisdictional purposes. That is all there is in this amendment. 

Mr. RYAN. All that the Senate conferees insist upon is that the 
laws of the United States tor the punishment of public offenses shall 
be extended over this territory, and that it shull be attached to Kansas 
for the purpose of the execution of those laws. The Senate, I pre- 
sume, would not insist particularly upon this territory being attached 
to Kansas, but would perhaps be equally willing to attach it to Texas, 
Colorado, or New Mexico. What the Senate conferees insist upon is 
that the people in this territory shall have the protection of Federal 
law with reference to the punishment of crime. 

Mr. PETERS. I believe that what the people of No Man’s Land 
desire as a measure of temporary relief is that there shall be some law 
extended there for the protection of the community; and that is what 
my people desire. So far as concerns the question of acquiring land 


| there—whether it be acquired under the homestead Jaw or otherwise— 


I am willing that question should be settled in the future either by the 
passage of the Oklahoma bill or by some other legislation. What we 
desire is that the protection of the law shall be extended over this body 
of land lying immediately adjacent to Kansas; and this, I believe, is 
what the people of No Man’s Land desire. They are more urgent in 
regard to having some law extended there which wil] protect their per- 
sons and their property, which will punish thieves and murderers, than 
they are in relation to the acquirement of real estate, in respect to 
which they believe that the passage of the Oklahoma bill orsome simi- 
lar measure at the next session of Congress will give them proper relief. 

I thank the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNEs] for his courtesy, 
and yield him back the floor. 

Mr. BURNES, I yield to my colleague[Mr. MANsuR] for ten min- 
utes, 

Mr.MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, before proceeding to address the House 
I will in the first place ask for the reading of what took place in the 
Senate concerning this matter. It is short. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Piums. I was instructed by the Committee on Public Lands to offer this 
amendmentto cover an emergency which exists in regard to the strip known «a 
No Man’s Land. By some oversight that strip has not been included in any jn 
dicial district of the United States, and, while there are 6,000 or 7.000, or per- 
haps even 10.000, people on that Strip. they have no means of protecting their 
rights to life or property, and no means of acquiring title to the lands on which 
they have settled. 

A year ago last winter the Senate passed a bill which the House finally con 
curred in, which went to the President a couple of days before the adjournment 
of the session in March, but the President did not sign it. That bill is in sul- 
stantially the terms of this amendment which I have proposed. During this 
session the Senate has passed two bills with reference to this s: bject, one to ac- 
complish what is proposed by this amendment, and another to atiach the Strip 
permanently to the State of Kansas. The other House has acted upon neither. 

This arrangement is a temporary one. 1 have little doubt myself thatin due 
course of time this Public Land Strip will be incorporated in whatever Terii- 
tory may be formed out of the Indian Territory, but in the mean time it is a 
Botany Bay for all that section of country. About two months ago some six or 
seven people were killed at one time in that territory. The dispatches say 
that some sixteen or seventeen others have been killed since thattime. Law- 
less characters from the whole country around go into that Strip and prey upon 
the adjoining portions of Texas, New Mexico, Colorado, and Kansas. . 

Mr. CuLtom. Does the amendment propose to extend the jurisdiction of the 
courts? 

Mr. Pius. It proposes to extend the jurisdiction of the United States courts, 
and it provides for the survey of the land. It provides that these people may 
make entries under the homestead law in the adjacent district of Kansas. That 
will not be inconvenient to them, because all the business can be done by mai}, 
and before the time when these entries are required to be made, as they can 
only be made in five years, undoubtedly Congress will act in such a way as to 
make some permanent disposition of this territory. ‘ 

Mr. CuLtom. All l desire to say is that this Congress certainly ought not toad- 
journ without doing something to protect those peuple. 

Mr. Puums. This amendment, of course, is out of order as much as anything 
ean possibly be; but I very much hope that in view of the circumstances ot the 
case and the very great emergency no point of order will be made upon the 
amendment, It meets with the unanimous concurrence of the Publc Lands 
Committee, The subject has been presented to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and no member of that committee, I think, will make a point of order, 
This appears to be the only possible chance of obtaining any legislation which 
will protect the lives or the property of the people who ure living on that Strip, 
or the lives or the property of the people who live adjacent thereto, and who 
are being preyed upon by lawless characters who make their headquarters on 
that Strip. 


Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, the people of the district I represent 
have a larye interest in this matter also. 1 think I am within the 
limit when I say there are five hundred men in my district waiting 
each day for the organization of the Territory of Oklahoma to cast in 
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f t arliest prac ticable date. 
Within ninety days we can give to Oklahoma a 
i orgar tion, so far as the action of the House is concerned 

1 t} ‘ h will flow from that form of government are 
{ | ld follo he acceptance of th 

Mr. HIEA , € them both 

Mr. PERK \ ! ! d yield to me for one question? 

rhe SPEAKER » t é The time of the gentleman has ex- 
pired, and t debate is all proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PERKIN he question I desire to ask is, if in the opinion of 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANsUR] he understands that the | 
people of Oklahoma would not desire the laws of the United States ex- 
tended over them temporarily pending the consideration of the organi- 
ration of a Territorial form of government for them ? 

Mr. MANSUR. My understanding is that with the hope of having 
the Oklahoma bill } d at an early day in the next session they pre- 


fer to let the matter stay as it is. That is the latest information I 


Mr. BURNES. If my colleague is through I desire to yield ten min- 
ute o the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I may not possibly be able to submit 
to the House in that length of time, because what 
i will offer is largely composed of evidence which I desire the House to 
hear. Now, I agree with the statement made by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Prerers] to the effect that it is absolutely necessary that 
some sort of criminal jurisdiction should be enforced within this tract 
of country known as *‘ No Man’s Land.’’ 

Mr. HOOKER. How many people are there on it? 

Mr. LANHAM. I do not know. I have seen various estimate 

bout it. I represent a district bordering in part upon this region, and 
for the last eight or ten months I have received frequent and numer- 
ous complaints from a part of my constituency concerning the depre 
dations committed upon them by parties coming down from ‘*‘ No Man's 
Land’’ into Texas. Now, I do not care where the jurisdiction may 
ther it is Colorado, Kansas, New Mexico, or anywhere else— 


what | desire to state 


£o whe 
but there seems tor 
political organization shou 
porarily, over this region. 

Now, let us for a moment see what is this ‘‘ No Man’s Land.”’ In 
the report of the Se tary of the Interior, submitted at the beginning 
of this session, I find the following: 


PUBLIC-LAND STRIP. 








Because of ’ lous condition, this portion of the public domain should 
receive the prompt attention of Congress. This tract of land is boundedon the 
east by tl Indian Territory, on the north by Kansas and Colorado, on the west 
by New Mexiecs nd onthe south by Texas. It isa little over 168 miles long 

1 east te vetion over 34 miles in width from north to south; 
is 5,7 ar Liles, or 3,672,640 acres, HWxecluded from the boundaries 
these States and this Territory, it has always been outside of any political 

i t ly a part of the public domain, overwhich the land laws 
have sd, and within the limits of which no tribunal, civil or 
mm to protect property or punish crime, 

. * * * 
The territory should also be placed under some political organization, so 


| criminal law may be properly administered therein. 
I do not think the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PeTERs] has at all 
rerated the conditions of lawlessness which obtain in ‘* No Man’s 
Land’? and the country immediately adjacent thereto. As I have 
, for the last several months I have received complaints from my 
constituents as to the situation there. I hold in my hand a letter ad- 





~~ 


dressed by General Henry E. MeCullough, the State land agent of 
Texas, tot overnor of Texas, on 5th December last, and by him re- 
ferred to me. I read from that letter this statement: 

I find a strip of land about 50 miles wide extending all along the north end of 


” 


which seems fo belong to no 


the Pan Handle, known as the “ Neutral Strip, 

country, State or Federal—at least, no government seems to exercise any law- 
ful control over its citizens, or rather inhabitants, and from all I can learn there 
is a collection of lawless men from all parts of the world on it, and our people 
eomplain of their depredations, in this, that some of them come down into the 


» to be an absolute and pressing necessity that some | 
ld have criminal jurisdiction, at least tem- | 
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isolent and d ant. A few days ago one of them, in response toa 
ing to cease his mi ings, sent word to the cattlemen that they ought to 
iim if they could, The cattlemen along the border are very much work 
ver the situation, and say that unless Congress does something spee 1 
W compelled to take the law into their own bands. The only m ofa 
court existing in the Strip is a vigilance committee, which seems utterly power- 
less elements, which, on accountof the shelter it offers 
to criminals, have flocked in there from all quarters. Murd are almost 
daily occurrence, and the murderer, if he is a dangerous chs 
friends, goes scot free. 

Che report of a horrible tragedy comes through some stockmen who drove to 
market through the Stripa shorttime ago. Five men killed a boy, a sheep- 
herder, who, it seems, was suspected of stealing sheep. They demonstrated 
to the satisfaction of the vigilance committee that the deed was done in self-de- 
fense, and after an aequittal lynched two men and a woman, the father and 
mother of the boy and a party living with them. A few weeks ago a man who 
had established a claim and built a dug-out made a trip out of the Strip, and on 
returning found an occupant in his dug-out who refused to give itup. An al- 
tercation ensued, the result of which was that the usurping occupant was killed. 
His slayer retreated to the dug-out of afriend, and when the vigilance commit 
tee came after him was so well intrenched that they had to retreat without hin 
rhese are specimen cases of crimes which are of ordinary occurrence. 

rhe reports which reach the press from the Strip are few and meager, and 
thus the public has been left in the dark as to the actual condition of aff: 
Settlers are filling it up very fast, and with the assistance of the Federal author- 
ities they would soon be ableto rid it of the rustlers. The law-abiding elements 
are looking anxiously forward to some action by Congress at its present term. 
If they should be disappointed there is a strong probability that the early days 
of California will be revived by concerted action of the law-abiding elements 
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Mr. LANHAM. A dispatch published recently in the Dallas News 
. ; J 
contains this statement: 

‘he governor has letters from the Pan Handle complaining that des) 
thieves and robbers from No Man’s Land are coming down into the | 
rexas counties and stealing stock. Owing to their numbers and the spa: 
population of the Texas counties, they are able to get off with their plunder 
market. A company ofrangersis asked for to protect the settlers, but at pre 
the governor can not spare a company for that distant service. 





Only a few days ago I received a letter from T. J. Fagan, the count; 
attorney of Lipscomb County, Texas, from which I will read the follow- 
ing extracts: 








We of this county are bounded on the north by No Man's Land and 
by the Territory. Depredations of every character are almost of } 
rence, and the State officers are powerless to prevent them. Only this morning 
September 17) a poor man called tosee me whose son had been foully shot down 
and killed in the Strip. Of course I coulddo nothing forhim. * * * Horses 
and cattle are taken from our citizens daily. 

Mr. Speaker, I have produced these statements and letters to empha- 
size the necessity of having some character of criminal jurisdiction en- 
forced within this Territory. Something must bedone. It ismanifest 
to every one who has given any attention to the situation that there is 
no possibility of passing the Oklahoma bill at this session of Congress. 
These murders and depredations are of daily occurrence. What objec- 
tion can there be, then, to giving to these people the relief which they 
so much need and for which they constantly appeal ? 

Here is a large territory where the people whoinhabit it have neithe: 
the restraints nor the protection of any laws, State or Federal. Tie 
people themselves of this region, as well as the citizens of adjoini: 
States, need that some authoritative jurisdiction should be asserted 
some power ought to be competent to punish the crimes committed in 
this territory—and there ought to be something done whereby criminal 


process can reach those offenders who violate the laws in Kansas 01 


‘Texas and take refuge in this lawless country. Depredations of ever, 
character, it seems, are being perpetrated both within and without th 
neutral strip, and the offenders can bid defiance toany jurisdiction. If 
these conditions continue the worst of consequences may obtuin. 
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majority of the whole body necessary for a quorum be wrong, change 
it; but so long as that provision exists, it is to my mind exceedingly 
questionable whether any law should go upon the statute-book which 
has not received the sanction of at least a quorum as now called for by 
the terms of the Constitution and the organization of this House. 

But 1 can see no objection to the proposition as it comes from th« 
conference committee extending the criminal laws ot the United States 
over this region of country; and I understand that gentlemen on the 
other side agree with mein thisparticalar. [think that our conferces, it 
this matter should go back for reconsideration in conference, ought to 
be instructed to agree to the proposition to extend at least the criminal 
laws of the United States over this region. For myself, I do not see 


any particular reason why the land laws of the United States—the | 


homestead, and pre-emption laws—should not apply there, giving pref 
erence, if you choose. to persons who have already located land in ac- 
cordance with those laws 

If there be bona fide settlers to any extent give them that prefer- 
ence if they havea right toit. I see no reason why the land laws o! 
the United States should not apply to this nondescript territory as tiey 
do to the defined and surveyed boundaries of other Territories. This 
is all I desire to say. 

Mr. BURNES. LI vield now for ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. DuNN]. 

Mr. DUNN. 
utes. Iam satisfied 1 have very fixed and stubboria objections to this 
amendment, because, first, upon the excellent ground upon which the 
objection was placed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNEs] 
in charge of the bill, it comes as an amendment to au appropriation 
bill when it contains no appropriation, but is legislation pure and sim 
ple in violation of the established rules of both Houses. Those of us 
who have been in Congress lony have seen the vicious resylts of legis 
lation on appropriation bills, and in every case we have heard it justi- 
fied on the plea of emergency. 


This Public Land Strip has been there in the same place it is now ever | 


since 1846; ever since it was wrested from Mexico. The surrounding 
Siates have not been terrorized by the inhabitants who live upon it. 
They must be a wonderfully orderly people tor self-government. They 
have notattracted the attention of the country by the enormity of their 
crimes, 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman allow me there? 

Mr. DUNN. No: Leannot yield. The complaint made by the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. Perers] is that a party of Kansas citizens 
went down there fleeing from the fury of their neighbors, and that their 
neighbors followed them and killed them. He then says these people 
vo upinto Kansas and commit crimes upthere. I want to know if the 


extension of the laws of the United States over the Public Land Strip | 


can give jurisdiction to try people for offenses committed in Kansas and 
Texas? Now, the lawsof the States are ample for this purpose. It is 
in violation of the wishes of the people who live on this Strip, who are 
entitled to their own local government. 

Mr. PETERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DUNN. No, I can not yield. It places them under the juris- 
diction of a remote court, some one told me probably 3UU miles dis- 
tant from them. The expense of administering the laws will be ex- 
traordinarily great and extraordinarily precarious. People from the 
Territory will be arrested and dragged this great distance to be tried 
before a jury of some other vicinage and not that of the offense. It 
violates the whole spirit and genius of our Government, of local self 
government, of autonomy for the Territories and for the States. It 
gives the people about the Kansas land office a chance to make one 
universal grab of all the lands before the people of the Territory will be 
apprised ot the fact they are in a land district. 

We all know, who have been at all intimately connected with the 
management of the Oklahoma bill, that this scare has all sprung up 
since that bill came up. If the complaint arged by gentlemen in the 
surrounding States could be considered as retributive justice pursuing 
those who have defeated the passage of the Oklahoma bill, then the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HooKER] and his friends would have 
my profound sympathy. They are vials ot wrath laid up for them 
against the day of judgment. 

Mr. HOOKER. Pour them out. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DUNN. Weall knowthere is one element greater and stronger 
and more powerful than all others in defeating the passage of the Okla- 
homa bill, and that is the great cattle syndicates of Texas who are graz- 
ing their cattle upon the Cherokee Strip. 

Mr, LANHAM rose, 

Mr. DUNN. Ido not yield. They-are there. They are the ene- 
mies of the Oklahoma bill. They donot want the people there. These 
cattle-grazing contracts and leases are now expiring, and it is all-im- 
portant to defeat the passage of the Oklaboma bill. I am told the Sec- 
retary of the Interior has notified Chief Mayes, of the Cherokee Nation, 
to make no more contracts or leases, and that if he does they will not 
be respected, and that those who undertake to lease those lands may 
expect local government will be organized for that Territory. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say here, and I mean it all, that no 


| to the next provision, which is amendment numbered 41. 
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by the Oklahoma bill, shall go through this House without a quorum 
to carry it through; and every argument made here in favor of this 
measure is tenfold stronger for local government for these people living 
th re and on that territory; and I serve notice now upon all who may 
be interested in this measure that it can not pass until there is a 
rum to pass It. 

Mr. BURNES. I! now yield one minute to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PETERS]. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, a few moments ago I made a reply to 
the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. MANsuUR], as I understood his ques- 
tion. In the course of the discussion I understood him to ask me when 
I had been in my district. I answered ‘‘last week.’?’ Iam now in- 
formed that his question was when I had been in No Man’s Land. I 
misunderstood his question, therefore, I desire to make this correction. 

Mr. BURNES. Iam quite satisfied, Mr. Speaker, that further dis- 
cussion on this item would be a useless consumption of time in view 
of the assurances of gentlemen of known character and integrity as to 
their views upon it, and I will therefore pass from it and call attention 
This is a 
proposition to appropriate $2,500 to employ a certain counsel in the case 
of Samuel Strong, | believe, aguinst the District of Columbia. The 
conferees have not agreed with regard to it, simply because they could 


‘i 


| not understand exactly what they should do, but probably mainly be- 


Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to use the whole ten min- | 


cause of certain public assurances which were given by the conferees 
to the distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA.] For 
the purpose, therefore, of redeeming the promises and assurances made 


| to him, as we had to report a disagreement anyway, we have therefore 


brought that provision back as a subject of disagreement, although I 


| think, in fact I know, that the conferees on the part of the House and 





Senate could have agreed upon a proper settlement of the amendment. 
But, for the purpose of giving the gentleman from New York an oppor- 
tunity of explaining his position and views upon the subject, it is here 
on a disagreement, and I yield to him now so much time as he may 
desire. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was before the House 
the gentleman from Maryland submitted an amendment, which the 
Senate has added to the bill. The House, by an overwhelming vote, 
alter a fuil discussion of the question on its merits, rejected the propo- 
sition for two reasons; one based upon the facts of the case, and the 
other that it was new legislation, and hence it was ruled out. 

This is new legislation upon this bill, incorporated by the Senate. 
The facts of the case are these: Samuel Strong had a claim against the 
District of Columbia, arising from work performed and material fur- 
nished in making certain improvemeuts for the District. The claim 
was a very large one. Work had been performed by him under con- 
tracts, some twelve or thirteen in number, between the District and 
Mr. Strong. under the provisions of which he was to receive his com- 
pensation in the current money of the United States; and it was also 
provided in the contracis that Mr. Strong should pay the men employed 
by him in the same kind of money. 

Mr. Strong did it, but the District of Columbia never paid him one 
solitary dollar in the current movey of the United States. On the con- 
trary, it forved him to accept in lieu thereof certain certificates issued 
by the District, against which he protested, but he was compelled to 
accept them in order to try to relieve his necessities, he having ex- 
pened all of his own avilable money in the prosecution ot the con- 
tracts up to that time. These certificates were hypothecated in the 
banks of this city, and the commissioners of the District of Columbia 
pledged their honor as officials and men that when the paper became 
due for which the certificates were pledged they would take up the 
paper and redeem the certificates. They never took fhe paper up. 
Che certificates were sold at 45 and 50 cents on the dollar, and that is 
the only compensation Mr. Strong ever received for the vast amount of 
work performed and material furnished. 

The case went into the courts, and on four different contests Mr. 
Strong beat the District every time, never once losing a suit—three 
times in the courts ot law and once before a reterence composed of three 
referees. But each time by some technicality the District, by its rep- 
resentatives, had the findings or verdicts set aside, throwing the case 
back; and it has been lingering in this way for some fifteen years, un- 
til Mr. Strong has reached the age of eighty years. This Congress passed 
a joint resolution providing for the appointment of three arbitrators to 
settle the question and to determine what, if anything, was due to him, 
and if anything. to provide the money to pay him, or if nothing was 
due him to let the fact be known. The President approved that bill 
and appointed the arbitrators, and the District, through its attorney, 
applied to this House for an additional appropriation of $2,500 to de- 
fend or protect the District before the arbitrators. 

Now, sir, the law as it stands to-day, provides some $10,000 or $12,- 
000 for the support of that branch of the government of the District of 
Colambia, that is to say, the legal side of it. The district attorney of 
this city and his assistants are the proper persons to protect the Dis- 
trict in all suits of this character. But since the appropriation was 
made the arbitrators have met and the District was represented by its 
attorney, and it took a much shorter time than was anticipated. After 


expedient of this kind, after the filibustering experience encountered | sitting for five days the court adjourned, both sides being fully heard, 
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tion before this body the subject was fully discussed. Thegentle 
m yma Ti dir [ Mr. PAYSON | and I debated it here for an hour and 
} ind other gentlemen also took part in the discussion It v 
dis ed a t fully as any ordinary bill that has come before the | 
iH rr action time this session when I have been present. | 
i efore I do not see any necessity for making this appropriation; | 
ve hall not oppose it any further If the committee think prope 
to } it in, let that be don ul we will take hance of action on 
the subject herealtte | 
Mr. BURNES., | vy desire to call t] li t1 ing an 
appropriat 1 for Ch l monit | 
Phe SPEAKER Does t gentleman desi to the amend- 
I t read? | 
Mr. BURNES,. No, sit I call it up at the instance of the gentk 
man from California [Mr. MCKENNA ]—not that I care to have it con- | 
sidered particular I to give him the opportunity to be heard 
upon it. | 
Mr. MCKENNA. What does the gentleman mean by saying that he | 
does not care to have the amendment considered ? 
Mr. BURNES. I mean that the conferees are practically agreed | 
with regard to it; and unless some gentleman desires to show we are | 


in error, and does it, we are likely to adhere to our action. 
Mr. MCKENNA I do not think that this House will concur in that 





amendment; for with the evidence now before the Honse I can not 
conceive why it should do so. The question has not been considered 
or reported by any committee properly so called of this House. I know 
of no foundation for the presentation of this provision at this time, ex- 
cept possibly a line or two in the President’s recent message on this 
subject. He say 

rierefore I re nmend that, without acknowledging legal liability therefor, 
but b use it was stipulated in the treaty which has failed to take effect, and 


in a spirit of humanity befitting our nation, there be appropriated the sum of 


$27 75, payable to the Chinese minister at this capital on behalf of his Gov- 
ernment as full indemnity for all lo sand injuries sustained by Chinese sub- 
jects in the manner and under the circumstances mentioned 

Mr. SAYERS. I{as not the gentleman some printed evidence of an 
arbitration of this matter? 

Mr. MCKENNA An arbitration ? 


Mr. SAYERS. I mean a consideration of the matter by the execu- 
tive branch of the Government. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I have not any evidence 

Mr. SAYERS. Have you not the document in your hand? 

Mr. MCKENNA. I really have some doubt to what the gentleman 
refers; I think I have in my 
hand Executive : 

Mr. SAYERS. 
between us, 


Ir. MCKENNA 


there may be some misunderstanding, 
Document No, 272. 


rhat is what I mean; there is no misunderstanding 


This is a statement of claims submitted by the 
Chinese minister, I suppose, to Mr. Bayard, Secretary of State, It is 
entirely ex parte; it comes entirely from Chinese sources. This matter | 
may have been investigated by Mr. Bayard; as to that I can not speak. 
It was recommended to be paid in the treaty recently negotiated, and | 
the treaty contained a stipulation that this payment should be in full 
indemnity of all demands. But, Mr. Speaker, that treaty has been 
rejected by the Chinese Government, hence the clause providing that 
this payment shall be in full indemnity for all demands is not obliga- 
tory on their part. 

It may be said that if we appropriate this money and it be accepted 
the Chinese Government would accept it upon the terms in which we 
appropriate it. But there is no necessity yet of appropriating it. In 
the l’orty-ninth Congress, Mr. Speaker, there was a recommendation 
to pay $147,000 as indemnity for what was called the Rock Springs 
massacre in Wyoming Territory. It was then declared that there was 
no legal or moral obligation on the part of this Government to pay that 
money, and it was also distinctly declared the payment should not be- 
come a precedent, In opposition to that measure I took occasion to 
ay in substance that if its passage was a good precedent it ought to be 
followed, and if a bad preeedent it was sure to be followed. Sir, we 
now have it followed. Was ita good precedent or a bad precedent ? 
The same declaration accompanies this recoommendation—that it must 
not become a precedent; that this payment is made not because we are 
under any legal vbligation to make it, but simply because it is befit- 
ting the nation that weshould do so, This declaration that it is befit- 
ting the nation to pay this money is one of strong appeal to all of us. 
But, Mr. Speaker, I do not exactly know where we are going to stop. 
It has been declared to-day on the floor of this House by the gentle- 
man from Kansas |[Mr. Prrers] that a group of men went down into 
No Man’s Land, followed by another crowd of men, and that some 
were killed. Would it be proper for us upon an appropriation bill to 
make provision for paying the heirs of those persons killed in No Man’s 
Land, over 
ernment declines to exiend its criminal statutes ? 

Where are we to stop? It was said in the last Congress that we should 
stop with the action then taken. We now find this claim of $276,000 
presented in this Congress. Is there to be another such claim in the 
next Congress ? 





sn 


which no court has jurisdiction, and over which this Gov- | 


| the sentiment of this House; 


| their action. 





judgment of the House. 
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I think, Mr. Speaker, we ought at least to wait alitilewhile. This 
Chinese matter is not vet settled. It has advanced far, and I am sure 

oing to advance further; but there is a great deal yet to be done. 
Che bill known as the ‘‘ Scott bill’’ which we passed, which was also 
passed by the Senate and approved by the President, is no complete 
settlement of this question. That legislation possibly fails with the act 
to which it was amendatory, which expires in about four yea Hence, 

t is but a temporary measure. It maybe that further negotiations 
will be undertaken; and it is certain that further legislation will be 

ted, because further legislation is necessary. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as there is no legal obligation on our part to pay 
this money, as the Chinese Government, without any excuse whatever 
ac r to the message of the President, has refused to ratify a treaty, 

on uses of which they preposed themselves, and which, as the 


President in substance says, they gave us to understand would be satis- 
factory to them—as this clause of indemnity was embraced in that 
treaty, and they have voluntarily rejected the treaty, I do not think 
they have any claim upon us which should induce this Government to 
make haste to grant this appropriation for the indemnity of Chinamen 
who are supposed to have suffered in the remoter sections of this coun- 
try. 

I have no desire to obstruct any measure by what are called dilatory 
tactics, by insisting upon a quorum, as I could do; for, Mr. Speaker, 
I do not believe in that style of action except in very extreme cases. | 
assume that members who are now present are fairly representative of 
ssume that what com- 
mends itself to their judgment would commend itself to the judgment 
of a full House; that the House and country would be satisfied with 
Hence I shall submit the question to the House, deficient 
on the statement, and if they choose to pass this 


} } 4} 
they have ti 





’ tT tiesal 
and I therefore a 


in numbers as it is, 
appropriation, or rather concu 
power to do it, they must take the responsibility of doing it. 

Mr. BURNES. The next proposition will extend beyond 5 o'clock, 
and therefore with a single remark on this Chinese amendment I think 
I shall moveanadjournment. The conferees were not inclined to make 
this appropriation until the receiptof the President’s message, but after 
the suggestion of the President and the further suggestion on the part 
of the State Department both sides agreed to the amendment. We 
would like to have the opinion and the judgment of the House, as I am 
sure neither side is quite clear or decided whether this appropriation 
should now be made or not. 

[t will be remembered in the treaty just rejected by China 
a provision which, while it denied the validity of the claims, contained 
a proposition to pay them $276,274. The rejection of that treaty by 
China leaves the subject of this payment a liability denied by sugges 
tion, in the treaty, but appropriated for, notwithstanding the rejection 
of the treaty. We have agreed to this appropriation. but we ask the 
We are desirous of knowing the extentof t] 
objection to this appropriation. I now move the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 35 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned, 


in this amendment, if 


4} 
ihnere Was 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REF! 


SRRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 


and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL, of New York: A bill (H. R, 11547) grant- 
ing an honorable discharge to Charles Dyer—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 11548) granting a pension to Eva 
M. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11549) grantinga pension to Stephen P. Collins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11550) granting a pension to Alexander Wilson 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11551) granting a pension to Adam Darling—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11552) granting a pension to Catherine Ritchey- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11553) granting a pension to Amanda A. Riley- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11554) granting a pension to Jane M. Cram—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 11555) granting a pension to John 
B. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 11556) for the construction of a com- 
prehensive system of under-ground wires for telegraph and telephone 
service to connect the several Departments and bureaus with the Capi- 
tol at Washington City—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 11557) granting az increase of pen- 
sion to James McLaughlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 11558) to increase the pension of 
George A. Demander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 11559) for the relief of Jesse Williams— 
to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 
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a report thereon. € Re ; —s 
Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on P to whom wel! u's ‘ ; 


ferred the following bills, reported them sev: y without amendme1 








and mitted report eon 
A bill (H. R. = ting a pension to ‘ ; 
A bill (H. R. 210) g ng a pension to | im : iit 
A bill (H. R. 7) granting a pension to Thomas b. W av 
A bill (H. R. 308) granting a pension to John Lym enat : ' tmat t per 
A bill (H. R. 9178) granting a pension to Jane Jackson; : . we oe 
A bill (H. R. 7683 int rease of pension to Hugh] ! 1 It ( t M ry Affa 
bill (H. R. 9173) granting a pension to Mat Drake LUD t of 
ir. JONES, of Arka from the Committee on Indian A I SOUS t 
submitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 2407) to author ' A A 
conveyal f certain Absentee Shawnee Indian | in Kar - ut . , ; that sun to 
tofore reported from that ¢ imittee rst : : = 
‘ 
CONI EM r ; ‘ ‘ A} D = LI I 
ERON, from t Committee on N \ rs, re} ed L the t t 
do ting condemned « mon na sma I ; to was, I 
), Grand Army of Rey De t ‘ t oO t 
vyania, which was read twice its title ‘ 
Mr. CAMERON. Iask that the l may | eda 


The PRESIDENT pi pore The bill will be read at Ie t 
information, sul 
The Secretary read the bill. tl of « rs ized he Se 


yject to objection itt Co wi] 


The PRESIDENT protempore, Is there objection to } »t reso i t id 
sideration of the bill? ibmitted +} ht. therefore. it 
Mr. CULLOM. I thought there were no ! ranyt } gt portance of the principle of t 
of that kind to be given out. te ler i ‘ he ams D I helic ve. i 
Mr. CAMERON. I have a letter from the Secretary of the ? t we should once for all get into the possession of t 


the subject. I ask that the letter be read. | of the proceedings. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. The report of the board in full is in the files of th 
Senate Committee on Military Affairs, but undoubtedly there are pap 
that were submitted in evidence to the Army board which are still in 
the War Department 

Mr. HAMPTON. The bill was referred to me as a subcommittee 
the Committee on Military Affairs. I offered the joint 
which was passed requesting the Secretary of War to appoint a | 
of oflicers to pass upon the claim. The board was appointed and thx 
Military Committee acted upon the report of that board. 

My own recollection is that the Sec retary of War sent no communi 
cation at all to the committee or to Congress. If so, I did not see 
It may have gone to some member of the other House; but we a 
upon the report of the board of ordnance appointed by the Secretar 


Oo 


resoiu 


of War, and we simply adopted the findings or recommendations of 
that board I think the Secretary of War made no communications to 
the committee or to Congress. 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

. VIOLATIONS 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
sideration 

‘I he PRESI ] IENT pro te mpore, 

The Secretary 


OF CIVIL-SERVICE LAW. 


I offer a resolution, and ask for its present con 


The resolution will be read. 
read as follows: 


Resolved, Thatthe Attorney-General be directed to inform the Senate whethe 
or not during the present year there have come to the knowledge of th j 


partment of Justice any violations by officers of the United States or other pe 
sons of sections Il and 14 of the act of January 16, 1883, entitled “An act to 
regulate and improve the civil service of the United States; and if so, whether 
or not any prosecutions have been instituted to punish such violations under 
section 15 of said act, 


Mr. BERRY. Let that resolution go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tion will lie over and be printed. 

NAVAL ASTRONOMICAL OBSERVATIONS, 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 

which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate House of Repres . That the annual 


volumes of the astronomical observations of the Naval Observatory for 156, 1857, 
and 1888 be printed, and that 1,800 additional copies of each report be printed 


of which 300 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 700 copies for the use 
the House of Representatives, and 800 copies for the use of the Navy Depart- 


ment. 


the tatives concurring 


ANIMAL INDUSTRY REPORT. 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), That there 
be printed 50,000 copies of the fourth annual report of the Bureau of Animal In 
dustry for the year 1887, of which 13,000 copies shall be for the use of the mem- 
bers of the Senate, 27,000 copies for the use of members of the House of Repre 
sentatives, and 10,000 copies for the use ot the Commissioner of Agriculture 
the illustrations to be executed under the supervision of the Publie Printer, in 
accordance with the directions of the Joint Committee on Printiug, the work to 
be subject to the approval of the Commissioner of Agriculture. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had directed the Clerk to return to 
the Senate, in accordance with its request, the bill (H. R. 10633) foi 
the relief of Dr. John B. Read, and also to inform the Senate that the 
Speaker had signed the above enrolled bill before receiving a message 
of recall from the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (S. 3559) to amend section 2304 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States to allow persons who have abandoned or re- 
linquished their homestead entries to make another entry, disagreed 
to by the Senate, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Mc- 
RA, Mr. WHEELER, and Mr. HERMANN the managers at the conier- 
ence on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 3427) to amend section 4474 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 

POLITICAL REMOVALS FROM ARMORIES AND ARSENALS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from yesterday in relation to political removals 
from armories and arsenals. ‘The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. ’ 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] yesterday in the course of his remarks read what appears 
to have been a newspaper article, although he does not say from whence 
he obtained it, reciting the proceedings of a Cabinet meeting in 1882 
with regard to political assessments. I should like to say to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri that while I do not pretend to recollect everything 
which may have occurred in a Cabinet meeting at which I was present 
{and it is asserted I was present, as all the members of the Cabinet 
were present except Mr. Lincoln), I have myself no recollection of any 
such meeting at anytime. About one thing I am certain, that neither 
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I do not say that there may not have been some discussion as to 
vlhether if was proper to allow these circulars to be sent to the De- 
partments. I have an impression that there w something of that 
kind, but it must be borne in mind that that was betore the passage of 
t present civil-service Ww. 

[ wish to say, further, that during the time I occupied an official posi- 
tion in one of the Departments of the Government | never heard a ques- 
tion raised that a failure to contribute was a matter to which the head 


the or the Executive, or anybody else, would pay the 
slightest attention. I think all my associates in the Cabinet will bear 
me out in saying that from the way the collections were made then, if 
le from pu was utterly impossible, without great 
ffort on the purt of the head of a Department, to find out who had paid 
and wko had not. So far as I am concerned,!I never knew who had 
paid and who had not; neither do I believe any other member of the 
Cabinet did. 
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clerk-hire, there must be postage, there must be printing, and a great 
variety of things paid for. When a committee attempts to reach out 
and have its influence felt in every part of this great country, the ex- 


| pense must amount in the aggregate to considerable; but I will say for 
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myself that I regard it as a very grave misfortune that the people shall 
have come to believe that vast sums of money are collected or are nec- 
essary for the carrying on of political campaigns. 

I do not think it is promotive of good morals to have the people of 
the United St.tes believe that the success of either party in these cam- 
paigns depends upon the amount of bank capital they are able to raise. 
if that is true, in this campaign I think the Republican party might 


as well surrender now as atany other time. The ability of our Demo- 
cratic friends to raise money, not only in this campaign, butin all other 


campaigns, has always greatly exceeded that of the Republican party, 
unless it may have been immediately after the war, when they were 
in the demoralized condition they were, growing out of their connec- 
tion with the rebellion. 

To begin with, they have asolid South, in which it is not necessary 
that a dollar shall be expended for the publication of political docu- 
ments, for the less of that their people have in that section of the coun- 
try the more likely they are tosucceed. The 153 votes that represent 
the Democratic solid South in the electoral college can be won, with 
the exception perhaps of West Virginia and Virginia, without a con- 
test. It does not take an effort. That is done in most of those States 
not by determining what is the will or what is the wish of the voters 
of that State, but it depends entirely upon the ability of the counting 
officers to transfer to the proper column a sufficient number of figures 
to indicate the election of the Democratic candidates. 

So they need no money in the solid South. That enables them to 
do as they did in 1884—to call upon the solid South for contributions 
to be used in the North. It was reported in 1884, and undoubtedly 
truthfully, that the State of Georgia and other Southern States fur- 
nished the Democratic national committee a large amount of money to 
carry on the campaign. I have never heard it denied. They cer- 
tainly had no need of it in their own State, and undoubtedly they had 
the financial ability and the disposition to assist by furnishing means 
to the committee for use in the Northern States. 

Starting with 153 votes they do not need a great deal of money, I 
repeat, to make a very great showing in the States that are doubtful. 
If they can carry New York, Connecticut, and Indiana, or perhaps 
some other State of about the same electoral strength as Indiana or Con- 
necticut, the contest is over. So this great contest, involving the po- 
litical destiny of this people, involving our economical and industrial 
interests everywhere in the Union, is left to a few doubtful States, not 
to exceed four, and the contest is there carried on. 

I said a moment ago that the Democratic party had the opportunity, 
had the means, had the power to raise vast sums of money for the 
purpose of carrying on this and other campaigns. I only need to 
name the fact that at the head of their committee they have put the 
most distinguished capitalist of this country, if not of the world; and 
that to-day it is an open secret that all the men who control immense 
wealth in this country, all the men in this country of extraordinary 
wealth, no matter how acquired, are in full sympathy with the effort 
to repeat this Democratic Administration. 

With nearly $60,000,000 of the people’s money in the banks through 
out the United States that ought to have been in public circulation 
and not in the banks, which ought to have been paid upon the publi 
debt of the United States, it is easy for the Democratic national com 
mittee to call upon the people who are plundering the Government in 
this way for their contributions, and they will hardly say ‘‘ nay ’’ to 
them when the retention of this money, for which they pay no inter- 
est whatever, in the banks depends upon the good-will of a Demo 








